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log(Q) clog(L) log(K)

Dependent Variable: LOG(Q)
Method: Least Squares
Date: 06/19/22 Time: 09:59
Sample: 125

Included observations: 25

Ul i W gles ok s berai &

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
C 24810749 01286149 1929016 0.0000
LOGIL) 0257335 0.026959 9545404 0.0000
LOGIK) 0.640111 0.034731 18.43063 0.0000
R-squared 0.941558 Mean dependentvar 4375734
Adjusted R-squared 0.836245 5.0 dependentvar 0.365243
S.E. of regression 0.082223 Akaike info criterion -1.817045
Sum squared resid 0187112 Schwarz criterion -1.670780
Log likelinood 2571306 Hannan-Ciuinn criter. 1776477
F-statistic 177.2195  Durbin-Watson stat 2 544657
ProbiF-statistic) 0.000000

Prob.S @WY‘ 3.«.:15\ be- o ] UJ&) ‘a-’..w (C)Uj}\ ngi))\..kﬁ.-ﬁu C)y\ﬁ\&a C:.A\ dT J@-y\-’

K JW s L alaal o ST 01 sz OF LS Fstatistic o alax] sl Jes 10,05 oo J5Y)

idlax] 2% Lad Ll s aeiie Loyl 2 0,94 U R? dpiond)l Lol Gad 545 )y Lilia] (st



il 3ok o) st de palaa

ey 3 el Jo Ju 0LV jan 4 ekl SUL) (3 WS sade 0SS Y Durbin-Watson
Dz3gad
1) draall 8l Ay Al S
Q‘t — 11,94]_;2'257}(8'6401

Bo = 24810 = 11,94

ALY e 0,26 s miip @) OB (001 A Joddl Vs 8345 (6T 0,26 s> InL Jeles
fewiy JU W) M B3l canl L)l o L sl e by Lzt JU o oY s
Al Y 3 B e xS R ~ales JU o e e 0,64 s WL S0l

) deo ) et Y el il s ZWY lgal Bl

{HO: B1+B,=1
H1: Bl + BZ < 1

W cos g Afle] et
TC — BI+BZ_1

1’V(§1+§1)
V(B1 + B1) = V(G1) + V(Bz) +2COV(By, B2)
L) Slghd) ool 1y mapd) e Cptedaall aEN Slldly Sl Bshian ol Al LSS

View — Covariance matrix

C LOGIL) LOG(K)
c 0.01654282... -0.0031866... -0.0028694..
LOGIL) -0.0031866... 0.00072679... 0.00030010...
LOG(K) -0.0028694.. 0.000320010... 0.00120623...

tdieg

V(B, + B1) = 0,00072679 + 0,00120623 + 2 x 0,00030010 = 0,02449

_ 0.64+0.25-1 _

Te = 2= = —449

Bl odn QUL Bagdall 2,8l b5 TH50° = 2.0739 sy wlausd) aedll ae 2odll ol 3l

31dem, P 31.
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Ciependent Wariable: LOG{FIB)
Method: Least Squares
Date: 06M9/22 Time: 1537
Sample: 129
Included observations: 29
Wariable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
c 8.021939 0.013897 577.2417 0.0000
ETREMD 0.033291 0.000852 309.07072 0.0000
R-squared 0.982620 Mean dependentwvar 8.4880119
Adjusted R-squared 0.9231976 S.D. dependent var 0285962
S.E. ofregression 0.0383291 Akaike info criterion -3.615518
Sum squared resid 0.038794 Schwarz criterion -3.521221
Log likelinood 54 42501 Hannan-CGuinn criter. -3.585985
F-statistic 1526.522 Durbin-Watson stat 0.293787
Prob(F-statistic) 0000000

ol Jdas b 963,33 Jdas S (3 AAL PIB wi)) il 33 I3 e & ) e
.(prob<0.05 ) Lila>| (sgas |ia

s 3047,08 e fams o 8,021939 daill S Lol Lisl 13 :C gl 2l
Y95 ,Lle3370,54 s> 1991 ale) PIB J ddadll dagdll <ilS” 1991 dad PIB S 153 dagdll Jit

36 e Jo godl Juae Oludg c(&b Jdae) Lo de) 378 S e gl Juae B Lelall L;E;u
B, =In(1+r)= r=eP1 —1=0.03385~ 3.4%
(B ol ddae ol LB 52
Lin-log z3s¢.3
25 LS i) jadl (3 o) il s ) a3 bl S s Cud) 0L
Y: = B1 + B2InX; + u; ... (6)
Bdly sy s Jan) el i Lo Yy @ pnd) By e Lin-log #354(6) sl s

B, = 2 = A&
2_AlnX_AX/X

AY = B,(BX/) . (7)

Jo o X ol nd 3 Lgre By S ol (AY) Y 2 RV 5adl (7) B o 03]
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Pl Jgudl (3 Bmoge i) il

ethod: Least Squares

ae: 06/1922 Time: 19:42
ample: 110

duded observatons: 10

Variable Coeficent Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
C 0.23850 0.091560 3224883 0.0000
LOG(DEPTOT) 0.054702 0.002025 2701333 0.0000
-squared 0.917075 Mean dependent var 47532455
Jjused R-squared 0.908710 S.D. dependent var 31143485
E. of regression 95122%6. Akaike in criterion 35.15093
um squared resid 724E+14 Schwarz criterion 3521144
>g likelihood -173.75486 Hannan-Quinn criter. 2508454
-statstc 88.47309 DurbinWatson stat 0.984417
rob(F-statstc) 0.000013

&% 0,095 4 & SN feles L Wilax] Bgime (633 iy 8yl dLalall = of g
. 0,055

s 1 T e el A e GUY e O bl 3106 de SV Sl 5 13 «f

.0,0005
Reciprocal models dwsSabl =3l .4
U o)) el sl s S
1
Yo=p + BZ(X_t) + U ... (8)

28 Sy oladall & s m3sad) M i Sae Bl i) padly ol pad) Cp B3 E
(Philips) ol Jlgs dd z3ladl o gl Vs fanty X @ s

4 H.Working(1943), Statistical Laus of family expenditure, Journal of the American Statistical Association,
Vol.38 ,pp 43-56.
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Depalim; = 3; + B, (;) + U; ... (8)

Deptot,

Dependent Variable: DEPALIM
Method: Least Squares
Dake: 081922 Time: 2002
Sample: 110
Induded observations: 10

Variable Coefficent Std. Errar t-Siatistic Prab.

C 0.0SETEZ 0.00%418 1048551 0 J060K06D

1/ DEPTOT 1454 554 63 S8TEE Z2T3334 0 060060
R-sguarsd 08638370 Mean dependent var 47932455
Adjusted R-sguarsd 0.593187 5.0 dependent var 31143485
5.E. of regression 19864401 Akaikz info oriterion 38 .82381
Sum squared resid 316E+15 Schwarz criernion 35.68413
Log likelibeod -181.1181 Hanman-Cuinn criker. 3555723
F-stafistic 1412208 DuwrbiniWatson stat 0. 859518

Frobi{F-stafisfic) 0.005561

0,099 . i gy ablil 2ed 25 .(Prob<0.05) oY asla>] d¥> wl3 JudV oiales OF L
sl el @ A e WYl dam s Gand (U e (i 1l olaadl e sl 13 & )
055w iy oliadl dndy Depalim s Jiee 0F 4} 525 Bod 2emshl 3L ¢ % 9,8 Lls= aledl &

Polynomial regression models 3gud-) < piS £ 236 .5
P S e 2 am ) e sgudl ST 2300 LK

Y, = Bo + Bit + Bt? + ug.... (9)
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Dependent Variable: FIB
Method: Least Squares
Date: 06M9/22 Time: 16:39
Sample: 129

Included observations: 29

Wariable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Frob.

C 3068211 T7.61944 39.52890 0.0000

@WTREMD 90.88262 1283383 7.081439 0.0000
ETREMD*@TREMD 2667375 0442862 G.023039 0.0000
R-squared (0.989872 MWean dependentwvar 5050.090
Adjusted R-squared 0.989093 5.D. dependentwvar 1427 188
S.E. of regression 149.0505 Akaike info criterion 12.94414
Sum squared resid AYTE17.4  Schwarz criterion 13.08559
Log likelihood -184. 6901 Hannan-CGuinn criter. 12.98844
F-statistic 1270.581 Durbin-Watzon stat 0.333476

Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000

Dk WSTsal bl (S

PIB; = 3068.211 + 90.882t + 2.6673t?

1Tt ol andl Wslall Blazsl gt PIB o Jdws L Gysime 3)0all o Lalald o ol ™

dy
dt

dy

— =B, + 2B,t

Olmgs By 9 By oo WSOV Cmpr 59

— =90.882 + 2 X 2.6673t = 90.882 + 5.3346t

dt
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DA el Al Sl i Jies Cles S8

dlnYt

i By + 2P,t
1dye _
voar By + 2B,t
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InPIB, = By + Byt + Brt% + u,

Dependent Variable: LOG(PIB)
Method: Least Squares

Date: 0618722 Time: 2219
Sample: 129

Included observations: 29

Wariable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.

C 8.033055 0.020146 398.73449 0.0000

@TREMD 0.030821 0.003331 9. 2526495 0.0000
ETREMD*@TREMND 8.82E-05 0.000115 0. 767486 0.4497
R-squared 0.8983005 Mean dependentvar 8.483019
Adjusted R-squared 0.981698 S.0D. dependentwvar 0.285962
S.E. of regression 0.038687 Akaike info criterion -3.568855
Sum squared resid 0.038813 Schwarz criterion -3.427510
Log likelihood 54748984 Hannan-CQwuinn criter. -3.524656
F-statistic 7519378 Durbin-Watson stat 0.293131

Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000

ru—\ L?li-\.U\ CFU\ },C Jdae oleo

1 dPIB;
PIB; dt

= By + 2Bt
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9B _ 030821 + 2 x 0.0000882t
PIB; dt
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View — correlogram

Date: 06/05/22 Time: 1732
Sample: 1960 2013
Included observations: 59

Autocorrelation Partial Correlation AC PAC Q-Stat Prob

I

L Rt s R [ O R L Y

0.943 0943 55190 0.000
0.884 -0.052 10450 0.000
0.821 -0.059 14724 0.000
0760 -0.018 18568 0.000
0716 0116 21987 0.000
0.670 -0.057 250371 0.000
0.620 -0.062 27692 0.000
0.575 0.014 30022 0.000
0.529 -0.014 32034 0.000
0.484 -0.028 33755 0.000
0.447 0034 35254 0.000
0.407 -0.053 36520 0.000
0.364 -0.052 37556 0.000
0.320 -0.036 38377 0.000
0277 -0.012 39003 0.000
0.224 -0135 394271 0.000
0.165 -0.099 39655 0.000
0107 -0.027 39755 0.000
0.047 -0.065 39775 0.000
-0.007 -0.033 39776 0.000
-0.057 -0.026 3983.07 0.000
-0.112 -0.094 39929 0.000
-0.166 -0.070 40205 0.000
-0.215 -0.002 40681 0.000
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Quick — estimate var — endegenous variables = nom de variable — ok

Quick — estimate var — endegenous variables - TC — ok

Dk el 6 denss e TC aned) aludlld 315 s gl
View — lag structure — lag length criteria = ok

L}L’J\ ij\:l-‘ le.& J&d} e ;.Lbl SjL.% J}iﬁi )\.;‘.41

VAR Lag Order Selection Criteria
Endogenous variables: TC
Exogenous variables: C

Date: 06/05/22 Time: 19:33
Sample: 1960 2018

Included cbservations: 54

Lag Logl LR FFE AlC SC HQ
o -271.0125 (RN 1389.450 1007454 1011137 10.08874
1 -155.3709 2227172 19.89975 5.828550 5.902217 5.856961
2 -151.8259 6.696106 1811117 5734291 5.844790 5776906
3 -151.6733 0.252541 15.69156 5765678 5.913010 5.822498
4 -14T7 5779 T.432449% 1667127 565651032 6B.835197* B 722057~
5 -147.3989 0.218118 1719271 5.681441 5.902440 5.76EET2

* indicates lag order selected by the criterion

LR: sequential modified LR test statistic (each test at 5% level)
FPE: Final prediction errar

AlC: Akaike information criterion

SC: Schwarz information criterion

HQ: Hannan-Quinn information criterion

NPEIPY ol de byl & 5l =4 » aladld) ods 1ol cla ) donys Jeadl Lis S
Ul el asag ) 2 aed e slas) Ll LS « SC AIC
AUl olglad s Sl g aLal (ADF les) e
Intercept abld J& g8 koo Al § 8igll gyl @

View — Unit root test — augmented Dickey fuller — test for unit root in Level —
includ in the test equation — intercept — ok

P Jpd (3 Bl el Wl
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rull Hypothesis: TOC has a unit root
Exogenous: Constant
Lag Length: 1 ¢Automatic - based on S, maxlag=10%»
—-=Statistic FrobD.™
Augmented Dickey—Fuller test statistic 0. 993292 09961
Test critical values: 1%6 lewvel -3 550396
5%6 laeweal -2 913549
10%% level -=2. 594521
*Macklinmnon (1295} one-sided p-values=s._
Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent WVariable: DTS
Method: Least Sqguares
Crate: O6/05/22 Tirme: 19:50
Sample fadiusted): 192652 2018
INncluded observations: 57 after adjustmeaents
Wariable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Frob.
TC-1) O.016324 D.O0156352 o 993292 0. =226
T =10 0. 265710 0122296 2762251 Q.007Fs
L= 0. 714200 . 751535 D0.9503222 0. 2452
R-sguared O 124225 Mean dependent var 1. 95295
Adjusted R-sguared o.154115 =S 0. dependent var 4. 222097
S E. ofregression £ 020304 Akaike info criterion 5 B676757
Sum sguared resid S7F7. 1409 Schwar=z criterion 5 7854286
Log likelihood -158. 78746 Hanmnnman—-Cuinmn criter. 5 TFT15546
F-statistic 5. 101407 Durbin-Wwatson stat 1. 941526
Prob(F-statistic) 00040832

Trend and Intercept als olfly abld o (s3:f A V= § 3ugl yir JLas) @

View — Unit root test — augmented Dickey fuller — test for unit root in Level —»
includ in the test equation — trend and intercept — ok

W) C?L:.J\ J.@.la_?

