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Abstract:

The research aims to identify the extent of the
company’s reliance on financial leverage and
its impact on its value. The research attempted
to frame the theoretical side to provide
adequate answers to the variables of the
practical side. The research identified Asiacell
Communications Company as its community.
A model was used for the research that
explains the nature of the influence
relationships of financial leverage. In value, as
the financial statements of Asiacell Company
published on the Iraq Stock Exchange website
were obtained for the period from 2013 to
2022, and based on them, the hypotheses for
the research were formulated as well as
subjecting them to statistical tests based on the
statistical program (EViews 12), as the
research reached the following conclusions: A
set of conclusions indicate that there is a direct
influence relationship between the degree of
financial leverage and the value of Asiacell
Telecommunications Company, and an inverse
relationship between it and the risk of financial
leverage, which is represented by (earnings per
share, market value of the share, book value of
the share, tax savings, and risk of financial
leverage), according to which The research
presented a set of proposals, the most
important of which is urging the company's
management to expand using financial
leverage in times of economic prosperity and
to reduce reliance on it in times of economic
recession because of its multiplier effect in
maximizing or risking its value
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3330 s axe 61 (%0 <%0 %0 «%0) sl e A pall )85 112022
el < gl 3 4 gl e 4S50 slaie) ate s A8 8N Ay
Aaliaall el N 3Y Apdiaal) i) casly 3(Y5) aaiaal) Adladl dad) ) jhad e 0 6
- ¢0.25- <0.40) sl Ao 2022-2013 s2all 4l a2 Hladll 5 A< 53 ¢l e
i) ) As o s gl JaaSl 31 (0.00 <0.00 <0.00 <0.00 <0.34- <0.21 <0.05 <0.22
28 A8, 50 o (Ao J2 e 2017 52016 52013 <l gl 84 go il Al
8 A 5 el 33l ae el 3 S (Aallall Aad) ) A o) aladiinly Cald
b Al ML) Al 1) s o il ClS Ladie eanaa (peSall 5 AS i) daliad b i
Lo 5 ilagaall ) ) 8 alasil ae il 35 00 2018 52015 52014 <l sid)
Aallall dadl ) ladl 3 )
o (Al Zadl 1) A el e e ) G Ll A8 5005510 o) Taa s Lo e ol
Al 1 ylas VAS AN 8 o) gt lanal) Cilal pl 9825 2209 2018-2013 <l sl
) aeal) (e 23l Jlaial 335k e Leisle 383l (Ao alaie YU Leald s dba il
3 A gl e 85 o sl e Waalaie) 325 ) Led sad e Slnd 2022-2019 < il
Gl il Jlae Jysal jiame jfing (3 agale Jarall 5 o siilall Glua dlle ol ) aadl
O (1,848,812,000,000 <1,371,719,000,000) sl (Ao coals 1 2020-2019
«647,652,000,000) ) s— (e sl 1) 2018-2013 Al @l i WL Luls
<1,179,780,000,000 <1,348,147,000,000 «373,703,900,000
<1,371,719,000,000 «1,298,334,000,000 «1,274,235,000,000
e paid (Al Gadl A 8 Jsd ) o ) Y1 )l (1,848,812,000,000
(VLD s Lol 4 55 A 8 4 i AV 53,0 Lgd Al a1 )

adaial) add) eVl L) e AN Agagail) co LadY) sla
e sl AS 530 200N ) ial camg aaeiall ladd) oS dialaldl el jlaal o) jaY
D) il Aadla (e 250 Alan ¥ il JLEAY) (e 222 2022-2013 saall YL
ol e WS Jalailly Laalaie ) 5 Leal) Joa gl o A1) daaial) Lol
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O ey HUER) LA e bl AS il Adlal) il adal) a6l <l Lad) 1
Sl o)) AlSal () Ll 53(0.05) (e (Aot (P-Value) sl el cuilS 1)
3aall VLA s Ll A8 580 Al Ll mpadal) o 5 sl Aaalald) ol Lay)
(Kolmogorov-Smirnov) < si se—s-ca s sal S HLialy 4 il 2022-2013
(Anderson-Darling) e ¢ sl sl s (Ryan-Joiner) suss oy Wil
:(3) Jsaall & Al

