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Measuring the impact of the investment climate on the cost of investment projects using the ARDL model in Iraq
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Abstract:

The concept of investment climate is a modern concept that includes a group of factors that affect the
investment process, and the importance of investment in the Iraqi economy being a rentier economy that
depends entirely on its oil exports. It must be preceded by the creation of a suitable and attractive
environment for investment by improving the investment climate. Since the investment decision depends
in large part on the total costs of the project, it is necessary to know how the investment climate affects
these costs. Accordingly, the study seeks to clarify the effects left by the investment climate factors and
thus their impact on the investment decision. The letter concluded that the political, economic,
administrative and financial instability are major obstacles to the investment climate in Iraq, and the
most important of its recommendations is an attempt to improve the infrastructure of the Iraqi economy,
which in turn stimulates the private sector, in addition to the need to formulate the investment law by
economists first and coordinate with national strategic policies and study Other laws related to
investment

key words: Investment climate, ARDL mode
PRV

Mo Sy R 5 o tall Gl Gl Jalye 2y RN 3 53k Jalsall ot o B gt M) 5o e
Sl s e e sl oL Al gl 0ol Ay s S o e B sl W1 5 g Ao il

Ottale Al (e Jiwe i 1

Sl 567 (29)3u 104 Gylav, dysbasy) Sl e
2023



3! 3 ARDL 735 plasculy ¥l sl tH O z b 4 k3
25 I o oMol by pdl L SH) Lo (s 2003 ple ey A3 oS LS)5T 5,8 LT 53 i) o s
Gy sladl o Oy sy SlLlsly 0y 2 2 ) Je Glall e S Al D3 555 Sl DLl
skl Sl S s o oWty dy Y] Pl 5008 (3 Cunged Gy (ool bladll e US04z )
o S a3l 3 1 ol pladll e Gl o e oVl $5 L S )l el o 1T S 20,
plase e 530 sy S s Y Tl ol e o St g il U Sty e (3 Sl e O
de 5 ol ot Gy B OV E ale ey ale Koy f1 U KAl desline arls] Sy o) 1S Ler 583
cSsadl Dl e Lot f G éLJ\
) lin Sty e 3 Sl B0 Dl o0 ol G B ol il ae ey e g oDl S5 L )
Al 0 fesline aels) By o 1S L slsS plasal Jo 06 ey OISR el Y s bl wso Jur 2%
Sl Dl e Woad 2 VL e g o) gt Gl Bt SV B ale ey ale K
- o) A Y
e I 3 A b e Rl Tl p Ao ol S bl ol g de s J iyt ohlal o)
G s 28 e Al liil D13 SN I (g5 LWy R s 3o pie o5 QUL 5 2l i LY
Zoa dasy ludl AL
- ol i L3k
oo g5y (LAl B ) S, ) U e Je¥1 b 4515 e 35) tlaslis i) B2 o Eond 3l
s L Olo ) S A8 i )
A G ey GG, sl G e alsh 4uSe BV 3, -1
3Ll BBV Sy elad) M e W) Hl 4S8V 27y -2
S 3 Y DGy e A oy Jev sl S Ve 397y -3
- ol Coaa-lb
oYl Ol g Codl an
Sl 3 Y] DGy i Pl o B S 1
LA 3R] DSy gl ALl oy BV s -2
LAl G B B G e 12U bl vl Ll B 2ol 500 -3
o) 22 -l
o5 S Al JE o cpliadl (olat¥) 3 B, ol 5T o L i sl ) ) e Sl 281 1
Tl el 31BN sl (i £l o a5l o 8l Sl 1) e e el ) Jlasl s
o s A atnsd ) 8T8 sy mplal) (g Ly 2 (K S s 3ty ) Sl A e o)
SRl B FL il 3 e | Sl siloy SULAN ssny el s cgpad lalys 3 dlis) il
Momy 3l 3 Ryl GG ol Sl S W13k guled) ¥y sladll BBEG Dol ool o)) 3 o 4.8
-3 G bl e ey sldll s las e ST s 1 (i Jane oY)
o) gty Aubyl) e 1 (gladl WAz W1 ol

