
EPFL Probability and statistics for materials science
Spring Semester 2022, 04.07.22 Prof. Philip Moll

EXAM

Time: The exam starts at 9:15 and finishes at 11:15.

Points: The exam consists of 4 questions. Each question and sub-steps have individual points associ-
ated to them, indicated in brackets.

General remarks:

1) Please provide your answers only on the supplied quad paper. The question sheets and your
draft sheets will not be graded.

2) Explain your reasoning well to justify your answers. For all answers, the computations leading
to the results have to be clear to achieve full points.

3) Drafting sheets and additional paper is supplied as well. Drafting paper will not be graded.
Please write your name and page number on each sheet.

4) Round numerical values to the second digit (π = 3.14).

5) Allowed supporting materials for you are one double-sided A4 sheet of notes and a
non-programmable calculator.

Question Points Total Points achieved
1 19
2 22
3 25
4 19

Total 85
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1 Winter games

Biathlon is an interesting winter sport, probing both endurance and force but also fine motion and
steadiness of the athletes. After a loop of nordic skiing, the athletes have to shoot 5 targets with a
rifle, one after another. The score of a game is the number of targets they hit (order is unimportant),
so it ranges from 0 (missed all) to 5 (hit all). Being popular with young athletes, the competition to
enter the Swiss National team is fierce. Today, there is a competition to select the best shooters for the
team. The shooting skills of each athlete boil down to their probability p at which they hit a target.
Hint: Read the entire task and identify first which coefficients you need to compute.

a) [1 pt] Susy is a good shooter, who usually hits at p1 = 0.8. Say X is the number of targets she
hits. What is the probability that she hits at least 3 out of the 5 targets, P (X ≥ 3)?

b) [2 pt] Given her skills at p1 = 0.8, compute the most likely number X of targets she will hit in a
game? Explain your result.

c) [7 pt] She competes with Ben, who is a slightly worse shooter at p2 = 0.7. Despite Susy is the
better shooter, there is of course a statistical possibility that Ben will score higher than Susy
and win a game. Say X denotes the number of targets Susy hits, and Y those that Ben hits.
Compute the probability for Ben to win a competition, P (Y > X). Hint: As both are fairly good,
you may ignore the probabilities that either score only 0 or 1 point, i.e. P (X = 0) ≈ P (X =
1) ≈ P (Y = 0) ≈ P (Y = 1) ≈ 0. This approximation introduces a small error of about 0.5%.

d) [2 pt] Fantastic news for Susy, she made it into the National team! Congrats! After some time
the trainer has to have a word with her. He has the impression she is nervous, and underperforms
now that she is on the team. Susy rejects that harshly, walks to the shooting range, and shoots
10 full games with 5 targets each. Here is her data, can you show based on this if she still hits
with probability p1 = 0.8?

Points hit (X) 0 1 2 3 4 5
Number of games 0 0 3 2 3 2

Table 1: This table shows in how many games she scored points between 0 and 5. Quite a few hits,
impressive!

State the statistical test you would use to verify the trainers suggestion, formulate the null
hypothesis H0 and the alternative hypothesis H1 for this test.

e) [7 pt] Test your hypothesis identified in d) at a level of significance α = 0.05. Is the trainer right?

2 From the Food Lab

All life depends on a constant supply of healthy food. With the growing human population, the side
effects of industrial agriculture become apparent - from the CO2 footprint to the overuse of pesticides
and the loss of biodiversity in large monocultures. As part of your PhD thesis in the food lab you
develop a new process to chemically modify cellulose to an edible protein - food from wood! Surprised
by the elegance and simplicity of your solution, your supervisor admits your protein to an expensive
lab testing study. It showed that your product is of high quality, however it found worrying levels of
potassium from your chemical process. In order to qualify as food for human use, your protein must
not exceed 6% of potassium.
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You submit 40 samples to the laboratory and have them tested for their potassium concentration Xi

(%):

0.1 1.3 2.3 2.4 2.5 2.6 2.6 2.7 2.8 2.9 3.0 3.3 3.6 3.7 3.7 3.7 3.8 3.8 4.1
4.3 4.4 4.6 4.8 5.1 5.2 5.3 5.3 5.6 5.6 5.8 5.8 6.0 6.2 6.4 6.4 6.7 7.7 7.7
7.9 9.2

Table 2: Potassium test results in %. Hint: this question can be solved without typing all these numbers
into your calculator.

a) [3 pt] Compute the mean of the data in table 2. Naturally you use R for this, but unfortunately
it only gives strange results. Instead of the mean, it computes for you

∑40
i=1(xi−10)2 = 1345.83,∑40

i=1 x
4
i = 37154.21 and

∑40
i=1 x

2
i = 963.83 from this dataset.

b) [2 pt] State the empirical quantiles q18%, q25%, q50%, q75%.

