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Jordan, Ollerenshaw, & Trexler (Minor Commnets)
® Visualization of the design may be helpful (p. 11)

® Notation for /V; is not standard? What's /?
® [s the main concern about external validity of CSP?
® “CSP’s definitive conclusion rests primarily on just six experiments” (p. 2)

® What's statistical noise? (p. 4)

® Recent studies (such as mine and Matt Tyler’s) show that these are not really
“noise” (that only inflates SE while not affecting point estimate)

® Minor notes

® D.5says researchers have “historically avoided” the design, but it’s very new?

® D. 7 notes “Further, close proximity may even be advantageous if it reduces
random noise and strengthens the correlation between pre- and
post-treatment measures, which increases precision.” — This may require
more explanations as it seems very important

® Any reasons why repeated designs may fail for probability-based samples?

® s consistency in response bad or good? (not very clear)

® P. 32 really changes the story (people don’t really care about the exact value of

ATE)? What is your quantity of interest? p-value? Effect direction?
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® Null hypothesis (zero, negative, etc)
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® Standard error of the estimated effect (sample size, effect
heterogeneity, other noise)

— What roles do block randomization and repeated designs (and sample

loss) play in this big picture?
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