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Calculating Minimum Detectable Impacts in Teen 
Pregnancy Prevention Impact Evaluations 
This brief provides an overview of how researchers can calculate the minimum detectable impacts 
(MDIs), which are related to power calculations, for Teen Pregnancy Prevention (TPP) evaluations. It 
describes a tool that evaluators can use for their own MDI calculations, and includes examples that 
highlight how to use the tool. A technical appendix provides more details on the formulae in the tool that 
inform MDI calculations. 

One goal of a TPP impact evaluation is to show that the intervention being tested has a positive and 
statistically significant effect on student behavioral outcomes. During the design phase of a study, it is 
important to do a power calculation to determine the likelihood of the study being able to detect a 
statistically significant effect. One common way to do this is to estimate an MDI for the proposed study. 
An MDI is the smallest true impact, measured in the units of the outcome, for which it is likely that the 
estimated impact will be statistically significant.1 For this brief, we define “likely” as having a probability 
greater than 80 percent, which we describe in more detail below. 

By calculating an MDI, one can estimate how large a program’s true impact must be in order for the 
proposed study design to be likely to detect it as statistically significant. For example, if a study will be 
powered to detect a 20 percentage point difference in sexual initiation rates (that is, the MDI is 
20 percentage points), and previous research shows that the intervention has changed initiation rates by 
8 percentage points, then the study is not sufficiently powered to detect the likely impacts. If a computed 
MDI is very large, the study will likely not yield statistically significant impacts, so researchers and funders 
should reconsider the study design or reassess the value of the impact evaluation. 

Sections I through IV of this brief illustrate: (I) How to calculate MDIs, including the key parameters that 
inform them, (II) Examples of MDI calculations, (III) Methods of interpreting and evaluating MDIs, and (IV) 
How to present MDI calculations in a TPP proposal. 

I. How to calculate MDIs 
This section focuses on how to calculate MDIs for two of the most common impact evaluation designs: (1) 
individual-level randomized designs, and (2) group- or cluster-level randomized designs.2 In the first type 
of design, individuals are randomly assigned to treatment and control groups. In contrast, in a group 
randomized design, groups, as opposed to individuals, are assigned to treatment and control study 
conditions. For this reason, in a group randomized design all individuals in a group have the same 
treatment status. 

An MDI is a function of two sets of parameters fixed by the evaluation: (1) the requirements of the 
commissioner or funder, and (2) the details of the evaluation design and the context in which the 
evaluation is taking place (such as the level of risk activity targeted by the intervention). On the following 
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pages, we describe the components of these sets of parameters (Appendix A shows how these sets of 
parameters produce an MDI). 

Parameters fixed by the evaluation commissioner 

Researchers should use the parameters fixed by the evaluation commissioner to produce a multiplicative 
factor to scale the standard error of the impact estimate (described on the following page) into an MDI. 
There are three parameters in this set: 

• The significance, or probability of a false positive—incorrectly concluding that there is an impact 
when there is none. This is also called the probability of making a “Type I” error. A conventional 
significance level is 5 percent. 

• The power level, or probability of not having a false negative— failing to detect an impact that truly 
exists. This is also defined as one minus the probability of a “Type II” error. An 80 percent power level 
is a common convention. 

• The type of hypothesis test. Evaluators typically use a two- sided test because they are interested 
in whether the program has an impact regardless of whether the difference between the average 
outcomes for the treatment group were higher or lower than the average outcomes for the control 
group. 

For the purpose of the TPP grant funding, all evaluations must assume a Type I error rate of 5 percent, a 
Type II error rate of 20 percent (for an 80 percent power level), and a two-sided hypothesis test. 

Parameters fixed by the evaluation design 

The parameters fixed by the design are used to calculate the standard error (variance) of the impact 
estimate—the other component of the MDI (see Appendix A). When planning an impact evaluation, 
reducing the standard error of the impact estimate will shrink the MDI, making it more likely that a study 
will show a statistically significant impact. For individual-level designs, there are four parameters in this 
set: 

• The total number of individuals in the sample who contribute to the impact analysis. The 
standard error of the impact changes inversely with the sample size. This is a key parameter because 
the evaluation costs typically increase with the sample size. Importantly, this number is not the 
number of individuals initially assigned to condition. Rather, this is the number of individuals who 
contribute to the final impact analysis, and thus, represents the final sample size after non-consent, 
program dropout, and follow-up nonresponse. 

