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2
w w¥ w Weil w wF

0.662**  (s.620) | 0.081 ©737) | 0.883**  (10.158) | 0.589**  (9423) | 0.204**  (2316) | 0.604**  (9.883)

1.595%*  (3749) | 1.949** (4088 | -0.269 (0723) | 0.172 (.484) | 3.520** (3630) | 0.393 (0.625)

0.647**  (2543) | 1.070** (3230) | 0.843** (3508) | 1.150**  (5.036) | 4.484**  (14381) | 3.011**  (7.889)

0.039 (1.189) | 0.002 (0.051) | 0.099** (3958 | 0.048* (1.993) 0.028 (0.482) 0.170** (3877

0.017**  (2374) | 0.010 (1.269) | 0.011* (1.964) | 0.012**  (2.067) 0.038**  (9.693) 0.010 (1.022)

-1.457*%*  (8342) | -1.543** (8702) | -0.738** (5829 | -0.756** (-5937) | -4.055** (14723 | -2.666**  (-11.277)

-0.434**  (2.157) | -0.535** (2618) | -0.479** (3465 | -0.502** (3623 | -3.397** (9917) | -1.611** (6.942)
Dummy
1991 -0.010 (0:318) | -0.005 (0.124) | -0.140** (3.194) | -0.119** (2659 | -0.180*  (1973) | -0.130** (-2.23¢)
1992 -0.038 (-1.066) | -0.029 (0.681) | -0.088*  (-1.905 | -0.040 (0855 | 0.103 (ro13) | -0.023 (-0:362)
1993 -0.022 (0555 | 0.017 (0:345) | -0.047 (0.964) | 0.024 (.497) | -0.041 (0:388) | -0.013 (-0.189)
1994 -0.028 (0708) | 0.019 (0381) | -0.047 (0.976) | 0.024 (0.494) | -0.071 (-0.699) | -0.083 (-1.245)
1995 -0.013 (0:326) | 0.025 (0508) | -0.015 (0279) | 0.072 407) | 0.104 (0.943) | -0.009 (-0.123)
1996 0.019 (0481) | 0.069 (1369) | -0.024 (0.462) | 0.053 (Lo48) | 0.205* (Loss) | 0.022 (0.314)
1997 0.036 (881 | 0.064 (1266) | -0.035 (0.754) | 0.005 ©113) | -0.238** (-2308) | 0.005 (0.076)
1998 0.087* (L907) | 0.208** (3451 | 0.004 (0.088) | 0.030 0579 | 0.424**  (3465) | 0.125 (1.574)
1999 0.144**  (3192) | 0.206**  (3.499) | 0.058 (Lose) | 0.117**  (2148) | 0.647** (5.163) | 0.227** (2775
2000 0.193**  (4.223) | 0.247**  (4278) | 0.036 ©.728) | 0.058 (Lis8) | 0.221* (L793) | 0.156**  (2.032)
2001 0.164**  (3.188) | 0.228** (3727) | -0.029 (0.s86) | -0.010 (0.195 | 0.083 (0631 | 0.044 (0.558)
2002 0.128** (2270 | 0.120* (1878) | -0.043 (-0.832) | -0.058 (1074 | 0.151 12 | -0.017 (-0.203)
Test Statistics
Spatial p 0.443**  (5.830) | -0.045** (-2.00) | 0.040 (0902) | -0.201** (10075 | 0.930**  (28872) | 0.141**  (6.751)
Breusch-Pagan 0.652 2.278 1.148 1.644 0.052 2.772
Breusch-Godfrey 19.000 21.815 7.613 8.600 7.708 6.158
Hausman 26.345** 27.439** 80.867** 62.664** 54.021** 51.918**
adj R? 0.860 0.831 0.973 0.972 0.949 0.962

t ** 5% *  10%

Breusch-Pagan

Hausman

Breusch-Godfrey

14
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2000
Chow
1998-1999  2000-2002
18
Chow 27.594 1998 2002
1%
-5.779
3
1990 1992 1993 1997 1998 2002 2000 2002
23.3% 10.5% -15.7% -9.5%
23.3% 0.8% -14.3% -9.4%
13.7% 9.4% -12.7% -11.0%
4. ( B)
1990 1992 1993 1997 1998 2002 2000 2002
we 0.815** 0.587* 0.884* 1.015*
W 0251 | 0325" |  -0108 | 0106
we 0.889* 0.620* 0.363* 0.395™
W | 0.255* | 0217 | 0.252* |  0352"
we 0.217 -0.033 0.405* 0.351*
wE | 0181 | 0018 | 0202" | 0200
** 5% *  10%
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14

