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Zany Zoologists and 'Spurious Correlations': A Poetic Pursuit of 
Puzzling Patterns in North Dakota

Cameron Hoffman, Abigail Torres, Gregory P Tate
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In this quirky study, we unravel the enigmatic entanglement between the number of
zoologists  in  North  Dakota  and  the  frequency  of  Google  searches  for  'spurious
correlations'. We employed data from the Bureau of Labor Statistics and Google
Trends  to  tickle  the  fancies  of  researchers  and  aficionados  of  eyebrow-raising
correlations.  Our analysis yielded a correlation coefficient of 0.7098159 and a p-
value  less  than  0.01  for the  years  spanning  2004  to  2021.  Our findings  offer  a
whimsical window into the world of serendipitous statistics and prompt us to ponder
the  idiosyncrasies  of  data-doodling dalliances.  Join  us  on this  merry journey to
merrily muse on the mediation of metrics and estimation of the eccentric in the land
of zany zoologists and 'spurious correlations'.

INTRODUCTION

The  pursuit  of  knowledge  often  leads
researchers  down unexpected  paths,  where
the seemingly disparate intertwines to form
a  tapestry  of  peculiar  patterns.  In  this
seemingly unconventional study, we embark
on  a  whimsical  exploration  of  the
relationship  between  the  number  of
zoologists  in  the  charming  state  of  North
Dakota  and  the  frequency  of  Google
searches  for  'spurious  correlations'.  As  we
delve into this enigmatic entanglement,  we
uncover a brew of eccentricity, curiosity, and
statistical merriment that has us rubbing our
hands in scholarly glee.

The field of zoology, with its menagerie of
creatures  and  creatures  of  habit,  offers  a
delightful  backdrop  for  our  whimsical
inquiry. North Dakota, nestled in the heart of
the  Great  Plains,  dances  on  the  edge  of
statistical significance, much like a hesitant
test  subject  in  a  laboratory  of  numerical
uncertainty. And what better companion for
this intellectual escapade than the capricious
concept of 'spurious correlations', a term that
dances on the tongue like a fizzy concoction
of statistical folly and frolic.

Armed with data from the Bureau of Labor
Statistics  and  the  quirky  world  of  Google
Trends, we set out to tickle the intellect and
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provoke  delightful  chin-scratching  in  the
scientific  community.  Our  initial  foray
revealed  a  correlation  coefficient  of
0.7098159, signaling a stronger connection
than expected between our curious variables.
With a p-value less than 0.01 for the years
spanning 2004 to 2021, we are both startled
and delighted by the statistical significance
that this seemingly zany relationship holds.

Intriguingly, our findings prompt us to muse
on the multifaceted nature of correlation and
causation,  leading  us  to  contemplate  the
idiosyncrasies of data-doodling dalliances. It
is as if we have stumbled upon a statistical
unicorn  in  the  prairie  of  knowledge,
beckoning  us  to  ponder  upon  the
whimsicality of scientific exploration. As we
embark  on  this  merry  journey,  we  invite
fellow enthusiasts of unfathomable statistics
and whimsical wonders to join us in merrily
musing  on  the  mediation  of  metrics  and
estimation  of  the  eccentric  in  the  land  of
zany zoologists and 'spurious correlations'.

Prior research

The  existing  literature  on  zany  zoologists
and  'spurious  correlations'  provides  an
eclectic  array of insights that set  the stage
for  our  own  playful  pursuit  of  curious
patterns.  Smith  et  al.  (2015)  offer  a
comprehensive  analysis  of  zoological
occupations  in  non-traditional  settings,
shedding  light  on  the  potential  for
unconventional  career  paths  in  the  field.
Meanwhile, Doe and Jones (2018) delve into
the  whimsical  world  of  spurious
correlations,  cautioning  against  the  pitfalls
of  mistaking  causation  for  delightful
coincidence.

Moving  beyond  the  realm  of  academic
research,  "How  to  Tell  If  Your  Cat  Is

Plotting to Kill You" by Matthew Inman and
"The  Hollow  Chocolate  Bunnies  of  the
Apocalypse" by Robert Rankin introduce a
whimsical  twist  to  the  study  of  animal
behavior and seemingly bizarre correlations.
As we wade deeper into the murky waters of
our research topic, the particular quirkiness
of our pursuits becomes even more apparent.

Venturing  into  uncharted  territories,  we
stumbled  upon  unexpected  sources  of
wisdom in our endeavor. While perusing the
checkout line at  a local convenience store,
we chanced upon a brilliant treatise on the
subject  scribbled  on  the  back  of  a  CVS
receipt.  Despite  its  unconventional  origin,
the insightful  musings hidden within those
ink-stained  digits  triggered  a  whimsical
revelation  -  maybe,  just  maybe,  the  most
profound insights can be found in the most
unexpected of places.

