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Binary

Logistic
Binary Logistic I ( Method: Enter)
B S.E. Wald df Sig. Exp( B)
0.154 0.194 0.627 1 0.429 1.166
-0.012 0.010 1.372 1 0.242 0.988
0.285 0.046 38.176 1 0.000 1.330
0.121 0.079 2.349 1 0.125 1.128
24.954 12 0.015

-0.485 0.673 0.519 1 0.471 0.616
-0.250 0.652 0.148 1 0.701 0.778
-0.697 0.639 1.187 1 0.276 0.498
—-0.288 0.726 0.158 1 0.691 0.750
-0.804 0.680 1.400 1 0.237 0.447
0.213 0.716 0.089 1 0.766 1.238
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-0.887 0. 662 1.796 1 0.180 0.412
-0.183 0.704 0.067 1 0.795 0.833
-0.046 0.731 0.004 1 0.950 0.955
0.864 0.680 1.612 1 0.204 2.372
-0.261 0.741 0.124 1 0.724 0.770
-0.360 0.813 0.196 1 0.658 0.697
b 9.705 3 0.021
-0.733 0.39%4 3.471 1 0.062 0.480
-0.560 0.456 1.510 1 0.219 0.571
-0.949 0.305 9.688 1 0.002 0.387
0.035 0.013 7.196 1 0.007 1.035
c 2.557 2 0.278
0.333 0.210 2.504 1 0.114 1.395
0.146 0.294 0.244 1 0.621 1.157
Constant -3.137 1.038 9.130 1 0.003 0.043
Model Chi - square =241.072 df =22 Sig. = 0.000
-2 Log likelihood =732.606 Cox & Snell R Square =0.290 Nagelkerke R Square =0. 387
Correctly Predicted Percentage =75.3%

a ; b
1
o Nagelkerke R’
38. 7% - 2006
. . B
0.33
0.035
0.387
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36.5%

» 113

30.2%

113

F
Berry (F=10.737 df =
12 P =0.000 <0.0001) .
“ 2.5 &
3 o
” 25.2%
14.3%
”» O@
Gould “
7@ .
N 1Y =2.618 +
() 0.073X1 - 0. 127X2 + 0. 077X3 + 0. 093X4 -
“ 0.316X5 —-0.113X6 —0.308X7 +0.02X8 —0. 195X9
28% —0.041X10 — 0. 244X11 - 0.277X12 + 0. 064X13 +
0. 186X14 — 0. 324X15 — 0. 265X16 — 0. 001X17 —
9.5% 0.508X18 — 0. 138X19 — 0. 365X20 — 0. 066X21 +
7o “ 0. 133X22( 1Y
() X1: X2:
11. 4% X3: X4: X5: N
7o X6:
X7: X8:
X9: X10:
X11: X12: X13:
X14: X15: X16:
X17: X18: X19:
X20: X21: X22: )
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