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138 5 (%2.25) 4 (2023-2004) dus) sl 320 YA ) jal) SLsBY) 6 domil) Jans i
(SRl (5 S pall @il U8 e Apia ) Alead) w5280 Jiady daddiie Dl
:Unemployment Rate Auad) Jaas Lok
(0.72%) Asnsis (2013-2004) o 5Y) 52all IS8 Alagl) g Jaxs 8 Adalall 3l 31 of BaaDly s
b)) ELY) ane Ao Qe V) Ly Canaa ) 3 smy g5 5N 138 5 ¢ Byl SlaiY) 8
oaldll pladl) 8 dala el jlaiinl) aal i Y g3l Lae ¢ Y1
(6.53%) 42 (2023-2014) L saal) JNA 1 jall SLaiBY) (8 Aldadl s Jamo @i
dalall IS Al gail danlia Juel Ap 25y a2e ) 2y Alad) Jana 8 gL,V 13
halie JBlia) s (ISl 7 5 335 ddans giall 53 jpaall g liall o sadll e J piaall 4 s0a
& hali g s A hlie 8 Jeall Gsm o b ) ool (fiela I (g 3l all i dad
RUSBIPRISY
(3.29%) Aamsis (2023 — 2004) Ll 320 A (8 yall BV 3 ANl pal Jana )
:Corruption Perceptions Index (CPI) suudll &) 8} yéisa GG
22004) Y sl JOa aldll &) o) jdisal gaill Jara b Jualall palaasy) of sl
A8 5 A8l 3ol () 2 smy LAY 1 5 ¢ A1 pall SLaBY) 8 (-2.11%) 4ty (2013
Gl alaail 3 2004 ale 8 Al 3l L i g iall s lacluall e Al ja JiST A 50
s yainY) cleliall Ayl sall Agladll 5l
40y (2023-2014) 450 saall A 8 ol SLaBY) 8 slusdl) &) ) ydial saill Jara il |
Apa Sl 3 gaall (8 ABLA (8 Gty ) 5 gay Sladll G o) Hdise A i)Y I 5 (2.42%)
8 1 A8E il 5o LSl (e Yoy s 5 il (bl e Cualiall a3 555 (5 oS o jliall
IS (3 5y alul) (3Uas K15 481 jall Al 30 Al ol 3 gm g a ) e sSal) Clisns el
A8 =) Aa) il ddae
(2023-2004) 4l 30 A A joll sLai@y) 8 sladl) @ jo) jligal (g il gaill Joza
(0.99%) Ay

2023 - 2004 52all 31 jall 3 saliaB¥) Jdl) A5 & jiise (3) Jsoa

AR [ 00 20 [ it | G [ R [ s [
ssiad) | Aedl) | gsiad) | Al | gsiad) | adal)
- 21 - 8.74 - 26.96 2004
4.76 22 -0.23 | 8.72 | 37.09 | 36.96 2005
-13.64 19 -3.33 | 843 | 44.02 | 53.23 2006
-21.05 15 2.61 8.65 | -118.92 | -10.07 2007
-13.33 13 -2.08 | 8.47 | -225.72 | 12.66 2008
15.38 15 -0.71 | 841 | -45.73 | 6.87 2009
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| 0 i | T | i [ i [ e |
gg.'wd‘ ALl ‘53.'&4‘ Aty gg.'wd‘ M‘

0 15 178 | 8.26 | -58.08 | 2.88 2010
20 18 0.85 | 819 | 101.39 | 5.8 2011
0 18 269 | 797 | 5 6.0 2012
1111 16 1556 | 9.21 | -69.13 | 1.88 2013
0 16 1498 |1059| 19.15 | 2.24 2014
0 16 236 |10.84| -37.95 | 1.39 2015
6.25 17 -0.18 |10.82| -59.71 | 056 2016
5.88 18 2033 |13.02| -67.86 | 0.18 2017
0 18 376 | 1351 10556 | 0.37 2018
1111 20 466 |14.14 | -154.05| -0.2 2019
5 21 116 |15.78| -385 | 057 2020
9.52 23 247 |16.17| 959.65 | 6.04 2021
0 23 359 |1559| -17.38 | 4.99 2022
0 23 038 |1553| 1052 | 552 2023

% -2.11 % 0.72 % -36.68 | b e

: : : 2013-2004

% 3.78 %5.6 % 37.29 ";‘352?_‘52‘65;‘

%0.99 % 3.29 % 2.25 °;“§2§_‘32‘5’0:“

rte Jsaallslac) 3l adie)  jaadll
. https://www.macrotrends.net/global-metrics/countries/IRQ/irag/inflation-
rate-cpi#google vignette
. https://www.macrotrends.net/global-
metrics/countries/IRQ/irag/unemployment-rate
lad 5ill 2026-2024 | Slihas 2023-2003 | Lol jb5e - GIal 3
B Lfdhéﬁ‘}’\ Jdl) 48 ‘“A Lgdbaﬁ'i\ AL ) el 1l ) Casall
2023-2004 53all B ol
2 omlill) 773 paiDU Aliieal) g Aaglil) o piiall Cia 65 ,1-4

&) pariall Jsad
pdaill Jaxa Y1
Adad) Jass Y2

aleal) Y3
by CaLasay| X1
<l yaball ddarl) X2
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i 31 Judadl ) i) ) jlsial gilis (4) a3 Jsand) elay 1y ) Eia) cil Jid) 2-4
O i 3 ¢ PP s oantlh L) s ADF yshaal) Jls S50 HLia) G Al jall <l jpacial
PP _uials ADF JLia) caua s cliball La¥) (s siall die 3 e e ol puiall (any
(4) ad Jsaall eday LS5l yuiall el J5Y) Gl 24 5 Al

