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=24 Fractional polynemial comparisons:

lognc | df  Deviance Res. s.d. Dev. dif. P(¥) Powers
B o omitted 0 4987.132 1.888  586.490  0.000
= linear 1 4421.934 1.496 21.291  0.000 ]
=4 n =l 2 4471531 1.490 101889 01004 3
k n =2 4 4400.642 1.484 0.000 -2 -2
= - ‘5 (#) P = siz. level of model with m = 2 based on F with 1209 deromirator dof.
= - - Source | S df Ms Munber of obs = 1,214
£~ e Fz, 1211 = 5ve.08
T o Model | 1856.47585 ? 828.237928  Prob > F = 0.0000
= Residual | 2667.00211 1,217 2.20231388  R-sauared = 0.383]
2 Adj R-sqlared = 03821
Sead . Total | 4323.47796 1,213 3.56428521 Root MSE p i.484
0 -
T —— wind_lard | Cosf. Std. Err. Pt [95% Conf. Intervall
¥ |oanc_] 125590,8  17781,16 7.06  0.000 90705.61 1604762
2 el p— = lognc 2 | -43389.97 B641.300  -7ld4  0l000  -62418172  -36360,27
* Ccons | 58.05464  5.76352 10107 0.000 4674705  69.36223

Rl 2 B ARG AR O R e 2 JEB 1R BB N R T Y ¥ VD & k9 BIRE AR DR DA 22~23 11 V) #5312
HMART ¥ VOEOHNIEE S EH LT\ 5D,
722 HIREAR L /KI5 EORIR

Fractional polyromial comparisons:

£ .
lognc | df  Deviance Res. s.d. Dev. dif. PO} Powers
omitted 0 14336.83 19.110 127.582  0.000
% lirear T 1421696 14.801 T08 0,006 1
Eg n=1 71420025 14.560 0.000 -3
El .
E %) P = sig. level of model with m = 1 based on F with 1731 denoninator dof.
£ * - Source | 35 df S Number of obs = 1,734
£ U N
B L) Model | 28067.9365 1 28067.9865 Prob > F = 0.0000
Residual | 367618.724 1,732 212.250995  R-squared = 0.0709
Adi R-squared = 0.0704
Total | 398686.71 1,733 228.324703  Root MSE = 14.569
bydro | Coef. Std. Err. Pt [95% Conf. Intervall
3 @ = 3 lomcl | 0016444 000143 TLED 0.000 0013639 0010348
fogrc _cons S17.27090 0 1.984851  -8.71 0,000 -21.17246 -13.38604
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