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The impact of some macroeconomic variables on the insurance penetration rate in Algeria
Econometric study using the ARDL methodology during the period 1980-2020
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Abstract:
The study aims to reveal the causal relationship of some of the macroeconomic variables (GDP,
unemployment and inflation rates) on the insurance penetration rate in Algeria during the period 1980-
2020. The study also examined on the long and short-term equilibrium relationship of the rate of

insurance penetration as a dependent variable with both GDP and unemployment and inflation as
independent variables.

Causality tests showed a long and short-term causal relationship of selected macroeconomic
variables towards the insurance penetration rate. The econometric study concluded using ARDL
methodology for several results, the most important of which are:

- There is a co-integration between model variables, that is, a long-term relationship between the
insurance penetration rate and both GDP and unemployment and inflation;

- There is a significat long- and short-term relationship between the rate of insurance penetration and
the selected macroeconomic variables.

Key Words: Insurance penetration rate, Causality tests, co-integration, Toda-Yamamoto methodology,

ARDL methodology.

JEL Classification: G22 .C13
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Slyaall of Laslie dale 4®s J) o>l Juogs Eu> (Granger & Newbold, 1974, pp. 112- 120)
S5l Abias¥l sVl il o] g 8y s duie) b sloni¥l slyml o 5 I
Ml syl g sl caite Byatall (Ludldl zLims ¥ Alladl alyl] Zewilly Lol (AlLas
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e HLasyl lda miag Phillips and Perron test (1988) (9 5 9 (uelid Hlas| Anslgy dia3dl Joadlad|
5058 (a3 5Lt Zilian] B 39l samill alas st mumentl] he (PP) ,Lis] ciaias 31 ¥La salall
J Amidga sLasY) wlig dusoll s ziked Qlod Guliadl (uilems pue 9 Gl LoLay)l (slSCii (e sl
Jlskl Jsuell

Al Juadbaad ! dsylpdiaal sl 21 Jguze! “

Jo¥ 3yally eiwd! wie PP Busgll yis jLas |
Jo¥! 3,80l wie Syiud | i alSye
Al i AP (|
%1 t %1 t At
-4.211 *.4.374 -4.205 -1.089 C+trand
-3.610 *.4.403 -3.605 -1.379 C LPEN
-2.625 *.4.434 -2.624 -0.594 1)
-4.211 *.35,571 -4.205 *.7509 | C+trand
R * C LGDP
. -3.610 -36.125 -3.605 -1.876
e Judlad!
o 22625 *.15.172 -2.624 1.607 1)
s 8 ylitidd
4211 *.5.158 -4.205 1611 C+trand
S g |
e -3.610 *.5.140 -3.605 -1.075 C LCH
s 8 gl 9
Jot &l 22625 *.5.198 -2.624 -0.369 1)
4211 *.8.679 -4.205 -3.207 C+trand
-3.610 *.8.802 -3.605 -2.609 C LINF
2625 | *8.870 2,624 1.267 )
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saal Y Al 7 Lises Mied 8ya7ue dladucad) Jazd LoDl S8 9,80l sue (2 JalSEl days o 3)
S5y (P) oyl (o 2 LolSie Y A _ulull oo Jg518 (880w ] L G9,51l oo s (p)
(Engle & Granger, 2019, p.252)[1.Y~I(P)
sl elagy 58 wyums 2.3

Lesaly salas Bue (bl e VAR(p) slucell il elay¥ 5,48 5Laslg pads >l sda & el
onleral) ayd J81 93 zigadll jlas) e asas 3lg Akaike (AIC) 5 Schwarz(SC) (s las

Slelae 3 3L3L @lae bl piuas | Buge 1y Ylariw] ASY HLeall lia day :Akaike 5lixs
(Akaike, 1974, 21 48Nl 389 Jany 59 4 Aaid yiuol s z3leadl o Wislall @i Cus 7 35l
:pp- 716-723)

AIC =n In(ﬁj+2K
n

N EDRESTIIRTY z3kedl o As il @15 Eu> Schwarz 8yl (e Leall 10 48] :Schwarz ;s
:(Schwarz, 1978, pp. 461-464) 1l LGnll 339 Jony gag o) 4y