ADF shall JU 8 (S 539 PP (j5m ol 48 jla s 4, ) Y1 LSS 1(4) J s

A jall &l yzial
UNIT ROOT TEST TABLE (PP)
At Level
Y1 Y2 Y3 X1 X2
With t-Statistic | -2.7501 | 0.1843 | -0.9828 | -2.6465 | -2.341
Prob. 0.0672 | 0.9711 | 0.7597 | 0.0852 | 0.1601
Constant < <
no no no
With t-Statistic | -2.9977 | -1.938 | -1.7526 | -2.3156 | -2.5165
Constant Prob. 0.1351 | 0.6314 | 0.7246 | 0.4234 | 0.3199
& Trend no no no no no
Without | t-Statistic | -2.5384 | 2.0171 | 0.1413 | -2.1132 | -0.0914
Constant Prob. 0.0111 | 0.9898 | 0.7261 | 0.0335 | 0.6512
& Trend *x no no *x no
UNIT ROOT TEST TABLE (ADF)
At Level
Y1 Y2 Y3 X1 X2
With t-Statistic | -2.492 | 0.2968 | -1.0308 | -4.1116 | -2.7882
Prob. 0.1187 | 0.9777 | 0.7424 | 0.0011 | 0.0615
Constant
no no no *xk *
With t-Statistic | -2.0751 | -1.9858 | -3.015 | -3.9055 | -3.1881
Constant Prob. 0.5564 | 0.6055 | 0.1304 | 0.0133 | 0.0893
& Trend no no no *x *
Without | t-Statistic | -2.5613 | 2.031 0.22 | -2.3019 | 0.1276
Constant Praob. 0.0104 | 0.9901 | 0.7493 | 0.0209 | 0.7219
& Trend *x no no *x no

(EViews 12) z« n e sl Calil dlae) (e 1 jraall
Notes: (*) Significant at the 10%; (**) Significant at the 5%; (***) Significant at the 1%.
and (no) Not Significant

Led s AN 3aT aay 3 e ol il priall aes O (4) 4 Jsaal) e Ledas

1385 (1) A (e AlalSiie Al all <y o) 6l PP i) s ADF Jbia) Gass

ARDL Long Run and Bounds < jidall JalSill  gasdl jlial g Ja ) jlad) galad 4084l
.Test
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UNIT ROOT TEST TABLE (PP)
At First Difference
d(Yl) | d(Y2) | d(Y3) | d(X1) d(X2)
With t-Statistic | -4.0596 | -3.1314 | -3.0313 | -3.3039 | -3.145
Prob. 0.0014 | 0.0256 | 0.0335 | 0.0158 | 0.0247
Constant
*k*k ** ** *x **
With t-Statistic | -4.0663 | -3.1618 | -3.1709 | -3.4811 | -3.1429
Constant Prob. 0.008 | 0.0948 | 0.0929 | 0.0437 | 0.0989
& Trend *kk * * ** *
Without | t-Statistic | -4.0572 | -2.9128 | -3.0278 | -3.1725 | -3.1307
Constant Prob. 0.0001 | 0.0037 | 0.0026 | 0.0016 | 0.0018
& Trend *k*k * k% *k*k *k*k *kk
UNIT ROOT TEST TABLE (ADF)
At First Difference
d(Yl) | d(Y2) | d(Y3) | d(X1) d(X2)
With t-Statistic | -5.6323 | -3.6776 | -3.4125 | -4.3425 | -5.356
Prob. 0.0000 | 0.005 | 0.0115 | 0.0005 | 0.0000
ConStant *kk *k*k ** *k*k *kk
With t-Statistic | -5.8002 | -3.8473 | -3.8934 | -4.9201 | -5.3441
Constant Prob. 0.0000 | 0.0159 | 0.0138 | 0.0004 | 0.0001
& Trend *kk *k ** *k*k *kk
Without | t-Statistic | -5.568 | -3.044 | -3.4049 | -4.0152 | -5.3197
Constant Prob. 0.0000 | 0.0024 | 0.0007 | 0.0001 | 0.0000
& Trend *kk *k*k *k*k *kk *kk

(EViews 12) z » e ol Caldl dlac) (a1 jraall

Notes: (*) Significant at the 10%; (**) Significant at the 5%; (***) Significant at the 1%.
and (no) Not Significant

il Jara & il jalall ddaii g (g 3laiBy) LIS 1 (uld 1 JgY) 3 gaiY) 344
i) g dsail i il (6) ) Jsadl Jedan :d¥) Eisall (ARDL) i gl Y f
s Al 5 Ailan V) &, ginall Gind i jal dlldy (ARDL) 1oakie de gall il 130
32a1 (AIC) Ul e Al jall coaaie] 3) ¢l jall 3 8 giall il Aaidle gnall ST (e 2
GRS 2o aaal iy 23 sal) Aelpay galall 2l & S5 LS e 3l caladl) ¢l i e
il aaddl) Slan ¥ mali ) O (e Lol ol 23 sail1 8 diecaial) <l paiall (3558

ARDL (3 3 3) g g
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(ARDL) Js¥) z35¥) i (6) Jsoa

Dependent Variable: Y1
Method: ARDL
Model selection method: Akaike info criterion (AIC)
Selected Model: ARDL(3, 3, 3)

Variable Coefficient | Std. Error | t-Statistic | Prob.*
Y1(-1) 2.590907 | 0.050618 | 51.18581 0.0000
Y1(-2) -2.247668 | 0.099052 | -22.69188 | 0.0000
Y1(-3) 0.643022 0.05058 12.71296 0.0000

