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Multinomial logistic regression analysis
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AMANUAYDIAILUTDATENTYIUN153MIIEN Logistic Regression

Description of Variables, Thailand Binary Logit Equation
CONDP = Price of one month’s protection using condoms, in dollars

IUDP = Price of one month’s protection using IUD, in dollars

INJP = Price of one month’s protection using injection, in dollars
PILLP = Price of one month's protection using pills, in dollars
STERP = Price of one month's protection using sterilization, in dollars

CONDTP = Time required per month to travel and wait to purchase con-
doms, weighted by household income

IUDTP = Time required per month to travel and wait to purchase IUD,
weighted by household income

INJTP = Time required per month to travel and wait to purchase injec-
tion, weighted by household income

PILLTP = Time required per month to travel and wait to purchase pills,
weighted by household income

STERTP = Time required per month to travel and wait to purchase sterili-

zation, weighted by household income

CONDTPF = Time required per month to travel and wait for free condoms,
weighted by household income

IUDTPF = Time required per month to travel and wait for free IUD,
weighted by household income



INJTPF = Time required per month to travel and wait for free injections,
weighted by household income

PILLTPF = Time required per month to travel and wait for free pills,
weighted by household income

STERTPF = Time required per month to travel and wait for free steriliza-
tion, weighted by housechold income

INCOME = Monthly household income, in hundreds of dollars

EDUC = Respondent’s education level: 1 = no formal education; 2 =
primary school; . . . ; 8 = bachelor’s degree or higher

URBAN = | = urban residence; 0 = rural

AGE = Respondent’s age in years

BUDHA = | = respondent’s religion is Buddhist; 0 = other

EXEC = | = executive occupation; 0 = other

BUS = | = business occupation; 0 = other

SALES = | = sales occupation; 0 = other

SKILL = | = skilled occupation; 0 = other

BLUE = | = blue-collar occupation; 0 = other



DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS, THAILAND BINARY LOGIT EQUATION

Independent Standard

Variable Mean Deviation Minimum Maximum
CONDP 2.220 902 .286 14.286
IUDP 304 132 015 2.083
INJP 589 207 .060 2.976
PILLP 529 222 036 2.964
STERP 162 063 006 .893
CONDTP 43.856 48.363 1.339 580.357
IUDTP 7.053 6.898 12 78.125
INJTP 36.016 43.327 149 580.357
PILLTP 23.566 32.392 297 580.350
STERTP .828 1.617 .007 35.714
CONDTPF 62.768 64.108 1.786 745.134
IUDTPF 10.659 10.838 149 127.143
INJTPF 56.892 57.526 1.339 675.848
PILLTPF 41.359 43.991 298 496.629
STERTPF 938 1.023 022 10.915
INCOME 1.872 1.866 179 22.321
EDUC 2.953 1.724 1.000 8.000
URBAN 22 448 0 1.000
AGE 31.759 6.739 15.000 44.000
BUDHA .969 389 0 1.000
EXEC 081 273 0 1.000
BUS 191 393 0 1.000
SALES .205 404 0 1.000
SKILL .140 348 0 1.000
BLUE 178 .308 0 1.000




Binary LoGiT RESuLTS FOR THAILAND—DEPENDENT VARIABLE: PROBABILITY OF USING A
CONTRACEPTIVE METHOD NOT SuPPLIED FREE OF CHARGE

Independent Asymptotic
Variable Coefficient -Value
Constant - .905 - 1.107
CONDP 003 .034
IUDP -.207 -.318
INJP 016 040
PILLP - .541 -1.322
STERP -1.195 - 883
CONDTP -.001 -.203
IUDTP -.010 —.407
INJTP 002 318
PILLTP .003 .503
STERTP .068 549
CONDTPF -.002 - .462
IUDTPF 041 .891
INJTPF - .005 — 485
PILLTPF .004 725
STERTPF -.097 -1.076
INCOME 211 .660
EDUC 041 .623
URBAN 3B4re 1.770
AGE 028** 2.103
BUDHA 361 731
EXEC -.166 -.379
BUS 807+ 2.067
SALES .483 1.393
SKILL 539 1.527
BLUE 362 1.144

Notes.—No. of observations, dependent variable = 0: 228; no. of observations,
dependent variable = 1: 497; total observations: 725; x3s = 47.404.