SC = nln(ﬁjjt Klogn
n

Z35edl Sledas sue K (3ledl Slasye poazme :SCR 2,0l duye oz Jied Mgl Cos

IJ\}.U de_?J\ ‘3 Z\Mjﬁﬁﬁﬁ\ él_‘i_‘gj
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Table: LAG_VAR Workfile: INSURANCE:INS\ EI@II
[view| Prac| object | [Print | Name | [ Edit=/-| cetlFmt | Grid=/- | Title | Comments+/- |
C E F G

1 WAR Lag Order Selection Criteria ~

2 Endogenous variables: LPEM LINF LGDP LCH

3 |Exogencous variables: C

4 |Date: 09/07/22 Time: 14:28

5 Sample: 1980 2020

6 ncluded observations: 38

7

8 Lag LogL LR FPE AlC SC HQ

9

10 o -153.8150 MA 0.047577 B8.306054 5478431 8.367385

11 1 -42.20127 193.8555* 0.000312* 3.273751* 4.135639% 3.580404*

12 2 -29.96340 18.67886 0.000392 3471758 5023155 4.023733

13 3 -10.34175 2581796  0.000351  3.281145 5522052 4.075442

14

15

16 *indicates lag order selected by the criterion

17 LR: sequential modified LR test statistic (each test at 5% level)

18 | FPE: Final prediction error

19 | AIC: Akaike information criterion

20 | 3C: Schwarzinformation criterion

21 HQ: Hannan-CQuinn information criterion

22

23 W

(Eviews 12) zobiys e slare¥l salis! @ 1 yigall
P=1: 2 Aslall sulal dayd J5Y Aaslolly Jill palall damys o 4 JSAD) (e Jasdls
Halyld] Slpdie o Apread! GBS ,Las| 4
Yionta) LasiSTs lameill il e @il o B! LESall Aulya) Granger Zreio atad
At 3e Tl ol Joall LuSlay 450 cs @dagzad | olmaal) cny A8Mall 28,00 o0 LuSias 3) TyLadilg
: (Granger.C, 1969, pp. 424-438) K 13| Granger sgaq t a0l B0 IM> Y il I X aasll oy
EY /Y 1,Xe-1) # EX /Y1)
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I csradl die 2ualsg 2oyl (ueds o 23l Juodlad| Shanul g Llleaiul Logya al (e

oo daiad (@l aglall J2X (8 Ad! 48Mall jLasy sugus Ao Toda & Yamamoto e JS A3
29 VAR(p+d) zad juall VAR(p) z3s-ad 3bolall ol,dé sue 23Laly Layshs w39 Granger 4slas
Wald Test ;Las¥ MWALD 5 5l 44,1

Slays 313 el Judldl pusiwg 451 Toda-Yamamoto Causality ducwdl jLas) Slies o9
Ui 6oLa5 @1y Idgey « (Toda & Yamamoto, 1995, pp. 225-250) 1(2) S 9 1(1),1(0) dalizes JolS5

(360 dxiio

z3sai gl Gob (e Wald jlas | alasiu) LiSesd piadll d2¥ @ duncad! HLasy eadlly Wi
EL‘U‘M ES}Q_’J\ Uolas Mﬁaﬁ.“ J.;b/\ Slalaso a.»“w)l.r_bl (o..’i CyR9 RIS Touad “CL:..&B
(TEST WALD) suadll bl § duteud! slasl 1.4
L_,SS’S @J%ﬂjﬁ.\.&_ﬁ\ é\.ﬁj vecm (x| o t\.a..& C.Bj.o.aﬁd.&.’i BHJES (e Wald

Verm gz 3gad ypudi milis :5 JSAI

[=] Equation: EQD1T Workfile: INSURAMCE:INSY

[ViewlProclObject] [PrintINameIFreeze] [EstimatelForecastlStatsIResids]

Dependent Variable: D{LPEM)

Method: Least Squares (Gauss-Mewton / Marquardt steps)

Drate: 09/09/22 Time: 15:04
Sample (adjusted): 1982 2020

Included observations: 39 after adjustments
DILPEMN) = C1y*( LPEN(-1) + 01775953497 02*LINF{-1) +
0125981887848 LGDP(-1) + 0.7 79674372155 LCH(-1) -