Ul Hypothesis: TG has a unit root
Exogenous: Constant, Linear Trend
Lag Length: 3 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=10%
t-Statistic Prob. =
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic 2 oM9z2aF 05780
Test critical values: 1 %6 lewvel —1 133835
Son lewel -3 493692
10% lewvel —3.1 75593
“Mackinmon (1995) one-sided p-values_
Augrmentsd Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Wariable: D(TC
rMethod: Least Squares
Date: OG/MOS/Z2 Time: 19:49
Sample (adiusted) 1964 2013
INcluded observations: S5 after adjustments
wariable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
T Y -D.OF2397F 0035353 —Z.0192287 o.oas9
DTS- 3 e o 12e8832 3 258275 O 000
DTS2 —0. 195406 oO.1zas62 -1 azos2- o.1s18
DT 33 O 414271 0. 1=222a7 = 103624 o, o021
= —-2.314391 1. 432940 —1.515134 o 1127
EBTREMND 19607 o.1ss189 0. 076242 = aa2089 o.o183
R-squared O 2FTSOE2 Mean dependent var =2 020127
Adjusted R-sqguared o.M 1=Za= S D dependent var A4 AASATE
S E. of regression = 6580642 Akaike info criterion 5 551605
Sum squared resid BE57. 0596 Schwars criterion S FFOS87T
Log likelihood - 145 . 6621 Hannan—Quinn criter. 5. 636287
F-statistic 5. 881564 Durbin-wWatson stat R = =t
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000247F

None guo\é&‘ﬂjcb\é@;‘ﬂg}:ﬁYM&J\;—@B.\;—,S\);\;)L;.M °

View — Unit root test — augmented Dickey fuller — test for unit root in Level —
includ in the test equation — none — ok
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Hull Hypothesis: T has a unit root
Exogenous: MNanea
Lag Length: 1 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=10)
t-Statistic FProb. >
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic 2 071996 0.9901
Test critical values: 126 lewvel -2 6061632
5% lewvel -1 . 946654
10% lewvel -1.612122
*Mackinnon (19956) one-sided p-values.
Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Wariable: D{TCh
Method: Least Sqguares
Drate: OG/05/22 Time: 1953
Sample (adjusted): 1962 2018
Included observations: 57 after adjustments
wWariable Coefficient =Std. Error -Statistic FProb.
TC-1) D0.02Z281F7F D0.012824 2071996 00420
DT -1 0. 272809 0132068 2822854 Q0055
R-sguared 01706832 Mean dependent var 1.95838395
Adjusted R-sguared O.155605 S D. dependent var 4. 2352097
S E. ofregression 4 DZ2EeT52 Akaike info criterion 5.6858255
Sum squared resid g291.8104 Schwarz criterion 5.729941
Log likelinood -159. 2602 Hannan-Quinn criter. S5.6861 14
Durbin-WWatson stat 1. 941F7F1

Augmented Dickey-Fuller test o3 of L3 &3 3Ll pai I e Ll Josdl) il
Ulazml L=y 9610 %5 %145l Slszns e Critical values 22 o) s &)lis $p00 statistic
o Qg sgd) Jdo o (65 ALl o anguall 3ol L (ol 0,05 Jlaxb @yl lao 87
oEY alas OF plall oY1y wblll e (g5 ) 30l Gol Gl Jodd) S e Lo S5 LaST
ool ple old) sgmg e 0r b Brall aw il lEal ade LWLy (D05 Bgias Syt s (Ssine plal)
AW Al r Gl Ol 5l Sl Sl 8l Lemins 8 Adid) fady

A Skt w3t odn 51>y

View — Unit root test — augmented Dickey fuller — test for unit root in 1st difference —
includ in the test equation — none — ok

0.05 oo B30 525 0,0004 Jlaz>ly N YU (3 o azal duddl OF ey Jo¥1 3,4 dsl s

Null Hypothesis: D(TC) has a unit root
Exogenous: Constant, Linear Trend

Lag Length: 0 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=10)

t-Statistic Prob.*

IAugmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -5.208359 0.0004
Test critical values: 1% level -4.127338
5% level -3.490662
10% level -3.173943
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*MacKinnon (1996) one-sided p-values. |

Uy Phillips-Perron Ll Ly o 651 Jlasl Jleminl Gl me dhedes )l izl 0 STWI S
Al il ks Ldany

W) sjh;\ Cuu \.Laj A1 ol a3 oM CSLA.:J\ & w)\ YOO Gl las) L&.c ila>%s
Add all —» All Unit root test

gised Lad @ Lede danall Al ULy (Lo B dl) BTt izl TC Al OF o2 25Led) 2zl
GSVE dTCt FRFS A

dTCt = TCt - TCt—l
I Slladl el Iy daly Ol @ Rk ALl e Lew ALl Byl Rl e Wl g3l

Quick = Graph — Taux de change D(taux de change)
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View — correlogram — 1st dif ference — ok
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Date: 06/05/22 Time: 21:01
Sample: 1960 2018
Included observations: 58
Autocorrelation Partial Correlation AC PAC Q-Stat  Prob
| 1 1 0.408 0.408 10160 0.001
— = — " . 2 0145 -0.026 11.458 0.003
> [mm iy 3 0.352 0.364 19.344 0.000
= N 4 0476 -0.135 21.349 0.000
o mo oo 5 0.120 0.142 22287 0.000
= T 6 0185 -0.023 24578 0.000
N o 7 -0.092 -0.249 251154 0.001
] o o 8 -0.212 -0.155 28295 0.000
= N 9 -0.125 -0.117 29.400 0.001
N s 10 -0.092 0103 20013 0.001
s I s I 11 -0.235 -0.196 34.097 0.000
s N 12 -0.284 -0.058 40214 0.000
i I i 13 -0.161 0.067 42210 0.000
| = 14 -0.064 0156 42537 0.000
oo T | 15 0.082 0.272 43.079 0.000
oo N 16 0.041 -0122 43222 0.000
N T 17 -0.047 0.034 43406 0.000
oo I 18 0.077 -0.016 43919 0.001
oo i 19 0.070 -0.164 44351 0.001
I - 20 0160 0131 46704 0.001
T i 21 0.229 -0.072 51.619 0.000
oo oo 22 0.027 0031 51687 0.000
] g o 23 0.008 -0.064 51.692 0.001
= oo 24 01135 0051 53551 0.000

ol aah Jig J=s h =45...24 igmd 27 0 asndl ldal) O odel il e Lo
el o e 5 ailis
Estimation piddl de e 45l dd> L
ey o ST 8l Sl gl b dhasdl L3 Lad LS gl LY Al s e

Lie 55 o S G LUV Al JM e LS LT3 ety T el e wlegs LS 0L
P o AW ada (3 A 3L P U Y b de ) Al 3 2E Iy 35 T el

ARIMA(1.1.1),ARIMA(L.1.3) , ARIMA(3.1.1), ARIMA(3.1.3) : AR(1); MA(3); MA(1), AR(3)

L}L:J\ Jjw\;‘\ L,} RJJ.LU C_?L:.M L;l u-\ajjj ;.U\ L) c.aj\l\ JW\J CJLA.J‘ oda @n" J:gJ\.E.IJ L

! ool i) il yasede 12 Jour

) bl dadee O3 oladall sas
Sc s Aic jlas ) RZL1dl falas il 3l
Sigma? i gine
5.84 5.73 19,43 0.15 2 ARIMA(1.1.0)
5.89 5.74 13,55 0.16 2 ARIMA(1.1.1)
5.55 5.69 13,01 0.30 3 ARIMA(3.1.1)
5.96 5.85 15,14 0.04 1 ARIMA(3.1.0)
5.88 5.74 14,13 0.16 2 ARIMA(1.1.3)
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6.007 5.86 16,55 0.06 1 ARIMA(3.1.3)
5.88 5.77 15,12 0.11 2 ARIMA(0.1.1)
5.93 5.82 18,24 0.07 2 ARIMA(0.1.3)

7358 3n ghet bl OF LS Joud) (3 sl bkl e slazeVly (23l oda I35 s
iadee 2ad 3y (R? il Lalak 30 STy SC JLas 5 AIC el a3 81 334 1)l ARIMA(3.1.1)
P QW gl e Eviews 10 mane 3 mdsedl ,ai . Sigma” ool
Quick — Estimate equation — ols
W) e LSS islal) Ak LS e (g

dTC ¢ AR(3) MA(1)
o)l 2SI dgral) Lo o Q) Jgddl (3 Bge i) Zw

Dependent Wariable: D{TC)

Method: ARMA Maximum Likelihood (OPG - BHHH)

Date: 06/06/22 Time: 10:58

Sample: 1961 2018

Included ocbservations: 58

Convergence achieved after 23 iterations

Coefficient covariance computed using ocuter product of gradients

Wariable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Frob.
L= 1.921764 1.671790 1149524 02554
AR(3) 0.235441 0.129201 2. 409750 00194
MACTY 0454988 0153536 3.028534 00038
SIGMASC 1201078 1.7328816 7482548 00000
R-squared 0. 200708 Mean dependent var 1.925121
Adjusted R-squared 02612858 S.D. dependent var 4. 3251097
S.E. of regression 2. T38253 Akaike info criterion 5553104
Sum squared resid 54 6251 Schwarz criterion 5. 695204
Log likelihnood -157.0400 Hannan-Ciuinn criter. 5.608455
F-statistic T.r40302 Durbin-Watson stat 1.931807
Prob({F-statistic) 0000217
Inverted AR Roots 69 .25+ 50i - 25600
Inverted MA Roots - 456

Diagnostic  gwseid! jamdll d>ye 12Ul A L

‘bu)Y\ Cu 0 CJ}A-J\ J i L;;\y Al )y 8}14_44 oda (’-:3) (dap=d Z\.L>-J.ﬁ L;i J.,a: CJ).C J.\mi .,\g..)\; BEY
SJ.LZ.U v:.ﬁ)\ & oldalad é;w ALY bﬁl L“;Q.rlzj\ G’J)ﬂ\ 9 uwb;ﬂ‘ 9

Ui 39y LY sy Ll 235adl Slod Corelogram sof) LYl bz ooy solas ol T
P ) e e 3R b 0y cande e elas DU 310 BLY)

view — residual diagnostics — corelogram Q statistics
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Date: 06/06/22 Time: 11:44

Sample: 1960 2018

Included observations: 58

C-statistic probabilities adjusted for 2 ARMA terms

Autocorrelation Fartial Correlation AC PAC

Q-Stat

Frob

0.028 0.028
-0.020 -0.020
-0.029 -0.038
0118 0120
0.052 0.051
0.226 0230
! -0.193 -0.2086
! -0.120 -0.115
! -0.106 -0.120
! 0.078 0.018
! 11 -0.137 -0.141
! 12 -0.257 -0.295
! 13 -0.105 0.023
! 14 0007 0.011
! 15 0142 0219
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Ll

4
LI e N O SR A W P

li;iiii;;;;;
n_mmll

i

17 -0.156 -0.067
18 0.031 0.168
19 -0.009 -0.190
20 0171 0070
21 0158 0.005
22 -0.019 -0.042
23 -0.087 -0.020
24 0152 0.006

SR —

._.._._.____l.-_.__l.

0.0468
0.0704
01683
1.0605
1.2856
47142
T.2612
B.2669
9.0604
9.5031
10.594
15.874
16.730
16.734
18.366
18.974
21.044
21128
21136
23.811
26.165
26.199
26.943
29.322

& Q e OF LS o 90 95 48 (Ssims die dsine 5é PACFs ACF @ls odlalas OF Lol

LN LAfLX%Al_, 50, — 36,42 %5 agj.uu (Sgimnsy 24 3{]>- 3},-).3 L & L‘EKZ‘-“-:-; o Jﬁ 29,32 ] J-LZJ

wolbszal Sy Jande s29 (o d> ) Lok O mosadl Wb Luasess O3faaadl Jlg oyl wlfsn 292 pds

3

s)=Ys « White, Lzl ARCH L) e &5 (3 bazsl ande o slas N1 L5 ol jlas Y adly

P skt i pend) 3 Las Y s

view — residual diagnostics - Heteroskedasticity test - ARCCH

view — residual diagnostics — Heteroskedasticity test - White

AU Jgud) 3 B9 ARCH Lzl il @

Heteroskedasticity Test: ARCH

F-statistic 0.010766  Prob. F(1.55)
Obs*R-squared 0.011155 Prob. Chi-Square(1)

0.a177
0.9159

sls Y1 s Gl of ol e L LWLy 0.05 . 8T F-Statistic 2l 0 >

AW Jeadl (3 @ White jlas) s @

Heteroskedasticity Test: White

F-statistic 1.35E+25 Prob. F(14,43)

0.0000
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Obs*R-squared 58.00000 Prob. Chi-Square(14) 0.0000
Scaled explained SS 244.7602 Prob. Chi-Square(14) 0.0000

el )l Ol A L LWLy 0.05 o jrel F-Statistic alle) OF L Pl ol Y s

W) wlgkdl Ll Eviews gase 3 ot (Slod) dbadid  anall apjodl) jLas | gs"“]’ e)ﬁ'-“ o

view — residual diagnostics — histogram — normality test

24
Series: Residuals
20 ] Sample 1961 2018
Observations 58
15 1 Mean 0.034609
Median -0.859846
12 | Maximum 17.03756
Minimum -5.122022
8 Std. Dev. 3.638381
i L Skewness 2.304434
Kurtosis 1064621
4 ]
Jarque-Bera 196.7114
o " t ; I ] ] | ] . . B | Probability 0.000000
-6 -4 -2 a 2 4 5 8 10 12 14 16 18

Aasdll o 5T 29239 5 a5 ) Skewness B Jolas 2ed o BNaly Led] fosd) ) o

Aol o 5ST 29 10,64 2 45 &) Kurtosis <llid) folas 2ed opag  bldl 2o 235 Wby 1,96

Jarque- Aslax] IS e U3 e aSTHI S WS¢ Bl Alakd el mllidl 208 a8y 045 S 1,96
)l o) w2 slas Y il adey 0,05 oo BT aglaxY) ods Lz OF o> &~ Bera

e i oS3 ool e sl 2300l Wby i OF g 3l 2wl gl o anlall sl OF Ly
ol ¢ @l Zged) I e Bl jaw alllld gl 4

Forecast il doyo 1dayl JI dl L

Db 05 e o gadlly Al s 06 ) ) 5l s gl e pesn pLA) LSS Al U ods (3
LAl o e Ty ggf ey i}“j‘ 98 Lagy Ul 5dly (i)

P il phged) B An riaall 13 gd) @

view — actual; filted; residual — actual; filted; residual

ZL}\.:.S\ Lé"‘;l‘ L;.c JM
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obs Actual Fitted Residual Residual Flot
1961 (o] 1.64162... -1.6416... ' '
1962 0 1.09F36... -1.0973 .. ' '
1962 o 112064, -1.1206... ' '
1964 (o] 0782110 -0.7831 ' '
1965 o 0.91556... -0.9155... ' '
1966 o 085219 .. -0.8521 ' '
1967 o 0.881017... -0.8810... ' '
1968 (o] 086749 . -0.8674 ' '
1969 0 0.87375... -0.8737... ' '
1970 (o] 0.87084... -0.8708. .. ' '
1971 -0.0240... 0.87219... -0.8961.. ' '
1972 -0.4320... 0.86040. .. -1.2924 ' '
1973 -0.5189__. 067F617... -1.1951 ' '
1974 0.21899... 0.71333... -0.4943 ' '
1975 -0.23220._. 090235 . -1.1343 ' '
1976 0.217499... 0.57557... -0.3605... ' '
1977 -0.0169._. 1.18292 . -1.1999 ' '
1978 -0.181 0.64135... -0.8223 .. ' '
1979 -0.112 0.95686... -1.0798. .. ' '
1980 -0.0160... 0.F6930... -0.7853.. ' '
1981 0.47899... 0.85125... -0.3722 . ' '
1982 0.27599... 1.06612... -0.7901.. ' '
1983 0.19700... 0.90435... -0.7073... ' '
1984 019399 .. 110888 .. -0.9148 ' '
1985 0.04499... 0.94429 . -0.8992 . ' '
1986 -0.2259 . 092504 . -1.2510. ' '
18987 0.14799... 0765047 .. -0.6124. . ' '
1988 1.065 1.00742. .. 0.05757... ' 3 '
1989 1.694 119454 . 0.49945 ' L '
1990 1.349 1.55901... -0.2100. . T '
1991 9.51499... 1.53671... 7.97828._.. ' >
1992 3.36299... 5.55516... -2.1921... '] '
1993 1.509 071020 079869 ' '
1994 11. 714 4.84022... G.B87377... ' '
19495 12,604 5601432 . T.00256.. ' '
1996 F.O3600... 5.03941... Z.04658... ' T
1997 295799 .. 6.15811... -32.2001.__ i '
1998 1.03199... 4.01700... -2.9850.. '
1999 F.83500... 2.26606... 5568932 '

2000 8.68600... 485884, 3.82715... '

2001 1.95499... 2.40288... -1.4478... ' '
2002 246699 .. 223205 .. -0.F7&650. ' '
2003 -2.2870... 2.83502.. -G6.1220.. 1 '
2004 -5.3339... -09137._ -4 4202 '
2005 1.217499... 0.04929. .. 1.16570... ' [
2006 -0.6289__. 1.05201._. -1.6810. ' '
2007 -3.3550... -1.2937... -2.0612.. ' '
2008 -4.7090... 0.72623. -54352 . '
2009 8.06400... -1.4511... 952518 ' i}o
2010 1.73899... 4.58082... -2.8418... li '
2011 -1.4479 . -1.6238_ O AATFTEET . ' '
2012 4.59799... 4.063290... 0.532409.. ' ; '
2012 1.83199. .. 210880 .. -02768. . [ '
2014 1.21099... 0.66269... 0.548330... ' 1
2018 201120, 2074432 . 170375 ' '
2016 8.75199... 9.81391... -1.0619.. v
2017 1.53000... 1.18956... 0.24043 ' > '
2018 5.62099... 818180... -2.5608. .. | '

