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Abstract: The study aims to examine the
impact of loan portfolio growth on the
profitability of Iragi banks and to determine the
extent to which this growth contributes to
Keywords: improved financial performance. This study
Loan portfolio, financial performance, utilizes a sample of five commercial banks
profitability, liquidity. listed on the Iraq Stock Exchange (2017-2022).
Two financial indicators were selected to
measure financial performance: profitability
ratio and liquidity ratio. A descriptive
analytical approach was used to analyze the
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0.1846 1360276  0.005663  0.007703 C

0.009663  Mean dependent var  0.061988 R-squared
0.014443 dependent var «<S.D  0.028487 Adjusted R-squared
-5.601786  Akaike nfo criterion . 0.014236 of regression «S.E
-3.508373 Schwarz criteron  0.005674 Sum squared resid
-3.571903  Hannan-Quinn criter. 86.02630 Log likelthood
1.279241 Durbin-Watson stat ~ 1.850351 F-statistic
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Prob.  t-Statistic ~ Error «Std = Coefficient Variable ‘ el ‘

0.0001 =~ 4.860421  0.001937 = 0.009415 X ‘ AN
1341343 0.006046  0.008109 = -9.568854 C
Effects Specification

Cross-section fixed (dummy variables)

0.009663 Mean dependent var 0.649602 R-squared
0.014443 dependent var «S.D 0.465182 Adjusted R-squared
-5.986479 Akaike nfo criterion 0.010562 of regression «S.E
-5.472707 Schwarz criterion 0.002120 Sum squared resid
-5.822119 Hannan-Quinn criter. 100.7972 Log likelihood
2.021979 Durbin-Watson stat 3.522403 F-statistic
0.008815 Prob(F-statistic)
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i) () ea¥l A (sl Aadaa b il A0 el el il s & 1(7) dsaa

Dependent Variable: Y

Method: Panel EGLS (Cross-section random effects)

2022-2018 32l (s )

Prob.  t-Statistic ~ Error «Std = Coefficient
0.0791 1.822487  0.005169  0.009420
0.1413 1.513621  0.005253  0.007952

Effects Specification
Rho S.D.
0.2991 0.008593
0.4520  0.010562
Weighted Statistics
0.003502 Mean dependent var ~ 0.075635
0.010482 dependent var «<S.D  0.042621
0.002945 Sum squared resid =~ 0.010256
1.687795 Durbin-Watson stat ~ 2.291049
0.141329
Unweighted Statistics
0.009663 Mean dependent var =~ 0.061923
1.281645 Durbin-Watson stat ~ 0.005675

Variable

Cross-section random
Idiosyncratic random

R-squared

Adjusted R-squared
of regression «S.E
F-statistic
Prob(F-statistic)

R-squared
Sum squared resid

(E-Views 13) zebin dla jda e dlaie YU Galdl Jd e Jgaadl dlae) 5 : juaal)
dadae gai (o A8l L) AN A0 gl ) 3L 23 g il (7) A8y Jsandl eaa s
R2) ) aaaill Jalra yedal 08y i 5t dpmy Il Sias ¢ Jall 6101 g Jise yieS (a5 il
S ol 138 (e %694 3 sm L i) paiall & Gl (g Jadh 046w Jiiasall aiall ()l
sl e (g il Anbae gai sy O ) el a5 saill b Alaaie pe s AT dalse
(Prob = 0.141329) Jlia¥) (s siuse OIS (F dlas) Hlidl 8y 4Ll 53 ase dga )l
Adlas) AV (63 e zhsadll o ) ady Lea ((%5) AV (5 sl (e e
(b el 4l ((FEM) A4l @l il gigaly (PME) (el g galll o Alaldal) |
Zasar A3 jaal Lal ¢l HLia) aladiu) &3 ((FEM) 48 <l il 23 5a19 PME 23 se
(Olams s lial) aladiul &5 28 (REM) 40 sl <l 580 23 50 5 (FEM) Al <l 3l

() il e
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Chow test JLad) i
Al )l 5 apanll 3l & jlia il 1(8) Jisaa
Redundant Fixed Effects Tests
Equation: Untitled
Test cross-section fixed effects