5.95922260253 ) + C(2 DILPEN(-1)) + C(3PDILINF(-1)) + C(4)

*DILGDP{-1)) + C(B)*DILCH(-1)) + C(6)

Coeflicient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
(1) -0.200976 0067086 -2.995802 0.0052
C(2) 0.310937 01456325 2124978 0.0412
Ci(3) 0.040081 0.020428 1.961106 0.0584
Cid) 0.017913 0.007010 2555561 0.0154
Ci(5) 0.2275848 0169945 1.240321 0.1893
C(6) -0.007363 0.014625 -0.503428 05180
R-squared 0.2317961 Mean dependent var -0.008836
Adjusted R-squared 0.214621 S.D. dependentwvar 0.101588
S.E. ofregression 0.090028 Akaike info criterion -1.836735
Sum squared resid 0.267471 Schwarz criterion -1.580802
Log likelinood 4181632 Hannan-Quinn criter. -1.744909
F-statistic 3.076861 Durbin-Watson stat 1.807335

Prob(F-statistic) 0.021501

(Eviews 12) zmabiy e slaxe¥l solue] @5 1 yiuall
d:;)/\ Bpyad Mall ES}QJJ‘ Sladaa ;Jrj Qi 5 Jsadl L,? vecm C..Sj.uﬁ..).ﬁ ESL‘L' I (e RN
Lalan clidiwls %5 dic Lgiae {€(2), €(3), €(4), c(5)} saicld pslll zhal I e Jouzdl 3 Aiaslly
Wl é?  pgaall | @ Slelall Gla alaad] Jleis | uuds Jlgll wald jLas |y e dl Juas jiie
Chi- &ilas| Ligiae Gyl (re @i )Lyl lda B 1,all Slsily cdaae (o z3gwdl (3 Apward] &l sl
ALl As ol Jj.gjj L‘.@éjji 2&.3).::.44_1\ doyall J5...5J square
{HO: c2)=c3)=c4)=c(5)=0
Hy:c(2)#c(3)#c(4) #c(5)+0
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[=) Equation: WALD_COUSALITY Workfile: INSURANCE:INSY
[ViewlProcIDbject] [PrintINamelFreeze] [EstimatelForecastlStatsIResidsl

Wald Test:
Equation: WALD_COUSALITY

Test Statistic Value df Frobability

F-statistic 2.921952 (4,33) 0.0357
Chi-square 11.68781 4 0.0198

Mull Hypothesis: C(2)=C(3)=C(4)=C(5)=0
MNull Hypothesis Summary:

Mormalized Restriction (= 0) Value Std. Err.

Ci(2) 0.310937 0.146325
Ci(3) 0.040061 0.020428
Ci4) 0.017913 0.007010
Ci5) 0.227848 0.169995

Restrictions are linear in coefficients.

(Eviews 12) zalin e sleiel slis] @ yusall

%5 oo J31 Lgine Jlaisl % = 11.6878 Chi-square dcd o) s Wald jLas! mls s e
ad z3gaill Slalas oo (g1 Ayudl Aol Liasy Lpaall s ,all (ad,5 4ing (prob = 0.0198 )
et @l e )35 Lo @ eladly z3geidl juads 3 Ao Aypwadd] olpaall ofy puass o Sa¥ gl

Juas (e IS ae el Blis] Jdas o 48Me Sl 4l daud) Wald jLas | Bl yuas Lalazsl
oo U copall Ja¥1 8 B! e Lasd (00 %31 05 csill sl @ eiaailly Dlladly o) g5
Slaadl sla IS
(Toda-yamamoto) sglall Ja¥1 3 el 5las1 2.4

Ot A SUBMat) dilys (B Ayl Slimlly 3yl eal (1o Toda-Yamamoto L) sy
Gt Gle uatad (Al §yaud) e Jdlad! ( AMall dads jLias| e il o padiy ccul el
Jaall VAR 73503 alusiu) 3,k e (Causalité au sens de Granger ),=ile 4w olghs

:JIsdl JSCad! EEEPIV (Toda & Yamamoto, 1995, pp. 225-250) 4=l aila 3udas olghhsg
deud! dwlyud Toda-yamamoto Az :7 JSCEJ

