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eitores satis

 os pleitos, f

 entre as du

 

 

 

 

 

 
Tabela 7: Di

teoria da Es

maximizant

mento satis

Na primeira 
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s satisfeitos

eição de Lu

sfeitos com 

foi possível

uas variávei
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m dados 

nte. Em 

ificativa 

–  

✆❜✝✠✄✱ ✆♥✂ ✷✡✁✁



❱�✁✂❆
 
 
 

 
 

❆✱ ✄☎✆✝✞✟✞

2º tur

  

  
In

te
nç

ão
 d

e 
vo

to
 p

ar
a 

Pr
es

id
en

te
 - 

2º
 t

ur
no

 

Lu

Jo

Se

Fonte: Eseb
 

Correlaç
Contingê

Nominal 

N of Valid

 Fonte: Es

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

               
6 A pergu
ou Lula) 
 

rno * Avaliaç

 

 

ula Count 

%  

osé 

erra 

Count 

%  

b 2002. Dados tra

Int
(Avaliação d
ão – Análise d

ência 
by Nominal 

d Cases 

seb, 2002. Dado

 Int
(Aval

 

                       
unta: Na sua o
 nos últimos 4

ção do Gover

Avaliação do 

Péssimo Ru

275 

20,4% 32

48 

7,8% 16
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Total 
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Missin
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Regular pa
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9
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1
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9
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7
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1
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♥� ✁
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14 4,3 

19 6,0 
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5 1,4 
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3 1,0 
2 ,7 
6 1,8 

15 100,0 
41 13,3 
90 28,7 
19 6,0 

32 10,1 

17 37,4 
12 3,9 
11 99,3 

2 ,7 
13 100,0 
41 15,4 
78 29,6 
11 4,1 

33 12,6 
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7 2,7 
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1 ,3 
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29 6,7 
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✱ ✥✂✄� ✁✱ ☎❞
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Percent 

Cu
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38,5 
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13,3 
28,8 
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4,0 
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15,5 
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100,0 
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❞� ✳✆✝✞✂✟✆
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98,5 
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eleitore

Lula. A

partidá

perceb

 

Tabela 1
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A partir da
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a tabela 13
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onestidade 

o de Lula com
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35 
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44 

20 
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54 
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34 
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P
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 36,4 
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 88,4 
 9,4 
 2,2 
 11,6 
 100,0 
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 16,1 
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