X1 0.517126 | 0.180555 | 2.864092 0.0046

X1(-1) -1.466109 | 0.515739 | -2.842734 | 0.0049

X1(-2) 1.378128 | 0.516819 | 2.666557 0.0082

X1(-3) -0.419748 | 0.182095 | -2.305106 | 0.0221

X2 0.382932 | 0.053942 | 7.098906 0.0000

X2(-1) -1.031063 | 0.154269 | -6.683551 | 0.0000

X2(-2) 0.930658 | 0.156507 | 5.946427 0.0000

X2(-3) -0.281187 | 0.055992 | -5.021875 | 0.0000

C -0.064517 | 0.014615 | -4.414343 | 0.0000
R-squared 0.99985 Mean dependent var 0.667619
Adjusted R-squared | 0.999842 S.D. dependent var 1.243405
S.E. of regression 0.015615 Akaike info criterion | -5.431909
Sum squared resid | 0.054859 Schwarz criterion -5.256311
Log likelihood 655.6812 Hannan-Quinn criter. | -5.361132
F-statistic 136023.9 Durbin-Watson stat 2.003376

Prob(F-statistic) 0.0000

(EViews 12) el » e el Sald) dlae) (e 1 jadll

Clebas¥l 1,0 &5 30 ¥ gsall (Bound Test) & sidall Jalill 3 gasd) jLaid) gilis Ll
(S on AL ) 73 S A genall (F*) daid 05 ¢(7) o dstadl (A JLERY) g dalil)
Oe Sl Adle 945 4 gina (5 st (3.87) ALl A saall (F) dedll (e ST (8.464143)
Al sk 4 ) gill AB3al) 3 g 5 pae g & yiliall JalSil) 0 g g aae a5 pdal) dpua 8 (ad
<l aball Apdaill 5 X1 sabai®y) Cliiy) e i 1 jiie 4550 ] adzadl) Jane G JaY)
ALy gha 40 3) g3l A8Mal) 3 g g5 A yiliall JalSAl 2 gan g i i ) g Aba) da Hal) i g (X2
Joalall il o ey (ol Aliisall ol paiall 5 lali Ty 43585 Y1 adazadl) Jaza (g JaY)
Al oda g Ja¥) Algha 8 3515l o giua sad sy adimill Jane Jang Gl puriall o2
A )51 L olaily ol yuriall i dpmall (sl 8 43) 3] e 5ll Aisall il i) pe 4381 i
2(7) e Jsaal) & miage 58 LS
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Js¥) z3sal (Bound Test) 2saal) JLid) il (7) Jsa

F-Bounds Test
Test Statistic Value |Signif.| 1(0) | 1(2)
F-statistic 8.464143 | 10% | 2.63 | 3.35
k 2 5% 3.1 | 3.87
3% 3.55 | 4.38
1% 4.13 5

(EViews 12) zl » Ao sl Gl dlae) (0 jaadll
ek 10 oY) g sadl Undl) sl Jalaa g Jal) Ay glal) g Ja¥) 5 el Alaiaay) Julas WG
s Lo 22 (6-4) ) Jsaall Ba e

Gela U5 (-0.1374) & sbse ppaill Jad Alaia) Ailas & Uadll maat dabea ) L1
OOl (G A a5 Al Ao s () e Las (% 1) Aasinall (5 sl die 4y sine
(1/0.1374=7.299) Le & el dxpus D& 58 il jpecil] JaY) e

Baall JOA G all (& adiiail) Jara g (obaBY) CALASSY) G Ay sina g A3 yka A8De 29a g 2
adaill Jaee 8 3345 ) o sasl s sas s salaBY) GLISHY) el ) o 2023-2004
saclill Cin pal 31 edyshall JaY) A (0.68403) 5 Laaill JaY1 2 (0.517126) ke
doald 5 daall (3 paal) ) Apallall dpedzail Ja gacall JUl 3 ) i) e slaie V) 5 dualisy)
A g o1l el s ol y38 YA

& (Y1) paoaill Jaray (X2) Dlodball dpdass duss (0 4 sinall 5 43 )k 483l 25253
25 Baa) 5 3aa 5y Ol yaluall dpdaas gl ) o cdyshall 5 yuadl) Cula¥) DA 8 el Slai@y)
JSaa Aaala 0¥ (0.09755) 5 el JaY) (4 (0.382932) iy il Jame 325 1)
cleUaill Ciaa Jla b calal) Jaall ol joba e IS 4ad JS5) aaing 531 31yl SLaidY)
AN Aty

il 55 5%l 73 53y 1o i s (Adjusted R?) dssall yosl dalaa 5 (R2) 3aail) Jalaa o) .4
zalail) b Adalal) dliiaad) ol il o e 138 5 i) e (0.999842 5 0.99985) e
Janadll aaaill Jelas 5 (R2) uasill Jalas (o GOEAY) Gl 5 calil) puaially 4, 8 d8dle ]
Jila 138 5 cAaga B yaall 23 i) 8 AR AN Cl yuiall of iay 138 5 s Qi (Adjusted R?)
ol s o

IV zasadl Ja¥) ALy gha s S 8 pmald 3 )5l Ao &l (8) U

ARDL zisail 3 ja8all cllalaa yads gilis
Long run Short run Independen | Dependent

Prob. Coefficient | Prob. Coefficient | t Variables Variable
alasay)

0.0000 0.68403 0.0046 0.517126 X1 (5ol il Jiee
Aadazill Y1

0.0151 0.09755 0.0000 0.382932 X2 iyl

0.0000 -0.1374 Coin Eq(-1)
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Lilaay) clyéal)
R- Adjust R-squared Sum sq_uared S.E. o_f Aka}lke_lnfo
squared resid regression criterion
0.99985 0.999842 0.054859 0.015615 -5.431909

EC =Y1-(0.6840*X1 + 0.0975*X2 - 4.6959)