1t FUl 9,

Sl 567 (29)3u 105 Gylav, dysbasy) Sl e
2023



3! 3 ARDL 735 plasculy ¥l sl tH O z b 4 k3
aite g5 30 apolie o S el o i3y cainey S poais 5 (Investment climate) &Y 7o pogao
sl S sl U o 3 ll M Pl i) 3,0 5T g N SN 358k 2 518 0k
ol o S0 L e o G e s ol G e g g F 3B Jodl il 0 S
osllly el Adine 6 Lialy DN Gl sty (S8 (o py Il AR Bl o ) s I, KL
O Dlpll e Dlog# SN ey &) &Y s Slasgeie (OSCE)
Apled) By Bl bl I L) e ) S sl Slale 1
el ol 2
Awdl A3
) Dl S o b L Rl T Blamy BN g 3,2 65 e K ST gl PGl Ee
(UNCTAD) slS,¥1 sl 259 20 ly dogS) 0 a0 Syl Gy oy 5l 33lmsy bl ]
©: s o5l Vi e
(FleYly olat¥y ol W) s Jatly Y LA 3 3550 Al Jolgal) e oz 2 J5¥) )
ol SUYly asly yad) Kagoy Jaall Sy ¢y el o bl Zaall jolall (1) Bl il ) 12
gl sy Zpled) Sty L) ool Al Sl g
G padl O Lae YOI 3y dt 2 INs e 0y AW 5 e L) Dacby ! daess o 1L sl
el Lol DY)y s Sl ooy 3 2 Ay®l lsb, S,
Gy O b Jows ) 22y gl Gl o) &) 5 gl FUI o (Ecsribano et al.) 3 1S
il ag L, syl 3 g5 ) Al S AU ASlly Al ol 2l 4 o8N s (Stern)
Sy § a3 50 Y S5 Lo 8 Lol LMy ¢ bl oLl 1l (Ol Ui Je S i) Tl pse o)
bl Je Lo il plall i)ty sl dilss e Jaill 535 l) LR sl 3 g o Al et
©, gl
Tl G gy G ol el (Tl b S Ay dnliso day &l (9O FU) g 5259 (Dollar) L
5 Gty gl ol T, (L Lol g o Slas 1 oS BB Ll o () B Al Gy o0
A SV o Sl b e i Slass o Jpab) gl Y SN o) St Al e I Sl Aot 23
Dol odn & 8 o 80 ST B35 Y Sy 5,550 ey Ao o S

(2) World Bank: world development report 2005¢ a "better investment climate for everyone:" p2.

(3) OSCE'. Best-Practice guid for a positive business and investment climate(" Vienna—Austria. 2006«
pl7.

.81_800as20125%y“x$

(5) Alvaro Ecsribano et al.'c investment climate assessment based on Olley and Pakes
decompositions: methodology and application to Turkey's investment climate survey" Spain. working
paper. Universidad Carlos 111 de Madrid« june 2008¢ p1.

(6) Nicholas Stern'c a strategy for development. the world bank:" may 2001« p3.

(7) David Dollar'c investment climate and firm performance in developing economies:" the world bank:
development research group. November 2003« p2.

Sl 567 (29)3u 106 Gylav, dysbasy) Sl e
2023



3! 3 ARDL 735 plasculy ¥l sl tH O z b 4 k3

o 2 il 500 Lol Riglay Rolaly Al Julye opt oo Ble &l o (WM #Lll Gy oS5 pa s,
N o A e Jle e sle ga i) Pl ety 5Ty Ko pogin WY lio e
s LS il b3l Lol gl Lol ) e Sy, Lol 51658 1 Tolas) ST Ll o
ARDL 75,8 gladl ,lb¥1 :5b
Sjad) 8 Ll 1o (Auto Regressive Distributive Lag Model ) deblall Sl 3l QUL JlasW 7354 o
725% 308 ol 4 «( Johansen — Juselius 1990) ughwsz — (puilagz i)y (Johansen 1988 ) (uilase- sk
S e Al bl e alas! Sl o e dlgl SBYe 2gry LY daladvl SV 3 s x (ARDL)
52 (ARDL) 7358 31 Kally (9 Pesaran 2001 )
+bY,, + aX, + a Xy +2,Xe, + +aX, + U—(11)
2ol 3
) 3al) 3 gl ) - Y,
(t1) bl 3 oo yaze 1Yy
S gize 1 X
las: b, a
oSlgall Wd{ ao : Ut