SIAS s

At Hlas|
s
(350l yexslyi = ke L ellayt
7 3 gl
rigai o0 Cogy e slaxe¥l
VAR 4] e
{VAR(k+dmax)} bl osl
Jaall
(AIC, SC,

HQ)

(Toda. H, & Yamamoto. T, Statistical Inference in Vector Autoregressions with e slexe¥ly salie| @3 :y4all

Possibly Integrated Processes, Journal of Econometrics, 66, 1995, 225-250)

216



Gy il alallae byles

JolSs Aoy 39537 Y ] Toda-Yamamoto  Causality Lxin 3dat! Lwlad Loy adl e

(Toda & Yamamoto, 1995, p. 242) k(k = dmax) Ll cUay¥! olis dmax dee;d! Jwdlud!

B! Joian il o el L8N Tly) Zalill LBall alaials g ST caingall
Toda—Yamamoto 4xiw 399 JlieS Ul dl Juas puylegly
R(E[PESL P VAR(k+dmax) Z39a5 yads Lule Comy

[ k k+dmax k+dmax
LPEN, = a, +ZallLPENt i+ Z ayLPEN, +ZauLCHt . + Z ayLCH, j + uy,
i=1 j=k+1 j=k+1
< k+dmax k+dmax
LCHt [i’0+z By LCH,_; + Z ﬁzlLCHt_]+Z BLPEN,_; + z B LPEN,_; + 1y,
j=k+1 j=k+1

¥ S olpaall on A s as e g0 VAR(ktdmax) 7 3903 4yl ya1) Yol iz -Yamamoto
SLsY Bl msss JWI JSadly (Al of 2asly mludl ¢sss
29dtl cuglal digusgll 850l -8 SCAT

Inverse Roots of AR Characteristic Polynomial
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(Eviews 12) maliyy (de slarely salue] @3 1 yiuall

Z35a3 ol JLlly Asgumgdl Bysladl Jals LS ads 4ol sgdmll ciglie oo 8 USLad (e Lasds
Al las ] Gadas Alldy (Saas sdtus ;uall VAR(k+dmax)
:Toda—Yamamoto ;LY milig )81l 33l LS
sty L Y7 3 by Lo iss o2y 1 Wald 2lias] e Laae oo Zanadl 51,3] §,LasY1 datay
A ya il ils el
Hy:ay; = 0 (32, <x%p —value y* > 5%): LCH ne cause pas LPEN
Hy: B1i = 0 (%%, <% p —value y* > 5%): LPEN ne cause pas LCH
SC 5 AIC (5)Leal Aoy J3T ()1 (05-03) oy Jgazedl (B 2uad) A3l Slgmall Hlas ] mla oy o
5903 putaty pgat dmax=1 Slmasll o JolSl 2o yag 4Ll s dyases day k=1 Jo¥l sl olas
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Toda—Yamamoto dxiie 389 ldag dewludl Olmate (s Luad) A8Mall jLas| @3 (w9 VAR(1+1)
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Toda—Yamamoto dexiie 399 dsteud! sl | milis :9 JSAI

ﬁ Table: TODA_TEST Workfile: INSURANCE:INS, [ = |[ & |23
| view| Proc| Object | [ Print | Name | | Edit=/-| celtFmt | Gria=-  Titte | comments /-
c D E

1 VAR Granger Causality/Block Exogeneity VWald Tests A
K 2 |Date: 09/08/22 Time: 12:27

3 |Sample; 1980 2020

4  lIncluded observations: 39

5

]

7 |Dependentvariable: LPEN

8

] Excluded Chi-sq df Prob.

10

1 LINF 2953490 2 0.2284

12 LGDP 5749914 2 0.0564

13 LCH 5101794 2 0.0780

14

15 All 9024514 ] 01722

16

(Eviews 12) moliy e sloxc¥l saluce] o3 yiuall

At b palanaly (ot Luld (b maeS el GLas| Juias sats ulys siue @ Lt Ley
2l aield By of Aditue olppiie piad Jlg dele olpaall 3L

A=l @l quylesd Sinais e JSI &g umll Chi-square L lei> o 9 JSad) 5l ,lat
(x2(LGDP) = 5.7499,prob = 0.0564 < 10%) %10 ¢ J&§ alal ciylesl

