STATISTICAL TECHNIQUE IN REVIEW
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Introduction
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EXERCISE 40 - Chi square () !
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TABLE1 B Dm:,.ow«m_u?mm of t
Medicaid (N = 219)
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Gender—% female 34 (55%) 112 (51%) 55 (50%)
Race of child s
White . 19 (31%) 80 (37%) 53 (48%)
mwm% American 35 (56%) 118 (54%) 50 (45%) M
o Eqs e 8 (13%) 21 (10%) 8 (7%)
Less than 9 0 11 (5%)
1
10,11, 12 14 (23%) 66 (30%) 15 (14%) o
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College or above 18 (29%) 59 (27%) mﬂ mmgx
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brabmban
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Living alone 71%
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: 104 (47%) 85 (779
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mUestions to be Graded
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your answer.

3. Should the null hypothesis for Marital Status (%) be rejected? Provide a rationale for your answer.

»

' tionale for your
H Il hypotheses were rejected in the Salsberry (2003) study? Provide a ra
. How many nu
answer.

istically significant difference among
5 i Education (of adults) hf*"e 5 gre?alt)er:):;:i :‘ati:nalc for your answer.
i ioes Mantal(Stai;Li1 ;’efd Mediaalt op privately insured)
ree groups (un 5




catus for the three levels of ins
ionale for your answer.

of insurance and Gender-% female.

tate the null hypothesis for level

8. S i i
. Should the null hypothesis for Question 7 be accepted or rejected? Provide a rationale for your

1 ;he results
ults of thj
ide a rati this study be generalized
1 onale for your answer °c.fo other Sauy

oy




