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Defining the Pearson Correlation Critical Values Table

The Pearson Correlation Critical Values Table serves as an indispensable statistical resource,
providing a definitive benchmark for assessing the strength and reliability of linear relationships
observed in quantitative research. It is fundamentally utilized in hypothesis testing to determine

whether a computed correlation coefficient, derived from a specific sample size, reflects a genuine

relationship in the population or is merely an artifact of random sampling variation. Specifically, this
table tabulates the threshold values--known as critical values--that a calculated correlation
coefficient must meet or exceed to be deemed statistically significant at a predetermined level of
risk. This meticulous approach ensures that researchers can confidently distinguish between
meaningful patterns and spurious associations.

The core utility of this tool lies in its ability to manage uncertainty inherent in inferential statistics.
When a researcher calculates a correlation (often denoted as r) between two variables based on a
sample, there is always a possibility that the observed relationship occurred purely by chance. The
critical values table quantifies this possibility, acting as a gatekeeper against over-interpretation of
data. By referencing the table based on the number of observations and the chosen significance
level, the researcher obtains a specific minimum value. If the absolute value of the calculated
correlation coefficient ( |r] ) is greater than this minimum threshold, the null hypothesis--which
posits no relationship between the variables--is rejected. This rejection implies that the correlation
is statistically significant and likely represents a true underlying phenomenon.

Furthermore, the structure of the table meticulously accounts for variations in experimental design,
primarily through the concept of degrees of freedom. As the sample size (and consequently, the

degrees of freedom) increases, the critical value required for significance generally decreases.
This is a logical consequence of statistical power: larger samples provide more reliable estimates
of population parameters, meaning that even a smaller correlation coefficient can be considered
significant because the estimate itself is more precise. Understanding the interplay between
sample size, degrees of freedom, and the critical value is paramount for accurate statistical
interpretation and is central to using the Pearson Correlation Critical Values Table effectively in
academic and applied research settings.

The Nature and Interpretation of the Pearson Correlation Coefficient

Before utilizing the critical values table, one must first possess a thorough understanding of the
Pearson product-moment correlation coefficient (PPMCC or r) itself. The PPMCC is a standardized

measure of the linear association between two continuous variables, returning a value that always
falls between -1.0 and +1.0. A value of +1.0 indicates a perfect positive linear relationship, where
as one variable increases, the other increases proportionally. Conversely, a value of -1.0 signifies
a perfect negative linear relationship, meaning that as one variable increases, the other decreases
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proportionally. A value close to O indicates a weak or non-existent linear relationship between the
variables under observation.

Interpreting the correlation coefficient goes beyond merely noting its direction (positive or
negative); the magnitude of r dictates the strength of the relationship. While informal guidelines
often categorize correlations (e.g., 0.1 to 0.3 as weak, 0.5 to 0.7 as moderate, 0.7 and above as
strong), the decision regarding its ultimate meaning must always be anchored by the concept of
statistical significance, which is where the critical values table becomes essential. A correlation of r

= 0.5 might appear strong, but if it is based on a tiny sample (e.g., n=5), it might not pass the
critical value threshold, suggesting that the observed strength could easily be random noise.
Conversely, a seemingly small correlation coefficient, such as r = 0.1, may be highly significant if

derived from a massive dataset (e.g., n=10,000).

The correlation coefficient is calculated by dividing the covariance of the two variables by the
product of their standard deviations. This normalization process ensures that the measure of
association is independent of the units of measurement used for the variables, allowing for
standardized comparisons across different studies and fields. It is imperative to remember that
Pearson correlation specifically assesses linear relationships. If the underlying relationship
between variables is curvilinear (e.g., U-shaped or inverted U-shaped), the Pearson r will
inaccurately report a weak correlation, potentially leading to incorrect conclusions if other analytical
methods are not employed to assess non-linear patterns. Therefore, calculating r must always be
preceded by visualizing the data, typically through a scatterplot, to confirm linearity assumptions.

Understanding the Concept of Statistical Significance

The primary function of the Pearson Critical Values Table is to facilitate a formal test of statistical
significance within the framework of hypothesis testing. In this context, significance is the standard

used to reject the null hypothesis ($H_0$), which states that the true population correlation ($rho$)
is zero. If we reject $H_0$, we accept the alternative hypothesis ($H_a$), which states that a true
correlation exists. However, statistical significance does not imply practical importance; it simply
means that the probability of observing the data, or something more extreme, under the
assumption that the null hypothesis is true, is extremely low. This probability is often denoted by
the p-value.

