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H.

O]E;

6. 2= ‘datl’of] L g+H

ARg Ve bl Xy, ...

X ot 2k,

> str( datl)

’data.frame’: 25 obs. of 6 variables:

$ Y int 264 240 288 228 240 219 174 348 312 297

$ X1 num 57.3 41.3 73.3 67.3 66.7

$ X2 num 73.3 64.7 71.3 78 67.3

$ X3 num 66.7 66 68.7 62 63.3

$ X4 num 58 66.7 68.7 63.3 58.7

(a) $HBHES Y= R Z=2 Ho] Hotet

. — = n&e Sl=
(b) 7 Ho : B2 =0, B3 = 2.58; SlolA FolA& FARYS AFsh= R ZEE 2]of Holg,
= =] e} ==
(c) Tret Aghel SARY filvt RRRY fi2e] ATE AHgslel HE F A4S AR5 A9
o = H L. 5 =Rz T
thgol TES AYsHn (A Fte] QR DAY, B2 F Aol AL E SAZ
He Here.
> anova( fitl )
Analysis of Variance Table
Response: Y
Df Sum Sq Mean Sq F value Pr (>F)
X1 1 21567 21567 142.663 1.476e-10 *x*x*
X2 1 16261 16261 107.562 1.708e-09 **x
X3 1 38293 38293 253.302 8.032e-13 *x*x
X4 1 2342 2342 15.493 0.0008169 *x*x*
Residuals 20 3023 151
> anova( fit2, fit1l )
RSS
fitl 3136.4
fit2 3023.5
. _ _ le) = = =]
(d) 7F8 Ho: f2 =0, B3 = 25612 714 7F? 2 olfE ZFefe] As) EAe
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7. ot Aol EetE W
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log-Likelihood
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(a) A ™2 324 9] of® 7Pt weio] A
(b) A 23S Fuste] AAG wpAZA Mg \E Aestat o] Zhe ofd W] igE =)

8. 742 ‘dat2’o] ¥HS % Yol AWEe oy, z, 257F BEEC] Qlek. A2o] metE AWHMSFSS AR
shol ofdfe} e AT A

> R <- cor(dat2[2:4])
> eig <- eigen(R)
> diag(solve(R))
x1 x2 x3
708.8429 564.3434 104.6060
> eig
eigen() decomposition
$values
[1] 2.0664726783 0.9328007024 0.0007266194

$vectors

[,1] [,2] [,3]
[1,] -0.6946957 -0.05010563 0.7175565
[2,] -0.6294279 -0.44050902 -0.6401347
[3,] -0.3481645 0.89634883 -0.2744818
> summary ( vif( Im( y ~ ., dat2) ) )

Variance Proportion:

Eigenvalues Cond.Index x1 x2 x3
1 2.0664726783 1.000000 3.294652e-04 0.0003397182 0.0005607672
2 0.9328007024 1.488403 3.796945e-06 0.0003686187 0.0082339577
3 0.0007266194 53.328743 9.996667e-01 0.9992916631 0.9912052751
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ohd: o] 2.
(1) AYA5E BT el DL AFAAL ol T4 154 2 Ao HEEETAL
EAot=A] wes Hotat.
(b) Z714*(condition number)2} Z7A 2] 4=(condition index)E 5}2}.
() ®AMH] (variance proportion) 2& Zste] tHE T A4S Fehe Usteler

Aol HeAY

% 29 Ade 4

> dwtest (fit)

Durbin-Watson test

data:
DW

fit
2.3391,

p-value

alternative hypothesis:

0.9124

true autocorrelation is greater than O

10. =2 ARl AE2Y

249 of@ 4t AgrEo] gt

> str(dat)

’data.frame’: 10 obs.

of 5 variables:

$ vy int 790 1380 270 1190 590 1120 815 450 1290 420
$ x1: int 78 39 109 20 70 58 53 68 15 96
$ x2: int 133462 33000 120000 69727 112000 39106 95935 120000 20215 140000
$ x3: int 1998 2000 1800 1999 2000 1998 1800 1800 1798 1800
$ x4: int 1101011010
> fit <- Im( y ~ ., dat)
> hatvalues(fit)
1 2 3 4 5
0.7036548 0.3550714 0.5246524 0.4917191 0.5954326
6 7 8 9 10
0.5249483 0.4817434 0.3858682 0.6203192 0.3165906
> rstudent (fit)
1 2 3 4 5
0.3751797 1.7958104 -0.8905142 -0.3407665 -0.6598631
6 7 8 9 10
-1.0483361 -0.7927159 -0.3423444 0.2223592 2.2019925
> cooks.distance( fit )
1 2 3 4 5
0.08071616 0.24574863 0.18261361 0.02729222 0.14448233
6 7 8 9 10
0.23817214 0.12620463 0.01788553 0.01994855 0.25384332

(a) OVAI7} EASHEA) eks] otel. o | EATS AHA
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