• The proportion of individuals in the sample assigned to the treatment group. The standard error 
of the impact increases when this proportion moves further from a 1:1 treatment-control group 
assignment ratio. 
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• The variability (standard deviation or variance) of the outcome, which is a function of the 
prevalence rate of the outcome for dichotomous variables. The standard error of the impact 
changes proportionally with the variance of the outcome. When the outcome is a dichotomous 
variable, the variability of the outcome can be directly computed by the prevalence rate of the 
outcome in the target population. For example, if the outcome of interest is teen pregnancy, then the 
prevalence rate of the outcome in the target population can be used to calculate the variability of the 
outcome for the MDI calculation.3  

• The proportion of the individual-level 
variance of the outcome related to a set of 
variables or covariates, if the impact 
estimation uses a regression model. The 
variables could include factors such as 
demographic characteristics, baseline 
assessment of risk, and additional risk 
behaviors. When there is no correlation between 
the outcome and these variables, the proportion 
is equal to zero. When it is closer to one, much 
of the natural variation in the outcome can be 
accounted for by the covariates. Thus, the 
standard error of the impact is smaller when the 
set of control variables correlate closely with the 
outcome measure of interest. 

Goesling and Lee (2015) used National Longitudinal 
Survey of Youth 1997 data for youth ages 12 to 16 
to show that demographic characteristics, such as 
age, biological sex, or ethnicity, explain about 5 
percent of the variance in the prevalence rate of 
sexual behaviors (such as pregnancy, risky sexual 
behavior, and so on). Combining demographics with 
baseline assessments of these sexual behaviors 
explains 10 to 20 percent of the total variance in 
sexual behavior outcomes. Finally, combining demo- 
graphics and baseline assessments of sexual 
behaviors with baseline assessments of additional 
risk behaviors (such as drug and alcohol use, 
suspensions, and so on), explains 20 to 30 percent 
of the total variance in sexual behaviors.  

For TPP outcomes, ICC empirical estimates (obtained by 
the TPP Eval TA team using Add Health data, a nationally 
representative sample of adolescents in grades 7 to 12) 
typically range from 0.01 to 0.04, which are regarded as 
liberal and moderately conservative values for these types 
of outcomes, respectively. Glassman et al. (2015) reported 
unadjusted ICC values that range from nearly 0 to 0.15 in 
school-based randomized controlled trials (RCTs) that 
examine behavioral outcomes. Larger values of the ICC 
(for instance, 0.10 or higher), dramatically increase the 
MDI, particularly if the total sample size is small (see 
Appendix A for more details). 

In addition, for group-level designs, there are three other parameters: 

• The total number of groups. For a fixed number of individuals in the sample, the standard error of 
the impact changes inversely with the number of groups. This is a key parameter because the 
evaluation costs typically increase with the number of individuals in the sample—that is, the total 
number of groups multiplied by the average number of individuals per group. 

• The intra-cluster or intra-class 
correlation coefficient (ICC), which is a 
measure of the degree to which out- 
comes of individuals within groups are 
correlated. The ICC can range from zero 
to one. When it is zero, outcomes of 
individuals within groups are not 
correlated. When it is one, these 
outcomes are perfectly correlated—that is, 
the outcome has the same value for the 
entire group. In general, the standard 
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error of the impact increases with the ICC, as the effective sample size shrinks from the total number 
of individuals in the sample (when ICC = 0) to the number of clusters in the sample (when ICC = 1). 

• The proportion of the group-level variance of the outcome related to a set of variables, if the 
impact estimation uses a regression model. This parameter is similar to the individual- level 
parameter described above, where accounting for demographics alone might explain a small 
proportion of group-level variance, but accounting for demographics, baseline assessments of sexual 
behavior, and other risk behaviors might explain a much higher proportion of variance.  Deke (2016), 
used statistics reported in Glassman et al. (2015) to calculate that evaluations of TPP programs have 
a median cluster R2 of 0.46 (ranging from 0 to nearly 1), and Bloom et. al (2007) noted that cluster-
level R2 can be as high as 0.82 in education settings when a baseline measure of the outcome is 
available. 