(Y P W g iad) LG T 3L s (ARDL) 705 s

Dsaalss (80 — 30) b 58 o1 b 50 S g Sl e s o S ) L) s (ARDL) 7352 aarc1
D0%Le Sy adg Ja e Aol SlgblAl e B8 50 b i ), ol ) ol 4238 Lo (ARDL) 705 (ka2
(ssmzs o Loy jlad) il 8713 el o (ARDL) 735 Jlwn 553
LLa sy o Lais 30 Q) e sl o s liadly daldl Sl 5081 (ARDL) 735k gl 4
735k 05 o S 558 bmte b D Blysy anly S3y 3 Ja ) Ay lally Ja ) sl SN S S, 3
(125550, Yolas J) aiiy (ARDL)
DL oy 8 33 o 4 ¥ (ARDL) zdsk (e

Y. =b,+b Y, +

()2 d1 T Jeolidl o syl

- M. H. Pesaran , Shin Yongcheoi And R . J. Smith , Bounds Testing APProaches To The analysis Of Level Relationships ,]ournai of Applied
Econometrics , Volume 16(3) , 2001 : 289 — 326 .

() AT Lolad) e ayal

- C.S. Pattichis , Time-Scale Anaiysis Of Motor Unit Action Potentials , IEEE Transactions On Biomedical Engineering , Volume 46(11) ,
1999 : 1320-1329 .
-J. S. Mah , An Empirical Examination Of The Disaggregated Import Demand Of
Korea , The Case Of Information Technology Products, Journal Of Asian Economics, Volume 11(2) , 2000 : 237-244.
(1) ) st ool e g0l
- Andrew C. Harvey , Time Series Models , Oxford: Philip Allan and Humanities Press , 1981.

(") Muhammad Afzal, Muhammad Ehsan Malik , A. Rauf Butt and Kalsoom Fatima , Openness , Inflation And Growth Relationships In
Pakistan An Application of ARDL Bounds Testing Approach , Pakistan Economic and Social Review , Volume 51, No. 1.2013:25.
25.:1bid4) (
13) 7ok plasesl (2014 — 2003) sl 3Ll 3 (alatW Ay A sl F e B ISy ks e s e <3l (ARDL T e el Al
12016 .3k Ay patial) daeld ) — slas¥y 510

Sl 567 (29)3u 107 Gylav, dysbasy) Sl e
2023



3! 3 ARDL 735 plasculy ¥l sl tH O z b 4 k3
b\ (§ (Auto correlation) Gl bls ) Ao 52y poo -1
b\ (§ (Heteroskedasticity) oylall Mt 28 392y poo -2
L102) ] 3 51 s 38Tl lpine 352y p0e -3
[ Js¥ 3,y [100) ] sl o Lads ST [ 1(1) ] oW 5,8 e L) WKTaSTU )56 o gt ) Oyl 4
I(1) ]

ARDL 738 phasomul Sl @ il 1 JAE5 (ols = Gl Cnd)
ol 7398 Cinogs Y|
Ly (CPD) sladd) S5 ey (GDP) Y &1 ZU1 3 Jsably sl § sl #lll s conll ol
£y el S (CB) Jlod) Ty TG e 3 Ay 5Ll (3 ! 6 3 Ladls (snny s s (PS) ol
PN AV C;jgﬂ L) dapall 304

CB-= f(GDP, CPL, PS) ......... (1)

AcB: - C+ X', CBiqr X', GDPr_qs Y7, o3 CPI,_qs

b1 %4 PS;_1+ P.CB + B,GDP + B,CPI + B,PS + it vvvvvenneenn(2)
:Q\M

(I Ty 1) iyl 1 CB
e 1 £UGDP

Sldl SEjas a3e :CPI

sl YPS

el Uaytsad e AN el a1 C el W 5,80 A
el oY1 3 (slope) JL1:Xq, X, X3, Xy
ol S 3 (slope) LB 1, B2, B3, Ba
sl Ll oo g
;b apad 5k
(LnCPI) sl Sae 50y ) Jlaslly $opol Y50 05l (LnGDP) Jlardl J&1 21 Dbl Sl (52
£ 9y pmondly elsdM Looll ol SbLy 3l e eVl (LnCB) JsW! 1y &S 2305 (LPS) geled) ¥y
Tyl Jlaxesl (2020.Q4 — 2003.Q1) sa-ell (5o tg)) 9L L Dbl ) Lgie Sy e DL ol 54
S Sl Uiy Sl el sanlons (72) Slaalal) sas 550 gy ol el S5, (Litterman)
O_SM( 1)

b ells e s caualie (22) oo Ja Y L 7o sl i Sl S sanlie (18) QU laalad) se 3 Ll (G ) b Q) g o SBLL o2 2 (1)

e 7358 2 Jag LA Slays o Jis gy Skl e 2 S5t wly (sl (30) e J& Vb ) bt ARDL 73,
— — —