The critical values approach offers a direct alternative to calculating the p-value. Instead of
determining the probability (p-value) associated with the calculated r, the critical values table
establishes the boundary value that separates the "region of acceptance"” from the "region of
rejection” for the test statistic (which, in this case, is the correlation coefficient r). If the absolute
value of the computed correlation coefficient falls into the region of rejection, the result is deemed

statistically significant. This boundary is explicitly defined by the critical value itself, making the
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table a streamlined mechanism for decision-making, particularly in educational or non-
computationally intensive environments.

A crucial element in setting this boundary is the chosen significance level, often symbolized as

$alpha$ (alpha). The alpha level represents the maximum tolerable risk of committing a Type |
error--the error of incorrectly rejecting a true null hypothesis. Commonly adopted alpha levels are
0.05 (5%), 0.01 (1%), or 0.001 (0.1%). Selecting $alpha = 0.05$% means that a researcher is willing
to accept a 5% chance of concluding that a correlation exists when, in reality, it does not. The
critical values tabulated directly correspond to these pre-selected alpha levels. The higher the
stringency (i.e., the smaller the alpha, such as 0.01), the larger the required critical value must be,
demanding a stronger observed correlation coefficient to achieve significance.

How the Critical Value is Derived and Applied

A critical value in the context of the Pearson correlation is the minimum absolute magnitude of r
needed to achieve statistical significance for a specific combination of sample size and alpha level.
These values are not arbitrarily generated; they are mathematically derived from the sampling
distribution of the Pearson correlation coefficient under the assumption that the null hypothesis (no
correlation, $rho = 09) is true. This distribution transforms into a t-distribution, allowing statisticians
to utilize standardized tables and formulas. Essentially, the critical value identifies the point in the
distribution beyond which only $alpha$ percent of the results would fall if only random chance were
operating.

The calculation of the critical value is complex but follows a standard procedure based on the t-
distribution: $t = frac{rsqrt{n-2}}{sqrt{1-r"2}}$. By rearranging this formula and substituting the
critical t-value (which is found using the chosen $alpha$ and the degrees of freedom, $n-2$), the

critical correlation coefficient ($r_{crit}$) can be determined. Fortunately, researchers rarely need
to perform this complex calculation manually, as the critical values table provides the pre-
computed thresholds directly. This simplifies the statistical review process immensely, allowing for
quick, definitive assessments in both two-tailed (testing for any relationship, positive or negative)
and one-tailed (testing for a specific directional relationship) scenarios.

The application process is straightforward. First, the researcher computes their observed Pearson
correlation coefficient ($r_{obs}$) and determines the appropriate degrees of freedom ($d.f. =

n-2$). Second, they select the desired significance level (e.g., $alpha=0.05$). Third, they locate

the intersection of the correct row ($d.f.$) and column ($alpha$) in the critical values table to find
$r_{crit}$. Finally, the decision rule is applied: If $|r_{obs}| ge r_{crit}$, the result is statistically
significant, and the researcher concludes that the population correlation is non-zero. If $|r_{obs}| <
r_{crit}$, the result is non-significant, and the researcher fails to reject the null hypothesis,
concluding that the observed correlation may simply be due to sampling error.
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The Indispensable Role of Degrees of Freedom (d.f.)

The concept of degrees of freedom ($d.f.$) is central to using the Pearson Correlation Critical

Values Table correctly. In the context of correlation analysis, the degrees of freedom are defined
as $n-2$, where $n$ represents the number of paired observations or data points in the sample.
This reduction of 2 accounts for the two parameters that must be estimated from the sample data
to calculate the correlation: the means of the two variables involved (X and Y). Essentially, $d.f.$
indicates the number of independent pieces of information available to estimate the population
parameters accurately.

The degrees of freedom directly influence the shape and spread of the sampling distribution used
to determine the critical value. When $d.f.$ is small (meaning the sample size $n$ is small), the
distribution is wider and flatter, reflecting greater uncertainty in the estimate. Consequently, a much
larger observed correlation coefficient is required to reach the region of rejection--hence, the

critical value is higher. As the $d.f.$ increases (i.e., as the sample size grows), the sampling
distribution becomes narrower and taller, closely approximating the normal distribution. This tighter
distribution signifies higher confidence, which means smaller observed correlations can now be
confidently declared statistically significant, leading to lower critical values.

