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The following is a list of corrections to mistakes and typographical errors that appear in the first edition of Wooldridge’s Introductory Econometrics:  A Modern Approach and the accompanying supplements.  I  have not flagged every punctuation, spelling, grammatical, or character font error; I have focused on the ones that either materially affect my meaning or are particularly annoying.  I have not listed certain formatting problems, such as uncentered standard errors below parameter estimates.  Some of the items on the list are not so much corrections as clarifications.  The page numbers for the corrections to the problem solutions apply to the Instructor’s Manual; if the problem is odd-numbered, these corrections also apply to the solutions in the Student Solutions Manual.





Several people have alerted me to errors in the text, solutions manuals, and data sets.  I would especially like to thank Onur Baser of Michigan State University, Michael S. Hanson of Wesleyan University, Detelina Ivanova of SUNY-Albany, Manfred W. Keil of Claremont McKenna College, Hongbok Lee of the University of Missouri, Leslie E. Papke of Michigan State University, and Mark W. Showalter of Brigham Young University.  For better or worse, I have discovered many of the errors on my own.  I would appreciate hearing about any mistakes that are not listed below.  I will update the list as warranted.





Text





p. iv, 12 lines up:  “ordinary least squares consistent” should be “ordinary least squares estimators consistent”





p. 25, 3 lines down:  “assume (2.5)” should be “assumption (2.5)”





p. 32, third line in Example 2.3:  “average return equity” should be “average return on equity”





p. 34, 3 lines below (2.27):  The statement about no one having less than eight years of education is incorrect.  In fact, 18 people in the sample have less than eight years of education.  The OLS regression line does not work well for people with low levels of education.





p. 45, 9 lines up from Table 2.3:  “but the intercept does not change” should be “but the intercept does change”





p. 58, 1 line below (2.63):  To be consistent, the “~” should be dropped from � EMBED Equation.2  ���, or a “~” should be added to y.





p. 93, 10 lines up from Theorem 3.2:  It would more precise to say “Under Assumption MLR.1, we can write Assumption MLR.3 as”





p. 100, 4 lines below Theorem 3.3:  To be consistent, “ser” should be “SER”





p. 107, third line in 3.13:  “birth rate” should be “birth weight”





p. 109, second equation:  The “v” subscript on xi1v should be deleted.





p. 110, 1 line below (3.62):  “Assumptions MLR.2 and MLR.4” should be “Assumptions MLR.2 and MLR.3”





p. 111, 2 lines above (3.63):  For clarity, “under MLR.3” should be “under MLR.2 and MLR.3”





p. 123, 9 up in Example 4.2:  “1.3 percentage points” should be “.13 percentage points”





p. 127, Figure 4.5:  The graph for (1 < 1 should flatten out, but never bend down.





p. 128, 3 down in Example 4.5:  “nitrous oxide” should be “nitrogen oxide”





p. 136, 2 below (4.17):  For clarity, “junior college and college is” should be “junior college and four-year college is”





p. 144, 1 below (4.40):  This sentence should read “With a 5% significance level, q = 3, and n - k - 1 = 60, the critical value is c = 2.76.”





p. 152:  The last paragraph, including the part on page 153, are part of the example.





p. 158, Problem 4.10:  9 lines down, delete “(log)” twice.  In the equation for part (ii), the explanatory variables should be log(netinc) and log(salary).  Unfortunately, as kindly pointed out by Michael Hanson, even with these definitions the results still cannot be replicated.  My best guess is that I used an old version of the data file RETURN.RAW to produce the equations in Problem 4.10.





p. 171, 6 below section heading:  “LM” should be “(LM)”





p. 174, 13 up: � EMBED Equation.2  ��� should be � EMBED Equation.2  ���





p. 176, 4 down in Problem 5.1:  “(1(x1)” should be “(1E(x1)”





p. 182, equation (6.4):  plus sign missing after “z2”





p. 200, equations (6.34) and (6.36):  “� EMBED Equation.2  ���” should be “� EMBED Equation.2  ���”





p. 242, second equation in Problem 7.2:  “ + .0300 motheduc” should be “- .0300 motheduc”





p. 250, equation (8.4):  “� EMBED Equation.2  ���” should be “� EMBED Equation.2  ���”





p. 258, Example 8.4:  In equation (8.17), price is measured in thousands of dollars.  In equation (8.18), price is in dollars before the logarithm is taken.  If price were in thousands in (8.18) -- as it was intended to be -- the intercept would increase by log(1000).