Sl 567 (29)3u 108 Gylav, dysbasy) Sl e
2023



3l § ARDL 7yt plusuly &t gyl tH O z b 4 k3

LNCB DLNCB LNCPI
50 3 a
2 s -
a5 N -
o s ~
4.0 ~ . i
-1 5 \ /
N,
35 -2 a
5 5
3.0 -4 2 N
o2 06 08 10 12 12 16 18 20 02 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 o2 06 08 10 12 12 16 18 20
DLNCPI LNPS DLNPS
o8 04 a
M u‘
\ |
04 06 1"l : \‘IJ
00 [ | o = Fif P~ —
s |~ . i
04 |V -2 I
o8 10 e |
I
12 12 -6
02 06 08 10 12 12 16 18 20 02 D6 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 o2 06 e 10 12 12 16 18 20
LNGDP
12
13 A
1 —
1 \
11 | \
0 | J '
1
s !
s
02 06 08 10 12 16 16 18 20

(LnGDP) I S £l (LnPS) Qu\:_..s\ Sy (LnCPI) sludll <jae 230 (LnCB) JleWt by &G 230 (1) SKa
(Eviews12) 3l el dl ) bl ool J& oo 2 jial
ol o oyl G
ey gy ) omy gl Al S0 oy et e i) JuSlid) 550 Dl Sl o sl iy
Ny Sodb sl Il by sl caad Lo 13 aSTu ool ddeadid) 5SG iy L) e Sad eyl 1o ool
s 3,4 e (Stationarity) &STe dasll Juddl o o1 6lsl 3 (1) Jpr 2 el JlumiMs0lls if
MSI(T) Al 2ap s e ([1(0)] el ie 28L (LnGDP) eall Lzagll dlod ol sl [1(1)]
o ) e e (%5) e ST (P — Value) i o &3 s Sl isadl a LS (ADEPP) (L]
Lo I 3, ame il bl s 5-S dod) (o, g3y 8T o gl bl oL pocd)
J1(0)] syl ae S (LnGDP) il dgiagll dladdl e

ARDL Csjp (ADF, PP) Jlas-\:( 1) Jpier

(Level) * gzl aie Jo¥ i) we

ol ADF PP ADF PP
T- | Prob T- | Prob T- | Prob T- | Prob

Statistic Statistic Statistic Statistic

Ol ek

LnCB -2.258 | 0.189 2,165 | 0.221 -4.040 | 0.002 -3.084 | 0.032
LnCPI -2.872 | 0.054 -1.830 | 0.363 -3.106 | 0.031 -2.978 | 0.042
LnPS -1.669 | 0.443 2.228 | 0.198 -6.060 | 0.000 | -11.051 | 0.000
LoGDP -3.660 | 0.006 -3.489 | 0.011 / / / /
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F-Bounds Test MNull Hypothesis: Mo levels relationship
Test Statistic “Value Signif. 1{0) I{1)
Asymptotic: n=1000
F-statistic 5.227813 10% 2.37 3.2
k 3 5% 2.79 3.67
2.5% 3.15 4.08
1%6 3.65 4.66
Actual Sample Size 68 Finite Sample: n=70
10% 2.482 3.31
5% 2.924 3.86
1% 3.916 5.088
Finite Sample: n=65
10% 2.492 3.35
5% 2.976 3.896
1% 4.056 5.158
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Breusch-Godfrey Serial Correlation LM Test:
MNull hypothesis: No serial correlation at up to 2 lags

M
Q

F-statistic 0.250057 Prob. F(2,51) 0.7797
Obs*R-squared 0.660344 Prob. Chi-Square(2) 0.7188

Heteroskedasticity Test: Breusch-Pagan-Godfrey
Null hypothesis: Homoskedasticity

F-statistic 0.725689 Prob. F(14,53) 0.7393
Obs*"R-squared 10.93825 Prob. Chi-Square(14) 0.6909
Scaled explained SS 10.65878 Prob. Chi-Square(14) 0.7126

