Testing linearity assumptions between DDS and Gross motor skills domain
K-density Vs normal density estimates for the residuals	Q-norm
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Whites test: Output from the White’s test for 
heteroscedasticity
; p value >0.05 (p=0.5504) in favour of the null hypothesis of homogenous variance of the residuals
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Shapiro-Wilk test for normality of residuals, gross motor
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Testing linearity assumptions between DDS and communication skills domain
:
[image: ][image: ]K-density Vs normal density estimates for the residuals	Q-norm plot
 (
Whites test: Output from the White’s test for 
heteroscedasticity
; p value >0.05 (p=0.3711) in favour of the null hypothesis of homogenous variance of the residuals
)
P-norm plot
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Testing linearity assumptions between DDS and Fine motor skills domain
Fine motor
K-density Vs normal density estimates for the residuals	Q-norm plot
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 (
Whites test: Output from the White’s test for 
heteroscedasticity
; p value >0.05 (p=0.
4299
) in favour of the null hypothesis of homogenous variance of the residuals
)
[image: ]P-norm plot for residuals
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Shapiro-Wilk test for normality of residuals, fine motor
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Testing linearity assumptions between DDS and Personal social skills domain

K-density Vs normal density estimates for the residuals	Q-norm plot
[image: ][image: ]
 (
Whites test: Output from the White’s test for 
heteroscedasticity
; p value >0.05 (p=0.6423) in favour of the null hypothesis of homogenous variance of the residuals
)

P-norm plot for residuals
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and personal social domain
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[image: ][image: ]Shapiro-Wilk test for normality of residuals, personal social





Testing linearity assumptions between DDS and Problem solving skills domain
K-density Vs normal density estimates for the residuals
[image: ][image: ]

 (
Whites test: Output from the White’s test for 
heteroscedasticity
; p value >0.05 (p=0.5914) in favour of the null hypothesis of homogenous variance of the residuals
)[image: ]P-norm plot for residuals[image: ]
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-lowess
 plot for linearit
y between 
DDS 
and problem solving domain
)
Shapiro-Wilk test for normality of residuals, problem solving
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. estat imtest

Cameron & Trivedi's decomposition of IM-test

Source chi2 daf P
Heteroskedasticity 32.97 31 0.3711
Skewness 8.47 7 0.2927
Kurtosis 0.48 1 0.4%4
Total 41.92 39 ©.3456
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swilk ¢
Shapiro-Wilk W test for normal data

Variable ‘ Obs. W v z Prob>z

c 385 ©.99469 1.413 ©.821  ©.20569
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. estat imtest

Cameron & Trivedi's decomposition of IM-test

Source

chi2

df

p
Heteroskedasticity 31.73 31 e.4299
Skewness 8.10 7 e.3238

Kurtosis 0.51 1 e.a74e

Total 40.34 39 e.a1e7
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Shapiro-Wilk W test for normal data

Variable ‘ Obs. W v z Prob>z

f ‘ 385 ©.99400 1.59 1.116  ©.13355
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. estat imtest

Cameron & Trivedi's decomposition of IM-test

Source chi2 daf P
Heteroskedasticity 27.59 31 0.6423
Skewness 6.56 7 0.4759

Kurtosis 0.25 1 0.6157

Total 34.40 39 0.6795
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Shapiro-Wilk W test for normal data

Variable ‘ Obs. W v z Prob>z

ps ‘ 385 0.99464 1.425 0.841  ©.20012
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- estat imtest

Cameron & Trivedi's decomposition of IM-test

Source chi2 daf P
Heteroskedasticity 28.57 31 0.5914
Skewness 6.96 7 0.4333

Kurtosis e.23 1 0.6287

Total 35.77 39 0.6181
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Shapiro-Wilk W test for normal data

Variable ‘ Obs. W v z Prob>z

prbs ‘ 385 0.99473 1.403 e.804  ©.21077
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. estat imtest

Cameron & Trivedi's decomposition of IM-test

Source chi2 daf P
Heteroskedasticity 29.36 31 0.5584
Skewness 6.21 7 0.5159

Kurtosis e.e8 1 0.7834

Total 35.64 39 0.6238
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Shapiro-Wilk W test for normal data

Variable ‘ Obs. W v z Prob>z

g ‘ 385 ©.99543 1.216 ©.465  ©.32100
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