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STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A

224 .574  DF= 25
0.364
COEFFICIENT 0.342
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STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A
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mmhmm————————— ———tmm———— -+
ED 0 1 1
0.00 3.33 25.00

s Eamaet T e s -+
N- 0 1 0
0.00 3.33 0.00

R S L ST P
o 11 0
0.00 36.67 0.00

e o ——— o +
3 30 L




I 1w ¥} u
0.00 :
--------- dmmmmmm ===
D TO DAT 0 0
0.00 1
e —tmm———— -+
OPPOSED 0 0
0.00 :
-------- e
ATE NON- 0 0
0.00 ;
-------- e e o i e e S s o
E 1 0
33.33 a
------- e T
3

i

36.36

33

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

THE

CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS

SPARSE THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A
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STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI-S5QUARE MAY NOT BE A

COEFFICIENT

B7.874
0.231
0.225

DF= 25






EwWa S 14 M
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TATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

LLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS THAN E
THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A VALID

256.977 DF= 25 PROB=
0.394
CIENT 0.1366



Fommm e Fommmm e Fmmmmm——— Hmmmm——
2 0 (1] 1]

| o6 el

$mmm———— B e e Attt
33 . 3

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A

k.776 DF= &
0.263
COEFFICIENT 0.254
0.186
ATIO CHISQUARE .10k DF= &



£ u L L]
06 " 0.00 . 10,
e B —tmmm————- R
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B et T e s
1 0 0 0
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STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A



a3 * 3
TATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

LLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS THAN £
THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A VALID

8.916 DF= 3 PROB=
0.365

CIENT 0.343
0.365

H1SQUARE 8.8B35 DF= 3 PROB=



=

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

2

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
3PARSE THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A

CDEFFICIENT

\TIO CHISQUARE

6.538
0.355
0.334
0.355
6.597

DF=

DF=

3



£4 W 3
TATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

LLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS THAN ¢
THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A VALID

1.673 DF= 3 PROB=
0.189

CIENT 0.185
0.189

H1SQUARE 2.380 DF= 3 PROBe



= s = |

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A

0.772 DF= 3
0.122
COEFFICIENT o.121
0.122
ATI0 CHISQUARE 0.739 DF= 3



£ N 3
TATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

LLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS THAN ¢
THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A VALID

6.671 DF= 3 PROB=
0.394

CIENT 0.366
0.39L

H1SQUARE L.63k DF= 3 PROBe



L | . L] -

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXFECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI-5QUARE MAY NOT BE A

1.147 DF= 2
0.223
COEFFICIENT 0.218
0.223
ATI0 CHISQUARE 1.226 DF= 2
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s Sttt T e tommee
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e ———— —fmmm———— —tmmm +==—=
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52 16 1k 22 2

TATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

LL5 HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS THAN E
THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A VALID

9.135 DF= 15 PROB=
0.07k

CIENT 0.07k
0.043

11 SQUARE 9.283 DF= 15 PROB=
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37 10 10 11
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e e +-====== e
59 1k 1k 5]

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A

20.422 DF= 15
0.115
COEFFICIENT D.114
0.066

ATI0 CHISQUARE 29.283 . DF= 1§
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e T tmm———— —tmm—————— e
i5 7 8 11 1
52 Le.67 61.54 £5.00 51.
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39 15 13 20 2

FTATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

.LS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS THAN 5
THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A VALID

10.249 DF= 15 PROB=
0.081

S1ENT 0.081
0.047

11 SQUARE 12.833 DF= 15 PROB=
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e T SRR S
56 T4 11 18
100.00 100.00 84 .62 100.00
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STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI=-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A

18.133 DF= 15
Dt]]“‘
COEFFICIENT 0.113
0.066
ATI0 CHISQUARE 12.066 DF= 15
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e ————— o ———— $mmmm -
32 8 8 g

TATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

LLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS THAN !
THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A VALID