** Significant at a = .05.

*** Significant at a = .10.



Multinomial Logit Model

Description of Variables, Thailand Multinomial Logit Model

PRICE

TIME

EFFECT
INCOME
EDUC
AGE
URBAN
EXEC
BUS
SALES
SKILL
MCHILD

T — — —

Price of one month’s protection for each of the six possible
methods, in dollars: condom, IUD, injection, pill, natural
and sterilization

Time required per month to travel and wait for each of the six
possible methods, weighted by household income

Perfect effectiveness for each of the six possible methods

Monthly household income, in hundreds of dollars

Respondent’s education level

Respondent’s age, in years

1 = urban residence; 0 = rural

executive; 0 = other

business occupation; 0 = other

sales occupation; 0 = other

skilled occupation; 0 = other

does not desire more children; 0 = desires more children
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Multinomial Logit

INDEPENDENT VARIABLE MEANS, THAILAND MuLTINOMIAL LoGIT EQUATION

Independent Natural  Sterili-

Variable Condom IUD  Injection Pill Method zation All
PRICE 2.224 305 594 530 0 160 .635
TIME 57.343 7.802 39972  26.952 0 950 22,182
EFFECT 900 950 998 980 .760 999 231
INCOME 3.530 2.429 1.465 1.652 2422 1.956  2.018
EDUC 4.923 3.600 2.565 3.134 3.438 2950  3.099
AGE 28.346  30.800  30.275 29.465 30938  35.201 31.903
URBAN 962 867 652 767 813 804 781
EXEC 231 133 145 523 125 A28 091
BUS 231 200 870 186 188 231 193
SALES 192 133 232 279 250 236 245
SKILL 190 133 232 093 250 166 153
MCHILD .500 .600 637 955 563 1.000 .748




doanssanuUsdasznlaluaunis Multinomial Logit

DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS, THAILAND MuLTINOMIAL LOGIT EQUATION

Independent Standard

Variable Mean Deviation Minimum Maximum
CONDP* 2.224 1.085 .286 14.286
IUDP* 305 159 015 2.083
INJP* 594 249 059 2.976
PILLP* 530 .267 036 2.964
STERP* 160 075 006 .893
CONDTP* 57.343 62.848 1.339 658.973
IUDTP* 7.802 7.937 d12 78.125
INJTP* 39.972 50.656 149 580.357
PILLTP* 26.952 38.698 .298 580.350
STERTP* 950 1.937 007 35.714
INCOME 2.018 2.102 A79 22.321
EDUC 3.099 1.797 1.000 8.000
AGE 31.903 6.841 15.000 44.000
URBAN 781 419 0 1.000
EXEC 091 271 0 1.000
BUS 193 408 0 1.000
SALES .245 412 0 1.000
SKILL 153 361 0 1.000
MCHILD 748 422 0 1.000




NAN153LA512Y Multinomial Logit

MuLTiNnoMIAL LoGit ReEsuLTs, THAILAND

Independent Asymptotic
Variable Coefficient t-Value
Conditional variables:
PRICE - 322 - 1.559
TIME ~.030* ~5.748
EFFECT 3.623 618
Unconditional variables:
PCOND
Log [CPPu.L ]
INCOME 129 1.084
EDUC 272% 1.903
AGE —-.100* -2.776
URBAN 1.322 1.410
EXEC 1.051 933
BUS 379 .448
SALES -.561 —.668
SKILL 1.237%** 1.669
MCHlLl? ~.347 ~.639
PIUD 1.
Log LPPILL ]
INCOME -.154 - 1.145
EDUC ~.054 -.312
AGE -.070* —-2.587
URBAN .346 484
EXEC 779 690
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Independent Asymptotic

Variable Coefficient t-Value
BUS - 421 - 482
SALES -1.239 ~1.345
SKILL — 154 -7
MCHILD —~ 236 — 383

PINJ 1.

Log LPPILL ]
INCOME -.010 - 097
EDUC ~ 155 ~1.342
AGE 1008 505
URBAN — 623 ~1.681
EXEC - 283 - 24
BUS — 133 - 225
SALES 215 466
SKILL 1121%* 2.399
MCHILD - 270 ~ 699

PSTER

Log LPP[LL ]
INCOME ~ 387* ~3.715
EDUC - 302° -3.7%
AGE 030 2.693
URBAN - 4 ~1.352
EXEC 2.247 3.888
BUS 1.138* 2.977
SALES 708** 2.062
SKILL 935%* 2.394
MCHILD 1.336* 4.091

PNAT 1.

