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Pavita kriathkungwalkai

it Yes
, violate the assumption of homoskedasticity.

iilno.it just requires the coefficient not to bet
.

iii ) yes , violate the 4th assumption Ecuix ,=o if the omitted variable is correlated

with the independent variable in the model
.

i )
. Ho : Bz =D
Ha : Bz > 0

ii ) the proportionate effect on safari -_ 0.000241507=0.12--7.2-1
.

Thus
,
a so point ceteris paribas increase in ros is predicted

to increase salary by i. 2%
iii ) Ho :B3=0

significant level 701=0.1Ha :p > o id -f. '
- 209 - 3 - 7=205

+ crit = 7.282

teal '- Bz - O
= 0-0024=0.44-
-

5.e. (Bz) 0.0054

O - 4457.282

IX.we can't reject Ho at not significant level .

#
O 7 - 282



i10 vote A- =p , 010g ( Expend A )
'
- CB , Moo ) (700×01091ExpendA )]
= (Barros ) -4.0109 ( ExpendA ) ]

i. pyrosis ceteris Paribas percentage point

change of vote received when campaign
expenditure by candidate A increase by zy

.
.

ii ) Ho:Bz= - Br
Ha '- Bz 't - B ,

iii ) Regression model in usual form :

vote A- = (45.77+6.08 log ( Expend A ) - 6.6210g ( Expend B)

iv ) rewrite hypothesis f , =p,tpz→ Ho :O , =D
Ha :O

, to

rearrange equation vote A = Bo + ① log ( expend A) + pzclog (Expend B - log ( Expend A ) ] + Bzprtystrtt
when estimate equation we obtain B. = - 0.532

s.e.CI, )= - 533
then teal - o - 532 - O
- K - 7

.

'

. cannot reject Ho : Bz =p,0.533

i ) Ho : Bz = Bz
ii ) 2 is significant at a gsr. of confidence interval

, Thus we can't reject Ho .

we can conclude that one additional year of general workforce experience
has the came effect on log ( wage ) as another Year .



i ) 2. 0.77 observations

ii ) § , can be interpret as a $1,000 increase in income correspond to

a $ > gg increase in net financial wealth
. we interpret Baas a 1 year

increase in age correspond to a $842 increase in net financial wealth .

iii ) fo -- - 43.04
This is an individual 's net financial wealth when their income is $0
and their age is O

.
In other word

, a net financial wealth of new born babies
.

iv , t - statistic = Co - 843 - No.ogz ) I -7.77

p- value =P CTC - 7.777=0.044

Against the one - sided alternative Hr : Best
i. reject the null hypothesis at the s significance level but not
at the 1% significance level .