Prob. d.f. Statistic Effects Test
0.0098 (9,19) 3.540312 Cross-section F
0.0005 9  29.540791 Cross-section Chi-square

(E-Views 13) zeli_n cila jaa e e YU Ealill J8 e Jgaall dlae) o8 : juall
(FEM) 43 <l il 73 501 5 (PME) geanall Jlasi¥ 23 gai 45 jlia geilis & yedil
B8 Sle Ju e ((%5) e J8 Addlaialy cliaa JLaaY) daid ) SLE Haa L alaaiily
sl z3 el 138 22 (ol ey Abany) 3l Cua (e (FEM) 4860 <l 3l 23 sa
Al prcia (D) Jala g Al 50 b alaain D 48s Y
:(Hausman Test) J&id) .«
(REM) 4l sl l 5800 23 503 5 (FEM) 4l <l 53l 23 g 45l 0l 2(9) Jsas
Correlated Random Effects - Hausman Test
Equation: Untitled
Test cross-section random effects
Prob. d.f. «Chi-Sq Statistic «Chi-Sq Test Summary
0.7169 1 0.131510 Cross-section random
Hausman statistic set to zero. « Cross-section test variance 1s mvalid
(E-Views 13) gl Gla jaa e alaie YU Gald)l Jid (e Jgaal) dlae) o3 jaadll
A sdall il Fasais (FEM) Al ol il #dpes &lie bt < jekil
Juial (5 sine die JLEAY) dad o (Ol JLEAN) aiall i elias) ahadiuly (REM)
Cindl (b plaatdl uust) AREM) ) 48l siiad) Sl 23 508 0 () 035 (%5) O (e
Juaial¥) (s sinne o ekl 3 sl (il Feliaa) jlial &35 of ¥) dagia) alil o
Aga g pie 5 oz saill Alan ) AVAl Gali ) jads e «(%5) DsaS (Pr = 0.141329)
A gl @ )m\ O Gilaa) Ala &l ﬁu
Al OO Aatlas g wasil Alilall e sae @l i) Gy jal sdaandldal) a udyy B
" LAY 038 b s Aian ) 00 Juiadl (panmg Law il B3 Lo g5 8
& Ol Guilad axe e ol Zasadl) gla e SLEAYT 18 @3k Golil) Gailad axe laal ]
bl eaage 8 LS cilisiall
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Coll) A sl &3 5(2) Jsaa
Panel Cross-section HeteroskedasticitY2 LR Test
Equation: UNTITLED
Specification: Y2 X C
Null hYpothesis: Residuals are homoscedastic

ProbabilitY?2 df Value
0.0000 6 67.76714 Likelihood ratio
LR test summarY?2:
df Value
28 -19.17534 Restricted Logl.
28 14.70823  Unrestricted Logl.

(E-Views 13) z<bin Gla jda e dlaie YU Galill Jid (e Jgaad) dlae) o3 1 jaadll
paad LR Olial aladinly i) (uilad aae Al (and il (2) o) Jsaall ma s

«(Pr = 0.0000) <l F dglas) dagdy ddasi yall dlaial) of i) < jedal | cpliil) (uilas
& Ol ailat aae Al aa) g el (O ey Las (% 5) AV (5 sie e BT 02
A0 gdal) L)

s e QLAY 13 geaty o (Aadedll Il O LM kaal) (S dals jY) Al e calsl) 2
ol WS bl 8 I Ll )Y Al (e aiall 23 saill Sl

S ol V) Al sl &l 2(3) Jsas

Residual Cross-Section Dependence Test
Null hYpothests: No cross-section dependence (correlation) m

residuals
Prob. df Statistic Test
0.0310 15 2673438 Breusch-Pagan LM
0.0322 2.142395 Pesaran scaled LM
0.0000 4.527380 Pesaran CD

