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8,622 6,096 2,526
GPATD3 0.229 0.420 0.167 0.373 0.379 0.485
GPATD4 0.233 0.423 0.171 0.376 0.383 0.486
GPATD7 0.255 0.436 0.191 0.393 0.410 0.492
GPAT3 15 141 2 11 46 258
GPAT4 29 515 2 15 94 949
GPAT7 32 477 3 15 104 877
RDCOOP 0.132 0.338 0.093 0.291 0.226 0.418
RD1 0.009 0.020 0.006 0.016 0.016 0.025
RD2 0.009 0.019 0.006 0.016 0.016 0.023
RDCOOP*RD1 0.003 0.012 0.001 0.007 0.006 0.019
RDCOOP*RD2 0.003 0.012 0.001 0.008 0.006 0.018
PATD 0.386 0.487 0.292 0.455 0.612 0.487
SUBCON1 0.260 0.439 0.316 0.465 0.125 0.331
SUBCON?2 0.164 0.370 0.204 0.403 0.067 0.250
OUTR1 0.090 0.125 0.088 0.124 0.095 0.127
OUTR2 0.101 0.117 0.097 0.114 0.111 0.121
LNSIZE 5.392 1.031 4.861 0.461 6.672 0.894
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3 N=6096
GPAT3 GPAT3 GPATD4 GPATD4 GPAT7 GPAT7
_209 **k%k _210 *k*k _226 *k*k _226 *k*k _214 *k*k _213 **k%x
RDCOOP 0.192 *** 0.225 *** 0.200 ***
RD 7.82 *** 7.29 *** 6.26 *** 6.16 *** 7.20 *** 6.76 ***
RDCOOP*RD 468 * 2.26 430 *
PATD 0.636 *** 0.645 *** 0.769 *** 0.782 *** 0.524 *** 0.534 ***
SUBCON -0.138 *** -0.137 *** -0.0571 -0.0583 -0.0758 -0.0766
OUTR 0.136 0.146 -0.0439 -0.0246 -0.0876 -0.0690
LNSIZE 0.164 *** 0.167 *** 0.188 *** 0.191 *** 0.227 *** 0.228 ***
-2,449 -2,552 -2,422 -2,428 -2,685 -2,688
GPAT3 GPAT3 GPAT4 GPAT4 GPAT7 GPAT7
-3.61 *** -3.61 *** -4.12 *** -4.08 *** -3.21 *** -3.20 ***
RDCOOP 0.0924 0.567 *** 0.406 **
RD 22.8 *** 22.8 *** 29.3 *** 28.1 *** 35.4 *x* 34.8 ***
RDCOOP*RD 0.139 185 * 12.7
PATD 1.29 *** 1.29 *** 1.83 *** 1.85 *** 1.37 *** 1.38 ***
SUBCON -0.457 *** -0.456 *** -0.144 -0.133 -0.176 -0.170
OUTR -0.539 -0.538 -1.14 ** -1.16 ** -0.614 -0.572
LNSIZE 0.705 *** 0.705 *** 0.638 *** 0.639 *** 0.634 *** 0.631 ***
-5,730 -5,730 -5,716 -5,720 -6,485 -6,487

**% 1%; ** 5%, * 10%.
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4 N=2526

GPATD3 GPATD3 GPATD4 GPATD4 GPATD7? GPATD?
_102 **k%k _110 *k*k _220 *k*k _229 *k*k _154 *k*k _167 **k%x
RDCOOP 0.124 * 0.090 0.125 *
RD 450 *** 4.95 *** 475 *** 6.04 *** 552 *** 7.38 ***
RDCOOP*RD -0.483 -2.59 -3.72 **
PATD 0.513 *** 0.525 *** 0.705 *** 0.714 *** 0.426 *** 0.439 **
SUBCON -0.00117 -0.00233 -0.231 ** -0.236 ** -0.0922 -0.0968
OUTR -0.131 -0.111 0.481 * 0.511 ** 0.554 ** 0.593 **
LNSIZE 0.140 *** 0.152 *** 0.180 *** 0.191 *** 0.158 *** 0.175 ***
-1,498 -1,500 -1,457 -1,456 -1,540 -1,540
GPAT3 GPAT3 GPAT4 GPAT4 GPAT7 GPAT7
-2.51 *** -4.99 *** -6.14 *** -6.65 *** -6.30 *** -6.70 ***
RDCOOP 0.216 *** 0.223 0.152
RD 10.0 *** 16.8 *** 21.0 *** 24.9 *** 22.3 *** 27.3 ***
RDCOOP*RD -9.81 ** -12.2 *** -14.4 ***
PATD 0.483 *** 0.580 *** 1.27 *** 1.31 *** 0.751 *** 0.785 ***
SUBCON -0.629 *** -0.693 *** -0.520 ** -0.527 ** -0.324 -0.366
OUTR -0.0323 -0.330 -0.0835 0.0711 0.469 0.567
LNSIZE 0.795 *** 1.18 *** 1.24 *** 1.31 *** 1.30 *** 1.35 ***
-8,546 -6,272 -6,559 -6,557 -7,116 -7,111

**% 1%; ** 5%, * 10%.
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