J2¥ gl Aw s il a5 4y (x2(LCH) = 5.1017,prob = 0.0780 < 10%)
LeT (%10 Lgine Goiwn ie SLASY Jurs eiylesd Gle Dl qaylegly bl mldl qanlest o JST
%10 uoe A> Augine S5 o] 4] Lguzll Chi-square (L8 cseaxll qiyleg) ;i (o sey Layd
Toda—Yamamoto slasls JLatlg ( xg(LINF) = 2.9534,prob = 0.2284 > 10%)
csshall U2¥ 3 oneldl BlAs ] Jae @isles] Gle @imatll pinle sl A 48Me 3929 ik Causality
(Krishna, 2008, pp. 43- (Krishna Chaitanya Vadlamannati, 2008) &3 (3 suzes mladl sda Jie
Sl (S5 @ oa> $ rad) JolSill Lz Jlaniwly J2X Al A8Me 3529y Lzl o, 81 (Al 86)
il @ onalddl g lad ga ae @ieanll Juas o JolS5 28
e s oliatd] zisar ¥ lal cllate Il Lol misol iciwlid| ARDL g 3405 sLiis] 3.4
AUSiin g9y Jlaimld yildie JolSS Ly Lowd (s JolSsY ol ikl cilS 1318 (8,87 e pe Ainy Judhas
O o3 <1983 dicw Granger y=ily> 8, (0 By Jo¥ sl Jelsad) Ao pdd BuS casll la=sy)
Jedld! Sy § Bugazd! ealall eal oo el Eou> (1987w Granger & Engele (zilg y=ily> 8,0
.(Bourbonnais, 2018, p. 322) 43|

lalus] @ cldatll 355ty « AST 51 cniie; Ontbadis (o o lias 4T (e cliadl (oSl Céyans
dl go5e Tyl iy coaidl se Al Logtend (o Gyl James Aanylay 6,51 Al @ ldast Lad) )
Ao 2017 Ll o) Aol Slmazell 45, yaal Golud of J81 25, ALelSie ddas Aades JuSCAS
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B Gl Aladie JS wds Lo 13) Byatune i 0985 b Al dlud) bl oF (any lia Jadg (257
k) oy dall (3 Busde pad Sl o Jo¥ Algle 28l sda iy A gaxoS §ratus 0985 LSy
el 25Mall il 99 i imts AL Lol ey ALl il e Aegarme ANy il
(Régis Bourbonnais, +Lais¥ dic 6,31 4l3) @F iliie zles| glad 3929 e s liag clpsall o
2015, p. 297)
O pgdiw ¢ o gydl 7390l o ikl Aesd ALl cUayW 8508 dyuses day sl gomall sue dudses -
iy Akaike jLial Loy J81 05l cUdg paiie JST Gl olelay¥l ol wlgzall sue ayusy,
sl S0 3 Ly
AIC slens oo uaill @M 7 3gill 10 JSAJI

Model251: ARDL(2, 4, 4, 4) Akaike Information Criteria (top 20 models)
Model 126: ARDL(3, 4, 4, 4)

Model301: ARDL(2, 2,4,4) ~2:20
Model256: ARDL(2, 4, 3, 4) |
Model276: ARDL(2, 3,4,4) -2.24 |
Model176: ARDL(3, 2, 4, 4) I
Model131: ARDL(3,4,3,4) -2.28 |
Model1: ARDL(4, 4, 4, 4) }
Model151: ARDL(3,3,4,4) 5 35 |
Model376: ARDL(1, 4, 4, 4) |
Model51: ARDL(4, 2, 4,4) |
Model181: ARDL(3, 2, 3, 4) : I
Model6: ARDL(4, 4, 3, 4) |
Model253: ARDL(2, 4, 4,2) 240 |
Model26: ARDL(4, 3, 4, 4) '
Model156: ARDL(3, 3, 3,4) -2.44

Model306: ARDL(2, 2, 3, 4) PN o RRRsIT AR 2RhSB838S B3R

[N~ R e B S S =~ B < = B R~ . < o v R B <o Sy v o S o
O ool 2 3,4) R E R E R T
Model303: ARDL(2, 2, 4, 2) o © O O © O o = S &6 = 9o = S = S5 9 = & o
Model278: ARDL(2, 3, 4, 2) = = = = = = = = = = = = = = =

