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( Analysis of Variances :
.(SPSS .Ver,13) : -1
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. 9%20.3  %14,7

%45.1
%2
Poverty gap indicator :
(2) .
. 2008,2006
()
.2008,2006
( ) %2008 %2006
25608 1,6 1,8
9527 4,1 3,5
9448 1,8 2,8
2515 2,8 2,4
19915 2,7 2,7
12054 6,3 6
5483 4,7 4,1
2827 3,1 4
5690 3,4 4,9
1367 2,5 4
4100 5,6 3
2765 3,2 4,6
101302 2.6 2,8
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() (1)
-0
() (1)

()
24,6 8.3
7.8 19,7
11,7 11,2
2,6 14,9
20,5 14,7
11,9 31,9
4,6 20,3
2,3 13,3
5.5 17,1
2,2 21,1
3,4 24,2
2 11,8
100 13,3

.2010
%13,3 (1)
2008
%8,3
%11,8 %11,2
%24,2 %31,9
%21,1
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(%75) (2)
2006 2008 2008
2008 %1.,6
%6,3
.9%0,14 ( )%2.6
1,367
25,608
. 101,302
" poverty severity indicator :
(4)
3)
) (4) . 2008,2006
: (
) 3)
( . 2008,2006
2008 2006
703 403 300 0,47 0.56
672 382 290 1,30 1.17
662 378 285 0,47 0.83
677 384 293 0.66 079
668 375 292 1.67 0.93
656 379 277 1.07 750
656 372 284 175 154
677 384 294
0.57 1,21
669 384 286
660 375 285 2 —
674 374 295 130 L74
668 385 283 0.79 093
8042 | 4575 3464 { )
.2010
C)INE)
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(2)

) ( )
( ) ( )
(%)
Total Count
1406 703 403 300
1406.0 703.1 400.0 302.9
1344 672 378 290 Count
1344.0 672.1 377.0 289.5 Expected Count
1325 662 378 285 Count
1325.0 662.6 377.0 285.4 Expected Count
1354 677 384 293 Count
1354.0 677.1 385.2 291.7 Expected Count
1335 668 375 292 Count
1335.0 667.6 379.8 287.6 Expected Count
1312 656 379 277 Count
1312.0 656.1 373.3 282.6 Expected Count
1312 656 372 284 Count
1312.0 656.1 373.3 282.6 Expected Count
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Total Count
1355 677 384 294 Count
1355.0 677.6 385.5 291.9 Expected Count
1339 669 384 286 Count
1339.0 669.6 380.9 288.4 Expected Count
1320 660 375 285 Count
1320.0 660.1 375.5 284.3 Expected Count
1343 674 374 295 Count
1343.0 671.6 382.1 289.3 Expected Count
1336 668 385 283 Count
1336.0 668.1 380.1 287.8
Expected Count
16081 8042 4575 3464 Total Count
16071.0 | 8042.0 | 4575.0 | 3464.0 Expected Count
(Chi-square Tests) (6)
1.000 22 910° Pearson chi-square
1.000 22 910 Likelihood Ratio
993 1 .000 Linear-by-linear Association
16081 N of Valid Cases

A.0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 282.62.

(1.00)

(
(0.05)
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(4)
0-4 | 5-14 | 15-24 | 25-59 | 60+
156|324 192 | 29.1 | 3.7 100
1231214 | 23.0 | 36.0 | 7.3 100

(Two-ways Analysis of variance)

.(8) :
Sin! VP= arcine \ p
. (Two-ways Analysis of variance) (8)
. Mean Type Il sum
Sig F df yp Source
Square squares
.000 91.910 1194.051 6 7164.308" Model
.895 .020 258 1 258 (
.020 10.787 140.143 4 560.571 (
12.992 4 51.966 Error
10 7216.274 Total
R squared =.993
1
Type Il sum
F df yp
squares
0 91.91 1194.051 6 7164.308
0.895 0.02 0.258 1 0.258 )
0.02 10.787 140.143 4 560.571 ( )
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Type Il sum
F df ype 11 SU
squares
12.992 4 51.966 Error
10 7216.274 Total
( ) ;
5-14  0-4) Ho, (A) (
(60+ 25-59 15-24
( H, 2 (B) (
(
( R square)
(.993)
(9)
Total
100 6.0 12.9 0.4 23.1 57.6
100 21.3 20.4 0.3 19.9 38.1
ways Analysis of variance)
.(10) (Two-
. (Two-ways Analysis of variance ) (10)
: Mean Tybe Il sum
sig f df y Source
Square squares
0.003 31.068 1217.72 6 7306.322a Model
0.772 0.096 3.761 1 3.761 (
0.022 10.438 409.124 4 1636.494 (
39.196 4 156.783 Error
10 7463.105 Total

R squared=.979
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) ( Ho 3 (A)
- (
( His (A) (
(
( R- square)
(0.979)
(11)
100 5.3 0.4 93.9 0.4
100 10.3 0.7 87.1 1.9
(Two-ways Analysis of variance)
(12)
.(Two-ways Analysis of variance) (12)
_ Mean Tybe Il sum Source
Sig. F df 4
Square squares
.001 147.061 2215.875 5 11079.373*  Model
732 142 2.132 1 2.132 )
.001 138.110 2081.014 3 6243.043 (
15.068 3 45.203 )
8 11124.576 (
Error
Total
R squared=.996
Ho 4 (A) (
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( Hy 4 (B) (
(
( R square)
( (0.996 )
)
) (
(13 )
65.7 1.2 7.8 25.2 100
69.8 5.2 6.9 18.0 100
(Two-ways
.(14) Analysis of variances)
.(Two-ways Analysis of variance ) (14)
Type Il sum Mean )
Source P df F Sig.
of squares square
Model 8347.225° 5 1669.445 131.048 .001
1.492 1 1.492 A17 755
( 2464.978 3 821.659 64.499 .003
( 38.218 3 12.739
Error 8385.443 8
Total
R squared=.995
Ho s (A) (
( R square)
(0.995 )
H;5(B) (

-727-



(373.3)

403
385
372
(282.6)
(650.1)

(1312.0)

(%3,0)  (%4,7)
.(9)

) 2009 129
(13) (2
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(6)
(4575.0) (3464.0)
(8042.0)

(16071.0)

(% 38.7)
) 2009 5.980.000

(7 2010

( )
(292)
(138,7) (5.7)
1664
300
295
294

277
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Analysis Poverty Levels in Jordan Due to Socio-Characteristics:
An Applied Statistical Study

Mahmud Al-Habees®, Adeed Al-Rahahleh? and Khloud Rhamneh®

ABSTRACT

The current study identified the socio-variables and factors affecting poverty in Jordan. To do just this, the
researchers depend on the secondary data issued by the Department of Statistics. The description statistical
methods were used to test the study hypotheses. The study concluded that there were significant differences

between poverty and administrative governorates.
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