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v R D F
B 1x TVx .051 -.004 .009 -.014 .000
B, xTVx  / -.125 .012 .005 .031 .009
B 1x TVx .343%% .009 .004 -.016 .006
B4 1x TVx .164 -.011 .024%% -.068 .001
Bs 1x TVx 117 -.018 -.009 -.063 -.016
B 1x TVx - .364%* -.018 -.009 -.008 -.015*
B 1x TVx .144 .011 -.018 -.018 -.003
B 1x TVx .116 .010 -.028 .004 -.004
B 1x TVx -.038 .016 .026% L102%%% .024%x%
B 1o 1x TVx -.227 .008 .010 -.002 .008
Bu 1x TVx -.002 -.012 -.005 -.071%* -.014*
B 1x TVx .181 -.096 .011 .026 -.020
B 1x TVx .034 .016 -.016 .023 .004
B 2% TVx .124 .009 -.010 .012 .002
B s 2xTVx  / .103 .016 .002 .036 .014*
B 2% TVx .031 -.010 .001 .002 -.004
B 2% TVx .329 .010 -.001 -.014 .005
B s 2% TVx -.015 -.007 .011 -.016 -.004
B 2% TVx -.155 .015 -.014 .037 .008
B 2 2% TVx -.034 .016 -.003 -.101%* -.001
B 2% TVx -.310 -.024 -.027 -.006 -.020
B2 2% TVx .091 -.001 .008 .020 .003
B 2% TVx -.096 .006 -.004 .071* .004
;3 2% TVx -.083 -.021% .004 -.003 -.011
B2 2% TVx .311 .008 .025 .037 .016
B2 2% TVx .140 .002 .015 .004 .005
B x TVx -.316 .007 -.083 -7 -.008
B2 xTVx  / .740 -.013 -.087 .096 -.027
B 2 x TVx -.567 .059 -.135 -.035 .018
B x TVx .446 -.034 -.071 -.013 -.017
B x TVx -.355 .004 -.168 -.091 -.015
B x TVx -.302 -.017 -.066 -.047 -.030
B x TVx -.168 .049 .045 .114 .044
;3 x TVx -1.256 -.087%* .086 -.039 -.039
B as x TVx -.305 -.017 .156* .071 .013
B 1 x TVx -.927 .015 .049 -.177 .009
B x TVx .394 -.053 .037 022 -.009
B x TVx .662 .070% .347*% .167 .092%xx
B 1 x TVx .548 .020 -.146 111 -.016
B -2.420%* -2.612%x* -2.589%* -2.490%* -2.483%x*
Cox-Snell R2 0.012 0.02 0.012 0.02 0.005
Nagelkerke R? 0.027 0.047 0.031 0.047 0.012
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B, x Tux 043 037 108+ 073 _.058 026 _.005
8, X TVx -.050 026 -.021 -.114 044 043 -.006
B, 1x Tvx -.015 -.103 -.001 104 081 084 002
B, 1x Tvx -10.028 -.008 -10.801 066 -.120 .00 -.011
Bs 1x Tvx -.139 056 008 -7 -.033 17 .023
Be 1x Tvx -.040 -.010 067 009 044 -.031 -.009
8, 1x Tvx .118* -.015 -.069 -.099 -.007 -.001 -.023
Be 1x Tvx -8.769 031 -9.725 121 195 212 -.011
B, 1x Tvx -9.630 -.002 -.007 121 -.056 -.034 -.014
B 10 1x Tvx 1069 .080% 107 -.041 002 .03 .03
B 1x Tvx -7 -.031 -.079 -.075 -.026 -.037 -.028
B 1 1x Tvx 000 .095* -9.855 084 174 -.002 047
B s 1x Tvx .03 064 .02 012 .0%5 103 051k
B s 2% TVx -10.090 -8.719 -10.356 -.668 -.096 - 494% _ 343w
1 2xTvx -.265 063 082 046 -.345 .18 102+
B s 2% Tx -.034 .201% 607 285 _1.000% -.137 051
B 2% Tx -4.957 -.026 -5.765 -.491 -12.517 -.101 - .130%*
B 2% Tx -9.904 -9.944 -6.006 1.269%%* -12.877 581 257wk
B 1o 2% Tx 268 002 354 .588* 198 .23 .094*
B 2% Tx 408 -.181 - 540%* 048 1.177%% -.152 -.061
B 2% Tx -11.195 -1.744 -5.342 -13.184 -1.201 -13.086 -12.743
B 1 2% Tx -4.760 -9.341 -9.932 -.324 -12.074 .82 -.181
B 1 2% Tx -5.947 2.841 -6.426 713wk -.036 349 160
B 2 2% Tx 1239 -.044 085 -.214 446 268 002