c) [6 pt] Analyze your dataset by drawing a boxplot. Describe briefly the relevant parameters of
the boxplot, and give their numerical values. What do you notice about the data?

d) [4 pt] A further analysis shows that the datapoint at 9.2% was due to a measurement error,
and you remove that datapoint. Next you want to build a model for the remaining n = 39
datapoints based on a normal distribution. Estimate the standard deviation σ and mean µ from
your remaining 39 datapoints.

e) [5 pt] Assuming your potassium concentration follows a normal distribution N(µ, σ2), state the
probability that a random protein snack exceeds the safe limit of 8% potassium (using the
parameters of the previous task d). To be allowed for distribution, the legal requirement is that
at most 1% of your products exceeds this limit. Can you sell your product?

f) [2 pt] Compare your results from e) to your empirical probability from your data. Briefly state
if this result is reasonable.

3 Clean power

Global warming as well as energy security considerations will require us to find new methods to produce
clean energy locally, a big challenge to clean energy in Europe is a "Not in my backyard" mindset.
Everybody wants more solar panels and wind turbines, just not close to where they live because they
destroy the beautiful natural landscape. You address this issue in your PhD project by changing the
color of solar panels to a dark green, so that they blend in nicely into nature.

As a highlight of your thesis, Romande Energie offers to build a small demonstrator next to an existing,
normal solar power plant. They ask 6 random people which is more beautiful. They are tasked to rate
the "esthetics" of both installations on a scale between 1 (worst) to 10 (best). Here are their grades:

Your green panels (1) 9 7 6 10 8 7
Regular solar panels (2) 4 9 6 8 3 4

Table 3: Beauty rating of solar power plants. Grades between 1 (worst) and 10 (best).

a) [2 pt] Compute the group mean X̄1 and the standard deviation s1 for your green panels (group
1). For the regular ones (group 2), the same calculation gives X̄2 = 5.67 and s2 = 2.42.

b) [2 pt] Let us figure out if your green panels are more appealing than the existing ones. Formulate
the null hypothesis H0 and alternative hypothesis H1 for a T-test. Justify your choice of one-sided
vs. two-sided T-test.
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c) [8 pt] Perform the T-test according to b). Is there a statistically relevant differences at a level of
significance α = 0.05?

Romande Energie encourages you to approach politicians, and they too see the need to make clean
power more socially acceptable! However, they caution that other clean power techniques exist, such
as wind farms (2) and hydropower plants (3). To support your product, it is important to see if people
approve of it more than these alternatives. Another 6 reviewers are now tasked to grade these other
technologies. As you now have 3 groups of power plants to compare, you chose to do an ANOVA
analysis. Here is your data:

Your green panels (1) 9 7 6 10 8 7
Wind farms (2) 6 6 5 4 6 5
Hydropower (3) 5 6 7 4 4 6

Table 4: Beauty rating of clean power technologies. Grades between 1 (worst) and 10 (best). The
results of group 1 are the same as in the previous part - no need to recompute mean and standard
deviation.

You use R to compute the statistical parameters of these new groups 2 and 3, and find X̄2 = X̄3 = 5.34,
s2 = 0.82 and s3 = 1.21.

d) [7 pt] Compute the one-factor ANOVA table for this model.

e) [4 pt] Based on your ANOVA analysis, perform an F-test. Can you state a statistically significant
difference between these products at a level of significance of α = 0.05?

f) [2 pt] Briefly summarize the results of both tests. Where does your product stand?

4 Climate change modeling

Our world is ever changing, and us humans take part in that change. A key challenge of our time is to
understand and model this change, to give policymakers the right guidance to ensure we have a livable
planet for generations to come. As part of your research project, you study the CO2 emission increase
due to the growing use of servers and computer infrastructure. As a basis for your research, you need
to quantify the global computing power and describe quantitatively its change with time.

Here are your experimental results:

Time since the year 2000 (T) 0 1 2 3
Normalized computing power (C) -0.1 0.9 2.3 9.6

Table 5: 4 datapoints of your computing power study

a) [6 pt] Clearly, the computing power C is growing every year. Your first guess is a linear relation,
C = A · T , where A is a parameter of your model. Apply the principle of least squares to this
simple model Ĉ(1) = A · T and compute the coefficient A that best describes your data.

b) [5 pt] At a research conference, you see that most of your colleagues use different models. Tech-
nology is evolving rapidly, so that the computing power really grows faster than a linear model.
Instead, they model the time dependence in quadrature. Hence, you try a second model and de-
scribe your data by Ĉ(2) = B · T 2. Apply the principle of least squares to model 2 and compute
the coefficient B that best describes your data.

c) [1 pt] Are Ĉ(1) and Ĉ(2) nested models? Briefly explain your answer.

d) [7 pt] Compute the Error Sum of Squares (SSE) for both models. Which model explains more
of the total error?

4












