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1. Let kids denote the number of children ever born to a woman, and let educ
denote years of education for the woman. A simple model relating fertility to
years of education is

kids = By + preduc + u,
where u is the unobserved error.

i. What kinds of factors are contained in u? Are these likely to be
correlated with level of education?

ii. Will a simple regression analysis uncover the ceteris paribus effect of
education on fertility? Explain.

) Wiy fhe eor dums of ke obSG'VA""ﬂn’Le'\"s say Jwal age are conlained in W
and  corvelaled with edvcadion . So this e_q’ud-'on connol e BLVE
a$ vio(a‘linj SLR4 EC(Wi[X) =0 which is not be drve in dhig qva\-hon_

i) celeris ?ar\'s\nvs is  halding odher ‘\hinjs consdadt, Only educalion cannot
explain  well abov) dhe  derdility,

I

. The data set BWGHT contains data on births to women in the United States.
Two variables of interest are the dependent variable, infant birth weight in
ounces (bwght), and an explanatory variable, average number of cigarettes
the mother smoked per day during pregnancy (cigs). The following simple
regression was estimated using data on n = 1,388 births:

bwght = 119.77 — 0.514 cigs

i. What is the predicted birth weight when cigs = 0? What about when
cigs = 20 (one pack per day)? Comment on the difference.

ii. Does this simple regression necessarily capture a causal relationship
between the child’s birth weight and the mother’s smoking habits?
Explain.

iii. To predict a birth weight of 125 ounces, what would cigs have to be?
Comment.

iv. The proportion of women in the sample who do not smoke while
pregnant is about .85. Does this help reconcile your finding from part
(...)?/\
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