B2 2% Tx -1.506 -1.334 -2.363 -5.701 -7.953 -3.301 -6.570
B 1 2% Tx -.152 048 -.334 -.23 175 -.128 -.040
B X TVx 4.787 -.939 -2.319 -18.161 -4.265 -24.451 -9.178
B2 xTVx 7 -9.503 -3.556 -4.008 .023 -12.135 6.713 052
B 1 X TVx 2.620 4717 -4.749 -12.788 -14.499 -23.088 -19.229
B X TVx 7.314 7.012 -1.830 -1.007 14.357 11.901 9.368
B X TVx -9.551 -4.316 -7.180 5.850 -9.134 -13.388 -.315
B 2 X TVx 978 -2.746 2.903 -2.344 -10.232 -8.973 -9.290
B X TVx -8.699 3.314 -.389 -5.077 5.406 15.868 180
B a X TVx 1.427 2.585 4.110 -8.276 -.659 -18.179 346
B s X TVx 1.148 -.674 -.236 13.699 8.844 19.915 19.097
B X TVx 4.656 1.9%2 -.288 -6.697 7.201 431 -8.901
B X TVx -4.518 -2.718 1.238 704 -4.002 -20.999 - 238+
B X TVx 6.176 6.496 10.337 13.101 12.268 1.487 9.266
B2 X TVx -2.437 -3.245 -5.505 3.471 2.851 27.521 -.151
B, -5.021%k* -4.857%x -4.620%%* -3.549%%* -3.500%% -3.434%kx -3.736%
Cox-Snell K2 0.02 0.027 0.016 0.049 0.045 0.042 0.01
Nagelkerke R2 0.242 0.237 0.161 0.186 0.157 0.139 0.05
2 2 2— 2— 2 2— 2
Hosmer  Lemeshow &o0655) & ario0y e Wy | Wprec e Iy
99.4% 99.1% 98.9% 97.0% 96.3% 96.0% 97.6%
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B 1x TVx .010 -.019** -.014 -.010 -.012*
B, xTVx  / -.038* -.007 -.001 -.041 -.014*
B 1x TVx .000 .004 .020 .012 .007
B4 1x TVx -.016 .008 -.024 -.012 .000
Bs 1x TVx .032 .015 -.056 .053 .014
B 1x TVx -.008 .003 .002 -.029 -.002
B 1x TVx -.013 -.040%** -.067* .014 -.032%%x
B 1x TVx .006 .025* .042 -11.273 .019
B 1x TVx -.032 -.003 .010 -.046 -.009
B 1o 1x TVx -.001 .001 .041 .008 .006
Bu 1x TVx 060+ .020%* .002 .028 .024%x%
B 1x TVx -.007 -.025 -.011 .027 -.013
B 1x TVx .016 .003 .024 .029 .009
B 2% TVx -.021 .007 .016 .046%* .011
B s 2xTVx  / .064** .010 .004 -.021 .010
B 2% TVx .033 .007 .014 -.042 .009
B 2% TVx -.131% -.025 -.002 .051 -.014
B s 2% TVx .065 .004 -.023 -.027 .003
B 2% TVx .028 -.009 -.012 -.024 -.008
B 2 2% TVx -.069% -.001 -.049 .023 -.010
B 2% TVx -.138 -.008 -.033 .039 -.013
B2 2% TVx -.039 .004 .008 .019 .006
B 2% TVx -.019 -.014 .000 -.005 -.011
B 2 2% TVx - .095%x* -.028%* .015 -.006 -.023%x*
B 2 2% TVx -2.368 .001 .030 .008 .002
B2 2% TVx -.010 .013 -.064% -.010 .002
B x TVx -.051 .070 .042 -.060 .010
B2 xTVx  / -.238 -.031 .017 -.042 -.006
B 2 x TVx .066 -.009 -.084 .028 -.004
B x TVx -6.258 -3.818 -11.402 .030 -.046
B x TVx -.236 .029 -6.878 -.057 -.027
B x TVx -.294 .055 .032 -.049 .009
B x TVx -.437% -.011 .039 -.131 -.031
;3 x TVx .448* .092%% .100 .134%% .080***
B as x TVx .138 -.034 .015 .066 .010
B 1 x TVx .205 .055 -.085 .088 .031
B x TVx .227 -.098% .062 .042 -.012
B x TVx 10.594 .053 -2.277 -2.773 .045
B 1 x TVx -10.198 -.049 111 .026 -.035
B -2.73g%x* -2.365%%* -2.073%x* -2.412%x* -2.369%**
Cox-Snell R? 0.044 0.035 0.024 0.027 0.011
Nagelkerke R? 0.117 0.08 0.049 0.061 0.025
Ko e e xo s

94.0% 91.7% 89.3% 91.7% 91.6%
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