3)d sl
22013 32all LA Jams Lis) Bﬁ(i—zeé B B isall Jal gall Lasdal) 56l il L)
2022
Y, Kolmogorov-Smirnov Ryan-Joiner Anderson-Darling
P-Value=0.110 P-Value=0.130 P-Value=0.13
Y, Kolmogorov-Smirnov Ryan-Joiner Anderson-Darling
P-Value=0.120 P-Value=0.120 P-Value=0.110
Y, Kolmogorov-Smirnov Ryan-Joiner Anderson-Darling
P-Value=0.130 P-Value=0.130 P-Value=0.150
Y, Kolmogorov-Smirnov Ryan-Joiner Anderson-Darling
P-Value=0.150 P-Value=0.120 P-Value=0.120
v Kolmogorov-Smirnov Ryan-Joiner Anderson-Darling
> P-Value=0.110 P-Value=0.130 P-Value=0.13
X Kolmogorov-Smirnov Ryan-Joiner Anderson-Darling
P-Value=0.120 P-Value=0.140 P-Value=0.110

EViews 12 gl cila jae e slaic YU Laldl slac) 3 juaal)

Al ) 4l i) (sae (Ao oyl Jal (e sdadiball Judlead) 4y ) 85l JLES) 2
DD Al s A he st s R ol elae) (8 e Lok 55 31 o Lind 38,00
(Levin & Lin) ¢ 5 o&d slia) e alaie ¥ A (e cmana (Sl g caaaiall ol
Al il @Y pam g 325k oo
Baall Ll VLAt s L) 48 58 i) 40l Ao (i Al 4l jil) o
(B 1l 2022-2013
3aall g daital) VLD s Ll 4S 53 i) 400 e Gaid Abiadl 4 il o
(3 il 2022-2013
Alad) d @ 5 Aenal) A i) (8 53 (0.05) (e S8 Asainall JLidY) il cilS 13l
3aall g daiall VLt Jiraw Ll S 55 il Alalis 4 ) i) dga g AN s )
(4)ds3a (b (e LS5 €2022-2013

4)J g2l
22013 el cVLaDU Jaw L) 48 J&(‘”\.;kua UL Ag ) AT g Gl JLas) ailis
2022

Variable _ Level _ I_:irst Difference
statistics | Result Prob | statistics | Result | Prob
Y1 -4,51517 I 0.1010 falaled falsied falaie
Y2 -2.11003 I 0.0052 falaled falsied falaie
Y3 -16.0701 I 0.0040 Fxk falaie Fxk

1268




Journal of Business Economics for Applied Research, Vol. (6), No. (2), Part (2):1259-1279
Doi: https://dx.doi.org/10.37940/BEJAR.2024.6.2.63

Y4 550053 | Il | 0.0090 | *** o
Y5 16.0701 | 11 | 0.0040 | *** e
X -470707 Il | 00030 | *** o

EVIeWs 12 zab » cila e le ke YU Bl Slse 1 jsaal
YL G L) A8yl dpn i) Ll a1 )l LR il o) (4) Jsaall (e
e ly i) A il ) (53 (53 ¥ 5 e S <2022-2013 saall
s Ll 285081 4 i) AL ) 40l e i ) clilall saa gl i 3gmg
Dia dya ade o Aol A il Jsds o(5kima e 2022-2013 sl ci¥la™
Glilal) 4l (He paid Al 23 gaill 8 Badiaall ol joaiall 28K 5 58S 3 ga 59 ULl as 1l
e 5 e Ledl 5 ¢(5 e 2022-2013 all co¥Lai Jas Lasd S 5l & galalal) ALalud
Led ¥l aia¥l A oY <L (Intercept Individual) il 252 505 (Level) o sisdl