2 8 gy Bl 0> Rgad aagdl 8 el (30 JE gy Filted ssas)l 3 2018 2 bW 2ad 2T
il B3l 20l Jo Jgamdl ¢ 62099. 2 2018 3a)l (3 )5 ais TC J adidl a3l L 8.8180

Lok Wpss TC I LY
dTC= TC 2018- TC2017

TC2018= dTC+ TC17

TC2018= 8.8180 + 110.973 =119.155
2,561 o5 bz (1116,594 ., a5 & aad ey 1)ls 119.155 1 2 TC Jaal Jo0s &5l aadl) aseg
iU 3kt b s C.SJWA\ B Ay il B e
proc — structure resize curent page — end data 2020
psh & UL ol Z3aadl pin Laaw psi 2021 5 2019 i 226 15 e (o0f Al e Jad
rJu Jodd! (3 aaally s 5l mﬁ\ o ey i s gl

TC s 3l ool g
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119.616 2019
121.407 2020
123.233 2021

ods penl ) A Aal) OF ol gLV (3 et Bpall e OF LS5 i) oda I35 s
b Ul (3 s Sy ool 31 L 00 (il g Jaih dmly 3y Jo laib Laslazel bl
Ol Joe Bl pslae Lo B Jel dols Joll cule Cg b jsgby ol UL jsglary psles sa
e e BB Yy Sl e LaslazelST clasladl (3 595 OF 230 gl e ol 10 (L (31
(A OOl 2T Ui Bhasl) Ty (el ez 83Lj9 Aeall j2eid

ol ety ohlasl sus ey L JSKa w065 OF Jleast G caead) 2l oy 1986 an

ra Ul sl I~ B (RRERIN-Y

view — stability diagnostics — chow test

Chow Breakpoint Test 1588
Mull Hypothesis: Mo bresks at speciied breskpoints

Equation Sample: 1561 2018

Wall Sttistic 2470125 Prob. Chi-Square(T)

02208

the null hypothesis, the impact of this diference wnishes
aoymptoticalhy

WARMING: the M A backrasts difier for the ongingl and test equation. Undsr

A1 1952 @i n 2 gl ) s sl dols llane gl a5 ol sk 1) JUb

2015 a4,

Rl Wy 1 oY1 Al L

Olys o jpiae Jlie s r el s Jsad) Se 2

ARIMA model forecast based on EViews software
Lihua Ma et al 2018 IOP Conf. Ser.: Earth Environ. Sci. 208 012017
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2015 2l ) 1952 oo suzal) 3dll I GDP 5 B 5aj ally gmal) sl sddl bl bk Wil i @
N ol byl ity el e e padl LU e O3 adl) 1iag

gdp
[700,000

600,000 _|

500,000 |

400,000 |

[300,000 -

200,000 |

100,000 -

(o}

55 60 65 70 75 80 85 920 95 00 05 10 15

(\.J\ NeAY S Gads led eby o Bt pf Aedl) dldl) of o> L}L:.J\ LS"‘L\ I e

Correlogram (sowe gy @

Date: 06/06/22 Time: 1516
Sample: 1952 2015
Included cbservations: 64

Autocorrelation FPartial Correlation AC PAC Q-Stat Prob

0.897 0.897 53.890 0.000
| 0.792 -0.060 96.618 0.000
| 0.690 -0.046 412956 0.000
| 0.592 -0.035 415426 0.000
| 0.500 -0.035 47218 0.000
| 0.423 0.016 418521 0.000
| 0.353 0.008 19474 0.000
. 0.296 -0.037 20136 0.000
| 0.244 0.004 20593 0.000
| 10 0.203 0.017 209.16 0.000
1
1
1
I
I
I
I
I

W00~ MmN & k=

11 0169 -0.002 211.43 0.000
12 0139 -0.004 213.00 0.000
13 0114 -0.002 214.08 0.000
14 0.092 -0.011 21479 0.000
15 0.070 -0.012 21521 0.000
16 0.049 -0.013 21543 0.000
17 0.020 -0.015 21551 0.000
18 0.010 -0.020 21552 0.000

TTTTTF??III[IIIIII

LY Als e 298 ey LMy ol Gl LLEYI W ol jeals LN i) N

29 M 3,8 Box-pierc &fle>Yy Q=21552 i3 (Lag=18) 18 ;- die Ld LS ¢ g4 31

i pde o Ll ST s p8 2l OF e Jo b hag (18 & 2y e S e e ST
Sl el Ll Camtes Al

dhdd) Ayl i dlyld ADF Ll @
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Mull Hypothesis: GOP has a unit root
Exogenous: Constant, Linear Trend
Lag Length: ¥ (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=10)

t-Statistic Prob.*

Auamented Dickev-Fuller test statistic 3427TE5 1.0000
Test critical values: 1% level -4 130526

5% level -3.482148

10% level -3.174802

*Mackinnon (1996) one-sided p-values.

28 03 b Aldld) (3 8 gl) i sy op L JWLy 0.05 e ST ADF abas) Jlexs! OF Lol
ALt OF Ll el IS e LS5 ST (V) o dgadl pds die Sl s e Jhames)s s
it 1 iy BY LV Gl dal badny coldanadl (gpdl il sl eI (W) e ds

AW el ) fossy ¢ Gadl dsfy andall wn)le gl sl da ADF Ll deass

MNull Hypothesis: DLOGGDF has 3 wnit root
Exogenous: Constant
Lag Length: 1 (Auwbmatc - based on 51C, mardag=10)

t-Sististic Prob*

Augmented Dickey-Fuller st statistic -4.340237 0.0005
Test crifical values: 1% el -3.5420ET
5% el -2.910019
10°% kel -2 552545

sl e ds T ey izl dlud) 03] prob<0.05 Of L

Qs P o sty dloggdp Hededd 3319 G BLEYY @13 sovis gy @

Crate: 0G/0G6/22 Time: 15:33
Sample: 1952 2015
Included observations: 63

Autocorrelation FPartial Correlation AC PAC Q-Stat Prob

|

WO~ M W R =2
o
[
o
1)
o
Y
w
w

0.587¥ 058587 22732 0.000
0.202 -0.217 25460 0.000
0.006 -0.017 25463 0.000
003656 0133 25554 0.000
. . 28.458 0.000
0.317 0116 35669 0.000
0.262 -0.010 40712 0.000
0.064 -0117 41.025 0.000
0.022 0143 41.064 0.000
. . 41.467 0.000
11 0.079 -0.109 41.962 0.000
12 0.075 -0.011 42414 0.000
12 0120 0168 432801 0.000
14 0123 0.001 45074 0.000
15 0126 0.040 46429 0.000
16 0.023 -0.188 46474 0.000
17 -0.064 -0.002 46.843 0.000
18 -0.121 -0.046 48166 0.000

I]!TT!I

-_l__'_l_tl_"'_

—
o
=]
=]
=l
P
=]
=
L
(9]

Bopppeee—=

ool o aadl Jlg =0 h =3,4..,18 Slemdl ol o gl oldall O oSl (il e Lo
Al Al gl e Lot J L ey il 2 a3
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Estimation piédl i 45l dd> L
S LY A I ey @ ket il i LS U DLV Al el L) s S e
Pk LS 2 el 3Ll ) M g P B b LS S

ARIMA(0.1.1)c ARIMA(0.1.2), ARIMA(L1.1.0): ARIMA(L.1.1); ARIMA(L.1.2)¢
ARIMA(2.1.0), ARIMA(2.1.1) ; ARIMA(2.1.2) ;

:Qw‘ Jgd) & &gl éw J! W s zsw oda S iy lod

. Ll Lelas I3 oldadl sue
SC e AIC  jlas Sigma? il 3l
R? 4 ginn
241 252 prob<0.05 031 1 ARIMA(0.1.1)
-2.39 -2.50 prob<0.05 0.33 1 ARIMA(1.1.0)
.40 254 prob<0.05 0.33 1 ARIMA(L.1.2)
.40 254 prob<0.05 0.33 1 ARIMA(2.1.1)
-2.10 -2.23 prob>0.05 0.15 1 ARIMA(2.1.2)

P Jgd) (3 g i s (ARIMA(LL1.0) z3sed) g2 2398 ol julall odis onmg

Dependent Wariable: DLOGGDP

Method: ARMA Maxximum Likelihood (OPG - BHHH)

Date: 0240221 Time: 1837

Sample: 1953 2015

Inciuded obssrvations: 53

Convergence achiswed ater 4 ierations

Coefident cosariance computed using outer product of gradients.

Wariable Coefiicient  Std. Error t-Siatistic Frob.

c 0110657 0020845 5 304783 000D
ARf1) 0.550815  0.113374 5.212058 0,000
SIGMASQ 0.004146  0.0B0ETE 6. 102246 0.000D
R-sgusrsd 03521 8T Mean dependsnt var 0. 105758
Adjusted R-sguarsd 0.320553 5.0. dependent war 0080542
5.E. of regression 0.035280 Akzik= iny oriterion -2 548578
Sum sguared resid 0261158 Schwarz crierion -Z.443525
Log likelibood 83.18820 Hannan-2winn crier. -2 505541
F-ztafistic 16.30864 CrurbinAWatson stat 1.706741
Prob{F-statistic) 0.000002

Inwerted AR Roots 88

Slod) pamd b o gy 1 el A e cddW) A L)

radUl lglad gLk Iy Slodl u s @

view — actuel, filted residual — actuel, filted graph — ok

JW gl el e fiass
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Actual

’ — Residual Fitted ‘

T3l 3 ST e o Vs (pa b gl AR () g, OF LS

Sl OF oo STl Vg leill 2300l 31 Corelogram oy g 1 Slgd! ek dyyl it dulys @

N ool Jaal jesss e sle

Date: 06/06/22 Time: 1547

Sample: 1952 2015

Included observations: 63

Cl-statistic probabilities adjusted for 1 ARMA term

Autocarrelation Partial Correlation AC PAC  0Q-Stat  Prob

CoE CoE 1 0136 0136 1.2224
s g 2 -0.117 -0.138 21472 0.143
o T 3 -0.206 -0.176 5.0549 0.080
s | 4 -0.105 -0.072 5.8182 0.121
CoEo ol 5 0089 0073 63837 0.172
| CoEn 0232 0170 10.236 0.069
] roE 7 0211 0168 13503 0.036
s Tl 8 -0.112 -0.103 14.430 0.044
i rof 9 -0.084 0.052 14959 0.060
ol CoE 10 0.052 0133 15174 0.086
o O 11 0.026 -0.031 15228 0.124
v i 12 -0.041 -0.126 15363 0.166
CoEo oA 13 0.091 0.091 16.046 0.189
o rof 14 0.034 0028 16.143 0.241
CoE CojEn 15 0133 0477 17.656 0.223
O O 16 -0.046 -0.088 17.679 0.280
v O 17 -0.044 -0.030 17.852 0.333
) v 18 -0.145 -0.069 19774 0.286

G &3 0SH Q Aed O LS (anl fusdd e 3)le el 031 aadl Jlg sl wlbli ) IS70f >
Ha, 50 = 28,87 U5 Lginn Csimng 18 drps oo mpe SIS e o 3T 29 19,77 0 Lgzad s
Jodl 3 mezse Wl Joostll wiladly ARCH Jlas e aLb) oda @ Laeze) sl by uild @

s s Wl B d el s Gy (W)
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Heeroskedastcity Test: ARCH
F-statistic 0.0025 85 Prob. F{1 80 059560
Obs"R-sguar=d 0.003084 Preb. Chi-Square1) 08657
s el W’aﬂ @))ﬂ\ °
12
Series: Residuals
4o Sample 1953 2015
] Observations 63
8 - Mean -0.001033
I Median 0.000630
5 Maximum 0135224
Minimum -0.230778
4 Sid. Dev. 0.064898
) Skewness -0.666343
Kurtosis 4 310866
2
Jarque-Bera  9.172862
o !:I . | I I Probability 0.010189
025  -020 -015  -010  -DO05 0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15

g2 s aleds ales 0,05 o ST Jarque-Bera aslax] dad S o LS5 il ods IS5 s
J}«; dbl L‘.&C_, c&:i; QWJLS\ J.{OT Uy wﬁa C“)j: j.'> up_:’\ &}&5 oS SJL:.C ;-Ua>—£)1\ d.)l cwﬁaﬂ ijx.U
seald aslasily 3 gad)

},::J\ s"drje :3&3\,“ 317}‘
Wl lall AL fossg bl JU (3 Ao gl lghad) iy pgdi
685506 1+ oy dkddl Aol Ll 705847,6 + 2015 dud dxigrdl dasdll )l tdadl) J515 5l @
AU 2.9 5 ,us bz
b LS sl 1S5 2018 <2017 2016 13U &M lped) sl Lod 1kl )5 3l @

TCI gl 3l gl

744216,9 2016
817405.2 2017
903980.5 2018

9 358 Aulys &Il Jul




saill Gk i) sty de sulaa

Al AL ad adlgnall Sy alad) oIV 4S50 1) BLo) (552 Al B> Jgleiw (W Jlaall 2l
ol oy (il b aw SO Y e Lilid aRb et e ST 3 cllte pdine G
e ) 2001 &l jed e sazall 354l Penip aablie 3 el oS Mgl dols 4,ed Ak Lotz
Sl 1S sux Aol Alade el g W (39 (ELEC 5 W a5 5y 2016 & o peg> e

2015 e ,es B 1) 2009 slr gd o sz 50l I3 2Hsent

S BN Lad Al e ey kel ASH e iSO i b oy WS e slf :Jo¥ Al bl e
il I gl sy ad e Y (3 el AL ST oy Jass

lelod) evsll AL o Gl §paad SLLDS sgag LB QW L) Lted) IV e B kdd) g
Shlatl Jlanzal gy o dSTiwy a7 i o S ) dedomin an2dl Slegadl IS 0 W gl
$s:2 ELEC alllldt 03 ikl janll ssnall (3 ey Mg alall ol4Y1 4570 35mg LoDl LS 5l )

Al oY) 45 0s 2 ladll AL Lo

ELEC

14,000

12,000 _|

10,000 |

8,000 |

6,000 _|

4,000 |

2,000 |

02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30

i8S 8 Al e Ll psiin alal) olEY) 38T Led e Al OF L righiadl) i sl OLLS)
el oY1 A8 2l day dllld DELEC alulod) o agladll s

bz byl oy me ed IS L) faedl SlaeYU DELEC alld! (3 &%l sy o0 ST @
& Jeted) s oy cdeadll 254 Jo gid 2lldb gl Slangie gyl pae W i
Ul lgbd) s Eviews 10 zsb

2 https://regisbourbonnais.dauphine.fr/fr/publications/analyse-des-series-temporelles.html.
24 http://www.portal-statistik.com/2014.
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View — graph — seasonal graph — ok

Qe S Gl oo e Juamss

DELEC by Season

1,500
1,000 |
500 Wﬁ
0
-500 - %VM
-1,000 |

-1,500

Ed
%
£

=

£

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

l —_ Means by Season ‘

el ) 3 2ol A5 32y Jo Jup b igglace pb g3V llavgze OF Lo>d5 OL I oy
Bzl el LV e Vs e sl G bl B el BlenaVL 2ol ais LS LsT @
Eviews 10 gy ¢ LV s alally caledod) 3 ahad)l ASH 5gmg pe Lo o8 &) degiall
ra Ul lglod &
AT e gl c@,@&ﬁgujjwﬁ\ﬂﬂvawserOlwwj.g,\?WC@(}as 1
radll sl &5 DELEC alod.d — sl (12
View — descriptive statistics tests — equality tests by classification — ok

L;; ZJJ.U.\ Gﬂ;ﬁ\ 6\5— J.,axxjj cOk g}.& Jax@j serO1 al.L. ('.w‘ c@; series/group classify HEN L}j

