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P, = 0.25771917 means that if sales increases by one percent,

salary is expected to increase by P, percent .
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The overall significance of this regression 99% significant from using the p-value of the 1- test .
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Because then we wouldn't have
a baseline or when all the dummies =D there would

be no sector for the regression . If we put all of them in the equation, stora will

automatically omit one variable because it can't be estimated
.
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There is a possibility that this could be beneficial because there could be variation

in the amount of equity that ampoules hold in each sector
, leading to different rage of

ROE in each sector and could possibly means
Phet ROEE affects salary of CEOs

in each sector differently .
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The overall significance of this regression 99% significant from using the p-value of the 1- test .
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Ho: father education & mother education has no marginal contribution to the model

Ha : otherwise
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•

• 957 . of the time the education of
4=0.05

father and another has no marginal contribution

to the model i. e. parents
' education doesn't really

have
any impact on birth weight .
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e)

No
,
because intuitively

, higher age comes with higher wage
due to more experience , knowledge etc

. As I've mentioned that with higher age
comes higher experience , I believe their age and experience are highly correlated

which would leads to multicsllinecrty and become the cause of this insignificance .