.(0.05) oo B (Probablllty)
pre A Se LIS Jal e selaiD] o L) A8 pd il bl (uilas ass LAl
Breusch-) (LM test) oleb iy Dlaia) aadiiy 5oa 8l =3las 4 ol Guilas
Dy 4508 Aalia Ay gime il gisay A3l o) Atad (e JB) dsudiaall 4l S 3 (Pagen
(5) Jsadl (A (e LS Al A @l a5 Aedell dia 4l J 5 )

(5)Jgd
2022-2013 52all LU Jon Lo A8 pil il G L G p LSl
10% 5% 1% LM dadd
65.17 62.50 70.15 11.00

(A IAN) Gulal) iy i o slaieYl dald) e (a1 gaad)

(s A sl Al jaae e alaie VG sl dlae ) 3 juaall
Grangr ) il s jlaid) aay s e lea™U G L) Mﬂwﬁ\ﬁ gty

4

A ] st al) ) paatiall g adiaall paaiall cpo Al 483D Ll jLad) (Causality
A il ) YA dede e 4 S5 53 2022-2013 saall YLD Jans Ly

b a5 Jisall siall G dgs A80e a3 V) O o paii : Apadad) duda Al

[
(2022-2013 52al) VUi (s Ll 4S5 3aginall
Gl el 5 Joiaal usiall o A A8 aa g) Al o (i Abadl Aua il e

(2022-2013 52all VLA Jpus Lol 38 80 30nal)

6)J gl
22013 saall cVLaD Saw L) a:ﬂ.g E.Lusu Jiiewal) piia ¢y Agsad) A83a) LA
2022
) Al AMiaYIProb. | ddbaalF | Al ola)
ALl A ) J 98 g Aatad) dpuda ) (o 0.0030 2.00062 X —-Y1
ALl A i) J g8 g Aatal) dpa 1) (b 0.0101 2.40176 Y1 —>X
ALl A ) J 58 5 Apasal) dpuda A1 (2 0.0235 1.03682 X —>Y2
ALl A ) J 98 5 Apasal) dpuda A1 (2 0.0446 0.90014 Y2 -X
AL A Al J B g Apasal) dpuia JAl) (b 0.0317 2.10609 X ->Y3
AL dn 81 98 g Aannd) Al i) (b 0.0122 3.23668 Y3 —X
Al A i) J g8 g Aatal) dpa ) (b 0.0461 2.02956 X >Y4
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AL a8 J 9ad g Apatnl) duua A1) (2ab 0.0147 0.95402 Y4—X
AL Apa ) J B g Asadnl) dpua Al (b 0.0101 2.40176 Y5 —X
AL A Al J 98 g Apasal) A JAl) (2 0.0317 2.10609 X Y5