Log | 5pILL |
INCOME - 214 ~1.337
EDUC ~ 195 ~1.100
AGE — 042 —9m
URBAN - 625 - 836
EXEC 1.986*** 1.756
BUS 768 769
SALES 701 790
SKILL 1.613%*+ 1.869
MCHILD - 515 - 834

Note:—No. of observations: for condoms: 26; for IUDs: 15; for injections: 69; for
the pill: 172; for natural method: 16; for sterilization: 199; total: 497. x3; = 608.080.
PCOND = probability of using condom; PIUD = probability of using IUD; PINJ =
probability of using injection; PPILL = probability of using the pill; PNAT
probability of using natural method; PSTER = probability of using sterilization.

* Significant at « = .0l.

** Significant at a = .05.

=** Significant at a = .10.

([



NAUDINISILATIEH
> wANANISALASIZYlaINaR lutdganuunaudiauly wazlidfioule

» uadilddliiuinlunduaniililfidenTdisnsanunasliudn sandu
Jadudrdnyuaziauduiusludauiuisauiiliamaenld deaunse
Aarumnglddnfiananslesiudeideuvasislafinuiigedu aufaziu
114355 dwmsunguidenisaududinnaiigaiuaziuunlduiiazanlona
fazidenldisanann

b Arvesmildlumsifumanazsefuusnsiidedduuazinasawmsneay
Favanearudn raveaaatvasisnsauiuiagedu Tenafiazdentd
A3n1stuazanad



gmdunsaanuvunenavasiauUsililiteuly azdeadululusduius
flundugnu (base category) Fvlufiildud snfinaudiin nafiauavasudas
FEadendulFeuiisunueniiaauniia

PCOND

PPILL
n13ANE (educ) 818 (Age) LuaLllas (Urban) #u3n1s (Exec) 3503 (Bus)

» daudsau log ( ) wazAUIBEsE ABTElA (income)

WUNUVIY (sales) w39 (SKill) 1azAMUABINITUASLAN (Mchild)
Fanuinsela a1g wazsnurialiniuduiuseg1elidedAydanis
danldgeesaunduliaSeuiisuiunislidendaauniia



N1SNEINITAIAIYRILaNIENIZIAINNTANNILTALAAEIS

ad

ad

Arvaelanid(AuU1zLU)

75
098199 UNY 0.0202
8120 0.1049
gLdln 0.3518
729 0.0273
NI 0.4609
35553UUA 0.0349

NUBLYA ANYB91aNN1EANAYTENIIINAILUITBHTENNAD B ANLRRY VDIUARZAD




/ 1 = o dl
MNADY199T1UYN 2
» Mahapatra, K. & Kent, S. (2003). Tropical deforestation: A

multinomial logistic model and some country-specific policy

prescriptions. Forest Policy and Economics.
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Fig. 1. Dual effects of the explanatory variables on deforestation.
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Details of the data used for the estimation of deforestation model

Sector Variables Explanation Unit Source
Forest DEF Average annual rate of deforestation Percent  FAO, 1993
from 19801990 and 1990- 1995 FAO, 1997
FORAR Percentage of land area of a country Percent  FAO, 1993
under forests in 1980 and 1990 FAO, 1997
Demographic POPGR Average annual growth rate of Percent  FAO, 1993
population from 19801990 and 19901995 FAO, 1997
Macro-economic GDPGR* Average annual growth rate of GDP Percent World Bank, 1999
(excluding agriculture) during 19801990 and 19901995
DEBTGR* Average annual growth rate of Total Debt Percent = World Bank, 1999

service as a percentage of GNP dunng
19801990 and 19901995

Agnculture AGGR Average annual growth rate of agricultural Percent
sector dunng 19801990 and 1990 - 1995

Infrastructure ROAD Percentage paved road of a country Percent
for the years 1990 and 1995

Political DEMOCRACY Average DEMOCRACY index of a country Integer

during 1980~ 1990 and 1990- 1995

World Bank, 1997
World Bank, 1999

Gurr and Jaggers, 1999

Note: *Values of these variables are calculated.
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Descriptive statistics for the vanables of the deforestation model (V= 117)

