The table below compares my data with that of my colleague:

	Averages:
	My Data:
	My Colleague's Data:
	% Difference:

	Min Price
	£180
	£235
	-30.56%

	Max Price
	£550
	£670
	-21.82%

	Mean Price
	£373
	£428
	-14.75%

	Range Price
	£370
	£435
	-17.57%

	Chosen PC
	£370
	£670
	-81.08%




The formula to find the percentage difference is:
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Below is a copy of the above table showing the formulas that were used:


	Averages:
	My Data:
	My Colleague's Data:
	% Difference:

	Min Price
	£180
	£235
	=(B2-C2)/B2

	Max Price
	£550
	£670
	=(B3-C3)/B3

	Mean Price
	£373
	£428
	=(B4-C4)/B4

	Range Price
	£370
	£435
	=(B5-C5)/B5

	Chosen PC
	£370
	£670
	=(B6-C6)/B6


Comparing both sets of data in the table, it can be seen that my colleague’s selections are more expensive than mine. The percentage difference reflects the difference in Mean too.


The table shows that my chosen system (COMPAQ) is £300 cheaper than the system which was chosen by my colleague (Fujitsu Siemens) and that his maximum price outweighs mine by more than £100. I believe that my system is better value for money as its CPU speed of 3.33 GHz and 512 MB of RAM is more than competent to deal with moderate levels of multi-tasking and a wide range of today’s most commonly used applications. My colleague’s system on the other hand has a slower CPU but a superior hard-drive (200 GB) and RAM of 2048 MB which in my opinion is awfully excessive as a hard-drive with a capacity of 200 GB and RAM of 2048 MB would not be used anywhere even remotely close to their potential seeing as the systems would be used in a training agency, ultimately resulting in a waste of money.
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