_EViews 12 G.AU); Gla yda e alaie YU Aali) slac 3 jaaall
Baaizall Ol oiall 5 (X)) Jiisal) Hogriall o A w A8e S ga g N (6) Jsaadl (s
e Cualy (o)) oDl Jiiaall joaiall 55 aa g 5V alaiV0L (Y1,Y2,Y3,Y4,Y5)
<l sl i (0.0461 <0.0317 <0.0235 <0.0030) ' 5 1| le
3o airall )y rdall AL S0 s g AL Sl a5 ((Y1,Y2,Y3,Y4,Y5)sinall
(0.0147 <0.0122 <0.0446 <0.0101) M5 e Leiad il 3 (Y1,Y2,Y3,Y4,Y5)
Al o eliys (alas¥) S (8(0.05) e 31 Aals Lpaan & el () Jiidll el (8
Gl el G A A8e aa o V) 400 o paii Al dpeanll A il (b (Say 4l i)
Az il Jgd 5 (2022-2013 saall cVLadU Jaws Liad 38580 2 ainall yitall g Al )
Ll A8 58 adinall jatiall g dlitual) Gl patiall u ds ABe 2a 1) 4) Je gaii Al dba)
AS ) Aag bl jiie B i Was) & 5 ) 0)s ¢(2022-2013 3aell VLA™ Ju
2022-2013 33l LA Jae Lucad 48 daaial) ol jlasi¥) zilad s ; Luald
Tadaall Jradlad) 4 ) il @l jLady aYeasd Joe bead 48 55 cibln Aol jlial) aay
10bal e LS o 2l Gl Lge Liad) a3 88 (bl uilad
2022-2013 32all Vi G Limaad A8 ol 22250l bidd) JJaad) g geal ki |
gaxall laady) 48y b s
Dbl avead (gale Culf 73 el 5085 L3l (Pooled OLS) gasall jlasi¥) #3 sai 2ay
S i) 3 ga s ol 38l 5 kel adaliall G DR S g 5 pae ) i ) dgedadal)
2022-2013 32ell YUt Jows L) A8 5 iy Ao sana
2022-2013 daall cYLABU Ja Ll AS 1&d ddatiall add) jlaad¥) pigad padi 2
Al gl V) A8y 4k s
3 bigall Jal sall asaad Hlass¥) Jdas 8 Gl z30aill e ) sdiall 3V 23 g 2ay
o AN 2 g (a3 ¢ suiall L) asy sy La L) 350 oy ) el il
2022-2013 32all VUi G Lol 4S 33 Clily de gann (& ) sind) Uadlll aa
2022-2013 3aall cYLaDU Jow Lol A8 188 ada%all ol jlaaiy) plgad padi 3
Culil) asl) A8y o
b5 e AR e ALy Ae gane JST U aal) CaBUAL Gl IV =3 gad e
Gl o s 2iad oG 3 IAA GRS Y ) U agas daay Sz sl 8 S
Oe sl OOa A5 Jal gal) aaas e WL 22k culil) V) (6 i ) duadaial)
O Ailaa ¥l 43l 5 G50 JMA e g (Hausman Test) olewss Jlgdl el yal aay s
(1059 58 57) dshaadl LS Jmil) sa Culil) aal) 23 ga
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(7) dox»
G 2022-2013 3all LA Ja Lcad 4S pd aaniall (Jadd) jlaaiy) i gad i
(X-Y1) Csiciall Collll) aal) 43, b

Dependent Wariable: w1

Method: Panel Least Squares

Date: OS/25/23 Time: 1.36

Sample: 2013 2022

Pernods included: 10

Cross-sections included: 1

Total panel (balanced) obsernvations: 10

wWariable Coefncient Std. Ermor -Statistic Prot.
L 3192683 2 589789 1037947 01396
> -9 171949 34T 2651 2942908 oO_.o002

Effects Specimcation

Cross—-section fixed (dummy wvariables)

Root MSE 8.459395 R-squared 0. 753487
Mean dependent var 9. 8293651 Adjusted R-squared D.642075
S5 D dependent var 1839439 S_E. of regression T 174489
Akaike info criterion V. 468432 Sum squared resid 2975068
Schwarz criterion T 812596 Log likelinood -197.F108
Hannan—-Qwuinn criter. T.5999492 F-statistic 14.62221

Durbin-Watson stat 2.521901 Prob(F-statistic) 000000

EViews 12 gl cila i e slaic YU sl slac) 1 juaal)

‘ :h e (7) doad) G
el L Aalal) agd dbialall &l juadl) (e (%75) 953 O (A bl asdl 23 gad (L1
o 200 sl Jisall yriall 2 g5 gVl Agm ) 5 A askaad 8 ALl Axdl 5 1) ool
aa aviay et Gl il 230l g A g AT dalse s ) 0 5x3 (9%25) 5 iz 3sall
Leindai e S) (a5 (14.62221) @il 38 4yl (F) e 0f 5 ¢ 5 g-ial) Uil
s e s (%5) Aasine (5 siae 2 Ly gina b sad¥) () G (2.72645) 4l saall
o S pae M 5035 (2.521901) & sl (DW) JLS) e cixly Lty «(1-8)