(Eviews 12) zoliys (e sleze¥l salael @ 2 jusall
Gl alnsli 492 (2 el Blas) Juad dddly QUL elay)) 8548 o0 Lasdl 10 JSCadl s (e
ARDL(2.4.4.4) 7355 Lnsd mmy 4oy Al Juae 1Sy el bl Jlazly @iasll Juaas) oyl
' JWE sl deliys (Shag eudY! g2

2

1
APEN = C + APEN,_4 + B1INF;_{ + f2GDP;_; + f3CH;_; + z apAPEN,;_p
P=0
3 3 3
+ z YpAINF,_p + Z npAGDP,_p + Z kpACH,_p + &
P=0 P=0 P=0

tdislall UoY cdlelas B tlasdl memias Jalas :4
Sodall lasdl & ¢ puaall J2X clas €y, Vi, My, K

gy whlasyl eal oyl b,k o el sgasdl sLas| aay ‘Bounds  test sgusdl Lis -0
Alshy 45le3 48Me lia cllia (IS Lo 13) s Epmey o J2¥ Aligh &3lenll A8Mall e o asU)
Js-a3 3] «(LINF,LGDP,LCH) 4lazull =lyaailly LPEN Lgad dolyudl dme qaladl jasall oo J2¥1
e A yall sl (ady ey (J2¥ Aligls 2455l65 A8V S92y aue JLas ¥l A Auyapall Anyall
I Wguzll @uall A asdl (ra ST Fostat gl jdud Adlias] <ol 13] nae Ligine Goiue
Lgumll ;i Ailas| ol 13] 2s,all (hasy «Jo¥ dlsh 2430s5 28 39250 51,31 Pesaran
ezl oy pas Fostat 45lasy! s 13) Ll Pesaran J oazll @uall SioY) uxdl e J81 F-stat
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Bounds Test sgac! jlas| mili :2 Jouzd!

F-Bounds Test Null Hypothesis: No levels relationship
Test Statistic Value
Signif.| 1(0) 1(1)
F-statistic 9.232613
10% 2.72 3.77
k 3 5% 3.23 435
2.5% 3.69 4.89
1% 4.29 5.61

(Eviews 12) moliyy (e slaxe¥ly salue| @3 1 yusall

Lgine Gotung k=3 Uatun olpiais sie wis Pesaran @il e i Aagd (oo ST o8 stat=7.395
Ao S99y »ai9 %1 Lginn Ssiun i (Hp) daguall Aisyall yadys Jlllg (5544 4 5,u5lly %1
LPEN aolall jaiall o Ja¥l dbishs 23055 48Me lia 40l (o1 Ayl climiie o Hildn JolSS
(LINF,LGDP,LCH) #atull =lpazlly
ARDL 73905 plusiwly Jo¥ ighg Bpuad a8Mall z3ges puuds 4.4
dalgius (ro ddare clpaall alazinl cre Yoy dlatuwes olpiieS sladl @lodl alusiwl padll J2¥ 3
Jlsbl ISl 3 Amisge paadll mlng Uasdl pumias Jolas 7 hiwl @iy LS

34&LI ARDL 73505 (m a2 pieiad| Uasedl memsas 735 gl 111 JSCAJI

(= Equation: UNTITLED Workfile: INSURANCE:INSY [= | = |[=E5m)
[ViewIProcIObJect] [Print[NameIFreeze] [EstlmateIForecastIStatisesids]

ARDL Error Correction Regression -~

Dependent Variable: D(LPEMN)

Selected Model: ARDL(Z, 4, 4, 4)