Appendix A describes the formulae that combine these parameters into an MDI. Below is an overview of 
a tool for calculating the MDI, followed by examples of MDI calculations for the two basic designs. 

II. Examples of MDI calculations 
Introduction 

For this brief, the TPP Eval TA team developed a tool to facilitate the calculation of the MDI of a binary or 
continuous outcome for the designs described above.4  

The tool consists of an Excel workbook with three spreadsheets: 

1. Instructions for calculating the MDI (Yellow “Instructions” tab). This spreadsheet describes the 
two sets of parameters required for the calculation: (1) parameters fixed by the evaluation 
commissioner, which are listed in the blue panel; and (2) parameters fixed by the evaluation design, 
which are listed in the orange panel. The green panel describes the MDI values returned by the 
spreadsheet. 

2. Example MDI calculation for an individual-level randomized design (Blue “RA-Individual 
(EXAMPLE)” tab). In this spreadsheet, the parameters needed for the MDI calculation are selected 
from drop-down menus or entered into specific fields. These parameters follow the organization of the 
instructions spreadsheet described above. This spread- sheet is set for an individual-level 
randomized design. The data shown in this tab are outlined in example 1 to the right, but researchers 
can delete the sample data to use the tab for their own MDI calculations from individual-level RCTs. 

3. Example MDI calculation for a group-level randomized design (Purple “RA-Group (EXAMPLE)” 
tab). In this spreadsheet, the parameters needed for the MDI calculation are selected from drop-down 
menus or entered into specific fields. These parameters follow the organization of the instructions 
spreadsheet described above. This spreadsheet is set for a cluster-level randomized design, and 
therefore, includes more rows of data than the individual-level design example. The data shown in 
this tab are outlined in example 2 on the following page, but researchers can delete the sample data 
to use the tab for their own MDI calculations for cluster-level RCTs. 
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Example for an individual-level randomized design 

Suppose a grant applicant is planning an individual-level randomized study of a novel TPP intervention 
for pregnant teens. The study will enroll teens continually over two years. Consent and baseline data 
collection will occur prior to random assignment. The study plans to collect demographic and sexual 
behavior data at baseline. It is expected that 200 teens will enroll each year, for a total sample size of 
400; half will be assigned to the treatment group and half to the control group. The study team will collect 
follow-up survey data at the end of the program and expects that 75 percent of individuals will complete 
the follow-up assessment (due to a large incentive provided for completion). The outcome of interest in 
the study is incidence of repeat pregnancy, a binary outcome, and there are no prevalence estimates on 
this outcome in the target population. 

Given this information, the following parameters are available for MDI calculation (see the blue tab in 
the tool): 

Parameters fixed by the funder (blue panel): 

• Level of significance: 0.05 

• Number of sides of test: Two 

• Power: 0.80 

Parameters fixed by the study design (orange panel): 

1. Total number of individuals in the sample contributing to the impact analysis: 300, which 
reflects a 75 percent survey response rate of the 400 individuals originally assigned when enrolled in 
the study. 

2. Level of randomization: Individual 

3. Probability of assignment to the treatment group: 0.50 

4. Type of outcome variables: Binary 

5. Mean of the outcome variable: Assumed to be 0.50 because its value is unknown and this value 
yields the most conservative estimate. 

6. Standard deviation (SD) of the outcome: Not applicable, since the outcome is binary, so the 
standard deviation can be calculated from the prevalence rate of the outcome in item 6 above (this 
cell is blank in the worksheet). 

7. Proportion of the individual-level variance in the outcome explained by (baseline) covariates: 
Assumed 15 percent, given that the study is collecting demographic and sexual behavior data at 
baseline. 