&) sdiall Ladll aa &l jnia (i r 3 9] (8 I Lol YY) Al G g g pie 5l 29
bl e Led Slas) 1l e )5Sy Al ) sSU) aae dikia i Lge 851 1 ks

4 43yl AB3le 2a 5 45 (X) Aabindl) Aad) Il Jidiall Jiiuall jpaiall jlidl) &35 Gas 2
O s ) (Y1) VLt s i) A8 5 s Ay Jiaial) el yariall (s
A a3 Al 6 AN Jal gall el e Banl g Ban 5y Ayllall el )l A jy By g
IS A0 Axdl ) da 3 Al ) (gl 5 han 5 (2.942908) Lty agaall dgmy ) A s
Zonaa ol 5 pgad) dans )y B S) i) ) VLA G Ll 4858 3 48

V) Ao it Al Agedad) i @l (i) iy odlel Jhaa) dalaill dag ) bl 5 L3
(YLt Js L 38 505 agas pmy ) e A0 a2 gima 4V 53 5 aa
el Aadl A gine a0V 53 il aa ) (Ao Gt ) ALad) dpussi N A il J 5l
(YL Js Lol A4S 55 g Al e
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(8)d s

2022-2013 31all LU o L) A8 pdd daniall Jodl) jlasiy) pigal il
(X-Y2) Csiall Cylil) aal) 48, o o

Dependent Variable: Y2

Method: Panel Least Squares

Date: 052523 Time: 2.10

Sample: 2013 2022

Periods included: 10

Cross-sections included: 1

Total panel (balanced) observations: 10

‘“Variable Coefficient Sid. Ermor t-Statistic Prob.
C 284217 2.00054 1.00658 01722
x -8.2625871 3143551 223115 0.0006

Effects Specification

Cross-section fixed (dummy variables)

Root MSE 8241761 R-squared 0712131
Mean dependent var 9.321692 Adjusted R-squared 0622311
S.D. dependent var 18.12564 S.E. of regression F.000211
Akaike info criterion 7.123659 Sum squared resid 2876.085
Schwarz criterion 7213421 Log likelinood -191.8851
Hannan-Quinn criter. 7.543211 F-statistic 14 99991
Durbin-Watson stat 2111231 Prob(F-statistic) 0.712131

EViews 12 gl cila jae e slaic YU Lald slac) 3 juaal)

; i b (8) dsaad) o
seleS L Aalal) and dbialall ¢l joadll (e (%71) a0 o) (Al Sl asdl =3 gl cpn 1
) s el el ) 3 a3 agu¥) dmy ) 5 A andaxd 8 AL Axdl 115 o) gl
aa ysie e G ) 23 5ai) 2 HA AT el se 5l ) 055 (%29) 5 iz 25l
Lei el (o ST 05 (14.99991) ualy 28 4 yndll (F) ded (5 ) s-all Ll
(1-8) Zxm Hln 525 (%5) 5 simse 2o Lygine £ 3 i) ) Cu (2.72645) Al s
355 e Sl are U 585 A (2.111231) 2 smnadl (DW) i) ded il Lay
s A siad) Undll o il jpscia (g 2 5ad¥) (8 I Tl W) 2100 S g 5 pac
2B e L Slas Yl L )5Sy il ALl astll aae dihie 8 g g4
4 A,k 8o aa g 43l (X) Al dadl L Jiaiall Jital) psriall Jladl il s 2
I ¢(Y2) Vi Jas Ll AS 33 alal) ageaadl daghy Jiaiall aainall yiall G g
D W (35l gal Ly qaBanl  Ban 5 6 Al bl sy (B il () O pusds
(= Do IS Al ) Al ) A 2 L)) o) gl Ban 5 (2.23115) ks 4diad S
el e b 51805 M sal VLD s Lol 3850
e it Al Al i @l b &5 odle ) Slaa V) Jalail) dagm e Toliiul 3
Ll AS 55 ageaad 4 yi8al) Al o Al dadl 50 4 gine 40V 53 50 a5 V) 40l
Lsina AV b 58 as ) i) e et A Alad) Ay 3 5 5 (VLD i
(YL s L) A8 35 aguaal Ayl dail) e 3000 Al 510
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(9)ds2
Guen 2022-2013 33l LA Jas Lias) A8 3l daaiall hadl) jasiy) i gad i
(X-Y3) Cnidall eyl aal) 45,