65
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3
1
-0.717 1
0.516 -0.567 1
-0.479 -0.031 -0.281 1
0.124 0.143 0.346 -0.613 1
-0.291 0.149 -0.429 0.495 -0.418 1
4 1990 1992
w W we i we i
0.815**  (6.796) | 0.251 (1.348) | 0.889** (4605 | 0.255* (1.688) 0.217 (0.963) 0.181 (1.258)
0.525 @373 | 0.546 (1338) | 4.086** (2539 | 4.536** (2690 | -4.841 (1526) | -4.583 (-1.445)
0.304* @79 | 0.391 @3s1) | 3.532**  (2137) | 3.505**  (2022) | -8.125** (-2304) | -B.536** (-2.479)
0.079** (3.155) | 0.078** (2801) | -0.098** (-2676) | -0.085** (-2.227) -0.054 (-0.699) -0.047 (-0.622)
0.200** (a7 | 0.256** (8.875) | 0.608** (6.860) 0.569** (6.219) 1.061** (5.804) 1.022** (5.608)
-0.672**  (-4313) | -0.691** (-4.007) | -0.264 (-1.656) | -0.289* (-1.764) -0.250 (-0.756) -0.282 (-0.851)
-1.713**  (3.246) | -1.578** (-2.936) | -0.306 (0.556) | -0.469 (-0.807) 1.653 (1.432) 1.435 (1.216)
-0.004* (-1.692) | -0.001 (-0.063) - - - -
Dummy
1991 0.022 (0.859) | 0.005 (0170) | -0.044** (-3.637) | -0.031** (-2.466) 0.035 (1.057) 0.044* (1.691)
1992 -0.004 (1509) | 0.021 (0598) | -0.223** (5583 | -0.132** (-3.861) | 0.005 (0.043) 0.039 (0.503)
Test Statistics
Spatial p 0.693** (@725 | -0.010 (0:308) | 0.500**  (6.015 | 0.040 (1610) | 0.828**  (10697) | -0.419** (-10.727)
Breusch-Pagan 0.014 0.167 0.010 0.042 0.170 0.169
Breusch-Godfrey 4.490 4.723 6.736 6.831 9.405 9.199
Hausman 14.099 6.209 36.082** 29.481** 26.404** 26.253**
adj R? 0.967 0.939 0.996 0.995 0.982 0.983
t ** 5% *  10%

Breusch-Pagan

Hausman

Breusch-Godfrey

21
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5 1993 1997
w w¥ W w¥ w w¥
0.587** (2274 | -0.325** (2911) | 0.620* @o04) | -0.217*  (1728) | -0.033 (0079 | 0.018 (0.111)
1.048 (L1s8) | 1.130**  (2901) | 2.729* (18e8) | 5.123** (3164 | -3.087 (1.282) | -3.246 (-1.276)
-0.043 (0101) | 1.796**  (6.383) | 4.809** (3754 | 7.717** (6301 | 0.073 (035 | -0.054 (-0.024)
0.016 (0.158) | 0.184**  (2.804) | -0.025 (-0.260) | 0.026 (0.281) -0.219 (-1.407) | -0.218 (-1.402)
0.166** (3615 | 0.186** (5482 | 0.957**  (5.904) | 0.815** (8.739) 1.140**  (4.330) 1.136**  (4.288)
-1.502**  (-4.454) | -2.537** (-9138) | -1.072** (3650 | -1.548** (4.784) | -3.975** (8509) | -3.973** (8511
0.057 ©191) | -0.563** (2853 | -0.507** (2.283) | -0.755** (3.069) | -1.432** (-4.009) | -1.432** (-4.011)
- 0.016**  (2.145) - - - -
Dummy
1994 -0.047 (0.749) | 0.048 (1.138) | -0.032 (-1583) | -0.031 (1167) | -0.111** (3875 | -0.110** (-4.102)
1995 0.035 (0525 | -0.006 (0.141) | -0.135**  (2913) | -0.094** (3205 | -0.126*  (1.743) | -0.132** (-2533)
1996 -0.020 (-0202) | 0.058 (1356) | -0.095*  (1.920) | -0.029 (1.018) | -0.056 (0.823) | -0.061 (-1.176)
1997 0.098 (L425) | 0.090**  (2001) | -0.052 (1.337) | -0.034 (0671) | -0.065 (1:307) | -0.064 (1.274)
Test Statistics
Spatial p 0.907**  (20944) | 0.137**  (4.046) | 1.746**  (20884) | 0.663**  (16.998) | -0.216*  (-L654) | -0.189 (-1.442)
Breusch-Pagan 0.012 0.475 0.266 0.047 0.705 0.705
Breusch-Godfrey 18.192 1.135 8.072 5.764 11.708 11.793
Hausman 27.011** 10.847 41.472%* 119.25** 20.945** 20.948**
adj R? 0.792 0.812 0.992 0.995 0.977 0.983
t ** 5% *  10%