(EViews 12) zl_n e sl daalill dlac) (e : jruanll
iad O (9) B, Jsrall moms oY) glgadl Bl A Bl Y SR Ladly
Prob. Chi-Square 0.7471>0.05 «s| %5 (s szl s sisall (e ST (Prob. Chi-Square)
Al giiall oUad¥) (I Ll V) ASe dga g ade Jimy 138 5 aandl A il J 4y o=
Gad ) 3 Agsine pe Coela AL (F) Apilias) dad o LaS dlyad) 4y il ad i
Sl Bl Qe e AT A 1 0.05 < 0.784 &l (%5) o= St cprob. F(2,64)
(s sall

Breusch alasiuly (8 sall SIAN dalis V) lial &3l :(9) Jsas
Breusch-Godfrey Serial Correlation LM Test:

Null hypothesis: No serial correlation at up to 2 lags
F-statistic 0.244237 Prob. F(2,64) 0.784
Obs*R-squared | 0.583243 | Prob. Chi-Square(2) | 0.7471
(EViews 12) zel » Ao sl Galdlh dlae) (0 jaadll
oy Jsaall DA (e Bl W) gigadl (Uadd) cpld uilad) Cullh) el JLEA) Lwald
Prob.Chi-Square i (%5) sl s siwal e 41 (Prob.Chi-Square) 4 o) (10)
Wasl o (i 8 OO d5a g pde (ay 138 5 paal) dpa i) Ji 4ias = 0,722 > 0.05
A O Cus ysina e Gels ALE) (F) dilbas) dad o LS dliad) A jill (b i
O palad ol s e AT Jila 135 0.05 <0.7314 ¢ (%5) o ST eprob.F(1,33)
() sl Undl) s

ARCH alaaindy ool cld il =45 :(10) Jsas
Heteroskedasticity Test: ARCH

F-statistic | 0.119827 Prob. F(1,33) 0.7314
Obs*R-squared | 0.12663 | Prob. Chi-Square(1) | 0.722

(EViews 12) gzl n e el Galil dlac) (e 2 jaadll
Al Jara (B i jalial) ddarsi g (g LaiBY) CALESTY) ) (uld o AU 73 gaY) 44
aladl) )y e 3a3Y(AIC) il il agl 1 (ARDL) (S z3sall A g¥) pail) Y f
Gl il (58 AT 2o aad Qi md sl delpay paladl ) G S5 LS i)l
(2,2,2) i s 5 ppiill saiiiaall sV gl sl 3 e Ll jaiall 23 ai1 & diasaiall
Al all U 23 5ailly Gl (ARDL) g3 sail s il (m yoy (11) ) Jsaalls
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(ARDL) AU z3 i) a8 1(11) Jsas

Dependent Variable: Y2
Method: ARDL
Model selection method: Akaike info criterion (AIC)
Selected Model: ARDL(2, 2, 2)

Variable Coefficient | Std. Error | t-Statistic | Prob.*
Y2(-1) 1.981487 | 0.011516 172.06 0.0000
Y2(-2) -0.98196 | 0.011528 | -85.17892 | 0.0000

X1 0.010692 | 0.005052 | 2.116347 | 0.0354

X1(-1) -0.02645 | 0.009971 | -2.652413 | 0.0086
X1(-2) 0.015597 | 0.004974 | 3.135582 | 0.0019

X4 -0.01014 0.0017 | -5.964692 | 0.0000

X4(-1) 0.019243 | 0.003367 | 5.715898 | 0.0000
X4(-2) -0.00916 | 0.001692 | -5.412278 | 0.0000

C 0.001993 | 0.000716 | 2.781837 | 0.0059
R-squared 0.999988 Mean dependent var | 0.922633
Adjusted R-squared | 0.999988 S.D. dependent var | 0.248124
S.E. of regression 0.000857 Akaike info criterion | -11.2493
Sum squared resid 0.000168 Schwarz criterion -11.118
Log likelihood 1347.671 Hannan-Quinn criter. | -11.1964
F-statistic 2483669 Durbin-Watson stat | 0.295689

Prob(F-statistic) 0.0000

(EViews 12) zel » e el &l slae) (e : jradll
Sl s e el 5 JA 23 sadi(Bound Test) & sidiall Jalsill 3 gand) i) guilid Ll
pl) i e ¢(3.508132) sy F dbany 4 gunal) el () 23 ¢ Jal) 23 saill 3 50a)
(1) =¥ 215 (3.10) st 1(0) S sl G ) %5 Lsine (5 5ie e 4 gaal
Faad o Las, (K=2) s zdsaill 85 piall il yaaiall 230 () daadle ae ¢(3.87) s sbous
oad) ol o (S Y Alall oda g il saall F el oY1y (aY) cpaaldl G ol 45 guadl)
el IS aal) A j3

Gl =3 5ail (Bound Test) 2saadl sl il :(12) s

F-Bounds Test
Test Statistic | Value | Signif. | 1(0) 1(1)
F-statistic | 3.508132 | 10% | 2.63 | 3.35
K 2 5% 3.1 3.87
2.50% | 3.55 | 4.38
1% 4.13 5

(EViews 12) z« n e ol Calil dlac) (e 1 jaadl)
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ek 1 AN 73 gadl Undl) sl Jalasa g Ja¥1 Ay shall 5 Jal) 5 el Aaiad) Jalas TG
(o Lo 23 (11-4) o8, Jsaadl DDUa e

A gine Gela )5 (-0.472) dsbon il JaSU laial) Alalas 8 Uadll masai Aalea )
de )5l (A WY sl s Glaiul) de o ) jady Lae (%) dasinall (5 sise e
-0.472 calis t i) s Lilias) & gina g Al Uadl) sl dalea Y i) JaY)