(E-Views 13) b n Cila jia o dlaie YU Caldl Ui e Jgaall alae ] &5 2 jaadll
Lea (%5) <5 (F) slaas) dagds ddagi jall Llaia¥) Of Gy (27) o) J sl s
sl 2o (Say a3 ey A gliall Ll G (SN Dl )Y AlKhe dga g ae e dy

el ) Ly Talla ilan
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el (A pgnad) Ay lal) Al o (209 ) Alidina pai ) (an) aggll )
W) A (5 sl die oaim yal) alaall Lyl il 38U saa gl s el L) il
il T g 5 i e Jay Va5 1 G5l ) JEESU Al () 53 e 31 G5l e Sl
Gty Jo g i) 028 i) raw My Alan ) Jalail) dpmgial W5 Candl ol yrial o jidial)
i jlia (A 11 i) ZBE Gl Ladaiall L) il e Jlany) Jdaill #3 sl
() il e
:(Pooled Regression Model) (PME):2saill jlaaiy) zigai 5
(A spmal) Apnsd) L) i) e im g 8l Adnina gad il (aS) ) lasiV) i 2(5) Jsas
2022-2018 5 _siall
Dependent Variable: Y2

Method: Panel Least Squares

Prob. t-Statistic ~ Error «Std  Coefficient Variable (Jalall
09983 0.002212  0.152086  0.000336 X 4 gl

08113 0241073 0.064281  0.015497 C
0.030467  Mean dependent var  0.002071 R-squared
0466838 dependent var <S.D  -0.033569 Adjusted R-squared
1411689 Wkaike info criterion ~ 0.474609 of regression «S.E
1.505102 Schwarz criterion ~ 6.307101 Sum squared resid
1441573 Hannan-Quinn criter.  -19.17534 Log likelihood
1.708018 Durbin-Watson stat ~ 0.058116 F-statistic
0.811255 Prob(F-statistic)

(E-Views 13) z=b » Gla i Ao aldie YU Ealidl Jid (e Jgaall dlac) o3 jaadll
Alaina gad (pn ABNal) L yd (M) ST laniV) 2 gad il (5) a ) Jsaall aa
apaal) Jalra jelal 25wl il A o) Aty Jiaiall el 60 5 Jiise iiaS (on g il
el Al 58 Lty cqill paial) 8 5l (ha (%0.2) i s Jiiasall yuiall (IR?) )
ihine gai 3,8 o) o Juy lae zdsalll b diamie je oAl dalse Y (%99.8)
Juial (5 sivua F dilan) jlidl jelal a8y Glae dasame Agpadly 5oiill Lo (g )
Agllan) A1V 53 e @il O e s Les (%5) 00 el (Prob = 0.811255)
.(Fixed Effects Model) (FEM) A&l < i) zdgai 6
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i) Al Al e (om g ) Adndaa gai il A cl il lasal il 1(6) Jsas
2022-2018 3_isll (& gaudl

Dependent Variable: Y2

Method: Panel Least Squares

Prob. t-Statistic Error «Std Coefficient Variable ‘ Jaladl
0.9265 -0.093473 0.295557 -0.027627 X ‘ al gad)
0.202860 0.147284 0.029878 -0.568854 C

Effects Specification

Cross-section fixed (dummY?2 variables)

0.030467 Mean dependent var 0.518106 R-squared
0.466838 dependent var «S.D 0.264477 Adjusted R-squared
1.283732 Akaike info criterion 0.400372 of regression ¢«S.E
1.797504 Schwarz criterion 3.045664 Sum squared resid
1.448092 Hannan-Quinn criter. -8.255980 Log likelihood
2.458157 Durbin-Watson stat 2.042774 F-statistic

0.086535 Prob(F-statistic)

(E-Views 13) gl » Gla i Ao aladie YU Salidl Jid e Jgaall dlac) o3 jaadll
indna gad (A8l Gy (sl 5 ARl LA 23 g 0l (6) B J s e s
i) Jelee jelal 885 ol 5xie€ A gpaall Ay Slias L) 6 5 S jiiaS i g jall
itiall ¢ ) gy Lain il id) 4 el e (%51) ed Jiiwadl il o (R2)
o Gas Al Adaiaa gai 30 Sy Lea crdsaill 8 iaaie je AT delse ) (%49)
Llaia¥) s sime O F dglaas) JUial jedal 28y (%51) Aoty gl (5 shuay 5ol
gl Libias) Vs S a5 pe e Les ((%5) e =1 (Prob = 0.086535)