DEF FORAR POPGR GDPGR DEBTGR AGGR ROAD DEMOCRACY
Mean 1.11 33.85 2.65 277 1.82 2.34 21.38 347
Min. 0.00 0.47 0.90 -12.95 -55.11 ~10.80 0.17 0.00
Max. 3.90 95.48 420 10.29 37.45 12.20 75.00 10.00
S.D. 091 21.84 0.65 3.65 12.47 2.89 15.77 3.55




NAN159LA1ZYA Multinomial Logit

Results of multinomial logistic regression (V= 117)

Variable Likelihood Wald test

Ratio test High/Low Med/Low

Chi-square

p Wald Exp (f) p Wald Exp ()

INTERCEPT 13.592¢ ~6.670 10.695* ~4,084 4.893*
FORAR 4315 ~0.0299 3.696* 0.971 ~0.00375 0.082 0.996
POPGR 7.116* 1.420 6.194* 4.138 0.791 2.345 2.206
GDPGR 2.660 -0.178 2.016 0.837 0.02285 0.055 1.023
DEBTGR 7.564* 0.01199 0.212 1.012 0.06147 6.508* 1.063
AGGR 7.801* 0.263 2.855* 1.301 0.311 5.947* 1.365
ROAD 7.991° 0.04206 4.348* 1.043 0.05161 5.848* 1.053
DEMOCRACY 1.085 0.03812 0.146 1.039 0.09467 1.055 1.099
IDASIA 25352% 3.745 10.298* 42.326 -2.039 2.907* 0.130
IDLAT 29.171° 4511 16.522* 91.018 0.08741 0.008 1.091

Note: *Significant at 10% level of significance. The critical values at 10% level of significance are 2.705 for 1 degree of freedom (Wald test)
and 4.605 for 2 degrees of freedom (LR test).

“Significant at 11.6% level of significance (significance of this result is discussed in Section 8).
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» Peng, C.J. & Nichols, R.N. (2003). Using multinomial logistic models

to predict adolescent behavioral risk. Journal of Modern Applied
Statistical Methods. 2(1): 1-13.
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N1534A51¢% Multinomail Logit WeRinssuLdeesian151n5enueuae ey

’ Wald’s é’
Predictor B SEB 1y (df=1) p (odds ratio)
CONSTANT 1 (1) —0.6211 1.0627 0.3416 0.5589 Not necessary
CONSTANT 2 (I1+15) 25220 10723 5.5317 0.0187 Not necessary
GENDER (boys=1,girls=0) 1.1070 02111 27.5060 <0.0001 3.0253
DROPOUT
- 2.1818 03287 44.0618 <0.0001 8.8622
(yes=1, no=0)

FAMILY 04135 0.1179 122979 <0.001 15121
EMOTION 0.0074 0.0115 04118 0.5211 1.0074
ESTEEM —0.0488 0.0118 169867 <0.0001 0.9524

Overall Model Evaluation

Tests 1 df P

Likelihood Ratio Test 122.38 5 <0.0001

Score test 110.47 5 <0.0001

Wald test 9787 5 <0.0001

Notes. Cox and Snell R squared=0.2467. Nagelkerke R squared (Max rescaled R squared)=0.2978.
Kendall’s Tau-a = 0.297. Goodman-Kruskal’s Gamma= 0.548. Somers’ D= 0.539. c-statistic =
0.769.



Table 3. Predicated Probability of Participating in Self-injurious Behavior for 36 Children.

Case SEX DROPOUT FAMILY EMOTION ESTEEM Intercept Intercept  Predicted probability Actual Behavior nsk,

No. B= B=2.1818 B=04135 B=00074 B= 1 2 of participating in 1=high, 2=med 3=low
1.107 1=ves 1=intact, -0.0488 a;= @,=2522 self-mjurious behavior (score on HBO,
1=boy O=mo 2=step, -0.6211 P P Ps M=47.69, 5D=10.89)
O=grl 3=single (high) (medmm) (low)