Test for Equaliyofleans o fDELEC
Cakgorized byvalues of SERD

Cae: (20821 Time: 1322

Sample (adsed); 102 21112

Inchided obzenatons: 371 afer adjustments

M ethad df Valus Probability

Ano '\ F-test
Welth F-est

11,358)  G5RS7TBS Q0000
11, 14008) 4451887  Q.0DD0

[
1
[
1

*Test sllows ©runsgua o2l weniznces
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Jl=Y) (g (Anova F-test L) (3 20 a5lex| OF LW eV o B, dl jLas] &l o Joad]
kad) 451 5oy i e a8 gl degiall Bp il 205 (Proba< 0.05) Wb LU
idedl AS L Ol @
Byaky (A ol At a e Al OUS o by ) BV G (g adadl ASL Ods s
) olghd) s S pLally ) olEV) e din ST (g)lall SLAVY LD padin U3

s 1AL T e o) B (S oy i Akl ity 255 1k SO ledll QLAY Gl T
ik Lorial ¢ DELEC aludod) il Laday cs€r02 2 aledodl ods
View — descriptive statistics tests — stats by classification

ok ke brz (‘ ser02 awdud) ! S series group of classify U 3 Ll (o std.dev L,
-t Jﬁl dylal) SLBILAY) fxg (ol JU Jeadt e fams

Descriptive Statistics for DELEC
Categorized by values of SER01
Date: 02/13/21 Time: 19:56
Sample (adjusted): 1M02 31M12
Included observations: 371 after
adjustments
Std. Dev. SERO1 Std. Dev. SERO1
248.5791 1
119.6503 2 360.7952 17
116.3528 3 402.4029 18
90.29833 4 401.7196 19
127.8599 5 327.6729 20
146.9901 6 375.2232 21
171.4769 7 477.0436 22
184.5079 8 458.3106 23
153.4538 9 555.8757 24
205.0819 10 486.6609 25
245.7173 11 623.1570 26
245.2834 12 656.0433 27
306.2578 13 524.8648 28
270.4744 14 678.0783 29
294.7639 15 699.8057 30
346.5501 16 618.6922 31
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o £Y) o SERO3 Lgronndy Aledl odn UL Ladmy 55 1ol as (gyloabl Q£ B s
SER03 C @TREND :islall (saall ol bl iy Loy ol

Dependent Varisble: SERD3
Method: Least Squares

Date: 020821 = 2008

Sample (adjusted): 1M01 32M08

Indluded observafions: 32 afier adjustments

Warishle Cosfficient  5td. Error t-Siatistic Prob.

c TE.30T42 2582080 3.0327ED 0.00ED
ETREND 17.730T71 1.431168 1238857 10.D00D
R-sguarsd 0838500 Mean dependent var 353.1334
Adjusted Resguarsd 0821050 5.D0. dependent war 1818588
5.E. of regression T4. 75031 Akzik= ini oriterion 11.52665
Sum sgusred resid 167T628.3 Schwarz crierion 1151825
Log likelibood -1EZ.4283 Hannan-Cuwinm crifr. 11.55701
F-statisfic 153 4865 Crurbin-Watson stat 1177024
Prob{F-statisfc) 0.0000 00

J Mg copnlly (S)leald SLAYI (ry B0e 5oy om W caladl ol2Y1 Libas Bgine Jgudh) IO (e Lo
S el g alllld) sl cnld el of e

W wlghdl gLk 1 ag Al e dladl) £ ool Skl ods 1 gk Juadl
Proc — seasonal adjustement — Moving average methods

P W st (3 sl adad) oSalll e famsy Ok e brai ¢ glad) (Sl Ll

Date: 020821 Time: 20:23
Sample: 1MD1 321M12
Induded observations: 3172
Ratio o Moving Average
(Original Senies; ELEC
Adjusted Series ELECSA

Scaling Factors:

0.554837
0.528843
0.507388
0.830152
0.571475
0541122
1.088217
1.088140
1.161324
10 1.115785
11 1.018343
12 1.001473

G =) N e 3 R s

ghed) A8 e Al ol i Ol ELECSA by Season
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ELECSA
12,000
10,000 _|
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ELECSA by Season
12,000
10,000 |
8,000 |
6,000 |
4,000 |
2,000 |
o
Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
‘ — ___ Means by Season ‘

ASH e Al s o oy L gslecs Sllawgdl OF (ELECSA by Season bl Jeed) Jos e LS
ke

sl (.57\3-\ cS}d\ s o
SMalald Jlze¥l ey b gl aLd) diey ELECSA  alulldl o 1 Sam— oSp lghs OV ks
Akl e s & 3 eadl
ijle>|9 ELECSA al.l L}L:'J‘ KICI{ NP e ol a4y 2l e :JJ.-.’:S\ ji ua.;‘;.':.ﬁ\ M?}AT
skl Jeb éi;
SOV A maoy L gl Bt (Btes pb BT LY ELECSA ahded L) sdd I o
sl S Sos jlal I e IS ST LSe

Null Hypothesis: ELECSA has a unit root
Exogenous: Constant
Lag Length: 13 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=16)

t-Statistic Prob.*

IAugmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic 3.128734 1.0000
Test critical values: 1% level -3.448414
5% level -2.869396
10% level -2.571023
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28 03 b ekl 3 gl de e b JWLy 0.05 e xST ADF aglas| Jlesl O LS
dgme (3 ek sy ple ol gy SLaYl pde oy (Y1 o dsel) Bl dmtll b5 ) § s
P eVl e Ul s Al ) ALl igd Comgtoy Lt alall olEY)

D(ELECSA) = ELECSA — ELESCA(-1)

Null Hypothesis: D(ELECSA) has a unit root
Exogenous: Constant
Lag Length: 3 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=16)

t-Statistic Prob.*

IAugmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -14.54290 0.0000
Test critical values: 1% level -3.447963
5% level -2.869198
10% level -2.570917

Soled @y b madll o pST g 1452 ) sl gty aallal) aa il ADFS sl o3 O lasty
e ST S LS Pl alede o Lo iyl o BBy dll ddid (%605 Gygins (S5t is 2.86 U
.D(ELECSA) akeldi odd 3l LNl alld slod) faadl I - Lgnyl i)

o0 3P o kely D(ELECSA) aldd 5ty Gl LLiYI glls sote pony 1 pkddl e
030 T 5l 556 wie dlg egs LS5 AL oda (3 ¢ @ alasd) L) il e U Bl gls Y
Al p ALk sda (3 p J alasdl Lal) ad ke b @ LUV Als IS ey ¢ T=q ) akesdl an )

2 50 1 o)

Date: 020821 Time: 20042
Sample: 1M01 211M12
Incleded obsenations: 371

IAriocorelation Partial Correlation AC FAC Q-5Btat Prob

=l =. | 1 0228 0325 219412 0000
| = 1 0.080 D207 41833 Q00D
0,005 D122 41844 Q000
0077 D165 44057 000D
008 0105 44334 000D
0.081 -D.000 45825 0.000
0,065 -D.OTS 4725 Q000
0,020 D085 47387 Q00D
0.001 -DOTS 47387 000D
10 D080 D158 45840 Q00D
| 11 0052 -0.042 53180 000D
0116 0105 58370 Q.00
0.040 0172 E5BSTT 0000
0057 0035 62638 000D
0026 0081 6285 0000
-0.0T5 -D.042 65324 Q.00

EO OGS =] I B a3

0 in e a b

Co) e dgadl paE e VAN s 25
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ARIMA(0.1.1), ARIMA(L.1.0) ; ARIMA(L.L1) ARIMA(L.1.2) : b LS o 2l Z3Ldt
ARIMA(LLIL) z3sedl jlas) &y m3ladl mar ydin Lod ARIMA(0.1.2)

Dependent Variable: D{ELECSA)

Method: ARMA Maxdmum Likdihood (BFGS)

Drate: 020821 Time: 2047

Sample: 1MIZ 311M12

Induded observations: 371

Convergence achiewed ater B ierations

Coeffident cowarniance compuied wsing outer product ofg radents

[Warisble Coeficent Std. Error rStatistic Prob.

C 24 5515 2640473 9314875 0.0000
AR 0291802  D.0T4832 1855425 0.0
MA{T) 0763558  0.055553 13 T4455 0UD000
SIGMASCQ 1681277  GO65.804T 24321353 0UD00
R-sguared 0. 195783 Mean dependent var 2502443
|Adjusted R-zquared 0. 185200 5.0 dependent var 143.91 58
5.E. of regression 125.5910 Akale info criterion 1257861
Sum squared resid G163336. Schwarz crierion 1262083
Log likelibood -23Z5.331 Hannan-Qwinn criter. 1258638
F-statisfic 2978152 Deurbin-Vvistson stat 1555821
Prob({F-stafistic) 0. D0

Inwerted AR Root 28

S o Bl Jlasb S g il pasedl Sl Al U ada (3 i bl asmd Al pe
e Y bloy Ui o

Cate: 0215821 Time: 05:05

Sample: 1M01 211M12

Inclueded obserations: 371

Q-statistic probabilities adjusted for 2 ARMA Erms

lAurincomrelation Partial Comrelation AC PAC  Q-5tat Prob

S0.001 D001 0003

| | 1

| | 2 0.0 0011 DD4IT

| | 3 0008 00X 00348 0TI
| | 4 D081 D081 14513 D484
| | 5 0005 0.008 14787 OQEET
| | G 0040 0.041 20704 0723
| | T -0.059 DO 34156 0BG
| | B 0029 0034 3T40Z 0Ti2
| | 8 0005 0007 37504 O0BXB
| | 10 0.012 D007 38152 DET2

4

0156 0145 13124 DAET
0180 0.1%2 27057 0003
0087 0111 30702 0001
0050 D057 3888 0002
0.005 31667 0003
0078 -0.084 33510 0002
0.011 0.000 33557 0003
0021 0.01% 34136 0005
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HeEroskedastcity Test: ARCH

F-stafizfic 1779130 Prob. F{1,338) 0.1831
Dbz R-sguared 1780153 Prob. Chi-Square{1) 0. 1821

slas ) s ol o i 03] 0.05 (e ST F-statistic asla>] Jla=! Of L=

-elesS @w\ @)}ﬂ\ o

100 i
Series: Residuals
[] Sample 2001M02 2031M12
80 Observations 371
] Mean 0.467626
60+ Median -10.61620
Maximum 571.6552
Minimum -654.4556
404 Std.Dev.  129.0637
Skewness 0.149168
2 | Kurtosis 7.767572
Wu_,_i—( Jarque-Bera  352.7397
(I = H_H‘ﬁrProbability 0.000000
-600 -400 -200 0 200 400 600

55 ¥ el V6 Wby 2 b By Wie mpe (S Red e ;ST T Lo Jarque Bera asla>) S35 s
g s
sl
gl 510 55 @
) 505 3505 G e filted dses (3 5V dendll o)
50,2293 ooy s sl aedlly  147.211: 31IM12 siél 3 o )u8 D(ELECSA) aidd) ied
s 258 ELECSA aholel) 5l dull s Jsuamlly

D(ELECSA) 31412 = ELECSAs1m12 — ELECSAs1pm1s
= ELECSAs;m12 = D(ELECSA)31m12 + ELECSAsypmy; = 50,2293 + 10450.18 = 10500,4093

i psi plall oWy aladll a5V e (ixd ) akld) Gf sl Al asadl 2l e Jsamly
W il e Jeamziy 12 g2l G Led) felll ELECSAgoumis

ELECsom1s = ELECSAsomys * S21, = 10500,4093 % 1,001473 = 10515,87
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) o ph peend gl R ) Bl gd e Ll 2017m5¢mpmcsrﬁ\mdwy
LW sl ) Lo s

il | ELECSAF | duadll colaa | ELECT
2017m01 | 10287.814 | 0954837 | 98231855
2017m02 | 103124092 | 0,928849 | 9578.67097
2017m03 | 10337,0043 | 0.907388 | 9379.6737
2017m04 | 103615995 |  0.890152 | 9223,39851
2017m04 | 10386.1946| 0971476 | 10089,9388
2017m06 | 104107898 | 0,943122 | 981864488
2017m07 | 104353849 | 1,059217 | 110533371
2017m08 | 104599801 |  1,08814 | 11381,9227
2017m09 | 104845752 |  1.161324 | 121759888
2017m10 |10509.1704| 1115795 | 11726.0798
2017mi11 | 10533.7655| 1.018643 | 10730.1465
2017m12 |10558.3607| 1,001473 | 105739131

e szl Sl I L st (3 o)l OIS sy ol JUM e a5l 3k b glaie tdJW) A )
2015 )b ed Ble 1) 2009 gl g

I s nvtrain Alededd L Ltadl) JVs e Al ahinal odin 1Bl g jagedd) Ao
skl g s aslas)

iSe raog L gl S (Bhtes 6 W L~ nvtrain aleld) ol =l I 13l !
Agladl 151y alall oLEY)

nvtrain
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Mull Hypothesis: MSTRAIM has 3 unitroot
E:ogenous: Constant, Linssr Tresd
Lag Lengt: 2 [Aumstic - besed on 5IC, masdag=11)

i

:ADF L) gl

-Siatistic Prob=
Augmented Dickey-Fulsr 27 23isbc 0521335 05745
Tes: orifcal valuss 1L les -4 (e
-3A4T3T
-3 16397
Mull Hypothesis: MVTRAIM has a unit oot
Exogenous: Constnt, Linear Trend
Lag Length: 11 (Automatic - based on AIC, maxag=11)
t-SiEtistic Prob*
\sugmented Drickey-Fuller test ststistic 0582148 0.9553
[Test oritical walues: 1% lewl -4.110440
lenwel -3.482T83
10% Evel -3.185372
Mull Hypothesis: MVT RAIN has 3 unit root
Exogenous: Mons
Lag Length: 2 {Awvomatic - based on 51C, maxdag=11)
t-Sististic Prob*
Augmented Dickey-Fuller ==t stafiztic 1785711 0.5818
Test crifical values: 1% kel -2.557478
2l -1.545389
10% Evel -1.613838

Al ) (3 5oyl o s ot JWby (OO 3Ll (3 0.05 e 5T ADF aslax| Jla) OF L3

Nl s e b>Yg LoV Bl o B dl) ds b ask bkl (S L 8 12 03]

Mull Hypothesis: D{MVTRAIN) has a wmnit root
Exogenous: Constant
Lag Length: 1 {Avomsatic - based on SI1C, mardag=11)

t-Statistic Prob*

Augmented Dickey-Fuller st stafistic -B.813137 0.0
Test criical values: 1% kel -1.524233
B el -2. 202358
10 Bl -2 EERERT
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Mull Hypothesis: D{MVTRAIN) has a wmnit root
Exogenous: Constant, Linzar Trand
Lag Length: 1 {Avomsatic - based on SI1C, mardag=11)

t-Statistic Prob*

Augmented Dickey-Fuller =5t stafisic -B.TRETS4 0. 000D
Test criical values: 1% el -4, 050a02
5% el -3 472447
10% Bl -3 163587

“MacKinnon {19595) one-sided p-waluss.

MNull Hypothesis: D{NVTRAIN) has 3 wnit root
Exogenous: Mone
Lag Length: O {Auvomatc - based on 51C, mardag=11)

t-Siatistic Prob*

Augmented Dickey-Fuller st stafistic -12.30784 0. 00D
Test criical values: 1% kel -2 597025
5% el -1.245324
10°% Bl -1.6138T8

(Y 3l Bl wie LN i) LoV B dl) dsf dn ozl Al 03] Prob<0.05 of L

SMA £33 Q 135 SAR 3,0 P 5y MA 73,10
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Diate: 1117121 Time: 09:33
Sample: 2009M01 2015M03
Included observations: 74

Autocarrelation

Partial Carrelation

AC

PAC  Q-Stat  Prob

4

| |22
i 23

15
16
17
18
19
20

24
25
26
27
28
29
a0
ey
32

8

<0 026

el 11.806 0.001

L 010 -0.193 11873 UUTS
3 07y U : 3
4 -0133 -0.011 15727 0.003
5 -0.035 -0.090 15826 0.007
6 0190 0130 182809 0.004
7 -0.083 0074 19464 0007
8 -0.144 0164 21230 0.007
9 0142 -0.049 22968 0.006
10 -0.019 0061 23.000 0.011
11 -0.270 -0.261 29.430 0.002

0.309 51117 0.000

13 -0.213 0 . ]

0.051 55347 0.000
. 314 0.000
-0.048 &0 3
0.028 60430 0.000
0012 62360 0.000
-0133 64 .