The calculated MDI is reported in the green panel, second column from the right. In this example, the MDI 
is equal to 0.15, or 15 percentage points for this binary outcome, for the total sample of 300 teens. Given 
the small sample size, the MDI is relatively large. More specifically, the study can only detect changes of 
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the incidence of repeat teen pregnancy of 15 percentage points or larger, which represents nearly 
30 percent of the standard deviation of the outcome.5 Whether a change in the outcome of this magnitude 
is feasible depends on the intervention’s theory of change and extant evidence from similar studies of 
teen pregnancy prevention. As discussed in the previous section, the MDI could be reduced, and power 
increased, if: 

• The sample size increases. 

• The likely prevalence rate is different from 0.50. 

• The proportion of the individual-level outcome explained by the covariates is greater than 15 percent 
(which would be possible by collecting data on additional risk behaviors). 

Example for a group-level randomized design 

Suppose a grant applicant is planning to conduct a cluster-level randomized study of a school-based TPP 
program implemented during 10th grade health classes. The applicant will randomly assign 10 schools to 
condition (half to the treatment group, half to the control group), and programming will occur for the full 
school year. The applicant states that there are approximately 80 10th grade students in each school, and 
that in previous evaluations it has received evaluation consent from approximately 50 percent of the 
sample. The study plans to collect demographic, sexual behavior, and other risk behavior data at 
baseline. For the follow-up assessment, the study team will offer incentives for participation and expects 
that 75 percent of individuals will complete the survey. The outcome of interest is incidence of risky 
sexual behavior (assumed to be 80 percent in this population, based on Youth Risk Behavior Survey 
[YRBS] data statistics calculated for the geographic area). 

Parameters fixed by the funder (blue panel): 

Same as those used in the previous example. 

Parameters fixed by the study design (orange panel): 

1. Total number of individuals in the sample contributing to the impact analysis: 300. There were 
10 schools of 80 students, or 800 students initially assigned to condition. The description assumes 
that consent will be obtained from 50 percent of the sample, reducing the sample size to 400. Follow-
up data are expected to be obtained from 75 percent of the sample, so the final sample size for 
estimating impacts will be 300. 

2. Level of randomization: Group 

3. Number of groups: 10 schools will be assigned to condition. 

4. Probability of assignment to the treatment group: 0.50 

5. Type of outcome variables: Binary 

6. Mean of the outcome variable: 0.80, since the description of the study indicated that the YRBS data 
suggested this prevalence rate in the population. 
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7. SD of the outcome: Not applicable, since the outcome is binary (blank in the worksheet). 

8. Intraclass correlation coefficient (ICC): 0.04, which is a moderately conservative value. 

9. Proportion of the individual-level variance in the outcome explained by (baseline) covariates: 
Assumed 25 percent, given that the study will collect demographic, sexual behavior, and other risk 
behavior data at baseline. 

10. Proportion of the cluster-level variance in the outcome explained by (baseline) covariates: 
Assumed 60 percent, given that the study will collect demographic, sexual behavior, and other risk 
behavior data at baseline The calculated MDI is 0.16, or 16 percentage points, for the total sample of 
300 teens distributed across 10 groups. Given the small sample size and the clustering of teens, the 
MDI is relatively large. More specifically, the study can only detect changes in the incidence of teen 
pregnancy of 16 percentage points or larger, which represents 40 percent of the SD of the outcome. 

Note that the number of students contributing to the analytic sample in this design is identical to the 
number of students contributing to the analytic sample in the individual-level design. In addition, this study 
has an outcome that is more prevalent (80 percent versus 50 percent), and will collect additional baseline 
data on risk behaviors that are expected to explain variance in the outcome (25 percent versus 15 
percent at the individual level, and 60 percent at the cluster level). 

Both of these differences in design are expected to improve the precision of the design (or reduce the 
MDI). However, the MDI calculated under this study design is larger than the MDI of the individual-level 
design because of the clustering of teens in schools (that is, the ICC is not zero). This is typical in a 
cluster-level intervention, which usually has a larger MDI than an individual-level assignment design with 
similar sample sizes and design features. The MDI for this study could be reduced, and power increased, 
if: 

• The total number of individuals or groups increases. Notably, the study could further reduce the MDI 
by increasing the number of groups without changing the total number of individuals (for example, 
randomly assigning 20 clusters of 40 students to condition, instead of randomly assigning 10 clusters 
of 80 students). 

