Jamie  DeCoster>> Hello

Michael  Dillard>> hello

Jamie  DeCoster>> hi how can I help?

Michael  Dillard>> i'm confused on how to do the transformation

     on 1D

Jamie  DeCoster>> Let me take a look at that question

Jamie  DeCoster>> just a sec

Jamie  DeCoster>> ok...are you unsure how to do a transformation

     period?

Michael  Dillard>> i think so. actually, i think i know how to

     transform the DV, but i'm trying to transofrm the IV

Michael  Dillard>> and then I don't know how to check to see if

     it worked

Jamie  DeCoster>> this is a bit challenging to explain via chat

     but may be easier in person

Michael  Dillard>> i know how to compute a new variable

Jamie  DeCoster>> I am in town if you would rather see how to

     do this

Michael  Dillard>> i chose to square the IV OCHMGTYP

Michael  Dillard>> ok, are you at GP?

Jamie  DeCoster>> right now I am at the library but it seems that

     you are on the right track.

Michael  Dillard>> ok, i guess a more specific question is

Michael  Dillard>> if I transform the IV, what distribution do

     i need to examine to see if it worked?

Michael  Dillard>> does the model needs to be re-run with that

     new IV?

Jamie  DeCoster>> you need to save your unstandardized residuals

     & plot them

Jamie  DeCoster>> Also let me double check notes but I think that

     you do rerun the model

Michael  Dillard>> ok, so transform the IV, rerun the model while

     saving the new residuals, then graph the new residuals

Jamie  DeCoster>> Yes but let me double check because this is

     from memory:)

Jamie  DeCoster>> do you have the regression notes in front of

     you?

Michael  Dillard>> i just tried transforming the the IV, OCHMGTYP,

     by squaring it, and re-running it and it seems to have worked

Michael  Dillard>> yes

Michael  Dillard>> oops, sorry

Jamie  DeCoster>> ok so that method was correct then?

Michael  Dillard>> well, it seems to have corrected the histogram

Michael  Dillard>> the pp plot of the new residual is still a

     little off i think

Jamie  DeCoster>> ok then...do you mind if I post this chat?

Michael  Dillard>> sure

Jamie  DeCoster>> a little off in that its not working or that

     it is skewed?

Jamie  DeCoster>> Also see page 45 in regression notes for help

     with this problem

Michael  Dillard>> yea, i'm not sure if it worked

Michael  Dillard>> do you know if the IV or the DV should be manipulated?

Jamie  DeCoster>> based on page 45 in the notes you can figure

     out whether the IV or DV need to be manipulated

Jamie  DeCoster>> I am searching for the information you need

     to make this decision

Jamie  DeCoster>> you want to look at the normality of your distribution

Jamie  DeCoster>> and variances

Jamie  DeCoster>> problems with variances lead to transforming

     DV while normality problems will lead to changing the IV

Jamie  DeCoster>> sorry it is much slower as a chat

Michael  Dillard>> right, which is why i thought about changing

     the IV for the first model predicting AFFMACT

Jamie  DeCoster>> also, their are 2 IV's in your model

Michael  Dillard>> polview and OCHMGTYP

Jamie  DeCoster>> "Think of liberal or"

Jamie  DeCoster>> I think that is polview.

Jamie  DeCoster>> Since this model has two IV's, you would need

     to change both

Michael  Dillard>> oh

Michael  Dillard>> i thought you only changed 1

Michael  Dillard>> can you do different types of transformation

     to them or do the transformations have to be of the same

     type?

Jamie  DeCoster>> well, you can also choose to transform one

Jamie  DeCoster>> but to help with process of elimation you would

     want to try the same transformation

Jamie  DeCoster>> on both

Jamie  DeCoster>> I will also send this chat to Jamie & he can

     answer these questions in further detail

Jamie  DeCoster>> if I am off

Michael  Dillard>> ok

Jamie  DeCoster>> Also see section 4.5 starting on page 35

Jamie  DeCoster>> this is what I was looking for earlier

Michael  Dillard>> are we supposed to be able to achieve a normally

     distributed graph for this problem? or just improve it a

     bit?

Jamie  DeCoster>> it is probably not going to improve drastically

Jamie  DeCoster>> just a little

Michael  Dillard>> ok

Michael  Dillard>> thanks for the help

Michael  Dillard>> i think i'm going to run

Jamie  DeCoster>> no problem

Jamie  DeCoster>> bye

Michael  Dillard>> be

Michael  Dillard>> bye