Dependent Wariable: ¥3

Method: Panel Least Squares

Date: 05/25/23 Time: 3:20

Sample: 2012 2022

Periods included: 10

Cross-sections included: 1

Total panel (balanced) observations: 10

Varable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
C 299931 1.999781 1.048881 029787
* -8.99148 1989991 2908861 0.0021

Effects Specification

Cross-section fixed (dummy varables)

Root MSE 7999124 R-squared 0.7584431
Mean dependent var 8.987341 Adjusted R-squared 0.699932
S.D. dependent var 17.97654 S_E. of regression 6888912
Akaike info criterion 6.999871 Sum squared resid 2998.189
Schwarz criterion 7.658891 Log likelinood -199.9771
Hannan-Quinn criter. 16.98876 F-statistic 16.99881
Durbin-Watson stat 2.999761 Prob(F-statistic) 0976391

EViews 12 gl cila jae e slaic YU Lald slac) 1 juaal)

‘ i b (9) dsaad) o
seleS L dalal) and dbialall <l joaidll (e (%78) 3 O (A Sl asdh =3 gl (L1
20 sl i) il 1) 3 e gV Aaa 5 5 A askied 8 ALl Axdl 5 1) ol
aa aiie a0l 23 gel 2 A s aT el se 5B ) 3 sa (%22) 5 i3 sl
Lei el (o ST (85 (16,9988 1) ualy 28 4y yadll (F) ded (5 ) s-all Ll
(1-8) Zxm Hla 525 (%5) 5 simse 2o Lysine 3 i) ) 5 (2.72645) Al s
355 (e 28 pae U 5085 (2.999761) L swnddl (DW) Jia) daf il Ly
s A siad) Undll o il jscia (g 2 5ad¥) (8 I Tl W) A1SCSe S g 5 pac

2B e L Slas Yl E L )5Sy il ALl astill aae dihie 8 e g4

iy Ayl ABe aa g 43 (X)) Al dadl I Jiial) Jiiusal) el Hlidl #0058 s 2
U (Y3) YLaid G L) 38550 38 gl agaall Ay Jidiall aaieall aiall s
o8 3 ) 35kl sal) ol qa Band g Bam 5 oy ALl ndl 1) A 5 (B i () O
o8 IS5 Al Amdl 1 a2 L) (51 5 825 (2.908861) sy 4 pudl gl dad
A o) gl Al SB35 ) (ool YL Jaus Lo 4S5

il e (ais Al Lpedel) A il (b )ty oBle) Slaa¥) Jilall dam e ol |3
s Lol 28580 408 5l o) A lo AL bl 1A giaa ¥ 53 5805 0n 0 Y)
A sine a3 5 HilS an ) @) (o Gaats (A ALl Tpuat N Bpm all J 55 (VLD
(YLD o Lyl A8 550 38 ) agea) A e 2Ll Zad) 50
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(10)J sl
Guen 2022-2013 33l LA Jas Lias) A8 3l daaiall hadl) jasiy) i gad i
(X-Y4) Cnidall eyl aal) 45,