• The assumed prevalence rate is higher than 0.80. 

• The ICC is smaller than 0.04. 

• The proportion of the individual- and group-level variance of the outcome explained by the covariates 
is greater than 25 and 60 percent, respectively. 

In sum, the MDIs for the two basic designs are high and, unless the intervention can generate changes in 
outcomes of that magnitude, the likelihood of finding a statistically significant impact is small. 
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III. Interpreting MDIs 
Once an MDI has been calculated for a particular design, the onus of interpretation falls on the evaluator 
and/or program staff. After estimating the MDI, evaluation and program staff should consider two 
questions: 

1. Does the MDI seem reasonable or feasible for this intervention in this setting? The first 
assessment of an MDI should be a “gut check” of the feasibility of obtaining a treatment/control 
difference as big as or bigger than the computed MDI. For example, if a computed MDI appears 
relatively large from a face validity perspective, and the evaluation is only testing a small difference in 
service offerings across treatment and control conditions, program staff and evaluators may be 
skeptical that the intervention will actually result in an impact as large as the computed MDI. 

2. Do the MDIs align with impacts observed from prior implementations of this intervention? 
Some studies evaluate an intervention (or adaptation of an intervention) that already has an evidence 
base. In these situations, a natural benchmark for assessing the viability of a study is whether the 
existing evidence shows impacts that are as large as or larger than the MDI estimated for the current 
study. It may also be helpful to compare the observed impact relative to the average impact (and 
confidence interval) of comparable behavioral outcomes reported in the recent meta-analysis of 
federally funded TPP impact evaluations (Juras et al. 2019, 2022). Cole et al. (2022) calculated that 
the mean and variance of the sexual behavioral effect size estimates from the Juras et al. (2019) 
meta-analysis were 0.03 and 0.19, respectively.  

If the MDI seems unrealistic based on perception or on an existing evidence base, program staff and 
evaluators should consider whether any potential changes to the evaluation design could make the MDI 
more feasible. This might involve changing the design to reduce the MDI (for example, by increasing the 
sample size or collecting additional baseline data), or increasing the dosage, duration, or intensity of the 
intervention to make the MDI more feasible to obtain. 

IV. Presenting MDI calculations in a proposal 
A research proposal for a study that is aiming to demonstrate a positive and statistically significant effect 
on youth sexual risk behavior should present three key features: 

1. The computed MDI for the outcome of interest. Of course, the most important feature of an MDI 
calculation is the actual MDI for the study. 

2. The assumptions and sources for assumptions that informed the MDI calculation. As described 
above, certain key parameters determine the MDI for a research study. In order to convince a 
skeptical reader that the “ingredients” for the MDI are correct, proposals must articulate the key 
assumptions that serve as inputs to the calculation, and justify them based on the study design and 
framing. For example, at a minimum, a proposal should describe the number of individuals (and 
groups, as needed) that will be randomly assigned to conditions, the expected response rates, and 
the proportion of variance in the outcome explained by baseline covariates. In addition, as necessary, 
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the sources for parameters should be included: for example if the MDI incorporates a prevalence rate 
for the outcome as an input to the calculation, the source of this prevalence rate should be described. 

3. The justification for the MDI as reasonable. Finally, the proposal must convince the reader that the 
MDI is feasible for the given study to discover. The justification should be based on previous research 
that highlights impact estimates of a similar magnitude, an argument that a novel intervention might 
show substantively large impacts, and/or reasons why the MDI is an appropriate threshold for testing 
the intervention. 
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Appendix A: Mathematical representation of the  
minimum detectable impact (MDI) 

The MDI formula can be expressed as: 

(1) * ( )MDI Factor SE impact=  

where 

Factor is a constant that is a function of the significance and the statistical power level, SE(impact) is the 
standard error of the impact estimate. 

Below, we describe these two components in detail. 