24,249 DF= 20 PROB-
0.169
CIENT 0.167
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STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI-S5QUARE MAY NOT BE A
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1 1 2 0
13 12.50 25.00 0.00 13.
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e ————— —tmm—————— Fmmmm———— R
32 8 8 g 1

TATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

LLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS THAN £
THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A VALID

CIENT

15.621

0.135
0.134

DF= 20

PROB=
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STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A

B.L51 DF= 20

0.099
COEFFICIENT 0.09g9



g ] u u
50 12.50 0.00 0.00 18.
s e e S —
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cemfmmmmmm e —————————
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s ettt et R e .
5 0 2 2
53 0.00 25.00 22.22 74
B ST —tmmmmmm —4ommmmm - +==m—-
32 8 8 9 1

TATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

LLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS THAN £
THAT CHI-5QUARE MAY NOT BE A VALID

19.791 DF= 20 PROB=
0.152
CIENT 0.180
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--------- o ——————
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STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A

COEFFICIENT

24.661

0.173
0.1

DF= 20



| ] 1 e d
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FTATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

.L5 HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS THAN E
THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A VALID

25.420 DF= 20 PROB=
0.176
CTIENT 0.173
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STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A

COEFFICIEN

T

25.954
0.178
0.175

DF= 20
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s L L
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TATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

LLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS THAN ¢!
THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A VALID

30.063 DF= 20 PROB=
0.192
CIENT 0.188
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STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED

COUNTS LESS

SPARSE THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A

COEFFICI

ENT

21.803
0.162
0.160

DF= 20



o 1 1] i

LY 14.29 0.00 70.00 26,
e - ——tmm—————— e
12 3 L 1

86 L2.86 E7.14 10.00 3g.
- e ———— -
2 2 (4] 2

1k 28.57 0.00 20.00 13.
e —$mm——— B e
2 1 0 4]

1k 14.29 0.00 0.00 6.
e ———— B it ST S
28 7 7 10

TATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

LLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS THAN !
THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A VALID

CIENT

37.892
0,21k
0.209

DF= 20

PROB-
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STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

M’HE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A
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FATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

.LS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS THAN §
THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A VALID

13.032 DF= 20 PROB=
0.125
CIENT 0.124
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STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI-5QUARE MAY NOT BE A

COEFFICIENT

12.409
0.122
0.121

DF= 20
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TATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

LLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS THAN ¢
THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A VALID

25.294 DF= 20 PROB=

0.175
CIENT 0.172 “~
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STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A

COEFFICIENT

26.880
0.180
0.177

DF= 20
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TATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

LLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS THAN ¢
THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A VALID

CIENT

13.285
o127
0.126

DF= 20

PROB=
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STATISTICS FOR Z-WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A

COEFFICIENT

26.576

0.179
0.177

DF= 20
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TATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

LLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS THAN £
THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A VALID

4L,8.003 DF= 20 PROB=
0.242
CIENT 0.235
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STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A

COEFFICIENT

26.547

0.179
0.176

DF= 20
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STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A

COEFFICIENT

ATIO CHISQUARE

17.026
0.101
0.100
0.050

17.554

DF= 20

DF= 20
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STATISTICS FOR 2=WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A

114,632 DF= 20
0.262
COEFFICIENT 0.25k
0.131

ATIO CHISQUARE 83.385 DF= 20
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STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A

COEFFICIENT

ATI0 CHISQUARE

28.186
0.131
0.130
0.066

31.729

DF= 20

DF= 20
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STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A

COEFFICIENT

ATIO CHISQUARE

28.567
0.131
0.130
0.066

29.408

DF= 20

DF= 20
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STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES

THE CELLS HAVE EXPECTED COUNTS LESS
SPARSE THAT CHI-SQUARE MAY NOT BE A

142,365

COEFFICIENT

ATI0 CHISQUARE

0.294
0.282
0.147

101.185

DF= 20

DF= 20
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TABLE OF Q25_1 BY HHTYPE
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