1 1 0 1 62.39 3268 —06211 25220 .0818 5921 3261 1 (60.40)
2 1 0 1 80.74 3268 —06211 25220 .0926 .6102 2972 2 521
3 1 0 1 32.07 71.58 -=0.6211 25220 .0106 .1878 .8016 3 (42.65)
4 1 1 1 .72 4641 06211 25220 3038 6062 .0900 1 (9521)
5 1 1 1 63.07 37.25 06211 25220 .3885 .5479 .0636 2 (50.00)
6 1 1 1 - — 06211 25220 — — - 3 (--2)
7 0 0 1 47.29 4183 06211 25220 0166 2645 7189 1 (61.53)
8 0 0 1 45.78 4412 06211 25220 .0147 2422 7431 2 (47.07)
9 0 0 1 42.05 21.24 06211 25220 0425 4643 4932 3 (42.70)
10 0 1 1 51.37 3497 —06211 25220 1772 6559 .1669 1 (70.23)
11 0 1 1 56.77 3725 —06211 25220 .1670 6559 1771 2 (5327
12 0 1 1 —_ — 06211 25220 — — - 3 ()
13 1 0 2 41.36 50.98 -0.6211 25220 .0451 4776 4773 1 (72.83)
14 1 0 2 46.14 5098 —06211 25220 .0467 4848 4685 2 (4589
15 1 0 2 36.11 41.83 06211 25220 .0663 .5559 .3778 3 @04
16 1 1 2 38.59 57.85 —06211 25220 2269 6449 .1282 1 (92.50)
17 1 1 2 54.87 4641 06211 25220 3665 .5641 .0694 2 (46.99)
18 1 1 2 70.35 3497 —06211 25220 .5312 4321 .0367 3 (43.52)
19 0 0 2 - = 06211 25220 — — - 1 ()
20 0 0 2 3421 4412 06211 25220 .0203 .3041 .6756 2 (45.78)
21 0 0 2 50.18 5327 —06211 25220 .0147 2421 7432 3 (4049
2 0 1 2 —_ = -0.6211 25220 — — — 1 ()
L] 0 1 2 5484 5098 —06211 25220 .1326 6473 2201 2 (4869)
24 0 1 2 50.18 4641 —0.6211 25220 .1559 6547 1894 3 (43.08)
25 1 0 3 63.52 23.52 06211 25220 2432 6384 .1184 1 (67.90)
26 1 0 3 32.07 67.00 —06211 25220 .0296 3848 .5856 2 (56.69)
27 1 0 3 50.18 48.70 -0.6211 25220 .0786 .5854 .3360 3 (4049
28 1 1 3 43.54 4870 06211 25220 4184 5250 .0566 1 (8549
2 1 1 3 56.74 4412 06211 25220 4979 4604 0417 2 (5431
30 1 1 3 - == -06211 25220 — - -— 3 (-l
31 0 0 3 - — 06211 25220 — — - 1 ()
32 0 0 3 64.12 28.10 —06211 25220 .0786 .5856 .3358 2 (4841
33 0 0 3 60.08 39.54 —06211 25220 0453 4781 4766 3 (4D
34 0 1 3 - - -0.6211 25220 — — - 1 ()
35 0 1 3 43.63 4870 -0.6211 25220 .1922 6543 .1535 2 (46.39)
36 0 1 3 - — —0.6211 25220 — — — 3 ()
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A19819 STATA

> AUsnU Usetnnuasusenu
HUNW

insure Freq. Percent Cum.
Indemnity 294 47.73 47.73
Prepaid 277 44 .97 92.69
Uninsure 45 7.31 100.00
Total 616 100.00
nonwhite
insure 0 1 Total
Indemnity 251 43 294
50.71 35.54 47.73
Prepaid 208 69 277
42 .02 57.02 44 .97
Uninsure 36 9 45
7.27 7.44 7.31
Total 495 121 616
100.00 100.00 100.00
Pearson chi2(2) = 9.5599 Pr = 0.00



Multinomial logistic regression Number of obs = 616
LR chi2(2) = 9.62
Prob > chi2 = 0.0081
Log likelihood = -551.78348 Pseudo R2 = 0.0086
insure Coef. Std. Err. z P>|z] [95% Conf. Interval]
Indemnity (base outcome)
Prepaid
nonwhite .6608212 .2157321 3.06 0.002 .2379942 1.083648
_cons -.1879149 .0937644 -2.00 0.045 -.3716896 -.0041401
Uninsure
nonwhite .3779586 -407589 0.93 0.354 -.4209011 1.176818
_cons -1.941934 .1782185 -10.90 0.000 -2.291236 -1.592632




Multinomial logistic regression Number of obs = 616

LR chi2(2) = 9.62
Prob > chi2 = 0.0081
Log likelihood = -551.78348 Pseudo R2 = 0.0086
insure Coef. Std. Err. z P>|z]| [95% Conf. Interval]
Indemnity
nonwhite -.6608212 .2157321 -3.06 0.002 -1.083648 -.2379942
_cons .1879149 .0937644 2.00 0.045 .0041401 .3716896
Prepaid (base outcome)
Uninsure
nonwhite -.2828627 .3977302 -0.71 0.477 -1.0624 .4966742
_cons -1.754019 .1805145 -9.72 0.000 -2.107821 -1.400217