In reflecting upon this delightful menagerie
of  literature  and  offbeat  sources,  we  are
reminded that  the  pursuit  of  knowledge is
often  a  delightful  dance  with  the
unexpected,  a  merry  waltz  through  the
whimsical  landscape  of  intellectual
exploration.  As  we  harness  the  peculiar
patterns that emerge from this ensemble of
sources, we approach our own findings with
a twinkle in our eyes and a skip in our step,
ready to unravel  the puzzling patterns  that
await us in the land of zany zoologists and
'spurious correlations'.

The literature, like a mischievous jester, has
laid the groundwork for our own scholarly
romp through the eccentric and the bizarre.
With  a  nod  to  these  diverse  sources  of
inspiration, we eagerly embark on our merry
journey  to  demystify  the  entangled
relationship between zoologists and Google
searches for 'spurious correlations', inviting
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fellow wanderers in the realm of whimsical
statistics  to  frolic  alongside  us  in  this
charmed pursuit.

Approach

METHODOLOGY

To unravel the zany zoologists and 'spurious
correlations'  conundrum,  we  employed  a
methodological  mishmash  that  involved
equal  parts  data  dredging  and  statistical
sorcery.  Our  research  team  scoured  the
depths of the internet, occasionally emerging
from  the  rabbit  hole  of  data  mining  with
disheveled hair and a twinkle in the eye that
can  only  be  acquired  by  delving  into  the
erratic realm of eccentric statistics.

Data Collection

The Bureau of Labor Statistics served as our
digital  menagerie  from which we procured
the number of zoologists  in North Dakota,
donning  our  metaphorical  safari  hats  and
bushwhacking  through  the  jungle  of
employment  metrics.  By  harnessing  the
power  of  Google  Trends,  we  tracked  the
frequency  of  searches  for  'spurious
correlations',  riding  the  search  engine's
algorithmic  wave  in  pursuit  of  statistical
whimsy.  The  data  spanned  from  2004  to
2021, encompassing a time frame akin to a
statistical  odyssey  through  the  plains  of
possibility.

Data Analysis

Our analysis embraced the numerical chaos
with  open  arms,  dexterously  wielding  the
tools of correlation coefficients and p-values
like a symphony conductor  orchestrating a
discordant  but oddly harmonious statistical
ensemble.  We  calculated  the  correlation
coefficient,  which  emerged  from  the

statistical cacophony like a melody amid the
noise,  with  a  value  of  0.7098159.  The  p-
value,  that  elusive  metric  of  statistical
significance,  gleefully  danced  beneath  the
coveted  threshold  of  0.01,  establishing  a
firm  foothold  in  the  whimsical  world  of
serendipitous statistics.

Statistical Interpretation

As  we  gazed  upon  our  findings,  we
marveled at the inexplicable intertwining of
zoologists  and  'spurious  correlations',
seemingly disparate entities now engaged in
a  dance  of  statistical  significance.  Like  a
metaphorical  menagerie  of  statistical
phenomena,  the  zany  and  the  curious
cavorted together, leaving us no choice but
to ponder the peculiar patterns that emerged
from our data-doodling dalliances. 

In  the  spirit  of  lighthearted  scientific
exploration, we embraced the idiosyncrasies
of  our  research  methodology,
acknowledging  that  sometimes,  in  the
pursuit  of  knowledge,  a  touch  of  whimsy
and statistical merriment can illuminate the
path to discovery. We invite fellow seekers
of statistical serendipity to join us in merrily
musing  on  the  mediation  of  metrics  and
estimation  of  the  eccentric  in  the  land  of
zany zoologists and 'spurious correlations'.

Results

The  statistical  analysis  revealed  a  robust
correlation  of  0.7098159  between  the
number of zoologists  in  North Dakota and
the  frequency  of  Google  searches  for
'spurious  correlations',  indicating  a
surprisingly  strong  relationship  between
these  seemingly  unrelated  variables.  The
scatterplot  in  Fig.  1  vividly  illustrates  this
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connection, almost as vividly as a zoologist
showcasing their collection of exotic insects.

Furthermore,  the  coefficient  of
determination  (r-squared)  of  0.5038386
suggests  that  approximately  50%  of  the
variability  in  the  frequency  of  Google
searches  for  'spurious  correlations'  can  be
explained  by  the  number  of  zoologists  in
North  Dakota.  This  finding  tickles  the
intellect  and  provokes  delightful  chin-
scratching, much like a zoologist pondering
the  evolutionary  adaptations  of  an unusual
species.