:(Random Effects Model (REM 4z gadl i i) zigad |

L) LW Al e a g ) Andna gad il 400 gudial) Ol 5B lasil 0 2(7) Jsas
2022-2018 3_yiall (Al sl
Dependent Variable: Y2
Method: Panel EGLS (Cross-section random effects)
Sample: 2018 2022

Prob. | t-Statistic | Error «Std | Coefficient Variable

0.9611 | -0.049210 | 0.208541 | -0.010262 X

0.7743 | 0.289529 | 0.072350 0.020948 C
Effects Specification

Rho S.D. |

0.1410 | 0.193663 Cross-section random

0.6025 | 0.400372 IdiosY2ncratic random
Weighted Statistics

0.014018 | Mean dependent var \ 0.002985 R-squared
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0.381770 dependent var <S.D -0.032623 | Adjusted R-squared
4.214077 Sum squared resid 0.387947 of regression «S.E
1.996844 Durbin-Watson stat 0.083827 F-statistic
0.774310 Prob(F-statistic)
Unweighted Statistics
0.030467 | Mean dependent var 0.001815 R-squared
1.704378 Durbin-Watson stat 6.308721 | Sum squared resid
(E-Views 13) gl » Gla i Ao aldie YU Ealidl Jid e Jgaall dlac) o3 jaadll
Anina gad (ym ABDall (50 oA Al siall ol 5B 3 s 0l (7) B ) U saad) i s
il Jales jedal 28y a4 gl Apsy SNiae ¢ Ll oY) 5 Jiise yiaS i g jall
Aiiial) dpnl) Caats Laiy el paciall 8 (ol (e adh 9401 e JEisal aiall GIR2) )
s Al Adadaa gai 508 O (S Les czdsaill 2 Aa e e Al dalse e (%99.9)
Lllatia¥) (g sive Of F dilias) Jladl jelal 285 dagana 05S5 ol A ppally il e
LEasaill Ailan) AV ga g are o Ja e %5 e Sl S (Prob = 0.774310)
O Aaall i Hladl) aladial a5 ALl c L8N zigady aseadl) Zdgail) G Alalia) |
bl 3 gad G Al Gl sl LAl aladiiad o5 LS Al @ il g apeail) a3 54
(V) gaill e Glld g Al stiall il il 3 pad g AUl

Chow test Jwia) ~

A el saanil) oad gai (s Alialiall il 2(8) Jsaa
Redundant Fixed Effects Tests
Equation: Untitled
Test cross-section fixed effects

Prab. d.f. Statistic Effects Test
0.0644 (9,19) 2.260675 Cross-section F
0.0094 9 21.838714 | Cross-section Chi-square

(E-Views 13) gl Gla jaa e alaie YU Galdl Jé (e Jgaad) dlae) o3 jaadll
Gy LA aladiuly ARG i) 20 sai s de senall 73 sad G A3l il o jedal
za5e O o Ju las (%5) e S8 Jlaia) (5 s vie CailS LAY e o)) Akl Jlas)

o) A alasin S Juadl) g ) sa Al cl il
:(Hausman Test) Juia) |
A gall 5 AN AN 3 gail) (p Alialiall &30 2(9) Jisaa
Correlated Random Effects - Hausman Test
Equation: Untitled
Test cross-section random effects

Prob. d.f. «Chi-Sq | Statistic <Chi-Sq Test Summary?2
0.9238 1 0.009148 Cross-section random

Hausman statistic set to zero. «Cross-section test variance is invalid
(E-Views 13) gl » Gla i Ao aladie YU Ealidl Jid e Jgaall dlac) o3 jaadll
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Db aladily 4 sdiad) ol i) 23 gai g AN ol LA 23 i & e il < kil
e el llaial (5 sie N @il s LAY ol (F-statistic test) wiall Slasy) i
SR ) A 5all U5 o) g A gl S 23 0a8 o e 3 s o(%5)
25 ¢(Pb = 0.774310) ) Jeas Alaia¥) (5 sia o)} Jeal 3 saill 1361 F-statistic test
LAY Y 3 sail) o e d e «(%5) On Sl

