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1. This article proposes a bias correction that renders matching estimators N1/2-consistent and asymptotically normal. 
2. The proposed method is applied to the National Supported Work (NSW) data, originally analyzed in Lalonde (1986). 
3. A simulation study based on the NSW example shows that the bias-corrected matching estimator performs well compared to both simple matching estimators and to regression estimators.
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Appears well balanced: The article presents the information in a reliable and balanced way, without biases and prejudices. The claims made in the article are well supported and, where applicable, all sides of the argument are given opportunity to present their point of view. The article appears trustworthy and reliable.
[bookmark: _Toc4]Article analysis:
The article “Bias-Corrected Matching Estimators for Average Treatment Effects” by Alberto Abadie and Guido W. Imbens is a reliable source of information about the use of bias-corrected matching estimators for average treatment effects. The authors provide evidence from a simulation study based on the National Supported Work (NSW) data, which shows that their proposed method performs well compared to both simple matching estimators and to regression estimators in terms of bias, root-mean-squared-error, and coverage rates. Furthermore, software to compute the proposed estimator is available on the authors’ web pages and documented in Abadie et al. (2003). 
The article does not appear to be biased or one-sided in its reporting; it presents both sides of the argument equally and provides evidence for its claims. It also does not appear to contain any promotional content or partiality towards any particular point of view. Additionally, possible risks are noted throughout the article, such as potential issues with using matching estimators that may lead to slower convergence rates than N1/2. 
The only potential issue with this article is that it does not explore any counterarguments or missing points of consideration regarding its proposed method; however, this is likely due to space constraints rather than an intentional omission by the authors. All in all, this article appears to be a trustworthy and reliable source of information about bias-corrected matching estimators for average treatment effects.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Bias-corrected matching estimators: advantages and disadvantages
· Alternative methods for estimating average treatment effects
· National Supported Work (NSW) data
· Simulation study for bias-corrected matching estimators
· Software for computing bias-corrected matching estimators
· Potential issues with matching estimators
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