Factor 

Factor becomes larger as the significance level decreases and the power level increases. Thus, the MDI 
rises when the evaluator seeks to reduce the chances of making Type I and Type II errors. Factor 
becomes smaller when the evaluator uses a one-sided test instead of a two-sided test with a fixed power 
level because the critical value of the test for a given significance level is smaller with a one-sided test. 
Mathematically, Factor is expressed by the following equation: 

(2) ( ) ( )( )1 11 12df dfFactor T Tα β= − + −  

where 

α  = the significance level (in this formula, it is divided by 2 because we want a two-sided test),  

β  = 1 – the desired power level, 

Number of sides of the hypothesis test = the denominator below (we set this to be 2), 

1
dfT is the inverse of the Student’s t distribution function with degrees of freedom (df) equal to the total 

sample size (individuals or clusters) minus 2.6  

Standard error for the impact 

The standard error of the impact, SE(impact), varies according to the impact evaluation design and the 
parameters described in Section II. Generally, larger samples reduce SE(impact) and, thereby, the MDI, 
making the evaluation more powerful. Greater power is desirable because the evaluation is more likely to 
detect meaningful impacts, although greater power typically leads to higher costs resulting from a larger 
sample size and the associated costs of data collection. 

Below we present the equations for the standard error of the impact for two basic types of designs: (1) 
individual-level randomized design, and (2) group-level randomized design. 
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Individual-level randomized design 

The formula for the standard error of the impact of an individual-level randomized design is: 

(3a) ( ) ( )( )
( )

2 2
,1

1
iy x

IN

R
SE impact

p p N
εσ −

=
−

 

where 

N = total analytic sample size after attrition and survey nonresponse (that is, the sample on which you 
estimate impacts), 

p = proportion of the total sample assigned to the treatment group, 

2
εσ = the variance of the outcome, which can be calculated as prevrate * (1-prevrate) if the outcome is 

dichotomous—that is, the prevalence rate,7  

2
( , )iy xR = the proportion of the individual-level variance of the outcome, y, explained by the individual-level 

variables x. 

Group-level randomized design 

The formula for the standard error of the impact of a group-level randomized design is: 

(3b) ( ) ( )
( ) ( )( ) ( )2 22

, ,1 1 1

1
WG BGy x y x

G

R R
SE impact

p p N gm g
ε

ρ ρσ  − − −
 = +
 −
 

 

where, in addition to the parameters defined above, 

g = total number of groups, 

m = the average number of individuals per group, which is calculated as 
N

g , 

ρ = the intra-cluster correlation coefficient, which varies between 0 and 1 (this parameter is a measure of 

the degree to which outcomes of individuals within groups are correlated), 

2
( , )WGy xR = the proportion of the within-group (WG) variance of the outcome, y, explained by covariates x, 

2
( , )BGy xR = the proportion of the between-group (BG) variance of the outcome, y, explained by covariates 

x. 

Randomly assigning groups rather than individuals reduces the effective sample size—that is, the sample 
size that results from accounting for the correlation of outcomes within groups (remember, as ρ
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approaches 1, the effective sample size of the study reduces to g instead of N). For this reason, the MDI 
of an individual-level design always is smaller than the MDI for a group-level design—and the “best-case” 
power for all designs. 

Translating the minimum detectable impact to a minimum detectable effect size 

Finally, the standardized MDI— that is, the minimum detectable effect size (MDES), is equal to the MDI 
divided by the standard deviation of the outcome, SD(outcome). The MDES formula can be expressed 
as: 

(4) ( )
MDIMDES SD outcome=  

The MDES is particularly useful for evaluations with continuous outcomes, such as attitude or knowledge 
scales, which typically are expressed as the standard deviation of the outcome. 
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Endnotes 
 