Case 3: Unrestricted Constant and Mo Trend
Date: 101122 Time: 10:51

Sample: 1980 2020

Included observations: 37

ECM Regression
Case 3. Unrestricted Constant and Mo Trend

Wariable Coeflicient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
C 2511129 0.5374324 5.532138 0.0000
CHLPEM{-11) 0.261826 0110151 2376980 0.0281
CLIMNF) -0.0438323 0015744 -2.617890 0.0169
DLIMNF-11) 0077187 0.018634 4. 142336 0.0006
CHLIMNF{-2)) 0.022881 0.018358 1. 779089 0.0912
DHLIMNF(-31) 0.047262 0.015326 3.083769 0.0061
CHLGDP) -0.014531 0005774 -2 516725 0.0210
DHLGDP(-1)) 0.028985 0.009173 3.159721 0.0052
CHLGDP(-2)) -0.004507 0008370 -0.538422 0.5965
DH{LGDP(-3)) -0.011766 0.006215 -1.892076 0.0737
CHLCH) 0068124 0100824 0675704 0.5074
DLCH-1)) 0.600285 0.127986 4.690249 0.0002
D{LCH{-2)) 0752445 0127735 5890687 0.0000
DLCH-32)1) 0.280618 0.141854 1.978215 0.0626
Cointeqg-1)™ -0.549295 0.084000 -6.5392324 0.0000
R-squared 0796370 Mean dependent var -0.0163264
Adjusted R-squared 0666787 S.D. dependentwar 0100017
S.E. ofregression 0057734 Akaike info criterion -2 574997
Sum squared resid 0.073321 Schwarz criterion -1.921922
Log likelinood B2.63744 Hannan-Cuinn criter -2.344757
F-statistic 6.145641 Durbin-Watson stat 2.321900

Prob{F-statistic) 0.000090

* p-value incompatible with t-Bounds distribution

(Eviews 12) moliyy (e slaxe¥l salue| @3 1 yusall
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ol A =—0.549295 (sl mumas alas dagd iy cpiuailly Dladl Jussy A=l
duglall U2 (3 aslenll diagd e 3L Jian ud slanly daladl Liwdl cUasd oo % 54.92
(1/0.549 = 1.821) cuuie) cidd uylis sk wiey gusiat!! 1da of ae bl adl 3 poas
Lo S80S Gliwl Buad azyy 1dag « 521 10 9 L 6
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Lyaall Ao yall (adys diag (1 o8,y Gl Jlasl) (Prob=0.000) &l dasdy (F=6.145) Lyl
Bl ez ) arad) oluall Laaly 0l 1Sl juall z3sedl 389 5lai¥l Aslas Lgiany yaig
(ol 3l Jane) ! psall peusas @ (psad! Jias Al Juse =l
mreall izl Jalae P58 B A wd cily 639 8 235 il oy wadll 5yaall <
of ¢ el paaal) s b Lo Fwd L Aaradl laasll of miizwi Adj. R* = 0.6667
Ul Jiany Al Ll o) e JS B il e @0 3L Jiae S aadll (o %66.67
Aglgdadl ol paald elliSy dulyull § s @ @31 Sluaal %33.33 ddl 3L sgady ceiially
3 D(LGDP(-2)) iniie ¥ %10 Logine Ssiun dic Aoginn ppmall J2¥ oilalas JS o) ads <
ole Baiae udy oS Aladl Juae clebae o ¥ ccdally Glom¥ o Lells calzs | LS D(LCH)
et Jamey el mldl Jlea] clalas 3l o (1Se
Jae o i JolSs 5929 e @uST agull jlas | mlo of Lo el gl a8Mall yyuds -o
LMl jyuas Al LuSesd pdeuadly Uladl Juany el wldl Jlea] oo JSG GLASY)
Slelall Zugine Aulys 138y z3geill § Byudll malpaally GLASY Jaas (e Jo¥) Assl 2551531
Q Amisge WBMall ilug Aataldl lpadlly ! il Gn Aeuse of 20,k 28Nl Al as
sl Jouzd!
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ARDL Long Run Form

Dependent Variable: D(LPEN)

Selected Model: ARDL(2, 4, 4, 4)

Case 3: Restricted Constant and No Trend
Date: 09/11/22 Time: 23:56

Sample: 1980 2020

Included observations: 37

Long Run Coefficient

Variable Coefficient | Std. Error | t-Statistic Prob.
LINF -0.210768 0.049403 -4.266308 *¥%0,0004
LGDP -0.110685 0.010408 -10.63473 *+%0,0000
LCH -0.758021 0.090266 -8.397611 *¥%0,0000
C 6.392064 0.612900 10.42921 *%0,0000

