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Table. 1 SEMEFEAVEZERBHER
fiffiA%_b 547 A% T e
Coef. Std. Err. Z Coef. Std. Err. z

Income 0.44615 | 0.02155 20.70 Income 0.45452 | 0.02572 17.67
Rprice —0.00106 0.00101 —1.06 Rprice —0.02076 0.00350 —5.94
Fspace —0.01969 0.00329 —5.99 Fspace —0.01971 0.00411 —4.80
Num 0.27131 0.02761 9.83 Num 0.27448 | 0.03351 8.19
Age 0.04198 | 0.00310 13.53 Age 0.04715 | 0.00366 12.89
Tdummy 0.90669 | 0.09157 9.90 Tdummy 0.48350 | 0.12215 3.96
a —5.61755 | 0.18427 —30.49 a —4.96706 | 0.22304 —22.27

Log likelihood = —2504.2049 Log likelihood = —1658.9931

Number of chs= 5236 Number of obs= 3320
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(it b7 i T e
Coef. Std. Err. z Coef. Std. Err. z
Income 0.44984 0.02162 20.81 Income 0.45310 0.02576 17.59
Rprice 0.00704 | 0.00113 6.22 Rprice —0.01535 | 0.00310 —4.95
Fspace —0.01928 0.00330 —5.84 Fspace —0.01970 0.00412 —4.78
Num 0.26342 | 0.02771 9.51 Num 0.27526 | 0.03344 8.23
Age 0.04098 | 0.00313 13.11 Age 0.04874 | 0.00364 13.37
Tdummy 0.92358 | 0.09209 10.03 Tdummy 0.45078 | 0.12190 3.70
a —5.63927 | 0.18565 —30.38 a —5.07743 | 0.22057 —23.02
Log likelihood = —2482.251 Log likelihood= —1662.8295
Number of obs= 5227 Number of obs= 3314
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Table. 3 AELLBRERR
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Logit: likelihood-ratio test

chi2(4)=123.67

Prob>chi2=0.0000
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Logit: likelihood-ratio test

chi2(4)=116.04

Prob>chi2=0.0000
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