1 In contrast, a minimum detectable effect size (MDES) is the smallest true impact that is likely to be detected as 
statistically significant, measured in terms of effect size (standard deviations of the outcome). The MDES is 
particularly useful for evaluations with continuous outcomes, such as attitude or knowledge scales. For more info on 
MDES, please see the final section of Appendix A. 
2 The procedures outlined in this brief could also be used to compute power for quasi-experimental designs; however, 
they will provide an overly optimistic assertion of the MDIs. In a quasi-experimental design, background 
characteristics are typically correlated with treatment assignment (this is unlikely to occur in a randomized 
experiment), which increases the MDI. However, the magnitude of the correlation between background 
characteristics and the treatment assignment variable is very difficult to predict, and therefore, we have focused our 
efforts on the more tractable procedure of MDI estimation in experimental designs. 
3 If the prevalence rate of the outcome is unknown, researchers should conservatively assume that the prevalence 
rate is 50 percent in the study sample, as this will produce the largest MDI. 
4 Other tools available for calculating MDIs are PowerUp! (Dong and Maynard 2013) and Optimal Design (Spybrook 
et al. 2011). Because these tools require knowledge of the variance of the outcome for more complex evaluation 
designs, they are not discussed in this brief. 
5 Some researchers prefer to consider MDIs in terms of standard deviations of the outcome, which represents the 
smallest difference that can be detected in “effect size” units. See the last section of Appendix A for more details on 
this. 
6 This is a simplifying assumption and may not be accurate for studies using stratified designs or a large number of 
baseline covariates to improve precision of the impact analysis. The benefit of using this simplified calculation is that it 
alleviates user burden in calculating the number of degrees of freedom sacrificed for design and analytic approaches 
(see Dong and Maynard [2013] for a more formal calculation of the degrees of freedom for complex designs). 
7 If the goal of the MDI calculation is to estimate an MDI in standard deviation units, use 2 1εσ = . 

HHS Office of Population Affairs 
Web: opa.hhs.gov | Email: opa@hhs.gov  

LinkedIn: HHS Office of Population Affairs | YouTube: HHSOfficeofPopulationAffairs 

https://opa.hhs.gov/
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		77		13		Tags->0->100->1		Section D: PDFs containing Images		D2. Figures Alternative text		Passed		Please verify that Alt of "Upper M Upper D Upper E Upper S equals, Start-Fraction, Upper M Upper D Upper I, Over, Upper S Upper D left-parenthesis outcome right-parenthesis, End-Fraction" is appropriate for the highlighted element.		Verification result set by user.

		78		14		Tags->0->103->6->1->1		Section D: PDFs containing Images		D2. Figures Alternative text		Passed		Please verify that Alt of "sigma Subscript epsilon Superscript 2 Baseline equals 1" is appropriate for the highlighted element.		Verification result set by user.

		79						Section D: PDFs containing Images		D3. Decorative Images		Passed		Paths, XObjects, Form XObjects and Shadings are included in Figures, Formula or Artifacted.		

		80		1		Tags->0->0		Section D: PDFs containing Images		D4. Complex Images		Passed		Do complex images have an alternate accessible means of understanding?		Verification result set by user.

		81		1		Tags->0->0->0		Section D: PDFs containing Images		D5. Images of text		Passed		Is this image an image of text? Fail if yes, Pass if no.		Verification result set by user.

		82						Section D: PDFs containing Images		D6. Grouped Images		Passed		No Figures with semantic value only if grouped were detected in this document.		

		83						Section F: PDFs containing Lists		F1. List tags		Passed		All List elements passed.		

		84		2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9		Tags->0->12,Tags->0->16,Tags->0->20,Tags->0->26,Tags->0->31,Tags->0->33,Tags->0->35,Tags->0->41,Tags->0->44,Tags->0->48,Tags->0->52		Section F: PDFs containing Lists		F2. List items vs. visual layout		Passed		Does the number of items in the tag structure match the number of items in the visual list?		Verification result set by user.

		85		2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9		Tags->0->12,Tags->0->16,Tags->0->20,Tags->0->26,Tags->0->31,Tags->0->33,Tags->0->35,Tags->0->41,Tags->0->44,Tags->0->48,Tags->0->52		Section F: PDFs containing Lists		F3. Nested lists		Passed		Please confirm that this list does not contain any nested lists		Verification result set by user.

		86						Section G: PDFs containing Headings		G1. Visual Headings in Heading tags		Passed		All Visual Headings are tagged as Headings.		

		87						Section G: PDFs containing Headings		G2. Heading levels skipping		Passed		All Headings are nested correctly		

		88						Section G: PDFs containing Headings		G3 & G4. Headings mark section of contents		Passed		Is the highlighted heading tag used on text that defines a section of content and if so, does the Heading text accurately describe the sectional content?		Verification result set by user.