4762 0.000
0.054 ©66.042 0.000
0.099 G66.044 0.000
-0.0¥5 71760 0.000
0111 86750 0.000
0071 89824 0.000
0.000 89926 0.000
-0.164 90864 0.000
-0.052 92127 0.000
-0161 93235 0.000
-0.071 96242 0.000
0018 9¥.707 0.000
-0.026 98573 0.000

p

1

leaill 4K )

P

1

o)l Jb Q OF ol (24 541y 12

JW) misadl lasl @ (il

Q=1 s 2

W5 e dg egn LS AW sda (3 ¢ @ dkestl ol Lad e @ LU s Y

AU ods (3 P adkexdl ol Lad LSe ) LU Als I3 ey ¢ 1=q ) akestl 2l 03)
Pool of g gl bV i 12 56 W) de o985 Lo 2esl) oMlead 2y ¢ 1 2@ dsl p
sl (3 eg5 LS S ) DLV alls 0 e Wl o aedl sl

241

7358 el Ly lex 23l ST i s

ode e CJ},C u,..«aj )Qﬁ-\ L} %JJ— NUCAN ﬁw\ a9

AW J9ad (3 deose pudd) 5 (SARIMA(L,1,0)(1,0,1)
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Dependent Variable: DLOG]INVTRAINY

Method: ARMA Maximem Likelihood (BFGS)

Dae: 021521 Tims: 12:13

Sample: 2005002 2015003

Incheded observations: T4

Conwergence achiewed ater 83 ierations

Coefident cowariance computed wsing outer product of gradients

Wariable Cos=ffcient  5td. Error t-Statistic Frob.

C 00077 12 0.011888 0845820 05180
AR 40325858  0.1033583 00024
SAR{1Z) 1.000000 2.51E-05 56.5 00000
MA{1Z) 0555325  0.000225 -4443 307 000D
SIGMASQ 0.0 1750 0.000272 8. 453280 00000
F-sgusred 0545752 Mean dependent var 0008540
Adjusted R-sguarsd 06263 18 5.0 dependent war DOT1068T
5 E. of regression 0043443 Alksik= inf criterion -3011572
Sum squared resid 0130224 Schwarz criErion -2 BEEZ51
Log likelitosmd 116.4429 Hannan-Casinn crier. -2 345855
F-statistic 31.58808 Dorbin-Aatson stat 1286063
Frob{F-statistic) 0. 000000

LY o o ol Jlasb G5 g il dgad) dodo Al M oda 3 i bl jaod Ay

c ekl melly il

e byl Ui @

Dat: 021521 Time: 13:51
Sample: 2005001 2015M03
Indeded observations: T4
Q-siatistic probabilites adjusted ©r 3 ARMA Erms
Autcoorrelation Partia | Corrzlation AC PAC Q-Btst Prob
] A i 0035 0038 01134
= o 2 D118 0196 1152
] o] 3 007D 008 15818
N ] 4 0081 0086 21118 0.148
A1 ] 5 0025 0006 21618 0325
N ] G 0084 0.084 27444 0423
A1 A1 T -0.058 D07 30262 0553
R A B 0074 -0.0%6 34888 0825
] A1 5 0014 004 35063 0743
1.1 A 10 D085 D077 42011 0756
1.1 A 11 0181 0172 7308 0523
] A1 12 0004 0038 TA324 0823
N N 13 0401 0471 BOTIZ 0822
[ o i4 0040 0078 82235 0893
1.1 o] 15 0058 0.044 85458 0741
A1 ] 16 0044 0037 8732 0793
N o iT 0130 012 10410 0732
A1 ] 18 0070 -D.0023 10507 0755
A1 A1 15 0.010 -D.0% 10517 0815
A1 ] 20 0012 0046 10532 0880
I. 1 A1 21 0087 0.041 11412 QAETE
] A1 22 0052 0.0 11712 0898
R A 23 0174 -D.203 15084 0773
R A1 24 D088 -0.034 15532 0773
I. 1 N 25 0015 0.144 15BET O0DB1E
I. 1 A1 26 0024 0.0 186027 0854
.1 A1 27 D057 DOTE 16413 0ET2
1.1 A 28 0033 0028 16547 0ESE
1. 1 A1 25 D182 01X 2D5E4 QTR
A1 ] 30 0018 D08 20718 0THS

L abagpe pd slos 1 03] sl Jle s g @l bLs¥ly Gl LLsVh alls odlles o3 OF LS
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s cailase Wi & pe U8 glly ddd) o3l Gy SBg ) O ¢ Slodl vy IV 0 LB ST @
Aol el (3 ohlldl (3 OIS sda sl Flo 234adl ol s Ju
.3

.2
.1
.0
-1
L -2
. L -.3
I NV RV VST WA TS Y
P ERZAVAA VAT \\ |/
y
-5 | N R —
2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Residual Actual Fitted ‘
£
el ekl ayigdl @
12
Series: Residuals
Lo | - Sample 2009M02 2015M03|
Observations 74
84 — Mean 0.001869
— Median 0.001884
6| Maximum 0.141273
| Minimum -0.127309
4| | | Std. Dev. 0.042194
Skewness 0.117213
) Kurtosis 5.201032
Jarque-Bera  15.10679
0 ﬂ , H =S S ﬂ H Probability 0.000524
-0.10 -0.05 0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15

&F NPIVERNF JWby 2 By ) d s e & S dad e ST Jarque Bera ajla>) S o

ple 412015 wd 4 ol r il esl 2ol 50l Lais il )l 3sad) 1As 5l Jolonin @ o) Ay
W ) e sy 2B Alsd) (3 balops g Olehdl i i Al s e 120 021

ol pal)

CTwST0C
TTWST0Z
0TwgTOoC
60WST0C
80WST0C
L0WST0C
90wST0C
GowsTOC
YOWSTOC

27469 | 26543 | 27045 | 26776 | 26400 | 27224 | 27009 | 26652 | 25925 | NVTRAINF

Dimitrios Asteriou and Stephen G. Hall 2006, 2007 Dimitrios Asteriou and Stephen G. Hall 2006, 2007
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Pl (2 A0 Wb S = oS5 emgn ol ) b ST ol ey b ) e Jlaal
BRI NSNEAN T

Sl Jan Led 055 ol wslasl 23U e W o iV SVl ol Ladll (3 L8 ks
oo WU ods (3 m3sad) (3 Lealsnnl o @) il Ul Lapds @ Lo s ccnmn il Bl i
s Olay ladl AN (s 8308 5T o)) Slpally 2 ) Slpaddl C e ol Z g0 dE (59,])
Vol 8 S0 g Vs U] of ol U] diees ¥ g 59038 (SIMS (1980) e Lajzel 50
Sl i o Joladl ¢ gl 1 Blin) 52ty (A Uy Al Sl G sd Sla 0
e dl> & VAR 26 T35 reaem pgb ) 1y uEY) degag i U Asles ) cads s LT e
Bl (K e ST ad s Lle (R 1s ol a5 ) il dal e aSTH)

:ga\aj\ J&.’:J!

G Ve 9 X Onupiie e gyt JSA as 3 VAR 358 e Jie ds b z3sail) plad) (K20 s |8
Aol ¢ a3l (39 Y ABLL il Xt Anked) aa Ly BB a5l Y del ALl
Pl L) 05 AL oda (3 Xt 28U il Y dhled 2Ll U il 35k Lad o Xt e
rJu
{Yt = BlO - Blzxt + YllYt_l + YIZXt—l + My - (1)
Xe = Byo = By Ye t v Yeor VX + Ry, o (2)
SVl als . jagl pasdd Oy Olage 8 (Hyphixe)  sles ) Oy oS Yy o Xt OF oy o
¢ P sV e 1 oga ) b OV T A e VAR g3sad SISO K3 3l 58 (D)
.(shocks) b2l Csw\ oda Jza
AW sl K2 e alladl s a8 S
1 B12 <Yt> _ (Blo) Y11 Y12 (Yt—l) Myt
[821 1 Xt B Bzo + Y21 YZZ] Xt—l +(|J-Xt) (3)

=

Dimitrios Asteriou and Stephen G. Hall : Applied Econometrics, Amodern Approach, Revised Edition, First edition, %°
New York, 2006, 2007, P278.
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BZt = TO + let—l + llt (4‘)
1 312] (Yt> _ Y11 Y12 _ (Yt_1> _(Myt
'B [ Zt Xt 't = [YZI YZZ]’T:l B Xt—l e = (I-I-Xt)
e Lamz BT (4) dhbadl i o esSan L JWLg 33Ls e B absiall colsT13)
Zt == AO + Alzt—_l + et

e = B_I‘ut JAl = B_1T1 ¢ AO = B_1T0 CA-:}-

elt _ 1 812] I:uYt
e2t 821 uXt
3.9}.4.4».1.5 _] .>5M5\31J2MJLJ upU-\MU aij J“"’“ Ag i\&&J\ L}IJ@*U alojf)\a&ﬁ,w\ upjd
el (K2 e @l () pladl 27 LS sl oda Jlaxzuby. g plasdl 3 1 okl € 50 Ay

:g;u\
{Yt = apy t a1 Y g taX g e (5) (H)
Xe = ay +ay Y g +anX. g +ey. (6)
JSCa sles ) (Uyp e Pp) woloaall AV 298 (el (ISl slosl) €4 sl Y OF La>S5 0f Sk
P S e (IS

e1r = (Mye + Bizbxe) /(1 — B12PB21)
€2t = (Mxe + B21Mye) /(1 — B12PB21)

2l ey 55 s L o e sl 03] (Hypeplx) O s

& AV olpanall ablal) il ablall od e b (s6f Wslee JSTOT (1) plladl IS e Ll Lo
plladl

Ll AU oda (3 3tee of AL auhlll 43 LSl 0585 O 58 VAR g3sad Zelod) ool oo
SN WO

e o sl IS0 AU ol 3 [0)T csmndl i B anas Logie STV, X olST 13 i d oYY AL
sl (el el diy b slasaly

%7 Gujarati Damodar, op cit ,P440
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Sl b Al Aslas IS 085 @ culedid) (85 g AW 0 (3 (1) AV X o U8 i DS
Al (sl

AT plasa) Lde AU oda (3 clagn s LSS 352y o (1) 2 Y X, oo USRI DB
Sl s A Saludlly Gl b Bl O gt et s ((VECM) k) s
Ol M ] J g sl

VAR 73 Ololwy Sluls)

A LB Al Slne IS e (e oy ) ¢ Yl ¢ 3ad) afladl jaes VAR £3sf
et @ &) gl (B6 | Lai ISy 2l OLS dikey byis S absles IS Eo ¢ Ul s Loy
AV OVl 23U e Lede Jgadd @ g el e sl YU dhare 3 2 VAR 23U (e Leds

bl gl T ) s Y 3L ods of Vot ¢ wlslas) sae Z3ldl ods gl (AT Al e
(M5 mag e b S e s IS I (3 il a3 Sldal) e (o e B (3 558 s pue) Tl
age pb o5 ) Ol jan blin] (S eag 5l 23l (3 Sla Y1 JVame Yl plasead o L D
G W Ghun ) dnd Ol e b pldsial e B IS G s 8 IS plael s o L bale
Al alazd)

b5y lpaie DM e 055 VAR 358 L) 0F Lol 13 Yte iy bl o> Ol 3l didl e

3 el 4 BLoYL Al IS 3 dedas 36 i G5 pilteged lblan IS 3 e (S0 5 12 £

O»BQA&QL@::JWow\wﬁfsxﬂwdpcd&uww\v»ﬁébi Al |
i 3 Sl Gl L i

3t ¥ Z3ledl ods Y VAR m3led Lede Jsadl ¢ g oMbl s ndll e Y1 3

L) Jlgds e L VAR Csu’ o Osmlall judy ol s e Ol aslesY) 4 bdl e Ll
oo bl VAR (3 wld) il flwial jamid Jlglll oda o5& ¢(Impulse Response Functions) .z
S sl Y1 pas OF 4 LT gn alall psgdll L oladiall Wpid b dmall dadll (S VSN O
Z3sed) oo e o5 Bodo U1 e W Lajenis LS 35 (2) ol (1) Balabl o IS8 8355l cllas 1 (o

LSS

28 Gujarati Damodar, Traduction de la 4°™ édition américaine par Bernier Bernard, Econométrie, édition de Boeck, 1¢
édition, Bruxelles, Belgique, 2004, P 564.
(5,5l lpadly SYslal) sue i m 3P e s m+pm 2 & ol (3 Lo Corloll wladall sae 23
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dynd! Slyli>-19 VAR ESL:'

bl o Codl ) Oug 3] cslasy) 3Ll o dd (3l ool e ) S i
Sl ] OF 18 e Ul U 5 il alinad) alsla)) o ) 3 8Ua)1 (o savatl) Lgagdy paliassYl alghall
el o Lt b W i » VAR 3l sk

dewdd Granger £l et .1
Jodldl (p Bagm bl ASalo ) B e S5 g dd) 8 Wi jLes Granger(1969) 3
U e e il aslas) Gualls ey e Ohw ey cledis Yo X <Ol G el
sda 3 ¥ Akd) b Sl nd SO B e I Olegall e (o6 X el il
Js AT sl W) ped e deles laglas e (52 Bpane JST 03] ¥y e X Of 55 AL

0% e L

AW Yo Xy cwdend) ol 0 05 VAR zos S

i=a; + X2t BiXe-i + err=l1Yj Yeoj + Mag - (7)

Xe=a; + 221 0; X + 2121 8 Ye—j + Mot .- (8)
Lol 056 OF oS8 asad) s (3 L2l asds Sy a8 o 5 Py oo DS O 2ol S
W) aabesd) oYU
ik Y (8) ol 8 Vi 851 s Gl e Lsims 2k (7) Ablall 3 X 0555 15 11 A
il 29t aasdll 3 YE 35 pp et XU 2l OF g (YT s XE L AU 0dis (3. a2l o Lsine
Yt ol o Lis slaxel) s
Lsies Calid Y (7) alell 3 5410 X wlpadlly aall e Lsine ki (8) dolal) 3 Y055 4512 AU

oo el gmg t il 3 Xt 55 e et ViDL OF gm (XU G YEOF Lt U 0ds (3 il e
.Xt@bé&bﬁ;@w‘ﬂ\

AW A Wl AU ods (3 i)l o Laime Wid 89 7 Cndolell 3 YL g Xt Cniegest) WS 3 A

Xt 35 et Y 2L Ofy ¢ YT 55 okt Xt o2lo OF g 1oy olEY)

Yt oo alites Xt Al ol 3 aall s bans Wid 89 7 cudolall (3 YT 5 Xt e gadt) WS 4 A

276 P 2011 cd;ﬁ“ Gn o) n;b’;ﬂ (el ‘QLS._.,JaJ) ol ol ‘gﬂl.::l.“ sl J‘J.]a (s f‘r; 30
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S oY1 et Granger jlesl o

Sl ol Sladal) Lgins o WS LG () 5 (7) cdslall Abanlyy Jaall VAR 398 iz o5k Vsl
SV e 2l B ol maizs clpad) Gl Sl Bt Uby cgins pill olpiakl C2dmg (3,5l
ol 38Tl w0 Yl

Eelk «(8) sl o i il edn) (7) Al e Granger J ded) Jlasl Gkl o5 STy
) sl

(sl Ol N ad b alasaal (7) ablall iin pgi 11 6 glad
Yi=a; + X5 BiXei + Z]n;1 Yj Ye—j + Mt
‘RSSy 2 ) o5 sllly Glodl wlrpn g 002 o Juaiy
(sl Olapl) a3y b aliscal U Abslell iy sk 12 8 gkl
Yo=a, + err=l1Yj Yej + Hat . (9)
‘RSSr 2 4 s lly ddll ol laype pgez o ooy
topd) s Al el 13 6 gladd

