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Figure 3.7  zDfFit Scores Converted to z-Scores: zSES Predicting zACH

SOURCE: National Education Longitudinal Study of 1988 (NELS88) from the National Center for Education Statistics 
(http://nces.ed.gov/surveys/nels88/).

Table 3.5  Regression Results After Removing zDfFit > |5|

Coefficientsa

Model Unstandardized 

Coefficients

Standardized 

Coefficients

t p 95% CI for B

B SE Beta Lower 

Bound

Upper 

Bound

1
(Constant) −0.001 0.007 −0.122 .903 −0.014 0.012

zSES 0.517 0.007 0.515 77.254 .000 0.504 0.530
aDependent variable : zACH.

(from 0.505 to 0.515; squaring each regression coefficient shows us the percent  
variance accounted for increased slightly from 25.5% to 26.5%). In other words, 
removing 0.277% of the sample resulted in improvement of 4% of the effect size.9 In 

9	 Let me digress for a moment.  Percent variance accounted for increased from 25.5% to 26.5%, which is an 
increase of 1%.  So why did I say it was an “improvement of 4%”? Because this increase represents 4% of 
the observed effect.  If variance accounted for was 1% and increased to 2%, that would be a 100% increase 
in effect.  