Lol (e 0,472 DA i SN paaat (f iay Las

Ja¥ 3 (Y2) Aldadl Jaxa s (X1) baiy) LAY i3 G &g sina s 403 pla A8Mle a gy,
3 jualll 8 48] jall AalaiBY) Al AilIs uSad Aais (8 5 ()] 4 sine (5 slse 2ic juaill
& st oalii) gl e Jh (8 allal) DLaBY) e o) il LIS o) Cua o)
(el (85 (85 5le Sl slaal ) (a5 ¢ s s

dnSe Al ) Jsati el Jane s ol GLESY) G 48301 o ) gl i
oalias) ) saal g Bas g laiey sLaBY) GLESYI ¢ L) a5 3 cdyshall Ja¥) 8 4 sina g
& il e s (Sarg 910 A sina 5 giue dic b5 ¢(0.334574) laiay Adad) Jana
b peen B (Jal) Jyghall e il yia) JSG jalind Le 13) ¢ galai8V) GLISSY (o 483
VL) Jie Al e cleUadll any sai jadads o8 pdluad) dialy) ol i) cada
el DB b aiisall ol AW (8 @l 3aaa dee G Bl Lo (Jaill g cilerall
(Je Y ¢l Cpuenil Lpalati s 0 Gladla) i ) Uag 5 481 al) e Sall adyy o8
(Jardl (§ 5 Bl 3y 3l

@ (Y2) Aadl Jaza 5 (X2) @l joliall dpdass (o 4y sima s 4puSe Ao 2 ga g piliill ekl
Baal g Bas g laiay <l jalall Adars A W) 535 3 (%] 4y sine (5 sine 2ic yuaidll JaY)
D JaY) 3 adl) ASalinall A83all 038 uSad, (0.010141) Apnsiy Al Jana alias) )
fala (Jandl (b a3 g (s3baY) Laliil) a8 dua Al 5 ladll 4pali 8 3N sy
Aladl claaadl s adall e o el Callall 3l 5 e il el jaliall ddars ¢ Wi ) ()5S Laie
Al Leps ¥

hat G Ly gine e (K15 Ao Ale dsa s Y il adi (Jyshll JaY) s siee e
gadl el joball ks 8 <l sl G e e o(Y2) Alad) Jaxa s (X2) ) yalall
¥ s Al oda i (Say s Al ¥ ana B e ol al g JSE 55 Y gkl
3,08 (e aay dphadil) Gl palall e da jdall alaie W) o 3 Al cila o5 (e ey 1)
) Q8 g Judl Gl ) i Jaill ¢ Ua () 5811505 caltiose Jae (i 2 53 e il jaliall
A cleUndy 45 i Adadll Allaall

{5350l 23 5l las o e (Adjusted R?) Jaaal) yaa3l) Jelas 5 (R?) 2083 Jalas )
zalaill 3 3130 Aliiall <l puiall () Jmg 138 5 8l e (0.998872 5 0.999988) 4ias
Jazall paall Jalra 5 (R2) sl Jalae (g DAY SIS 5 (il puaially 4y 8 A8De Lgd
aga 3 Ay 5w b3all 3 i) B ALAIA il jaiall Of ey 13 5 s Ji8 (Adjusted R?)
oSl Geaa e a1
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G 23 il JaY) Ay sha g JaY) 5 0 5 58 a5l ABle il 1(13) 5o

ARDL gigall 5 iiall cilalea a8 puilds
Long run Short run Independent | Dependent
Prob. | Coefficient| Prob. | Coefficient Variables Variable
alLaSaY
0.0728 -0.33457 | 0.0046 0.01069 X1 sl | Al Jone
Al Y2
0.2558 -0.11698 | 0.0000 | -0.010141 X2 i yilal
0.0025 -0.472 Coin Eq(-1)
Lilaa) &l ydigall
R- Adjust R-squared Sum squared S.E. of Akaike info
squared resid regression criterion
0.999988 0.998872 0.000168 0.000857 -11.24934
EC =Y2-(-0.3346*X1 - 0.1170*X4 + 4.2235)

(EViews 12) @l _n e sl Galdl dlac) (e : jradll
iad o) (14) a2 Jsaal)l s 1l gigail BIgll IR Bla ¥ LR el
Prob. Chi-0.5673 > 0.05 «s! %5 (ssixall (s siall e LS (Prob. Chi-Square)
cad¥l oy I ol HY) AlGa 2 g g pae Sy 138 g paal) dpa jall Ji 4% 5 «Square =
O s Ly gina e Ciels ALEA) (F) dibias) dad o LS il A 3l (jiad 53 g A0 sal)
Ll cbe e Al dida 13 50,05 < 0. 5858 w1 (%5) o= ST eprob. F(2,223) des
L8 sall 1A
Breusch alaaiuly 81 gl SIA Ll W) jLadl) =306 1(14) J s
Breusch-Godfrey Serial Correlation LM Test:

Null hypothesis: No serial correlation at up to 2 lags
F-statistic 0.536021 Prob. F(2,223) 0.5858
Obs*R-squared | 1.133893 | Prob. Chi-Square(2) | 0.5673
(EViews 12) z=l_» e sl daldl alact e jaadll
o Jsaall A e Lol 1 i gall (Uadd) Culs (uilad) Culdl il JLsd) Laald
Prob.Chi-Square ! (%5) sl s siwall 3a ST (Prob.Chi-Square) 4 ol (15)
Wadll an (plif (& OO g g ade iy 138 5 aaall dpua il Jits 4 s <= 0.6767 > 0.05
Lad ) Cus Ggima g2 Gels A (F) dbbas) e o LS bl dnm jdl) ol i
O e o s e AT Jia 138 50,05 <0.6782 &l (%5) o= S cprob.F(1,234)
() sind) Uadl) s

ARCH alasiuly cpliil) il sl 3 :(15) Jsaa
Heteroskedasticity Test: ARCH

F-statistic 0.172561 Prob. F(1,234) 0.6782
Obs*R-squared | 0.173908 | Prob. Chi-Square(1) | 0.6767
(EViews 12) z<l_n e el Galill alae) (e 1 jaadll
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Aladl) gl jabiall ddarill g (5 B CLESIY) (4B (s 1) 23 gaY) 54
DR 23 sl 00 il (16) @y 5ol seday N £ 3 gall (ARDL) i) gl ¥ o)
il Al 5 ilan V) 4 sinall 3ind sl @y 5 (ARDL) Talie de ) sall gl 5 i)