Researchers must be meticulously careful when calculating $d.f.$. Unlike some other statistical
tests where $d.f.$ might be $n-1$, in the Pearson correlation, it is crucial to use $n-2$.
Miscalculating this fundamental parameter will lead the researcher to the wrong row in the critical
values table, resulting in an incorrect critical value and potentially an erroneous conclusion
regarding statistical significance. For instance, if a study has $n=20%$ pairs of data, the $d.f.$ is

$20-2=18$. If the researcher mistakenly used $d.f.=19$, they would select a slightly lower critical
value, potentially leading them to reject the null hypothesis when they should have retained it,
increasing the risk of a Type | error.

Navigating Different Significance Levels ($alpha$)

The flexibility of the Pearson Correlation Critical Values Table is highlighted by its inclusion of

columns representing various significance levels ($alpha$). Choosing the appropriate alpha level is
a critical decision in hypothesis testing, as it directly controls the risk of a Type | error. The two

most commonly used significance levels are $alpha=0.05$% (the standard threshold in most social
and behavioral sciences) and $alpha=0.01$ (a more conservative threshold, often used in medical
or high-stakes physical sciences). The table often presents values for both two-tailed tests and
one-tailed tests, reflecting different research questions.

A two-tailed test is used when the researcher is investigating whether there is any relationship
between variables--that is, whether the correlation is significantly different from zero, regardless of
whether it is positive or negative. The corresponding critical value for a two-tailed test at
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$alpha=0.05% means that 2.5% of the total probability mass is placed in each tail of the distribution.
Conversely, a one-tailed test is employed only when the researcher has a strong theoretical
reason, derived from prior literature or established theory, to predict the specific direction of the
correlation (e.g., predicting that Variable A will increase as Variable B increases). In this case, all
5% of the rejection region (for $alpha=0.05$) is placed in the single predicted tail, resulting in a
lower critical value than the two-tailed test.

When using the table, the researcher must align their choice of significance level with the strictness
required by their field and the potential consequences of making a Type | error. If the implications
of a false positive finding are severe (e.g., prematurely concluding a medical treatment is effective),
a lower alpha level, such as 0.01 or 0.001, should be selected, demanding a higher critical value
and thus a stronger observed correlation coefficient. This conservative approach minimizes the risk

of false alarms. Conversely, in exploratory research where the goal is to identify potential
relationships for future study, a higher alpha (like 0.10) might occasionally be justified, though 0.05
remains the global standard for establishing statistical proof.

Practical Application and Interpretation of the Table

The table below shows the Pearson correlation critical values for different significance levels and

degrees of freedom. Note that degrees of freedom = n-2 where n = # pairs of data. Utilizing this

table requires a systematic, three-step approach: calculate, locate, and compare. This formalized
process ensures that conclusions regarding the existence of a statistically meaningful relationship
are robust and defensible against claims of randomness. Before proceeding with interpretation,
researchers should ensure they have visually inspected the data for linearity and outliers, as the
Pearson method is sensitive to violations of these underlying assumptions.

PSYCHOLOGICAL SCALES scales.arabpsychology.com



https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Critical_value
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pearson_product-moment_correlation_coefficient
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pearson_product-moment_correlation_coefficient
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Significance_level
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Degrees_of_freedom_(statistics)
https://scales.arabpsychology.com/?p=110167
https://scales.arabpsychology.com
https://scales.arabpsychology.com

How to Use the Pearson Correlation Critical Values Table to Determine Statistical Significance