HO: ?:1 Bl Xt—i = 0 Yt e Yths&c
Hl: ?=1 BiXt_i * 0 Ytk.»ww:th-&‘

AW ML e iy alell 553 e (ool Wald test ,Les¥ F asta~] olus 14 55k

_ (RSSR—RSSU)/m
C ™ Rssy/(n-k)

~F(m,n — k)

dgall bl 3 oldall sue o ks

Yt s Xt QWb agaall 20,8l 285 Wb algad) dacdl) o xS F J gl 20l Al i3

31 LARDIC S. et MIGNON V.,(2002) "Econométrie des séries temporelles macroéconomiques et financiéres” Ed.
Economica-Paris. pp. 99-101.
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ohedld) G Bia LSS sy Al o & 32 Granger 4k Je asidl JBY) (gu)
Xt i Y 51 Y s Xt L) O3J¢ (05 itnn 58 ) 1(1) Logie IS 318y ¢ YE 5 Xt

SIMS zik Xt o YE aall OIS713) Lo sl 45 Lokt (MU0l (3 Gty OF Jizal) S5 Y
(W VAR 358 i

dooendd (5\3.5\ (j.@,al\ L} AJT FEIES r\.)a:.wb E\.:M.W.U f)’\.gvb. \jLJ}-\ Sims (1980) C)ﬁ\ :Sims :‘gywﬂ )L.»‘«'}\ 2

Yo=a; + X5 BiXe—i + 21121 Yj Yoo + 211;:1 Op Xegp + Byt o - (10)

Xi=ay + Xm0 X + 21121 6; Yi-j + 215:1 Bp Yerp + Mot - (11)
bkl (3 Biedze X J ks o Ul 0 ¢ Y 5 Xt d a5l o)l e Bl OGras g cla Loyl ¢ 20
(B AW 3 YT alile dhines o35) oY)
U X d ) elly Y o b BV Sy aBgind (Xt 3 YE G 13) cdais LoY) Alad) o e
Xe LY oo 028 ) 0B A s sy @13 K1 O = 0 st X ol ol Lt oo Y
o) e OF (S Y izl OY (S s
BLoL misadl a8 F () 3sadl 5ag 7 maped)) Bged (B Opy 5358 dbly B Gl el Y
LSF alax e fat & ((Ldl 8 23sed) sn9) (10) dslall 3 gla LS 500l gy 2lizid) 1)
.l Granger L) 3

Pzl (SIMS et O (U3 mag . LagalS pisiiy iUl wdanay ¢ s g )las V) (ol mlgll 8 o

A e ST olnys 0las ) (638 (Rkdned) vl sl ) TEQTESSOrS oy 3

(s Jlee
st Geks Pssalie 71 Y Jewlly X bl pass aoldl Gladll ollall Y5 o Joloein

Eviews10 qens @l YL Granger

32 Gujarati Damodar, op cit, p842.
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Vector Autoregression Estimates
Date: 06M 722 Time: 19:14
Sample (adjusted): 2 72
Included cbservations: 71 after adjustments
Standard erraors in { )} & t-statistics in [ ]
X A
Xi-1) 0006761 -0.17827TE6
(0 10643) (0.09520)
[ 0.06352] [-1.84115]
Yi-1) -0.612582 0.299261
(O.12676) (0.12232)
[-4.47933] [ 2.446548]
c 1712963 -12.86284
(5.96473) (5.33523)
[2.87179] [-2.41093]
R-squared 0.280109 0207717
Adj. R-sgquared 0.258935 0.184415
Sum sq. resids 1065002 85205.25
S.E. equation 39.57498 35.39800
F-statistic 13.22934 8.913976
Laog likelinood -360. 3640 -352 4445

Y, =

P S e ) 23sad) (S

{Xt = 17,12963 + 0,006761X,_; — 0,612582Y,_; + e,

—1286284 + 0,299261Y,_; — 0,175276X,_; + e,

t s Lriaiy Jodl e 3 ol iy 058 Grangerises eV

tke brai & Jeudl W gl View — Show

0k Je bazs ¢ VAR(L) ¢ 3)ls il 230l 03 1 sl iy View — Granger Causality

Pairwise Granger Causality Tests
Date: 06M7122 Time: 20:09

Sample: 172

Lags: 1

Mull Hypothesis: Obs  F-Statistic Prob.
¥ does not Granger Cause X 71 200644 3.E-05
¥ does not Granger Cause Y 3.28984 0.0700
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VAR G’:}é LS olus

VMA & Js VAR 34 LS
U 5 Uy adlpsall Sladal) 3T IS e cslasYl duldl Sl L VAR 236 mans
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W VAR(p) 7354 S
Zt = AO + Alzt_l + Azzt_z + e + ApZt—p + et
tsb LS o VMA(o0) S e anlss”

Zt =0+ Zfio Bi Cp_j eunnn (12)

Bi=Y PV A8 i=12.,Bo=1 5 0=(—A —A;..— A) " 4

1L aall U Jog ¥ B; Olicea>s jeds b (Matrice de transition) B JUsY) dsizs <ilS™13)
S e bl an 7 ) AW acd) e sl 3 adlsial wladd 8B el U5 e L oo ) Jog
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34Paul Turner, PhD Econometrics in Practice, MERCURY LEARNING AND INFORMATION Dulles, Virginia
Boston, Massachusetts,New Delhi p 310
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35 Bourbonnais régis,op cit, P285
3 paul Turner, PhD,op,cit, p313.
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Responseto Cholesky One S.D. (d.f adjusted) Innovations+ 2S E.

Response of X to X Response of Xto Y
15 | sl I
10 T e T 10 | e
g 4 g4 - ’
a M"-; _ o '_‘ —
-5 " -5 4
T T T T — T "‘la--‘__l T T T T T T T T T T T
1 z 2 4 5 [ g =] 10 1 z 2 4 5 [ 7 2 8 10
Response of ¥ to X Response of YioY
1.6 | 1.6
1.2 | 1.2 | U
0.8 ] P T o8] T
0.4 e 0.4 |
0.0 0.0 _ ——
0.4 0.4
T T T T T T T T T T

C)bﬁu\i’d\ R S5 :1J5.\z

Variance Decomposition of X

Period S.E. X Y
1 7.009706 4100.0000 0.000000
2 9.801311 96.32383 3676169
3 11.47862 82.60916 17.39084
4 13.05382 65.01131 3498869
5 14.74959 50.92902 49.07098
G 16.38725 41.25945 58.74055
7 17.96588 34.44490 65.55510
3 19.58796 29.38219 T0.61781
9 21.34113 25.37085 7482915
10 2326882 21.99390 78.00610

Variance Decomposition of Y:

Period SE. X Y
1 0.648500 41.05944 58.940586
Z 0.802024 26.68149 73.31851
3 0.984981 17.79645 8220355
4 1137724 13.34569 86.65431
5 1.287229 10.75138 89.24862
B 1.437908 9222062 9077794
7 1.599293 8.235379 91.764562
8 1773243 7435283 92 56472
g 1.961270 6. 726021 93.27388
10 2163718 G.100530 93.89947

Cholesky Ordering: X Y

e s Spae Bako STl W e gl Blna) Jlgs 2 S8 (3 ezl Sl W 5
Sy Ve il e o X ) ST o We b plbdl (3 o5 Y1 ol a
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1l 4z LIl HQ(p) «SC(p)<AIC(p)

AIC(p) = In(det|] + 22
SC(p) = In(det|Q] + < ln<n>
HQ(p) = In(det|2| + M

ol sae p cu\ML&l\ sas i calladl i sus 0k

Tised) flas plliy oy .2
oY o) ) as lasly Sl e (S sae ST s 3l i d
U7 oledall sae 5505 ) (05 @l sae 35l Wle 1,55 LS sl ol pana) Canlid) sual L
) ud (3 dend) Granger Lol Blee Y LiSs ablall 3 35T 1Sy asles
055 g bl rall Sl b ai b danly VAR £396 < Wolas o Wbles IS ladas o055 S
by i)l By g A B

37 Bourbonnais régis,op cit, P 279.
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Ayl Oyt 2
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Quick — Estimate VAR — Endogenous variables — ok

gl —3l g Olpadl |87 Sims s O (el &= = Endogenous variables EHERNY
L S5 o ad e Lag intervals for endogenous %\ (39 cidsls wilpaie oo 5le AN LY
AW Jgdl e lams o] dedl) Bas) s W 3 creapal)

Wector Autoregression Estimates
Date: 06/14/22 Time: 17:56
Sample (adjusted): 1992 2020
Included observations: 29 after adjustments
Standard errors in () & t-statistics in [
LMNEXP LMNGDP LMIMP TCH TINF
LMNEXP(-1) 1.283976 0.293469 0.2726832 -5.835019 -2 688025
(0.22173) (0.10020) (0.09490) (1.55306) (4.22025)
[ 5.79076] [ 2.928280] [ 2.88385] [2.757710] 0. 63693]
LMGDP-1) -1.972116 0176744 -0.298041 1210279 6.709575
(D.83832) (0.37884) (D.35881) (5.87188) (15.9561)
[2.35247] [-0.46654] [-0.83064] [2.23145] [ 0.42050]
LMIMP{=1} 1.046619 0.506488 0.881166 -0.653652 -9.202670
(D.52543) (0.23745) (0.22489) (3.68033) (10.0008)
[1.99191] [ 2.123204] [2.918718] [-2.623204] [-0.92019]
TCH(-1) -0.015411 -0.014372 -0.008950 0.588358 -0.574602
(0.02015) (0.00911) (0.00863) (0.14117) (0.38360)
-0 76465] -1.57798] -1.03751] [ 4167821 -1.49791]
TINF(=1} -0.010808 -0.004125 -0.000885 0.0532430 0.808074
(D.00672) (0.00304) (0.00288) (0.04706) (0.12787)
[-1.60879] [-1.25857] [-0.20785] [1.12547] [ 6.21965]
C 18.31303 1086364 3993204 47 62074 127 0083
(8.47632) (3.83054) (3.62796) (59.3711) (161.334)
[ 2.16049] [ 2. 83606] [1.10068] [ 0.80209] [0.78724]
R-squared 0.904321 0.973747 0.983931 0964857 0785176
Adj. R-squared 0.883521 0968040 0980437 0957217 0738476
Sum sq. resids 1.319150 0269400 0241659 64 71873 477 8913
S E. equation 0230488 0108227 0102503 1677456 4 558276
F-statistic 43 ATT36 170.6199 281.6576 126.2045 16.812901
Log likelihood 3660249 26650414 28 26086 -52 78916 -81.77949
Akaike AIC 0161362 -1.427182 -1.535852 4.054425 6.053758
Schwarz SC 0.444251 -1.144293 -1.252063 4337314 6. 336646
Mean dependent 24 13605 25.30499 2300193 18.01452 7728828
S.D. dependent 0701713 0.605387 0732862 2.100942 8.013423

View — Lag structure — Lag Length criteria

t W) Skl e sty 0K e dariaiy B 4 oF 3 Lagtoinclude w3 L,




saill Gk i) sty de sulaa

Exogenous variables: C

Sample: 1991 2020

VAR Lag Order Selection Criteria
Endogencous variables: LMEXP LMGDP LMNIMP TCH TIMNF

Date: 06M4/22 Time: 18:11

Included ocbservations: 27

Lag LogL LR FPE AlC 3C HQ
0 -141.5703 MA 0035716 1085706  11.09703  10.92841
1 -35.78055 1645618  9.34e-05 4872634 B6.312452* 5300767
2 -11.92703 2827084 0.000126 4957558 7.597225 5742469
3 3670378  39.62510" 414e-05" 3.207128* T.046644 43488177

* indicates lag order selected by the criterion
LR: sequential modified LR test statistic (each test at 5% level)
FPE: Final prediction error

AlC: Akaike information criterion
SC: Schwarz information criterion
H: Hannan-Quinn information criterion

CS}«J‘ ‘1\» Ay Aoy @

3 9n iyl 1 o) Bmys el le )08 ekl e slazeWUy (Jgad) Vs

& fa=zg 3 =W Lag intervals for endogenous s (3 e

5L J)’b-u.ﬂ

(A e Lo uadl

JUjal VAR(3) Csj;'

Wector Autoregression Estimates
Date: 06/14/22 Time: 18:19
Sample (adjusted) 1994 2020
Included observations: 27 after adjustments
Standard errors in ( ) & t-statistics in []

oalal

/
T~

Sk LAY

LNEXP LMNGDP LINIMP TCH TINF
LMEXP(-1} 1.129842 0.344337 0.243146 1.015730 -2.159702
(0.43153) (0.18554) (0.19550) (3.25252) (10.2482)
[2.61824] [ 1.85589] [1.24374] [0.31229] [-0.21074]
LMNEXP(-2} -0.489061 -0.117975 -0.056165 -4.814196 -5.04391
(0.49937) (0.21470) (0.22623) (3.76384) (11.8593)
[-0.97936] [-0.54947] [-0.24827] [-1.27907] [70.42531\
LMEXP{-3} 0.857741 0.314741 0.329370 3.158050 7.584471
(0.40954) (0.17608) (0.18554) (3.08680) (9.72604)
[2.09440] [1.78745] [1.77524] [ 1.02308] [0.77981]
LMGDP1) -1.061933 0.022879 -0.144417 -9.544516 0.819151
(1.30865) (0.56266) (0.59286) (9.86358) (31.0786)
[-0.81148] [ 0.04066] [-0.24359] [-0.96765] [ 0.02636]
LMNGDP(-2) 0.299641 0.010763 0.236748 18.52824 1260802
(1.24476) (0.53519) (0.56392) (9.38209) (29.5615)
[0.24072] [0.02011] [0.41923] [1.97485] [0.42550]
LMNGDP{-3) -2.300457 -0.900619 -0.537422 -8.081015 -13.58489
(1.16283) (0.49995) (0.52580) (8.75454) (27.6157)
[-1.97833] -1.80136] -1.02016] [-0.92201] [-0.49193]
LMIMP(-13 -0.206300 -0.131878 0.452205 -1.472101 -2.028877F
(0.89620) (0.38533) (0.40601) (6.75487) (21.2836)
[-0.23020] [-0.34225] [1.11378] [-0.21793] [0.13761]
LMIMP (-2} 0.356287 0.151951 -0.320726 -12.13994 -9.244158
(0.87384) (0.37571) (0.39588) (6.58635) (20.7526)
[0.40773] [ 0.40443] [-0.98598] [-1.84320] [-0.44545]
LIMIMP(-3} 1.276970 0.813905 0.674990 7.181786 1.357394
(0.74088) (0.31855) (0.33564) (5.58421) (17.5950)
[1.72358] [2.55506] [2.01103] [1.28509] [0.077151
TCH{-1) -0.013600 -0.008405 -0.016113 0.577547 -0.018509
(0.03317) (0.01426) (0.01503) (0.25000) (0.78773)
[-0.41002] -0.58938] [-1.07226] [2.31014] [-0.02350]
TCH(-2) -0.033985 -0.019995 0.004886 0.230138 -0.256675
(0.03495) (0.01503) (0.01583) (0.26342) (0.83000)
[-0.97240] -1.33073] [0.30860] [ 0.87365] [-0.30925]
TCH(-3) 0.017630 0.017377 0.001083 -0.483442 -0.688584
(0.03113) (0.01339) (0.01410} (0.23467) (0.73940)
[0.56526] [1.29813] [0.07581] [-2.05011] [-0.93127]
TIMNF1) 0.020175 0.008262 0.013231 -0.074803 0.645997
(0.01395) (0.00600) (0.00632) (0.10516) (0.33136)
[1.44599] [1.37729] [2.09316] -0.71129] [1.94954]
TINF(-2) -0.000573 0.002568 -0.006245 -0.107719 -0.024016
(0.01283) (0.00552) (0.00581) (0.09672) (0.30474)
[-0.04469] [0.46543] -1.07433] -1.11376] -0.07881]
TIMNF(-3) -0.0233110 -0.015729 -0.006575 0.189279 0.093905
(0.01201) (0.00516) (0.00544) (0.09052) (0.28521)
[-2.75700] [-3.04625] [-1.20847] [2.09106] [0.32925]
c 31.97494 1449567 5.396043 158.9985 273.0700
(15.2866) (6.57256) (6.92534) (115.219) (363.037)
[2.09170] [ 2.20548] [0.77917] [1.27997] [0.75218]
R-squared 0.960944 0.990809 0.993057 0.984882 0.819793
Adj. R-squared 0.9076&85 0.978276 0.983588 0.964268 0.574055
Sum sq. resids 0.459222 0.084892 0.094250 26.08843 259.0014
S.E. equation 0.204322 0.087849 0.092565 1.540024 4852379
F-statistic 15.04290 79.05440 104.8814 47 77541 = 2350565
Log likelinood 16.68845 39.47845 38.06679 -37.84768 -68.83479
Akaike AIC -0.050996 -1.739145 -1.634577 3.988717 6.284059
Schwarz SC 0.715907 -0.971241 -0.866674 4756621 7.051962
Mean dependent 24.20794 25.35615 24.05309 17.47448 5.367630
S.D.dependent 0.672478 0.596026 0.722547 8.146979 7.434954
Determinant resid covariance (dof adj.} 4.04E-06
Determinant resid covariance 4 54E-08
Log likelihood 36.70378
Akalke information criterion 3.207128
Schwarz criterion 7.0465644
Number of coefficients 80
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¢ @l ods s T W S
Lo AV padll Uf Wslas S8 St (OVslas 55 VAR 358 Ll 058 Solpane 5 Lo 015713 03
ol b EMy 6 F Y olpad) AV
Jsn poi (Gl Joad)mdsadl pai (3 le LS5 gy Prob als s e oladall dygimse 3520
t e Lol 1iay (Make System) <Nolakl s (1) 7350l
Proc — Make System — Order by Lag
:kgl-c I e g‘i;
Estimate — Ordinary Least Squares = Ok
Gt AT S hgadl RS sle] A e S T35 ol (3 )l 3 Jgud (3 B ge st

ol Blogles s doles |87 JanY) 3 Llany LS ciades SO Al oVl VU ol sganll W L
31

c(3),c(2), el JW Lo o dBigime cond Oldall LS LY oVl sl s o
Ll il Jde InNTCH(-1),InIMP(-1), INEX(-1),InGDP(-1) .y ‘_}fc;ﬁuw Jx L";Jb c(5), c(4)
LSl jaseisy SOl jasiin sbidl ods G psk o ipdgedl a3