(AIC) Jliae (Ao A all Cidaie ] Eua ¢l Hall 558 siall ULl Dl gl ST (a2
AT aae 3T A8y 23 sail) Al Luay (alall a8 585 LS e 1 Calail) <l 38 aae sl
il aadtial) a1 mali ) i (e Lol ol 23 sl 3 Aieiaiall il jpiciall (35 58

ARDL(L 4 «4) & s
(ARDL) i) 73 5031 5038 :(16) J 2>

Dependent Variable: Y3
Method: ARDL
Model selection method: Akaike info criterion (AIC)
Selected Model: ARDL(1, 4, 4)

Variable Coefficient | Std. Error | t-Statistic | Prob.*
Y3(-1) 1.014626 | 0.003083 | 329.064 | 0.0000

X1 0.137662 | 0.123069 | 1.118569 | 0.2645
X1(-1) -0.21443 | 0.360805 |-0.594316 | 0.5529
X1(-2) -0.10331 | 0.465827 |-0.221774 | 0.8247
X1(-3) 0.397319 | 0.358204 1.1092 0.2685
X1(-4) -0.22097 | 0.120726 |-1.830344 | 0.0685

X4 -0.04115 | 0.037313 |-1.102814 | 0.2713
X4(-1) 0.049225 0.1094 0.449957 | 0.6532
X4(-2) -0.05721 | 0.141569 |-0.404138 | 0.6865
X4(-3) 0.113536 | 0.109138 | 1.040296 | 0.2993
X4(-4) -0.06814 | 0.037058 |-1.838831 | 0.0673

C 0.046033 | 0.007511 | 6.128766 | 0.0000
R-squared 0.998269 Mean dependent var | 1.525946
Adjusted R-squared | 0.998184 S.D. dependent var | 0.252522
S.E. of regression 0.01076 Akaike info criterion | -6.17638
Sum squared resid | 0.025936 Schwarz criterion -6.00026
Log likelihood 740.8131 Hannan-Quinn criter. | -6.10538
F-statistic 11745.32 Durbin-Watson stat 0.06967

Prob(F-statistic) 0.0000

(EViews 12) zal n e el Gl dlae ) (e 1 jradll
Clelanl z1 ) 23 1l 73 sall (Bound Test) &idall Jalsill 3 gaal) jLsd) guilid Ll
AL el 3 5D Ay gl (F*) A ()5 ¢(17) a8 Jsaadl 8 JLEAY) 3¢y Aalall
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O dale 065 4 sine (5 sinal (3,87) il il saal) (F) dail) (e 1S1(28.91143) s~
A ) 5l AB3all 3 g 5 pae 5 & yilal) JalSill a5 ade (a3l adel) dpia B (b ) (1
Aokaail) g X1 (sabaB¥) LISV Lo Lagli 1 jiie 4358Y' 3 slaadl) S jae (g JaY) Al sha
ANl 25 gy il JalSall dgay (g g Alad) A dll Jiiy (X2 <l jalall
o LS il @l yarial g Taals T e 455K Y3 alall ¢S jae o Jad) Al ol 4 ) 3l
(Y dsaall (B s

Bl =3 gl (Bound Test) 2sasll sl &35 5 (17) Jsaa

F-Bounds Test

Test Statistic | Value | Signif. | 1(0) | 1(1)
F-statistic 28.91143 | 10% | 2.63|3.35

k 2 5% 3.1 |3.87
2.50% | 3.55 | 4.38
1% [4.13| 5

(EViews 12) @l » e el Sl slae) (e 1 j1adll

ey bl ) gl Undl) praaaas Jalaa g Ja¥) Ay hall 5 Ja¥) 5 _ymealll) Alaciad) Julas B
il e 2xi (18) a8, A e

Gela ll5 (-0.14626) Aasbse peadll Jadl Alaial) Aslas b Uadl) ol Aales ) |
& PRY) iy Lt de o () eds Lea (9%0.000) 4xsinall (5 sise ie 4, gina
[(1/0.14626=6.837) L i el dasas J& 235 3l 5 Jyshall JaY) xie 3153

uadll J;Y\g;auﬂ\jgahaﬁw LIS o Wiliaa) 4 giaa yue (Sl a0,k d8e da g,
oY) LISV A 50 (8 A el 5l 4y ) ) 5ol 3 O ey Le 58 5 ¢ B jadl DL Ja
O G s (535 B juall At 3l Baall A Sl (5 siee QBlE Y sl IS5 g5 Y
eday b cddal 85yl Jia Baa 2030 Jal gas e Sa sl Aladay () 55 38 0y sl Alaia)
Jos AN @l il e alaiiY) g Al dill Jelis

el g saliaiBY 1 LAY (4 sima 5 A0 3k A8e 2 g g ) gl i oy ohall JaY) b
Dhiay bl (g gtue glai ) ) Basly Bas g Hlaiay gabaBY) CLISSY) Bah ) a5 )
aed A e Ja) Jysh il 138 i (S s %] & sine (5 siase 2ie S35 (0.254966)
Al il 5 AL (LY & 535 Canaa (e lay abal) ddia 5o 1 jall LY dapids
) ol il 8 ) s dnalladl (31 gDl dda i dpai

ol Ja Y1 A (Y3) aladll 5 (X2) o poball dpdast (s 4y gina e (K15 dple de 25a 5,
Agilan) AV 13T a5 Caaas W ol palial) ddars 8 el il G i Le ¢ 1yl ala@y) Jal
Ayl B jal) ALY Aads N SlD (g a5 il Ayie 311 5 il JDIA Sl (5 shase e
Jel) 3 g sl iy cps (8 el bl Maa) e SV Al Jadill ¢l jaba (S s
Ay il