Notes: (*) Significant at the 10%; (**) Significant at the 5%; (***) Significant at the 1%
(Eviews 12) 7ol (e sLeze¥l sslace] o3 yiall
JSs asladl Jo¥ 3 e gy ol 311 Jume o0 Jaodls Jo¥1 Alighs A8l sy il (e
P ol amdl Lalas o LeS %1 Lginn Goiun dis Wgrda Lilas] Ligine I3 (A9 7z 3geidl ilite
9 6.392 Zoall la il Alaradl eluaal) aluail wie bl il a8 L oo gine 53]
el Wl § z3eaill Slpiie oo Uazadl LY Juae qiyles) 2oy
Bl el

ol 3] Jaal 2wsall A3Mall o Assls A3Mall ,oua5 Bl (e Lasd :@lad! Juad &l <
%10 = M) 2w ¢ Lasy] e %7.58 luday opeldl Ghats ! Jaae aa by 3) A Juay
JLly ol lziing cleas elyd 3l (oyie ol d¥ gty ¥ Eo> (B3 = —0.7580)
AL e azy LeS Al Jue aasy) LalS 3Ll e cnalidl Aols opelad) e bl aisiy
(Lenten & Rulli, _oled¥l Jss I (o a8l ISy hendl Sl b e Uleall oSl
2006, p. 48)
A8Matl J) i Lo iy cAzse LIS Ul Juae el pdls oF cplal aad Jo¥1 5 um8 28Mall milu Lol
{D(LCH(- dsaall wlpslal) 0u8 cielag « pumdll Jo¥ (3 el Juseg GLASY! Joas 0 ALl
Ol Al L) 31 Juas e %10 o 6T 1))=0.60; D(LCH(-2))=0.75; D(LCH(-3))=0.28}
LoolandW A aull 3 allies nleY A8Mall sia s lal 2881l clgiwd) AN ¥ U ae 3yl
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2020-1980 541 JMs yilizdl § M slaid ¥ Slpdin pare caeldl GlAs] Juas 8l

U7
2020-1980 5 a1 M Eub.dl Sipadie Slile i1 Gl
Année gdp(DA) inf_con(%) ch(%) Total_Penetration_Rate
1980 162500001800 9,52 15,79 1,08
1981 191400001500 14,65 15,39 1,10
1982 207599992800 6,54 15,00 1,26
1983 233699999700 5,97 14,29 1,37
1984 267600003100 8,12 16,54 1,35
1985 291300016100 10,48 16,90 1,29
1986 299500011500 12,37 18,36 1,33
1987 323699998700 7,44 20,06 1,31
1988 349500014600 5,91 21,80 1,33
1989 423300005900 9,30 20,68 1,21
1990 555800002600 16,65 19,76 1,01
1991 844499976200 25,89 20,60 0,76
1992 1048200020000 31,67 24,38 0,70
1993 1165999996900 20,54 26,23 0,74
1994 1491500007400 29,05 27,74 0,65
1995 1990600032300 29,78 31,84 0,65
1996 2570000007200 18,68 28,58 0,59
1997 2780199911400 5,73 25,43 0,56
1998 2830500102100 4,95 26,80 0,57
1999 3238100000000 2,65 28,36 0,53
2000 4123200000000 0,34 29,77 0,47
2001 4227000000000 4,23 27,30 0,52
2002 4522600000000 1,42 25,90 0,64
2003 5252500000000 4,27 23,72 0,60
2004 6149100000000 3,96 17,65 0,58
2005 7562000000000 1,38 15,27 0,55
2006 8501900000000 2,31 12,27 0,55
2007 9353000000000 3,68 13,79 0,58
2008 11043500000000 4,86 11,33 0,61
2009 9968300000000 5,74 10,16 0,78
2010 11991400000000 3,91 9,96 0,68
2011 14588700000000 4,52 9,96 0,59
2012 16209900000000 8,89 10,97 0,61
2013 16647900000000 3,25 9,82 0,68
2014 17228500000000 2,92 10,21 0,73
2015 16712600000000 4,78 11,21 0,77
2016 17514500000000 6,40 10,20 0,74
2017 18575800000000 5,59 12,00 0,72
2018 20259100000000 4,27 11,88 0,68
2019 20501058000000 1,95 11,70 0,70
2020 18383800000000 2,42 12,83 0,75
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