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results indicate that each 1% increase 1n net cost 1s associated with an EF - Entity fixed effects which control for yield rates.
approximate 0.2% decrease 1n the yield rate. aspects of law schools that do not change over EF are entity fixed effects. By incorporating entity fixed effects we

time . .
TF - Time fixed effects for the periods of 2011 control for cross-school differences that do not vary over time.
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© American Bar Association + indicates significance at the 5% level, institutions are less affected by marginal variation in net costs.

** indicates significance at the 10% level.

e Data Source:

(http://www.abarequireddisclosures.org/Disclosure509.aspx) Our results provide important information to assist private law
schools within the 25th and 50th LSAT percentile range when
assessing student price sensitivity levels.