kst G %] (5 siue die A ginay Ak Ao 3 gay il jelal 28 (Jyghall JaYI A
6 sinsa £l ) ) a8 Baal g san g oty <l yaliall ddas 30l ) o) G ) calaadl) 5 <l yaliall
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glad o dalaidVly bl il ks () agm a5 (0.255982) Lliay aludll
A ) Canca a8 @lld e A3l Adlal) 2 gal) JMaiad 5 dadill ol jabia Loz Y ¢ ppaadl)
" (W5 Il SLill A A 31 Laa cileLosdl

ol 93508 3 5ail s adil e (Adjusted R?) Jasall yaaill Jalas 5 (R2) aasill Jalaa ¢
Zlall & Adaal) dlsial) ol yriall o Jixg 138 5 ) sl e (0.998184 50.998269) 4ias
Jarall 3aa)) Jalaa 5 (R?) il Jalrs (0 AN IS g el jpaially 4y 8 483e gl
b 138 5 Aagean B ya8all 3 5aW) & ALAIAN b ppaiall o iy 138 5 as B8 (Adjusted R?)
ol s e

CAEN 3 sl Ja¥) ALy gha g a1 5 0l 8 ) ) il A8Dle il (18) Jsaa

ARDL zigail 8 tial) cilalaa a5 eilds
Long run Short run Independen | Dependent
Prob. | Coefficient | Prob. | Coefficient | tVariables | Variable
LKy
0.0001 0.254966 | 0.2645 0.137662 N .
- Y3 alué
dakazil)
0.0000 0.255982 | 0.2713 | -0.041149 X2 i sl
0.0000 -0.14626 Coin Eq(-1)
Lilanl O ydsall
R- Adjust R-squared Sum sq_uared S.E. o_f Aka_ike_info
squared resid regression criterion
0.998269 0.998184 0.025936 0.01076 -6.176382
EC = Y3 -(0.2550*X1 + 0.2560*X4 - 3.1474)

(EViews 12) zal p e el Galdl dlae) (a1 jradll
Prob. ) s ol (19) &) Jsaall e s 1Y) gigadl (B gall (SN Jal ¥ LA lal
«Prob. Chi-Square =0.4485 > 0.05 «s| %5 o sixall s siall (10 <1 (Chi-Square
A gial) eUad¥) o (A Lol yY) A dsm g pae ny 1385 adall duia dll i dlag
prob. ded of Cum &y siee e Ciela ALl (F) dlban) dad o) LeS (@bl Ly il (b i
S By e e HAT dibs 1385 0.05 < 0.4691 f (%5) o ST (F(2,223)
(Sl
Breusch alaaiuly (B sall SN Jala ;W) sl =35 1(19) Jsas
Breusch-Godfrey Serial Correlation LM Test:
Null hypothesis: No serial correlation at up to 2 lags
F-statistic 0.759593 Prob. F(2,223) 0.4691
Obs*R-squared 1.603636 | Prob. Chi-Square(2) | 0.4485
(EViews 12) zel_n e sl Galdl dlae) (e jaadll
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o) sl A (e Jand 1 g¥) glgald (Uaddl (b udlat) obl) i JLd) Ll
Prob.Chi-Square i (%5) sl s siwall 3a ST (Prob.Chi-Square) 4 i (20)
ot aa ol 8 CaMA) 3 g g pde (ny 138 5 aall dpa i) Jii 4ia s = 0.7318 > 0.05
dad O G Aygine e Gels AW (F) dilas) dad o WS dlad) dpm 3l (2 5
Ol uilad ol s e JAT i 138 5.0.05 <0.7331 sl (%5) o= ST prob.F(1,234)
) sl sl o

