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the +stat is less than 0 or not equal to 0

therefore it's significant

ordines = 2.613 t o
.

3 salesbit - D. Abo salesbill

( o. 429 ) ( s . 14 ) ( O .
0037 )

n = 32
g
R2 = O

. 1484

I prefer equation from Ciii ) because it easier to read

as it contains less o
,
the interpretation of 2 equations

is the same once the different scales are accounted for.

( i ) the coefficient on male is 87.75 so
,
man is estimated

to sleep more per week comparable to women .

+ male = 87.75-2 2.56
34.33

close to It . critical value

so
, the evidence is strong

- 2.58 2.562-58

Cii ) t
+* work

= -.163_ x - 9. Db is statistically significant
.
018

the coefficient implies that one more hour of work

( 60 min ) is
.
163 ( 60 ) a 9.8 minutes less sleep

Ciii ) the null hypothesis we're testing
Ho : 153--154=0

now run restricted version of the regression where age , age
's

are omitted by calculating
F = CR luv - R! )
C/cn-k- i )



Ci ) log ( wage ) = pot 13 , usage t p , educt pz expert 134 female

Cii ) log cwage) = pot 13 , usage -113, educt 13, expert 134 female -1ps usage
- female

To test Ho : 13 , = O

ha : Ps to

Ciii ) Assuming that there's no interaction between sex
and usage

log ( wage ) = pots . light t s ,

moderate -18
,
heavy + Pz educt p,expert

134 female + a

non - user is the omitted category

Civ ) The null hypothesis is Ho : P ,
= 132=133 =D

Perform F test which q =3 d.f = n - b - 1

( vs respondents may not accurately report their marijuana

usage out of fear of legal repercussion or there maybe

omitted variables which determine both
wage

and usage

• 133 are difinitely less than o because highschool
percentile is defined so that the smaller the

number the better the student do .

• 13470 because SAT scores cannot be negative

• others coefficients are unclear



-

colgpa = 1.241 - 0.569 h size -10.002168 h size
'
- D. 132 hsperc TO . 00165 sat

( 0.079 ) ( O
.
0164 ) ( D. 00225 ) ( D -

DDD 57 ) ( D. 00007 )

to
.
155 female +0.169 athlete

( O . 018 )

n = 4,137 Rt = 0.293

• Athlete is predicted to have gpa x. 169 points higher than

non athlete CENTARES PARZBUS .
The t - stat =

-
169 - O y 4.02 is very significant
742

the coefficient on athele becomes x. 0054 which is not

as significant as Cii ) because we don't control the SAT scores
.



To test the hypothesis we choose female nonathlete as a basegroup
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