The p-value of less than 0.01 for the time
period  from 2004 to 2021 underscores  the
robustness  of  this  peculiar  correlation,
affirming  its  statistical  significance  and
prompting us to contemplate the whimsical
nature of entangled data.

Figure 1. Scatterplot of the variables by year

In  the  spirit  of  scholarly  mischief,  our
analysis offers a charming glimpse into the
world of serendipitous statistics. It beckons
us  to  ponder  the  idiosyncrasies  of  data-
doodling  dalliances  and  muse  on  the
mediation  of  metrics  in  the  land  of  zany
zoologists and 'spurious correlations'.

Discussion of findings

In  unraveling  the  enigmatic  entanglement
between the number of zoologists in North
Dakota  and  the  frequency  of  Google
searches  for  'spurious  correlations',  our
findings whimsically waltz in tune with the
quirkiness gleaned from prior research. Our
correlation  coefficient  of  0.7098159
graciously  embraces  the  spirit  of  peculiar
patterns,  echoing  the  lively  musings  of
Smith et al. on unconventional career paths
in the field of zoology. Likewise, the spirited
caution  from  Doe  and  Jones  against
mistaking  causation  for  delightful
coincidence resonates with our discovery of
a  robust  correlation,  prompting  a  playful
pondering  of  the  idiosyncrasies  underlying
this merry dance of data.

The  unexpected  sources  of  wisdom
encountered  in  our  literature  review,  from
offbeat books to ink-stained digits on a CVS
receipt, have beguilingly nudged us towards
the  charming  revelation  that  the  most
profound  insights  often  hide  in  the  most
whimsical  of  places.  In  this  spirit,  our
findings  not  only  uphold  the  merry  waltz
through  the  whimsical  landscape  of
intellectual  exploration  but  also  beckon
fellow wanderers  to  frolic  alongside  us  in
this  charmed  pursuit  of  statistical
serendipity.

The  statistical  significance  of  our
correlation, with a p-value less than 0.01 for
the  years  2004  to  2021,  gleefully
underscores  the robustness  of  this  peculiar
correlation.  It  invites  us  to  ponder  the
whimsical nature of entangled data, akin to a
zoologist  contemplating  the  evolutionary
adaptations of a particularly unusual species.
Our coefficient of determination (r-squared)
of  0.5038386  delights  in  signaling  that
approximately 50% of the variability in the
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frequency of Google searches for 'spurious
correlations' can be adorned with the quirky
mantle of the number of zoologists in North
Dakota,  casting  a  playful  shadow of  grace
over this unassuming relationship.

In  this  spirited  pursuit  of  curious  patterns,
we emerge with a fanciful braid of statistical
entanglement  that  tickles  the  intellect  and
provokes  delightful  chin-scratching,
ushering  us  merrily  into  the  enchanting
realm  of  zany  zoologists  and  'spurious
correlations'. As we engage in this scholarly
escapade, we are reminded of the charming
dance  of  the  unexpected  in  the  pursuit  of
knowledge,  where  the  most  whimsical  of
data-doodling  dalliances  often  lead  to
enduring insights and a merry twinkle in the
eye of scholarly mischief.

Conclusion

CONCLUSION

In closing,  our  jaunty  journey through  the
charming  universe  of  zany  zoologists  and
'spurious  correlations'  has  left  us  with  a
whimsical grin and a deeper appreciation for
the capricious nature of statistical  oddities.
The  robust  correlation  coefficient  and  p-
value  less  than  0.01  have  tickled  our
scholarly fancies, much like a mischievous
statistician reveling in a particularly curious
dataset.  The  coefficient  of  determination
adds  a  delightful  twist  to  our  findings,
showcasing  the  enchanting  dance  of
variability, akin to a performance by North
Dakota's most dexterous prairie dogs.

Our exploration has prodded the boundaries
of conventional statistical inquiry, urging us
to  embrace  the  serendipitous  and  frolic
through the land of unexpected connections.
These  findings  remind us  that  even in  the

staid world of numbers, the whimsical and
peculiar  can  rear  their  heads,  much  like  a
unicorn bounding through a field of standard
deviations.

In  light  of  our  revelry  in  unraveling  this
enigmatic  entanglement,  we  assert  with
scholarly mirth that no further investigation
is warranted in this domain. The connection
between the number of zoologists in North
Dakota  and  the  frequency  of  Google
searches for 'spurious correlations' stands as
a testament to the delightful unpredictability
of  statistical  exploration.  We  bid  adieu  to
this  merry pursuit,  with a  nod to the droll
and an appreciation for the eccentric in the
realm of correlation and causation. For now,
let  us  bask  in  the  statistical  whimsy  and
peculiar charm of our findings, for as they
say, in the realm of scholarly enchantment,
sometimes  the  most  magical  discoveries
emerge from the most unexpected of places.
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