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Some 2010 census tracts will be split
to create new 2020 census tracts
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ACS variables selected for evaluation
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Median absolute percent difference between modeled and
actual estimates for selected ACS variables, ACS 2006-2010
NYC block groups in split tracts
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Median absolute percent difference between modeled and
actual estimates for selected ACS variables, ACS 2006-2010
NYC block groups in split tracts & NTAs with boundary-crossing splits
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How can we model new MOEs for ACS data in 2010 tracts
that are split into new 2020 tracts?
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NYC block groups, 2015-2019 ACS Variance Replicate Tables (VRT)
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Relationship between block group estimate as percent of tract estimate
and block group MOE as percent of tract MOE for worked from home variable
NYC block groups, 2015-2019 ACS Variance Replicate Tables (VRT)
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y = 7.963 x 0.569

R2 = 0.810 

n = 314 

Relationship between block group estimate as percent of tract estimate
and block group MOE as percent of tract MOE for selected variables
Random NYC block groups, 2015-2019 ACS Variance Replicate Tables (VRT)
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Conclusions

1. Sufficient reliability for count estimates 

2. Sufficient reliability for Margins of Error

3. Both approaches are simple and easy to use

4. Need further research & to explore 
alternatives