Significance Level

1-tailed 0.05 0.025 0.01 0.005
2-tailed 0.1 0.05 0.02 0.01
df
1 0.988 0.997 0.9995 0.9999
2 0.9 0.95 0.98 0.99
3 0.805 0.878 0.934 0.959
4 0.729 0.811 0.882 0.917
5 0.669 0.754 0.833 0.874
6 0.622 0.707 0.789 0.834
7 0.582 0.666 0.75 0.798
3 0.549 0.632 0.716 0.765
9 0.521 0.602 0.685 0.735
10 0.497 0.576 0.658 0.708
11 0.476 0.553 0.634 0.684
12 0.458 0.532 0.612 0.661
13 0.441 0.514 0.592 0.641
14 0.426 0.497 0.574 0.628
15 0.412 0.482 0.558 0.606
16 0.4 0.468 0.542 0.59
17 0.389 0.456 0.528 0.575
18 0.378 0.444 0.516 0.561
19 0.369 0.433 0.503 0.549
20 0.36 0.423 0.492 0.537
21 0.352 0.413 0.482 0.526
22 0.344 0.404 0.472 0.515
23 0.337 0.396 0.462 0.505
24 0.33 0.388 0.453 0.495
25 0.323 0.381 0.445 0.487
26 0.317 0.374 0.437 0.479
27 0.311 0.367 0.43 0.471
28 0.306 0.361 0.423 0.463
29 0.301 0.355 0.416 0.456
30 0.296 0.349 0.409 0.449
35 0.275 0.325 0.381 0.418
40 0.257 0.304 0.358 0.393
45 0.243 0.288 0.338 0.372
50 0.231 0.273 0.322 0.354
60 0.211 0.25 0.295 0.325
70 0.195 0.232 0.274 0.302
80 0.183 0.217 0.256 0.284
90 0.173 0.205 0.242 0.267
100 0.164 0.195 0.23 0.254
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To illustrate the practical application, consider a research study involving 30 participants ($n=30$).
The calculated correlation coefficient between test scores and study hours is $r_{obs} = 0.35$. The
researcher wishes to test this relationship using the standard two-tailed $alpha=0.05% level. First,
the degrees of freedom are calculated: $d.f. = 30 - 2 = 28%. Next, the researcher consults the table,
locating the row corresponding to $d.f.=28$ and the column corresponding to $alpha=0.05% (two-
tailed). Let us assume the table shows the critical value for this intersection is $r_{crit} = 0.3613$.
Finally, the comparison is made: since $|r_{obs}| = 0.35% is less than $r_{crit} = 0.361$, the result
is not statistically significant. The researcher would fail to reject the null hypothesis, concluding
that the observed correlation coefficient of 0.35 could plausibly be due to chance sampling error.

Now, consider a scenario where the same researcher calculates $r_{obs}=0.37$ with the same
$n=30% and $alpha=0.05$. In this case, $|r_{obs}| = 0.37$% is greater than $r_{crit} = 0.361$. The
finding is statistically significant. The researcher would reject the null hypothesis and conclude
that a genuine, non-zero linear relationship exists in the population. It is crucial to note that while
the critical values table efficiently delivers the decision of significance, it does not provide the exact
p-value or the measure of effect size (such as $r"2$, the coefficient of determination). For a
comprehensive report, modern statistical software is often preferred, as it provides the exact p-
value, allowing for a more nuanced interpretation of significance close to the critical boundary.

Limitations and Assumptions of Pearson Correlation

While the Pearson Correlation Critical Values Table is a powerful instrument for decision-making in
statistical inference, its proper use depends heavily on meeting the specific assumptions
underlying the Pearson correlation. The primary assumptions include: linearity, normality, and

homoscedasticity. Failure to meet these assumptions can severely compromise the validity of the
correlation coefficient and, consequently, the interpretation based on the critical value comparison.
If the relationship is curvilinear, for example, the PPMCC will underestimate the true relationship,
potentially leading the researcher to conclude that the relationship is non-significant when a
relationship actually exists.

The assumption of bivariate normality stipulates that for every value of X, the distribution of Y
must be normal, and vice versa. While the Pearson correlation is reasonably robust to minor
violations of normality, particularly with large sample sizes (due to the Central Limit Theorem),
extreme non-normality or the presence of significant outliers can heavily skew the correlation
coefficient. Outliers, being extreme points, disproportionately influence the calculated value of r. A
single outlier can artificially inflate a weak correlation or suppress a strong one. Therefore, data
cleaning and visualization (such as using box plots and scatterplots) are mandatory steps before
applying the critical value test, ensuring the fidelity of the input data.

Furthermore, the assumption of homoscedasticity implies that the variance of the residuals (the
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errors in prediction) should be consistent across all levels of the independent variable. When the
scatterplot shows a pattern where the spread of data points widens or narrows significantly as X
increases (a condition known as heteroscedasticity), the standard error calculations underpinning
the critical values may be inaccurate. When these core assumptions are severely violated,
researchers should consider alternative non-parametric measures of association, such as
Spearman’s rho or Kendall's tau, which do not rely on distributional assumptions and thus require
different corresponding critical value tables for assessing their statistical significance.
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