Dependent Variable: Y4

Method: Panel Least Squares

Date: 05/25/23 Time4 46

Sample: 2013 2022

Penods included: 10

Cross-sections included: 1

Total panel (balanced) observations: 10

ariable Coefficient Sitd. Ermor t-Statistic Prob.
C 2 99665 1.987843 0.997901 02201
X -829.006 259 1533 1.976941 0.0055

Effects Specification

Cross-section fixed (dumny variables)

Root MSE 7.96978 R-squared 0699541
Mean dependent var 897543 Adjusted R-squared 0.598768
S.D. dependent var 17.98678 S.E. of regression 6897651
Akaike info criterion 6.879611 Sum squared resid 3023154
Schwarz criterion 6.966438 Log likelihood -200.6547
Hannan-Quinn criter. 6.957214 F-statistic 14.77941
Durbin-Watson stat 1.945987 Prob(F-statistic) 0.00000

EViews 12 gl cila jae e slaic YU sl slac) ; juaal)

; (10) gl
el L Aalal) ad Abialall <l yuadll (4w (%69) s o) (Al il asdl 23 gad (L1
) sl ) yariall (2 sx5 agasl) dny ) 5 A andaed 8 Aglil) Zad) 51 551 gl
ot A a2 sl 2 A Al dalse il () 3 sad (%31) 5 iz sl
o ST a5 (14.77941) sy 28 2 susnall (F) daf Ol 5 ¢l sl Tt an iy
A n e s (%5) (s siae e b gine 3 sai¥) O 5 (2.72645) A sl i s
Sl e (A i 3 (1.949987) 4 smsnall (DW) i) dad ily Lais ¢(1-8)

& siad) Uadll an il i G 3 5a3¥) 8 AN Jalii )Y ASe 3 ga g 2o o) 35a5 (O
b e Led Slas) 1l e )5Sy A ) Sl aae dikie i lge 851 1 ks

4 403 yha A80le 2 5y 40! (X)) Adlall Al o Jiaial) Jaiall pondall jlial) &35 Gas 2
ety (52 ((Y4) VLT Jpes L) 38 30 g paall h gl Jiaiall aainal) yuiall (puss
o8 () o Jal sall 6Ly pasanl g aan s b ALl dadl N da a3 i ) O
3325 (1.976941) 3 (o pall a5l )aie

a3 Ao Gais Al dedall g @l (b ) oMo ) Slan V) Jiladll Ao e Taliul s 3
Ayl A yaall CallSall gl s gl ALl Aad) U4 gima al¥a g3 Hilian s YY)
A sina AV 53 il s g ) e et A Al dpa 53 g5 (VLD G L
(YU s sl A8 3l Ay juiall il 58 511 3 30La)) a0
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(11)d g2l
G 2022-2013 32all LA Jan L) A8l danial) Jadd) jlaad¥) i gad pal
(X-Y5) Cnidall eyl aal) 45,

Dependent Wariable: 5

Method: Panel Least Squares

Date: 052523 Time: 520

Sample: 2013 2022

Penods included: 10

Cross-sections included: 1

Total panel (balanced) observations: 10

“Variable Coefficient Std. Ermor t-Statistic Prob._
c 2985432 2157821 1.104432 0.45398
* -9.008765 2761102 -2 900671 0.0003

Effects Specification

Cross-section fixed (durmmy variables)

Root MSE 7912367 R-squared 0895431

Mean dependent var 1117891 Adjusted R-squared 0.915673
S .D. dependent var 2087765 S_E. of regression 2.876121
Akaike info criterion 9.000761 Sum squared resid 3001.897
Schwarz criterion 9.765432 Log likelihood -300.877
Hannan-Quinn criter. 9 233891 F-statistic 2099766
Durbin-Watson stat 2.876501 Prob(F-statistic) 0.88861

EViews 12 gl » cila jaa e slaie YU Zal) slac) 3 juaal)
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