Odd ratio

Multinomial logistic regression Number of obs = 616
LR chi2(2) = 9.62
Prob > chi2 = 0.0081
Log likelithood = -551.78348 Pseudo R2 = 0.0086
insure RRR Std. Err. z P>|z] [95% Conf. Interval]
Indemnity
nonwhite -516427 -1114099 -3.06 0.002 .3383588 .7882073
_cons 1.206731 .1131483 2.00 0.045 1.004149 1.450183
Prepaid (base outcome)
Uninsure
nonwhite . 7536233 .2997387 -0.71 0.477 .3456255 1.643247
_cons .1730769 .0312429 -9.72 0.000 .1215024 .2465434




Multinomial logistic regression Number of obs = 615
LR chi2(10) 42 .99
Prob > chi2 = 0.0000
Log likelihood = -534.36165 Pseudo R2 = 0.0387
insure Coef. Std. Err. z P>]z]| [95% Conf. Interval]
Indemnity (base outcome)
Prepaid
age -.011745 -.0061946 -1.90 0.058 -.0238862 .0003962
male .5616934 .2027465 2.77 0.006 -1643175 -9590693
nonwhite .9747768 .2363213 4.12 0.000 .5115955 1.437958
site
2 .1130359 .2101903 0.54 0.591 -.2989296 .5250013
3 -.5879879 .2279351 -2.58 0.010 -1.034733 -.1412433
_cons .2697127 .3284422 0.82 0.412 -.3740222 .9134476
Uninsure
age -.0077961 .0114418 -0.68 0.496 -.0302217 .0146294
male .4518496 .3674867 1.23 0.219 -.268411 1.17211
nonwhite .2170589 .4256361 0.51 0.610 -.6171725 1.05129
site
2 -1.211563 -4705127 -2.57 0.010 -2.133751 -.2893747
3 -.2078123 .3662926 -0.57 0.570 -.9257327 -510108
_cons -1.286943 .5923219 -2.17 0.030 -2.447872 -.1260134




Multinomial logistic regression Number of obs = 615
LR chi2(10) = 42 .99
Prob > chi2 = 0.0000
Log likelihood -534.36165 Pseudo R2 = 0.0387
insure RRR Std. Err. z P>|z] [95% Conf. Interval]
Indemnity (base outcome)
Prepaid
age .9883237 .0061223 -1.90 0.058 .9763968 1.000396
male 1.75364 .3555444 2.77 0.006 1.178588 2.609267
nonwhite 2.650576 .6263875 4.12 0.000 1.66795 4.212086
site
2 1.119672 .2353442 0.54 0.591 .7416116 1.690461
3 .5554437 .1266051 -2.58 0.010 .3553214 .868278
_cons 1.309588 -430124 0.82 0.412 .6879617 2.492902
Uninsure
age .9922342 -011353 -0.68 0.496 .9702304 1.014737
male 1.571216 -5774008 1.23 0.219 . 7645935 3.228799
nonwhite 1.242417 .5288177 0.51 0.610 .5394676 2.861341
site
2 .2977316 .1400865 -2.57 0.010 .1183924 .7487316
3 .8123595 .2975613 -0.57 0.570 .396241 1.665471
_cons .2761136 .1635481 -2.17 0.030 .0864774 .881603




Test Prepaid

(D
¢ 2)
¢ 3)
)
)
( 6)

[Prepaid]age = 0O
[Prepaid]male = 0O
[Prepaid]nonwhite = 0
[Prepaid]lb.site = 0
[Prepaid]2.site = 0
[Prepaid]3.site = 0
Constraint 4 dropped

28 .84
0.0000

chi2¢ 5)
Prob > chi?2



Test Uninsure

( 1) [Uninsure]lage = 0O

( 2) [Uninsure]male = 0

( 3) [Uninsure]nonwhite = 0O

( 4) [Uninsure]lb.site = 0

( 5) [Uninsure]2.site =0

( 6) [Uninsure]3.site =0
Constraint 4 dropped

chi2( 5) 9.31
Prob > chi2 = 0.0973
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