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Proof Without Words: Simpson’s Paradox
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Popularity of a candidate is greater among women than men in each town, yet pop-
ularity of the candidate in the whole district is greater among men.

Procedure A has greater succes than procedure B in each hospital, yet, in general,
procedure B has greater success than A.

(a1 + by, a, + by)
(b1, by)
(A1 + By, Ay + By)
By, B
(B1, By) (A A)
(a1, az)
a A b, B a+b, A+ B
— < — and — < —, t >
a A] b] B] a +b1 A1 + B]

For more about Simpson’s paradox, see
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