ARCH alaainds cplall cild il =45 :(20) Jsas

Heteroskedasticity Test: ARCH

F-statistic 0.116557 Prob. F(1,234) 0.7331
Obs*R-squared | 0.117495 | Prob. Chi-Square(1) |0.7318
(EViews 12) zel » Ao ol Saldl dlae) (30 jaadll
Gl yiBall g cilaliiiuy
AN Claliita ) adadin (Sag Al ol sda A (e scilalisiay) Yl
Gl 4 adizaill Jaea s (2laBY) GLESIY) (4 sine s dga ke A8e 3 sa g Al yall gl
3acal) Camaza () o Al saliai@Y) 3laiall oo LY 138 3y 5.2023-2004 32 Dl
Gl ) Al dpadcaill b gecall JUl ) ol o) i) e aldie W) sal ) 5 daalisy)
Laia ) & Al dabaiy) clddla) o et gl ) e Gl 5l e ) e s ¢ ol
Cirazay andl (2 ey oalaadl Slndl o lehiad (e Y Al all 30l DA Gl adl 8
Gl sall Caniag il jlawd 4 sl Gl il Gl g aeliaiy ol Y]
AlE ) ol aiy)
ol OSas e P pdaill Jaa g Gl abiall Audard G 43 jla A 2 g g Al Al il |
aill el ¢l 5l e ghae OIS U o Riia (o i g ot Aagi 0K ol @l jaliall Akt g i )|
s oSN allal) aclial ) (ool La caladl (5lasy) s de sSaldl culal Y1 30l 5 8 sl o) 92: 12
e o g el ) e Slaie W) o) 355 aliy) saclall Adlia (Sl cadnaill Jase i ) o
Ao oy dpadzill o graall 5y pad () (o AN QLIS (635 Cam oy joad Jle J 90 ae 4S i
Jala )
dnSe A ) Jats Allagd) Jama s saliaBy) LAY (a0 A8Mall 3 ga g Al yall i)
oaliail Y Bas) g sas g ey salai®Y) GHLESY) g8l (0 3) cJyshall Jal) (8 4, sina g
il 13 i 0Ky 5,(0.0728) 4 size 5 siuse 2ic &lld 5 ¢(0.334574) oty Adldadl Jaxs
e 3 JaV) Jushall e ol il JS8 i Lo 1) ¢ galaB¥) Calaiy) ol adlall
YL Jie dghadill e clelUadl) (any s jpdady b bl pialV) <l i) (da 8
s Jee (i 3l L cJall g cileadll
i8] & Aadl Jaza 5 Ol jaliall dpdasi G Libaa) 4y giee e (S5 4o d83le asa s,
oS ¥ Jyshall gadl el paball ddars e 1k Gl @l il of g 138 ) el
A a8 Alad 31008 Lale Slaie V) ey ¥ g Alldad) ¥z o e ol pral 5 JS
Adadil) cilatiall Lale Cpangd S A1 jall <l jalal) Aagda ¢ gun & Aaill o jaudl (S g
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Uad GBI A bl IS5 agen Vs el Jll g Jlal Ol i€ Lo U Jadil) g Un any G
O WS Bagasse dlle yg Adlle La gl 60 e adday 48l Aald daliiue ) daaly Jao
Lo jiall Alaie W1 5 ¢ abaBY) ay siill Chmaza 8 Abiaiall 5 ¢ B pall SLaiBY) & 40 il il
deliall g de) ) IS Laliy) cileUadl) juaatl Aledll ciluldl Gl 5 dudadtll culal ) e
ABall 4 gina 2o Gl cgle 5 Cala gl G giae e @l jalall sai il A gase ) g25
dSa Al sale) () caagi 4 )ds AlS Ciladla) ) zlisg W b Labiail Ladly (uSay
Yo Jali)  Jaa) sl bl b Joailll 483 cileUndll daalie 3y 3ad 5 ol jalall
A1y Jlad IS AU

el 5 oaliaBY) LISy Ay sine 5 40 e A8DMe 2 smn g ) il jiid oy shall Ja¥) 3
Dl Al (g gl @) ) Baaly Bas g Hlatar (galaB@Y) LISV Bab ) a5 )
ped DA (e Ja¥) Jash i) 138 5adl (S5 % 1 A sina (s e ie @b 5 ¢(0.254966)
Ald ) Al e A3l (LY ¢ 91 Cania (e Al oL ddin g ) jal) ALY danla
) g ol 8 e sa Lpallall (3 gDl dda jie dyni

Lbaai (1 %1 (s e die dyginas sk Ao 3 ga y il o jelal a8 (Jy gl JaY) G
(6 siane 1 Y 358 3aa) g 3an 5 ity ol jaliall dpdaas 32 ) (o ¢ 3) caldll 5 <l yaliall
glad (o ApalaBi¥ls dpulpnd) il 8k ) 25 15 (0.255982) ey Ll
) Canca Jh 8 @l e Aalll Al Xl gadl SOl 5 cJadill <l jobia Lagas ¥ ¢l
RIS Ayrin Al 5o A 3 g g S g )Y g el dlaadll dpad By (318 Las dlelinall 5
Al aSad (e Dy 385 L e gl 5 Le gl sa (o S (8 4y ddladll 5 Aol )
Gl 8 sl ooV ol K5 raine giliil) o8 3ol AaS sl ale g dpkadill 55 L
Las eClos gall g A gal) aLa Leaal oalatl jie el gan 3ai )il oS 2l jal) 300 DA
Sladba) el al s o emmiall 5 a5 oulpaal) Glandls gobaiBy) Jilaill Loy y ) Aslad) 5
Alac 5 Aalaial ST aln) dlaBY Gund) gl ALl

AV B a5 O (S el Jseasl) o3 ) Y ¢ g b il al) L
o ASOEY) bl ol il s JOA e o pall Gl ) JBla) bl el
Agih g il 2 WY sl o) )30 5 o liall plaill aanlill o sSall acall dua 555 ¢y 5 uall
ol A1 yad) SLaBY) AINNEL 3 jad s o) shuall adzailll i panlil ) 4s gil) 138 Caagy
Apaliy) saclall Adlia Jb 8 Lala dpa il cleaall

g se Jaa 5 ¢l SLaBY) dapls qs e Uy Loy ol Cilagined Ty st A (e
O iy Lay o peall a3 5l0Y e ) (i il ) Aol AT 8 2S5 4] gl
Anhadill ye Gl jaliall dadlail) 3 a8l 3 jed g liall i 8l oy

Clabas A e dgladil) Clal ) o) @ 38 8 Lald ¢ oo sSall GaY) 200l 555 55 uia
lhll e bl adizaill (e aall ¢ SO a5 aliY) Laiial) e 3S 5i danaie 43l
Sl slasy)

alladl e 1 jad) 2L ALl lafind A (e 4 5at 31 ) oolaiBY) LIS Jyga
(JalS Qi) 485 e Uadll 8 Lia sead b pilaa) dpial) ol jlaiin) iy s jlal)
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Ll sty dee ga b B8 g Lo 5o o glrall L g1 0S5 5l Sl laaadl
el by

O A gall Caagiud dpay pi 5 dpnpe Gladlal A e (Bl al)l Jeadl (3 g A< Bale)

s Jlac Ly yid gy Al Gl jleall Aty (Jarll (3o Glalial (‘;:\L_"\S\ Gla yha
uw\hauumbcﬁ\kﬂ\uymuqb&wm c&ujid\j'é‘),}i.aj\@)w

o L il Tl ) ) 5 15] 3 AUAEN (5olia ke  ilelosall s Bl ) g
3By CHLEGYL Tyl sl sbadl) i e By Ly el ]y a3 gic
) yalall Aadazs

dbaad)

syl jalaal) Yl
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