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0.000™" 1.047
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2,0,4)
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2,2, 1)

1,1,4)

2,0,4)

(3,0,1)

(3,4,2)

NARDL
LNGDP_P p-E LNGDP_N
0.762 0.049" 1.026
1.234 0.000™" 2611
1.164 0.000™" 1.011
1.262 0.010° 1.306
1.561 0.012° 4.123
1.675 0.000™" 3.056
1.180 0.000™" 0.740
1.452 0.000™" 3.615
1.463 0.000™" 2.268

0L D P<0.001 ; **:P<0.01 ;

* 1 P<0.05
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p-& LNGDP N

0.000"" 1.047
0.000"" 2.563
0.000"" 1.017
0.000™" 0.562
0.000"" 0.597
0.000"" 0.549
0.000"" 0.116
0.000™" -0.158
0.000"" 0.888

p-E

0.000"

0.000""

0.000""

0.000""

0.030°
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Equation: Untitled Test

Statistic
t-statistic p-iE
15.384 0.000™"
-3.616 0.000™"
10.038 0.000™"
1.938 0.055
1.309 0.192
1.861 0.064
8.413 0.000™"
3411 0.001°"
0.902 0.369
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