p. 281, lines 1 through 4:  A better sentence would be “In column (2), the squares of pcnv, ptime86, and inc86 are added; we chose to include the squares of these variables because each level term was significant in column (1).”





p. 294, 4 lines up:  “the error in (9.23)” should be “the error in (9.24)”





p. 303, Example 9.10:  The data set used in this example is INFMRT.RAW.





p. 329, Example 10.5:  The data set used in this example is BARIUM.RAW.





p. 329, equation (10.22):  The proper rounding gives “.565 afdec6” in place of “.566 afdec6”





p. 338, 6 below section heading:  “R-squares” should be “R-squareds”





p. 360, 16 below equation (11.22):  “� EMBED Equation.2  ���” should be “� EMBED Equation.2  ���”





p. 363, 2 lines down:  “integrated of order zero, or I(0)” should read “integrated of order one, or I(1)”





p. 384, equation (12.18):  “� EMBED Equation.2  ���” should be “� EMBED Equation.2  ���”





p. 413, equation (13.2):  The standard error under the estimate on y85 should be .124 instead of .123.





p. 447, last two sentences in the second-to-last paragraph:  This is garbled.  It should read something like “As we saw in Chapter 11, differencing an integrated process results in a weakly dependent process, and so we can appeal to the central limit theorem.  When  T is large relative to N and the processes are integrated, differencing is preferred.”





p. 460, 4 lines up:  “keeps up from” should be “keeps us from”





p. 507, first equation:  “Cov(y2,v2)” should be “Cov(v2,u1)”





p. 507, 2 lines up from Section 16.3:  “attenuated toward zero” should be “upward biased”





p. 513, equation (16.24):  Delete the comma after kidslt6, add a comma after nwifeinc





p. 521, Example 16.8:  After correcting a mistake in the data set, the estimates in this example change somewhat.  The pooled OLS estimate of (1 is -.179 (se = .049) while the pooled 2SLS estimate is -1.101 (se = .385).





p. 526, last line:  “log(pcinv)” should be “log(pcinc)”





p. 536, 3 above equation (17.13):  “economical” should be “economic”





p. 552, Question 17.5, 4 lines down:  “as being an unobservable” should be “as an unobservable”





p. 583, equation (18.26):  “gDGP” should be “gGDP”





p. 629, unnumbered equation:  “percath” should be “perCath”





p. 671, 6 and 8 lines above subsection heading:  “( = .80” should be “( = .85”





p. 673, 2 lines below equation (B.18):   The statement “Unlike in the discrete case, E(X) is always a number that is a possible outcome of X” is false.  The statement is true for all continuous distributions encountered in statistics, as well as the vast majority of applications.  But it is easy to construct distributions where the statement is false.  For example, we could construct a distribution with |X| > 1 but E(X) = 0.





p. 682, 6 lines below (B.29):  “imply lack of independence” should be “imply independence”





p. 719, 3 lines above equation (C.23):  In both occurrences, “Y” should be “� EMBED Equation.2  ���”





p. 720, 2 lines above (C.25): “Y” should be “� EMBED Equation.2  ���”





p. 721, 2 lines below Table C.3: “y” should be “� EMBED Equation.2  ���”





p. 728, 2 above (C.38):  “(C.32)” should be “(C.33)”





p. 733, last sentence:  This should read, “Thus, compute the absolute value of the t statistic, find the area to the right of this value in a tn-1 distribution, and multiply the area by two.”





p. 739, Problem C.4:  In part (ii), “is unbiased for W” should be “is unbiased for (“





p. 761, first equation:  “� EMBED Equation  ���” should be “� EMBED Equation  ���”





p. 768, 3 lines up:  “qemp = 0” should be “qemp = 4”





p. 769, Question 8.4:  In the last line, “explicitly” should be “explicitly”





p. 787, Left column, 24 lines down:  “Hall, R.J.” should be “Hall, R.E.”





p. 788, Right column, 7 lines down:  “Qualitative Choice Analysis” should be “Qualitative Choice Behavior”





Instructor’s Manual with Solutions





p. 26, 2 lines down (Problem 4.9):  “.103)]” should be “.103)”





p. 32, 4 lines up (Problem 5.