		89						Section H: PDFs containing Forms		H5. Tab order		Passed		All pages that contain annotations have tabbing order set to follow the logical structure.		

		90						Section I: PDFs containing other common elements		I1. Nonstandard glyphs		Passed		All nonstandard text (glyphs) are tagged in an accessible manner.		

		91		1,7,8,14		Tags->0->3->0->68,Tags->0->6->0->51,Tags->0->6->0->142,Tags->0->7->0->11,Tags->0->8->0->31,Tags->0->45->0->8,Tags->0->46->0->12,Tags->0->48->1->1->0->6,Tags->0->103->1->1->0->102,Tags->0->103->3->1->0->20,Tags->0->103->4->1->0->18		Section I: PDFs containing other common elements		I3. Language for words and phrases		Passed		Unable to find MDIs in the "en" dictionary. Please verify there aren't any missing spaces between words or other formatting issues.		Verification result set by user.

		92		3,4		Tags->0->18->0->0->35,Tags->0->24->0->19		Section I: PDFs containing other common elements		I3. Language for words and phrases		Passed		Unable to find Eval in the "en" dictionary. Please verify there aren't any missing spaces between words or other formatting issues.		Verification result set by user.

		93		10,14		Tags->0->57->0->18,Tags->0->103->3->1->0->28		Section I: PDFs containing other common elements		I3. Language for words and phrases		Passed		Unable to find PowerUp in the "en" dictionary. Please verify there aren't any missing spaces between words or other formatting issues.		Verification result set by user.

		94		11		Tags->0->76->1->56		Section I: PDFs containing other common elements		I3. Language for words and phrases		Passed		Unable to find df in the "en" dictionary. Please verify there aren't any missing spaces between words or other formatting issues.		Verification result set by user.

		95		12		Tags->0->86->1->36,Tags->0->86->1->47		Section I: PDFs containing other common elements		I3. Language for words and phrases		Passed		Unable to find prevrate in the "en" dictionary. Please verify there aren't any missing spaces between words or other formatting issues.		Verification result set by user.

		96						Section I: PDFs containing other common elements		I4. Table of Contents		Passed		No Table of Contents (TOCs) were detected in this document.		Verification result set by user.

		97						Section I: PDFs containing other common elements		I6. References and Notes		Passed		All internal links are tagged within Reference tags		

		98						Section A: All PDFs		A5. Is the document free from content that flashes more than 3 times per second?		Not Applicable		No elements that could cause flicker were detected in this document.		

		99						Section A: All PDFs		A10. Role mapped custom tags		Not Applicable		No Role-maps exist in this document.		

		100						Section E: PDFs containing Tables		E1. Table tags		Not Applicable		No tables were detected in this document.		

		101						Section E: PDFs containing Tables		E2. Table structure vs. visual layout		Not Applicable		No tables were detected in this document.		

		102						Section E: PDFs containing Tables		E3. Table cells types		Not Applicable		No tables were detected in this document		

		103						Section E: PDFs containing Tables		E4. Empty header cells		Not Applicable		No table header cells were detected in this document.		

		104						Section E: PDFs containing Tables		E5. Merged Cells		Not Applicable		No tables were detected in this document.		

		105						Section E: PDFs containing Tables		E6. Header scope		Not Applicable		No simple tables were detected in this document.		

		106						Section E: PDFs containing Tables		E7. Headers/IDs		Not Applicable		No complex tables were detected in this document.		

		107						Section H: PDFs containing Forms		H1. Tagged forms		Not Applicable		No Form Annotations were detected in this document.		

		108						Section H: PDFs containing Forms		H2. Forms tooltips		Not Applicable		No form fields were detected in this document.		

		109						Section H: PDFs containing Forms		H3. Tooltips contain requirements		Not Applicable		No Form Annotations were detected in this document.		

		110						Section H: PDFs containing Forms		H4. Required fields		Not Applicable		No Form Fields were detected in this document.		

		111						Section I: PDFs containing other common elements		I2. OCR text		Not Applicable		No raster-based images were detected in this document.		

		112						Section I: PDFs containing other common elements		I5. TOC links		Not Applicable		No Table of Contents (TOCs) were detected in this document.		
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