Loma oo ST g G gl Eo> S oladal s L J}Lﬁ :‘;\}J\j Sladalll SRS @

U AR blb o ) Wald Lot/ Jlaazals 0,05 o 5T Probability 2esd Led el &) oolodall
View — Coefficient Diagnostics = Wald Test

tek b BsEY) 3 sK e(3) ,6(2), €(5), C(8) Aupme ) Ay Vit cygimn bl Dalall wiaig

AUl bl e Lamsis ¢(2)= c(3)=c(4)=c(5)

WWald Test:
System: {Tsystem}

Test Statistic Walue oT Proboakbility

Chi-sguare 5. 367982 4 0.2516

rull Hypothesis: C(2)=C (2 =C(4)=C(5)=0
MMull Hypothesis Summany:

FMormalized Restriction (= 0O) Value Std. Err.

C(2) -1.0651933 1.208645
3 -0.206309 0.896199
(5] -0.0132600 0.0332159
ci(5) 0020175 0.012953

Restrictions are linear in coefficients.
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O n ciogdall 2040 L& 1Ly Probability(Chi-square)>0,05 Of mildl sds Y= a3
Fised) B Ao @ YW 1d e Ay s peb s o 03] Ghall goles o3llall ods
oMJJ}jthVJ}U %ﬁw\.&é\QL«J&L\J}J&#T@CAJ,{&L&M@}\&)J{&J
il grall ol b dd b Lt Estimate e banias adayg Lebdst a9 & Spec e barall odalall
Slull Oleop el 3 wde Jran @y (Sl asas dL i Jbl Jasss e dlesYl as
eyl o ) BLoYL el mjedly s Y1 s Gl s Gl BLY1 e ot csaal
oY)
Ll a5 LT clas Y correlograms e (clly QW bl Jetad) IS 0 0 2e¥) Glugidl B 3 @
ms bl s o sl 2ol s S o) OF Jodl S WLy s i s
) olsled

View — Residual Tests — correlograms

a3 Corelogram L"94)5\ L ke 2 J&.’:J\

Aufocomelations with Agproximate 2 5% Er. Sounds

1 1y 1 1 1 1| 1 1 Y | [

T T T J J T J J ] J T J T J ] T

11l 1 L1 1l ] 1 141 | [ o1 ]
T | T ]JJ T T ] '] T J T ] T

| | 1 L1 Loves o1, | T
7] [ 7 [’r7 ] T/ T 71 ] 7 I T
L 11 | [ ] 11 ]| 1
T T T 1 T T T] T ] T
| ]1 1 1 1 L1 1 11
T T 7 T T T — —TTT7

tke bl (LM et Jlaasal clas ) DLyl i 1ellasS0 G101 LUy @
View — Residual Tests — Autocorrelation LM Test

QW Jsd) (3 e Sl
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VAR Residual Serial Correlation LM Tests
Date: 06M5/22 Time: 14:24

Sample: 1991 2020

Included observations: 27

Mull hypothesis: Mo serial correlation atlag h

Lag LRE* stat df Prob. Rao F-stat df

Prob.

1 24 50325 25 0.4205 0.828043 (25, 8.9)

0.6662

Mull hypothesis: Mo serial correlation atlags 1toh

Lag LRE* stat df Prob. Rao F-stat df

Prob.

1 24 50325 25 0.4205 0.828043 (25, 8.9)

0.6662

*Edgeworth expansion corrected likelinood ratio statistic.

by p otV Wy dagiall 0,801 a5 03] (Prob>0,05 of xS sl s IS e

ey b Wl el @
ke borad oS bl el LY rslas U andall ansdl @

View — Residual Tests —» Autocorrelation LM Test

[FR REsTauar oTTalty 1esn
rthogonalization: Cholesky (Lutkepohl)
ull Hypothesis: Residuals are multivariate normal
ate: 06/15/22 Time: 14:52
ample: 1991 2020
cluded observations: 27
Component  Skewness Chi-sq df Prob.* Component Kurtosis Chi-sq ar Prob.
4 0457984 0.943872 4 03313 1 2.660666 0.128541 1 0.7189
2 4947116  4.265168 1 0.0389
2 1.235675 6.871012 1 0.0088
3 5.461564 B.816711 1 0.0090
3 1.145195 5.901626 1 0.0151
4 3464233 0.242451 1 0.6224
4 -0.685253 2113072 1 0.1460 5 1048145 1244608 4 0.2646
5 -0.012849 0.000743 1 09783 _ _ _
Joint 1583032 5 0.0073 Joint 1269857 5 002654
Component Jarque-Bera df Prob.
1 1.073413 2 05847
2 11.13618 2 0.0038
3 1271834 2 0.0017
4 2355523 2 0.3080
5 1.245441 2 0.5365
Joint 28.52889 10 0.0015
Approximate p-values do not account for coefficient
estimation

L3 JB afbax] Jlaam) JVs o aslas SUJB dlian| 1Sy mlalidly otV folas Jglad) o Liass

392 sl el Ko banb ayjs a8jse 591¢d sl clasf O

o) Sy Azt B! Jigs 5181 4

Lz ol Jlgs @
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L C-N EIERINCH VR oY ol Le ~a dmpulse U e bz Jigdl ods e Jgan]
obly Ko Je o (Table s [l Joux ISa Lo BVl s e Jgadd sl 136 (Jlgl o
.Combined Graphs sl Multiple graphs  J& i

B okl 3 b 5 s Wlte (3 Slaed sl ll) 0050 o i) w2 Impulses UEH 3
D o lede & bl e g2 L Cudl Co INIMP 350l s i 3l ol 3 coly)ldl) Lo
ohslall 3 TCH Al Jaas (TINF w3vzd) Jise (NGDP oo 873 dltelly 2l dn) Y1 olpadll
InEX

Jlgs Slimie o fuamsy OK e boras oY) aa) V) olpadll wias Responses &L ¢ L
U vzl Ll

Response to Cholesky One 5.0_(d_f. adusted) Innovations+ 2 3 E
Response of LMEXP to LMIMP Response of LMGDP to LMIMP
2 12 ]
e o 08 |
LEN
0
. .00
-1 04
1 z 3 4 5 6 7 & 8 10 1 2 2 4 5 & 7 & ] 10
Response of TCH to LMIMP Response of TINF to LMIMP
19
- e T
D =
14
-1 i
-1 4
-2 -
1 z 3 4 5 8 7 g 8 10 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 g 9 10

LS .INIMP _Js INEXs TCH «TINF dnGDP .y S Sledo 1 Sl oda I 0 Lo
L INEX spazad) wlads slas] e &l La>Mib (gylall CIENVI (3 ol e 5,le lusadd ol iyl LS
(PUEY) sgle g sl @ T & L) (3 el T Sl 10 Yy LS b (Y1 sl
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ol e G Response of TCH to InIMP e lele L;J.;SM Olased Ll ;wa\ o L=y

Al A e sl Joled gl 3

View — Variance decomposition

£ .

ol (

i)l e el oY)

ww‘%ﬁ )

P aa ol S Al

o (Table B 1 Jeix 1Ka Lo bl SIS e Jsad) Usyl 13 dnzacd) dylozeN) Jlgs 3 LS
e et 0k s Ladx Lraiy (Combined Graphs i Multiple graphs e brz bl (Ko e

Variance Decomposition of LMEXP:

Feriod S.E. LMEXP LMNGDP LMIMP TCH TIMNF
1 0.204322 100.0000 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000
2 0.237641 87.08858 2482517 1.032635 0176283 8.2319986
3 0267276 FT2.55584 3166062 T.223113 0.554993 15.48999
4 0.200876 5977702 4311716 17.29431 3.470525 15.14643
5 0.346567 5286222 4199881 24 166456 6.479538 12.29190
51 0.362314 5547172 3.881957 2298709 G.412340 11.245689
7 0.374857 57.54155 4 467090 21.48470 5.996066 10.51059
a8 0.386992 58.48212 5270976 2016325 5781037 1030262
9 0.400654 57.80298 5.861060 18.81153 5.836024 11.68841
10 0415204 856.75808 5.908221 1770023 5.981110 132.652324

“ariance Decomposition of LMGDFP:

Period LMEXP LMGDP LMIMP TCH TIMNF
1 0.087849 T4 55321 25 44679 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000
2 0103571 ¥3.45963 18.54481 0.6237209 0.012245 F.346102
3 0.121946 53.21303 16.78543 8.647906 1.002588 20.35105
4 0.150035 39.43064 17.20166 27 73570 21560895 13.47591
5 0.1285026 31.34458 14.99259 40.85036 3.753478 9.0528994
51 0.195337 34.63000 13.51606 239.42810 3.924084 8501762
7 0.208871 41 57313 1211732 3514330 3.692435 7473811
g8 0.224914 47.26199 10.62373 31.53417 3.967806 6.612310
9 0236111 49.40886 9.795402 2995552 4.4745618 5.365597
10 0.247202 49 96953 9.023321 29 24477 5015891 6. 745494

Variance Decomposition of TCH:

Period LMEXP LMGDP LMIMP TCH TIMNF
1 0.092565 3.054816 41.84271 Q777480 45.32499 0.000000
2 0126102 F.533015 50.35186 10531158 3012596 1.457987
3 0.125179 4. 655711 35.96629 31.75613 1671013 10.91164
4 01532139 3.8030158 31.435032 3353433 12.85060 18377032
5 0.188965 3.956743 3047596 35.01601 12.38490 18.16638
B 0.210893 10.25086 27.52424 32.92869 12.34045 16.95577
7 0.228344 19.35933 2411384 2913139 11.72157 1567387
g8 0.248907 23.56008 2220481 28.42510 11.33540 14. 47460
g 0.266212 25.433288 21.20455 28.42194 11.10060 13.83903
10 0.281406 26.99839 20.59505 2764307 10.86728 13.89621

Variance Decomposition of TINF:

Period S.E. LMEXP LMNGDP LMIMP TCH TIMNF
1 1.540024 34.49067 0.662383 9.7 73650 6.049161 49.02413
2 2104758 38.60152 0.502733 8.429337 5.688448 4577796
3 2. 9519586 43 23868 0729111 T.4058432 5.013102 43 60067
4 3.367291 42 84281 1.3865329 T.222133 5.900674 42 64784
5 2.430948 40.40808 3.598175 7.593259 5.581960 41.81852
6 3.610437 36.63841 6.574023 Q772802 5.694647 41.32012
7 3.8B66921 36.13237 F.rg3129 10.55927 4.945430 40.57979
a8 4.030395 36.44952 8.050110 1056374 4.808807 4012783
g 4126945 36.32973 8148354 10.57749 4. 928072 4001636
10 4.219529 36.29338 8.199458 10.57840 4.998500 39.93026

Cholesky Ordering: LMEXP LMNGDP LMIMP TCH TINF

Cholesky é.w)};; b o olpaadl s s e gl @l
10JM>€M\QW&U&)W&U&SWJ§MMLJJJ»Q

o Spaie S e ded W pw 40 Variance Decomposition of INEXP JMs e LS o Ol

dgat! s s ag

>

«Decomposition
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e INEXP <1 6f Y0100 & lewds 25 o INEXP e s ¢ LpY) 2ed) 3 Ve ¢ INEXP (05
ANEXP 2 e 0% 653 wolpaddl @by 0100 of sllall o

fawd o pmnd INGDP OF > L5 sl Y9 «Variance Decomposition of INGDP JMs 14

(AN ) 8 0x B iy ek 2 e 2570 o 2V 89 INEXP (25 e T5%

4l 5

S Al 3 LSS g sl b el gl Al ] el le 8,80 byl ST 53 sy
Dol (3 Bmisl) gl B3 3 lee Llan LS ha e pnne SO b gl i)l e Lot 1S

Forecast Evaluation

Sample: 2000 2020

Date: 06/M15/22 Time: 19:15

Included observations: 21

‘Variable Inc. obs. RMSE MAE MAFPE Theil

LMEXP 21 0178085 0149888 0610841 0003635
LMNGDP 21 0.095111 0078837 02307181 0001858
LMIMP 21 0078332 00591532 0243474 0001610
TCH 21 1.807364 1513105 11.28357 0057376
TINF 21 2488655 1.833005% 1213414 0238409

RMSE:. Root Mean Square Error
MAE: Mean Absolute Error

MAFE: Mean Absolute Percentage Error
Theil: Theil inequality coefficient

Ol IS sl OF LM spaee I o) Theil jige couy wlashl ods s 0 @
Jog Jelakl 1 OIS LelSy 3k 0555 gl 383 0L sl 1) Jogr Julall i OIS LS™OY i

10,28 dad 4 juk Ul a3zl Jume i JU ga LeSTag gl 85 OB LS a0 )
Fld 2024 Ze ) sl psiin el Sl gl a2 Ld il o ) 2l s
QW OL! (3 amige

:g;u\
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INEXP (VARSCEN) InGDP (VARSCEN)
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Baltagi Badi, Econometrics, Springer edition, fourth edition, USA, 2008.

Bourbonnais régis, Econométrie, édition Dunod, 10™ édition, Paris, France, 2018.

Bourbonnais régis, Econométrie: Cours et exercices corrigés, édition Dunod , 9™
édition, Paris, France, 2015.

Cadoret Isabelle et autres, Econométrie appliquées, édition de Boeck, 1¢ édition,
Bruxelles, Belgique, 2004.

Christ, C. F, Econométric Models and Methods. New York: John Wiley &
Sons,1966.

Dor Eric, Econométrie: Synthése de cours et exercices corrigés, édition Pearson,
Paris, France, 20009.

Dimitrios Asteriou and Stephen G. Hall: Applied Econometrics, Amodern
Approach, Revised Edition, First edition, New York, 2006, 2007.

Giraud René & Chaix Nicole, Econométrie, édition presses universitaires de France,
Paris, France, 1989.

Greene William.H, Econometric Analysis, edition Pearson, eighth edition, New York,
USA, 2018.

Greene William.H, Econometric analysis, Prentice hall, fifth edition, New York
University, July 10, 2002.