Ramsey RESET Test

Equation: EQO1

Omitted Wariables: Sqguares of fitted values

Specification: LNCEB LNCB(-1) LNCB(-2) LNCB(-3) LNCPI LNCPI(-1)
LNCPI(-2) LNCPI(-3) LNCPI(-4) LNGDP LNPS LNPS((-1) LNPS(-2)
LNPS(-3) LNPS(-4) C

MWalue of Probability
t-statistic 0.235594 52 0.8147
F-statistic O.055504 (1. 52) 0.8147
Likelihood ratio O.072544 1 O.787T7T

{(Eviews12) (laY @\3 ) ) ot el e a1 jsall

14
30
12
1.0 - 20
0.8 T — 10
0.6 S I Pl N
0.4 _ -7 0= =
02 €0
0.0
-20
-0.2
-0.4 -30
07 08 09 10 11 12 13 14 15 1 17 18 19 0708 09 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
—— CUSUM of Squares ——— 5% Significance — CUSUM —— 5% Significance

ARDL @,A CUSUM & CUSUM — squared (sl (2 ) S8

{(Eviews12) (3la> Gc\ijﬁ\ IR ER IR P VIRNERWAL

tARDL 35¢ s tluuels

739 Gl il -1
Seas il e S1H(T) Alan) i ) 3] Jupld) Sy &P Ry Dl e o (4) Jpie 0 i
e ol i (Ju )l oy all U s, r.x_d\ PP A S Ml 1 (%5) (e J3T(P — Value) i@ - <
Jazy (%3.27) {uis (LNCB) ) LC plag) ) (35sud (%1) iy (LNCPI) slodd) s
¥ LA ZL sl ey prdsadl 5, 351 I Jlsdl ol alaly plassy dls 3 WSl
i S Jmasty ((%0.25) Ay (LNCB) W) LC plis) 1] (5350md (%1) 4wy (LNGDP)

S 58 (29)aul 111 Ryl dslaiwt oLl de
2023



3! 3 ARDL 735 plasculy ¥l sl tH O z b 4 k3
At (LNPS) (ol it 53y ol 1S sl 55,55 1 (g, s sl all s o, 8l plassy]
Pl il oS a5 (%1.27) i (LNCB) sy ik olisal ) (635w (%1)
) J¥) B i@\,LA\ sd b M 51y o) LS‘Csﬁ_m RSN S Jsleadl Sl o)l
o o Lt Ll (-0.0852) e gy 3yl B0lels g Uad) oo 735 4 05 s bl Y1 5l
(A eaihl 3 L e W Ll Loro 5 35l pie e (%8.52)
(ECM) | seonas 739y gl Jo¥1 B (4 ) Jpier

ARDL Error Correction Regression
Dependent Wariabkle: D(LNCB)
Selected Model: ARDL(3, 4, O, 4)
Case 2: Restricted Constant and No Trend
Date: 06/03/22 Time: 17:15
Sample: 2003Q1 2020CQ4
Included observations: 68
ECM Regression
Case 2: Restricted Constant and No Trend
Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
D(LNCB(-1)) 1.201505 0.083180 14.44463 0.0000
D(LNCB({-2)) -0.511153 0.081318 -6.285878 0.0000
D(LNCPI) -1.366226 0.395939 -3.450598 0.0011
D(LNCPI(-1)) 1.924943 0.669673 2.874454 0.0058
D(LNCPI(-2)) -1.894782 0.6867177 -2.839999 0.0064
D(LNCPI(-3)) 1.423323 0.432136 3.293695 0.0018
D(LNPS) 0.197935 0.072885 2.715696 0.0089
D(LNPS(-1)) 0.135036 0.076278 1.770317 0.0824
D(LNPS(-2)) 0.044441 0.075771 0.586517 0.5600
D(LNPS(-3)) 0.184260 0.074799 2.463411 0.0170
CointEqg(-1)* -0.085213 0.0168072 -5.302058 0.0000
R-squared 0.921347 Mean dependent var -0.007299
Adjusted R-squared 0.907549 S.D. dependent var 0.136077
S.E. of regression 0.041375 Akaike info criterion -3.385185
Sum squared resid 0.097580 Schwarz criterion -3.026147
Log likelihood 126.0963 Hannan-Quinn criter. -3.242923
Durbin-\Watson stat 2.062233
* p-value incompatible with t-Bounds distribution.
F-Bounds Test MNull Hypothesis: No levels relationship
Test Statistic Walue Signif. 1(Q) I(1)
F-statistic 5.227813 10% 2.37 3.2
k 3 5% 2.79 3.67
2.5% 3.15 4.08
1% 3.65 4.66
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ARDL Long Run Form and Bounds Test
Dependent Variable: D(LNCB)
Selected Model: ARDL(3, 4, 0, 4)
Case 2: Restricted Constant and No Trend
Date: 06/03/22 Time: 17:15
Sample: 2003Q1 2020Q4
Included cbservations: 68