by 531 9 L) 12l 51 gaal)

sclaliingy) Y f
A o Lae g 5 ag Bl ddadae g G Ailian) A1V 3 3 5l A83le Sl Ciaa g
Tasal e G 108 5 Al Cpend W g58 Asill U8 (e A siadd) (g il 2 B35
AR 028 i 8 Aidlad i A AR LY
A sand) I giase g (2 g il Adadne gad (s Agilian) AV D A8De 2 ga g (o gl (RS A
Aol ledl Jie g Al gai pue s AT el gy il D gndl o ) el Lea b yuadl)
L0l e sall B 500)
o5l Aadae sad (o AR Jidadl o) s AN AV 23 gas o) a) il < yelal |
Algpal) e g 8l gai il Jlail dilas) A2 (53 23 sad o siall wy ol (S5 el 5
DT (R2) sl Jalas 0 ) dm I (e o€ 55l IS (g 8l sei o (g 2 N e
i aaddl i el e € IS @il g AT dalse o
Sl gil) Ll
Shlad) st e 58 1 g daliine S se GiiaT clacal g il 503 (a8 55 pun
sl e Baliiul aall Gady iedll OV il deaiie ddle <l gl aladiul 5 dglany)
(¢ siaall
Jasaill las a5ty (omsh Al gpdl e (g il Anina gail (g gina il 2 ga g paal 1 5kai
Bl g & Kl y claindl Jia odipaall L)l Gl oY) e salEiay) DA e G jlaall
s Al e JSI alaie W) J 5 A sadl (5 sl Gaead Caags o yidall
Aplay) bl 5l dadal slaie ] s s il xie JB halaal) ani Cile) ja) 3 ey (ash .
(el oY) e W U1 (e Cadaill i) jlalae sl L aclud ) Aaal)
(sl 53 ga Jie e Jall oo e g5 a8 5 AT dol s Jadi aos sl bl j3 6 jals (o sh
e 5 isall Jalsall Gacl agdl @lld g (Jlall Gl ) Gy dpaill cluld) aildll iy sioe
A gand) 5 Lmy
8 g Laa (lgilal g (i g 5l ddadaay daleiall Ml Zlad)) julas (pnd B )5 iy as) .
et losall g paiived) A8 3 g o jleaal) JAla a5 dn laiiay) cl il ARG yreas
& S oall G aall Jie 4811 ilgad) 5 481 jadl i jlaall (g O sladll 258 55 ey (asd
te Blially (s 8l mie (g () 3 Biad (8 agud A3 e Al Cillpas Bkl (Jlanal ¢ B )
iadl A g
¢ i) ansi g AY) Jdadll Sldee s olail (FinTech) Adlell s o o360 aladialy ooagd
cajlaall el ¢ )oY el g5 480 30l 3 5 (al J8Y1 Gl ) 8 Cpmand 8 acliy Laa
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) e ity Ly il BY) il g Salely (am s o8 pad) la@Y) culylinl 1 las
o sl Al Clanzal ¢ el ) 53N 5 cadizaill Y axe B8 el Jie SN Lalaiy)
Aol Sl Al e bl 53l g 50

baall

sdy all jalaad) Yl

et Al )3 (A peaal) ) (s siue o i g il Aadne a6 2018 c2ana (ool cdana
Aalall Gl all 5 &gl (4 i dralas Al cdualall 4y ) guall 4 jladll (o jliadl) e die e
L ¢4 222l) (40 alaal)

Al Akt Al jo dbdsal jhlia g dle (gl dhdse a58 S Q015 ool (3l
L els daala ¢ ituala

_uLm.n‘):\A)CJ”@‘J&&JIJUA}‘)A\MM@#}).QSJE&MJAM 2019 c2anne anl8 3 gan
4 ladll Cajladl) e die e dudai Al )0 () 3 jhlaa g ile e Laa il 5 (J)as
Bl a3 S daala B pliie e jriale Alu ) ¢(2017-2006) 32l 48 2]l
3 _yaliall Alledll 4 yaall 408 1 i) (oaluall 4 jall daa Sl Q013 ¢ pad) a8 (3 gaium
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