Grellet Gérard, Econométrie, support de cours d’économétrie, Paris, France, 2003,

Gujarati Damodar, Econométrie, Traduction de la 4®™® édition américaine par
Bernier Bernard, édition de Boeck, 1°™ édition, Bruxelles, Belgique, 2004.

Gujarati Damodar,Econometrics by example, Second Edition, New York, USA,
2015.

H.Working(1943), Statistical Laus of family expenditure, Journal of the American
Statistical Association, VVol.38

Kibala Kuma Jonas, Econométrie Appliquée: Manuel des cas pratiques sur EViews et
Stata, centre de recherche économique et quantitative, Congo-Kinshasa, 2018.

LARDIC S. et MIGNON V. (2002) "Econométrie des séries temporelles
macroeconomiques et financiéres" Ed. Economica-Paris.
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Malinvaud.E,"Estimation et prévision dans les modeles Economiques autorégressifs,
"Revue de l'institut international de statistique,1961.

Paul Turner, PhD Econometrics in Practice, MERCURY LEARNING AND
INFORMATION Dulles, Virginia ,Boston, Massachusetts,New Delhi.

Phillipe Deschamps, cours d’économétrie, Université de Fribourg, suisse, 2006.
Résumé du Cours d'économeétrie, Yves Tille, 16 décembre 2008, Paris, France.

Salvatore Dominick, Reagle Derrick, Theory and Problems of Statistics and
Econometrics, Schaum's outline series, McGraw Hill, New York, USA, 2002.

Zellner Arnold & Theil.H, Three-Stage Least Squares: Simultaneous Estimation of
Simultaneous Equations, Econometrica , January 1962, Vol. 30, No. 1.
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Yt iy Xt Clla)l iols oibeas 01 oy Jo-r

t Xt bl | Y A t Xt b | Y el t Xt bl | Y e
0001Q1| -146,4 | -75,6 |0007Q1| -14,4 -9 10013Q1 36 -30,6
0001Q2| 19,2 1,8 10007Q2 12 -1,8 10013Q2| 57,6 -342
0001Q3| -24 19,8 [0007Q3| -14,4 36 |0013Q3| 19,2 -54
0001Q4| -9,6 21,6 |0007Q4| -88,8 63  10013Q4| 93,6 -84,6
0002Q1 72 -28,8 [0008Q1| 28,8 -10,8 [0014Q1| 91,2 -135
0002Q2| -2/4 -73,8 10008Q2| 60 -81 10014Q2| 84 -48,6
0002Q3| 108 -252 [0008Q3| 38,4 -45 10014Q3| -7,2 -414
0002Q4| 40,8 -30,6 [0008Q4| 93,6 -10,8 [0014Q4| 110,4 | -39,6
0003Q1| 4,8 -46,8 [0009Q1| 55,2 -57,6 [0015Q1| 40,8 -57,6
0003Q2| -40,8 36 10009Q2| 21,6 54  10015Q2| 84 -136,8
0003Q3| -38,4 18 10009Q3| -12 -18 |0015Q3| 156 -84,6
0003Q4| -9,6 19,8 [0009Q4| 2,4 -10,8 [0015Q4| 69,6 -30,6
0004Q1| 19,2 41,4 10010Q1| 57,6 -10,8 [0016Q1| -4,8 -10,8
0004Q2| 55,2 -52,2 10010Q2| -45,6 21,6 |0016Q2| 52,8 -48.6
0004Q3| 74,4 -64,8 [0010Q3| -21,6 41,4 10016Q3 0 -37,8
0004Q4| 744 14,4 10010Q4| -12 -234 10016Q4| 36 -68,4
0005Q1| 79,2 -77,4 10011Q1| 55,2 -50,4 [0017Q1| 74,4 -37,8
0005Q2| 33,6 -55,8 [0011Q2| -772 -30,6 [0017Q2| 16,8 -28.8
0005Q3| 624 -522 10011Q3| 88,8 -68,4 [0017Q3| 14,4 -30,6
0005Q4| -16,8 | -14,4 [0011Q4| 31,2 -252 10017Q4| 129,6 | -64,8
0006Q1| -144 | -16,2 |0012Q1| 50,4 -28,8 [0018Q1 72 -77,4
0006Q2| -9,6 -3,6 10012Q2| 24 -5,4 10018Q2| 129,6 12,6
0006Q3| 312 -36  |0012Q3| 55,2 -1,8 [0018Q3| 19,2 -16,2
0006Q4| 9,6 18 10012Q4| 19,2 -27 10018Q4| 50,4 3,6
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TINF  |PIB EX IMP TCH
1991] 25,886 45715614560  1,3311E+10| 10788777393 20,6
1992 31,67 48003078389|  1,2154E+10| 11458089975 24,38
1993 20,54 49945599429 1,088E+10| 11556880473 26,23
1994] 29,048 42543178042]  9585286555| 11084077314 27,74
1995 29,78 41764315330 1,094E+10] 12110076609 31,84
1996] 18,679 46941582519 1,397E+10| 11240020899 28,531
1997 5,734 48177612042 1,489E+10| 10279946208 25,43
1998 4,95 48187747529 1,088E+10] 10849999758 26,662
1999 2,646 48640653469  1,3692E+10| 11079852615 28,302
2000 0,339 54790392746 2,305E+10| 11390169785 29,77
2001] 4,226 54744712815  2,0085E+10| 12053066114 27.3
2002 1,418 56760355865|  2,0153E+10| 14547471885 25,9
2003] 4,269 67863828413|  2,5957E+10| 16203129401 23,72
2004 3,962 85332581189|  3,4178E+10| 21886269334 17,65
2005 1,382 1,03198E+11|  4,8715E+10| 24843327242 15,27
2006 2,311 1,17027E+11|  5,7122E+10| 25651596909 12,27
2007 3,679 1,34977E+11|  6,3531E+10| 33568752129 13,79
2008 4,859 1,71001E+11|  8,2035E+10| 49096310473 11,33
2009 5,737 1,37211E+11|  4,8534E+10| 49331042818 10,16
2010 3,911 1,61207E+11|  6,1975E+10| 50654732073 9,96
2011] 4,524 2,00013E+11]  7,7581E+10| 57376110362 9,96
2012 8,891 2,09059E+11|  7,7123E+10] 59611982821 10,97
2013 3,254 2,09755E+11|  6,9659E+10| 63767462869 9,82
2014 2,917 21381E+11|  6,5186E+10| 68262397151 10,21
2015| 4,784 1,65979E+11 3,846E+10| 60621194064 11,21
2016| 6,398 1,60034E+11|  3,3403E+10| 56097067791 10,2
2017 5,591 1,70097E+11|  3,8497E+10| 55603303506 10,333
2018 427 1,74911E+11|  4,5234E+10| 56328895705 10,42
2019] 1,952 1,71767E+11|  3,9014E+10| 50032843584 10,513
2020 2,415 1,45009E+11|  2,6103E+10]| 40371739940 12,55
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System: UNTITLED

Estimation Method: Least Squares
Date: 06/14/22 Time: 19:29

Sample: 1994 2020
Included observations: 27

Total system (balanced) observations 135

Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
C(@) 1.129842 0.431527 2.618243 0.0114
C(2) -1.061933 1.308645 -0.811475 0.4206
C(3) -0.206309 0.896199 -0.230205 0.8188
C(4) -0.013600 0.033169 -0.410023 0.6834
C(5) 0.020175 0.013953 1.445989 0.1539
C(6) -0.489061 0.499365 -0.979364 0.3317
C(7) 0.299641 1.244763 0.240722 0.8107
C(8) 0.356287 0.873840 0.407726 0.6851
C(9) -0.033985 0.034949 -0.972402 0.3351
C(10) -0.000573 0.012832 -0.044693 0.9645
C(11) 0.857741 0.409540 2.094401 0.0408
C(12) -2.300457 1.162830 -1.978326 0.0529
C(13) 1.276970 0.740882 1.723580 0.0904
C(14) 0.017630 0.031134 0.566263 0.5735
C(15) -0.033110 0.012009 -2.757002 0.0079
C(16) 31.97494 15.28661 2.091696 0.0411
C(17) 0.344337 0.185537 1.855890 0.0688
C(18) 0.022879 0.562659 0.040663 0.9677
C(19) -0.131878 0.385326 -0.342251 0.7335
C(20) -0.008405 0.014261 -0.589379 0.5580
C(21) 0.008262 0.005999 1.377292 0.1740
C(22) -0.117975 0.214705 -0.549474 0.5849
C(23) 0.010763 0.535192 0.020111 0.9840
C(24) 0.151951 0.375712 0.404434 0.6875
C(25) -0.019996 0.015027 -1.330735 0.1888
C(26) 0.002568 0.005517 0.465426 0.6435
C(27) 0.314741 0.176084 1.787450 0.0794
C(28) -0.900619 0.499965 -1.801364 0.0771
C(29) 0.813905 0.318546 2.555060 0.0134
C(30) 0.017377 0.013386 1.298128 0.1997
C(31) -0.015729 0.005164 -3.046246 0.0036
C(32) 14.49567 6.572560 2.205484 0.0316
C(33) 0.243146 0.195496 1.243742 0.2189
C(34) -0.144417 0.592859 -0.243595 0.8085
C(35) 0.452205 0.406008 1.113785 0.2702
C(36) -0.016113 0.015027 -1.072257 0.2883
C(37) 0.013231 0.006321 2.093160 0.0410
C(38) -0.056165 0.226229 -0.248268 0.8049
C(39) 0.236748 0.563919 0.419827 0.6762
C(40) -0.390726 0.395878 -0.986984 0.3280
C(41) 0.004886 0.015833 0.308601 0.7588
C(42) -0.006245 0.005813 -1.074330 0.2874
C(43) 0.329370 0.185535 1.775245 0.0814
C(44) -0.537422 0.526800 -1.020162 0.3121
C(45) 0.674990 0.335644 2.011030 0.0492
C(46) 0.001083 0.014105 0.076809 0.9391
C(47) -0.006575 0.005441 -1.208473 0.2320
C(48) 5.396043 6.925339 0.779174 0.4392
C(49) 1.015730 3.252522 0.312290 0.7560
C(50) -9.544516 9.863580 -0.967652 0.3375
C(51) -1.472101 6.754874 -0.217932 0.8283
C(52) 0.577547 0.250004 2.310145 0.0247
C(53) -0.074803 0.105165 -0.711292 0.4799
C(54) -4.814196 3.763840 -1.279065 0.2062
C(55) 18.52824 9.382085 1.974853 0.0533
C(56) -12.13994 6.586349 -1.843198 0.0707
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C(57) 0.230138 0.263420 0.873652 0.3861
C(58) -0.107719 0.096717 -1.113763 0.2702
C(59) 3.158050 3.086804 1.023081 0.3107
C(60) -8.081015 8.764536 -0.922013 0.3605
C(61) 7.181786 5.584213 1.286087 0.2038
C(62) -0.483442 0.234668 -2.060114 0.0441
C(63) 0.189279 0.090518 2.091060 0.0412
C(64) 158.9985 115.2190 1.379968 0.1732
C(65) -2.159702 10.24819 -0.210740 0.8339
C(66) 0.819151 31.07862 0.026357 0.9791
C(67) -2.928877 21.28356 -0.137612 0.8910
C(68) -0.018509 0.787725 -0.023497 0.9813
C(69) 0.645997 0.331359 1.949541 0.0563
C(70) -5.043916 11.85928 -0.425314 0.6723
C(71) 12.60802 29.56150 0.426501 0.6714
C(72) -9.244158 20.75257 -0.445446 0.6577
C(73) -0.256675 0.829996 -0.309249 0.7583
C(74) -0.024016 0.304739 -0.078810 0.9375
C(75) 7.584471 9.726043 0.779810 0.4388
C(76) -13.58489 27.61570 -0.491926 0.6247
C(77) 1.357394 17.59499 0.077147 0.9388
C(78) -0.688584 0.739401 -0.931273 0.3558
C(79) 0.093905 0.285209 0.329249 0.7432
C(80) 273.0700 363.0371 0.752182 0.4551
Determinant residual covariance 4.54E-08

Equation: LNEXP = C(1)*LNEXP(-1) + C(2)*LNGDP(-1) + C(3)*LNIMP(-1) +
C(4)*TCH(-1) + C(5)*TINF(-1) + C(6)*LNEXP(-2) + C(7)*LNGDP(-2) +
C(8)*LNIMP(-2) + C(9)*TCH(-2) + C(10)*TINF(-2) + C(11)*LNEXP(-3) +
C(12)*LNGDP(-3) + C(13)*LNIMP(-3) + C(14)*TCH(-3) + C(15)*TINF(-3)

+ C(16)
Observations: 27
R-squared 0.960944 Mean dependent var 24.20794
Adjusted R-squared 0.907685 S.D. dependent var 0.672478
S.E. of regression 0.204322 Sum squared resid 0.459222
Durbin-Watson stat 2.646986

Equation: LNGDP = C(17)*LNEXP(-1) + C(18)*LNGDP(-1) + C(19)*LNIMP(
-1) + C(20)*TCH(-1) + C(21)*TINF(-1) + C(22)*LNEXP(-2) + C(23)
*LNGDP(-2) + C(24)*LNIMP(-2) + C(25)*TCH(-2) + C(26)*TINF(-2) +
C(27)*LNEXP(-3) + C(28)*LNGDP(-3) + C(29)*LNIMP(-3) + C(30)*TCH(
-3) + C(31)*TINF(-3) + C(32)

Observations: 27

R-squared 0.990809 Mean dependent var 25.35615
Adjusted R-squared 0.978276 S.D. dependent var 0.596026
S.E. of regression 0.087849 Sum squared resid 0.084892
Durbin-Watson stat 2.758687

Equation: LNIMP = C(33)*LNEXP(-1) + C(34)*LNGDP(-1) + C(35)*LNIMP(-1)
+ C(36)*TCH(-1) + C(37)*TINF(-1) + C(38)*LNEXP(-2) + C(39)*LNGDP(
-2) + C(40)*LNIMP(-2) + C(41)*TCH(-2) + C(42)*TINF(-2) + C(43)
*LNEXP(-3) + C(44)*LNGDP(-3) + C(45)*LNIMP(-3) + C(46)*TCH(-3) +
C(47)*TINF(-3) + C(48)

Observations: 27

R-squared 0.993057 Mean dependent var 24.05309
Adjusted R-squared 0.983588 S.D. dependent var 0.722547
S.E. of regression 0.092565 Sum squared resid 0.094250
Durbin-Watson stat 2.505884

Equation: TCH = C(49)*LNEXP(-1) + C(50)*LNGDP(-1) + C(51)*LNIMP(-1) +
C(52)*TCH(-1) + C(53)*TINF(-1) + C(54)*LNEXP(-2) + C(55)*LNGDP(
-2) + C(56)*LNIMP(-2) + C(57)*TCH(-2) + C(58)*TINF(-2) + C(59)
*LNEXP(-3) + C(60)*LNGDP(-3) + C(61)*LNIMP(-3) + C(62)*TCH(-3) +
C(63)*TINF(-3) + C(64)

Observations: 27

R-squared 0.984882 Mean dependent var 17.47448
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Adjusted R-squared 0.964268 S.D. dependent var 8.146978
S.E. of regression 1.540024 Sum squared resid 26.08843
Durbin-Watson stat 2.255913

Equation: TINF = C(65)*LNEXP(-1) + C(66)*LNGDP(-1) + C(67)*LNIMP(-1) +
C(68)*TCH(-1) + C(69)*TINF(-1) + C(70)*LNEXP(-2) + C(71)*LNGDP(
-2) + C(72)*LNIMP(-2) + C(73)*TCH(-2) + C(74)*TINF(-2) + C(75)
*LNEXP(-3) + C(76)*LNGDP(-3) + C(77)*LNIMP(-3) + C(78)*TCH(-3) +
C(79)*TINF(-3) + C(80)

Observations: 27

R-squared 0.819793 Mean dependent var 6.367630
Adjusted R-squared 0.574056 S.D. dependent var 7.434954
S.E. of regression 4.852379 Sum squared resid 259.0014
Durbin-Watson stat 1.685022
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