Conditional Error Correction Regression

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.

o] 0.641125 0.175739 3.648165 0.0006
LNCB(-1)" -0.085213 0.019779 -4.308217 0.0001
LNCPI(-1) -0.278487 0.065236 -4.268934 0.0001
LNGDP* -0.021210 0.008556 -2.479064 0.0164
LNPS(-1) -0.108530 0.047391 -2.290100 0.0260
D(LNCB(-1)) 1.201505 0.089178 13.47311 0.0000
D(LNCB(-2)) -0.511153 0.090617 -5.8640777 0.0000
D(LNCPI) -1.366226 0.426920 -3.200185 0.0023
D(LNCPI(-1)) 1.924943 0.701312 2.744776 0.0082
D(LNCPI(-2)) -1.894782 0.697000 -2.718481 0.0088
D(LNCPI(-3)) 1.423323 0.454082 3.134507 0.0028
D(LNPS) 0.197935 0.078598 2.518327 0.0148
D(LNPS(-1)) 0.135036 0.082601 1.634789 0.1080
D(LNPS(-2)) 0.044441 0.082555 0.538320 0.5926
D(LNPS(-3)) 0.184260 0.079407 2.320459 0.0242

* p-value incompatible with t-Bounds distribution.
**Variable interpreted as Z = Z(-1) + D(2).

Levels Equation
Case 2: Restricted Constant and No Trend

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
LNCPI -3.268109 0.663830 -4.923107 0.0000
LNGDP -0.248910 0.095162 -2.615640 0.0116
LNPS -1.273628 0.626737 -2.032158 0.0472
C 7.523750 1.297291 5.799587 0.0000

EC = LNCB - (-3.2681"LNCPI -0.2489"LNGDP -1.2736"LNPS + 7.5237)

F-Bounds Test Null Hypothesis: No levels relationship
Test Statistic Walue Signif. 1(0) (1)
Asymptotic: n=1000
F-statistic 5.227813 10% 2.37 3.2
k 3 5% 2.79 3.67
2.5% 3.15 4.08
1% 3.65 4.66
Actual Sample Size 68 Finite Sample: n=70
10% 2.482 3.31
5% 2.924 3.86
1% 3.916 5.088

Finite Sample: n=65

10% 2.492 3.35
5% 2.976 3.896
1% 4.056 5.158

(12)Eviews a7l 41 ) bl el e eyl

- 1Sl

LA G TG ) P e JeW b A5l5 Ve 3y -1

A 3 Y LS oy g;‘“\:*“ﬂ Sy dled) s éub Sl B gy S sl 4SS Ve g, -2

Sl 567 (29)3u 114 Gylav, dysbasy) Sl e
2023



3! 3 ARDL 735 plasculy ¥l sl tH O z b 4 k3
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ARDL 73k &by (1) e
(LnGDP) ¥l J&! £1ly (LoPS) (guleud) i)y (LnCPI) sluid} Ejua 234 (LnCB) Je¥) 1y 1S 25

Years LNPS LNGDP LNCPI LNCB

2003Q1 -0.774630 9.502673 0.803281 4.401627
2003Q2 -0.814423 9.616025 0.797378 4.353140
2003Q3 -0.889553 9.810215 0.785466 4.248485
2003Q4 -0.992620 10.04509 0.767328 4.067575
2004Q1 -1.115349 10.29125 0.742620 3.760491
2004Q2 -1.176596 10.46047 0.732288 3.457057
2004Q3 -1.186727 10.58012 0.736781 3.205871
2004Q4 -1.147311 10.66395 0.755902 3.083285
2005Q1 -1.052020 10.71948 0.788836 3.143401
2005Q2 -0.985647 10.78096 0.801562 3.279804
2005Q3 -0.954764 10.84718 0.794843 3.465548
2005Q4 -0.962781 10.91701 0.768280 3.675107
2006Q1 -1.008789 10.98948 0.720229 3.890741
2006Q2 -1.039107 11.05503 0.669101 4.008896
2006Q3 -1.055080 11.11464 0.614531 4.058189
2006Q4 -1.057382 11.16909 0.556082 4.048255
2007Q1 -1.046106 11.21902 0.493228 3.977248
2007Q2 -1.030696 10.31091 0.411824 4.067871
2007Q3 -1.010959 11.43418 0.352415 4.259018
2007Q4 -0.986639 11.57768 0.315619 4.522207
2008Q1 -0.957402 11.73204 0.262120 4.801929
2008Q2 -0.924274 11.80907 0.239992 4910370
2008Q3 -0.886886 11.82480 0.251364 4.896886
2008Q4 -0.844787 11.78213 0.295129 4.756113
2009Q1 -0.797420 11.67289 0.367281 4.418261
2009Q2 -0.770485 11.60509 0.409778 4.131555
2009Q3 0765702 | 11.58817 0.426143 3.993813
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2009Q4 -0.783389 11.62471 0.417639 4.076044
2010Q1 -0.822391 11.70924 0.383616 4.333708
2010Q2 -0.831336 11.79317 0.378595 4.496043
2010Q3 -0.811030 11.87610 0.403012 4.597316
2010Q4 -0.759616 8.957751 0.454802 4.652953
2011Q1 -0.671964 10.03792 0.529945 4.669944
2011Q2 -0.611447 10.10528 0.581375 4.660170
2011Q3 -0.583616 11.16191 0.612386 4.622825
2011Q4 -0.591289 11.20932 0.624781 4.554646
2012Q1 -0.633672 12.24865 0.619245 4.448865
2012Q2 -0.659586 12.28100 0.604529 4.326786
2012Q3 -0.670256 12.30700 0.580221 4.183353
2012Q4 -0.666164 12.32710 0.545605 4.010676
2013Q1 -0.647126 12.34163 0.499593 3.795422
2013Q2 -0.660284 12.35709 0.468621 3.613706
2013Q3 -0.704408 12.37342 0.454172 3.496603
2013Q4 -0.775632 12.39057 0.456975 3.471858
2014Q1 -0.418481 12.40850 0.476886 3.546261
2014Q2 -0.578888 11.39886 0.482015 3.588086
2014Q3 -0.432797 10.36082 0.472589 3.601160
2014Q4 -0.911721 13.29097 0.448188 3.586601
2015Q1 -0.853346 12.18214 0.407681 3.543162
2015Q2 -0.813615 12.09615 0.390107 3.557963
2015Q3 -0.794927 12.04034 0.396697 3.628539
2015Q4 -0.798490 12.02029 0.426984 3.744184
2016Q1 -0.824070 12.03819 0.478906 3.890633
2016Q2 -0.839360 12.05881 0.519541 3.966361
2016Q3 -0.844822 12.08197 0.550128 3.985740
2016Q4 -0.840615 12.10749 0.571523 3.952032
2017Q1 -0.826617 12.13518 0.584291 3.859460
2017Q2 -0.825252 12.16532 0.590745 3.782901
2017Q3 -0.836573 12.19765 0.591008 3.726941
2017Q4 -0.860156 12.23195 0.585083 3.695485
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2018Q1 -0.895158 12.26799 0.572860 3.690959
2018Q2 -0.920406 12.30306 0573956 3.676231
2018Q3 -0.936601 12.33721 0.588326 3.650839
2018Q4 -0.944168 12.37049 0.615413 3.613954
2019Q1 -0.943302 12.40296 0.654209 3.564274
2019Q2 -0.941639 12.40025 0.684839 3.530728
2019Q3 -0.939173 12.36207 0.707994 3.515047
2019Q4 -0.935900 12.28409 0.724167 3.518087
2020Q1 -0.931811 12.15611 0.733684 3.539681
2020Q2 -0.928733 12.04808 0.740762 3.555576
2020Q3 -0.926676 11.96897 0.745454 3566034
2020Q4 -0.925646 11.92695 0.747791 3.571223
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