Breusch-Pagan

Hausman

Breusch-Godfrey

22
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6 1998 2002
w w¥ w w¥ w wF
0.884** (9.489) -0.108 (0.956) | 0.363**  (2.176) 0.252** (3.194) 0.405** (5.404) 0.202** (3.790)
0.153 (0.338) 0.781 (1.554) | 1.898**  (2.480) 1.480** (2.111) 3.486** (3.275) 3.173** (5.974)
0.596** (2.014) 0.901** (2.384) | -0.992* (-1.941) | -0.195 (-0.441) 1.440** (2.808) 1.077** (2.821)
0.188* (1.693) | 0.284**  (2276) | 0.262**  (2567) | -0.048 (0433) | 0.142 (0.927) 0.114 (0.897)
0.246** (6951 | 0.320**  (7.387) | 0.658**  (11.786) | 0.533**  (10945) | 0.530** (10804 | 0.751**  (17.107)
-2.085**  (5.410) | -2.123** (-4.490) | -0.453 (1181) | -0.891** (2273) | -1.950** (3.797) | -2.426** (5.457)
0.598* (1678) | -0.792 (0501 | -0.186 (-0.649) | -0.380 (-1.069) | -1.536** (-3.935) | -0.815** (2.343)
0.004 (0.883) | -0.013 (-0.879) - - - 0.021 (0.963)
Dummy
1999 0.094** (2.523) 0.015 (0.228) | 0.000 (0.012) -0.036 (-0.695) 0.161** (2.173) 0.088* (1.652)
2000 0.127** (2.894) 0.061 ©.777) | 0.038 (1.177) 0.035 (0.597) 0.149* (1.745) 0.103 (1.582)
2001 0.054 (1.134) -0.057 (0.770) | -0.032 (o.783) | -0.071 (-1.173) -0.041 (-0.474) -0.095 (-1.440)
2002 0.258** (5.387) 0.040 (0.526) | 0.142**  (2.763) 0.117* (1.799) 0.239** (2.573) 0.128* (1.908)
Test Statistics
Spatial p 0.767** (16.147) | 0.313** (9.598) | 1.308**  (27.645) | 0.250** (7.888) 0.769** (11.909) | -0.052* (-1.664)
Breusch-Pagan 0.090 1.011 0.469 0.461 0.089 2.431
Breusch-Godfrey 11.534 20.198* 6.016 22.147* 11.076 8.297
Hausman 6.636 6.646 17.469** 22.894** 21.857** 10.246
adj R? 0.842 0.711 0.989 0.954 0.960 0.960
t ** 5% *  10%
Breusch-Pagan Breusch-Godfrey
Hausman
( )
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7 2000 2002
W w¥ W wE W w¥
1.015** (10298 | -0.106 (0888 | 0.395* (20200 | 0.352**  (2441) | 0.351** (4754 | 0.209** (3679
0.386 ©777) | 2.125%*  (3262) | -6.082 (-1497) | -2.481 (0500) | 1.232**  (2346) | 1.934** (2510
1.176**  (2971) | 1.545**  (3.218) | -5.170 (1475 | -1.408 (0425 | -1.500** (2894 | -0.630 (-0.918)
0.057 (0.620) | -0.067 (-0.509) | 0.111 (1.334) | 0.214**  (2127) 0.183* (1.767) 0.090 (0.535)
0.188**  (4503) | 0.262** (5193 | 0.179**  @3.077) | 0.206* (1.755) 0.848**  (19.908) | 0.798**  (15.064)
-2.260*%*  (-4.524) | -3.072** (-5.369) | -1.420** (-2.879) | -1.630** (-3.334) | -0.123 (0212) | -0.362 (-0.458)
-0.602**  (-2.309) | -0.395 (1253) | -0.921** (3737) | -0.766** (-3.1200 | -0.353 (-1.390) | -0.255 (-0.606)
-0.0007 (1061 | -0.001 (-0.066) - - 0.035*  (@764) | 0.034 (0.983)
Dummy
2001 -0.025* (-1.780) | -0.027 (0704) | -0.059** (3.152) | -0.058** (-2.118) | -0.048** (2.266) | -0.125** (-2.125)
2002 0.099** @141 | -0.072*  (1.750) | -0.046 (-1607) | -0.046 (0802) | 4.181** (4181 | 0.129* (1821
Test Statistics
Spatial p 0.955**  (9512) | 0.317** (7194 | 0.955** (9512 | 0.376** (8829 | 0.269 0.022) | -0.016 (-0.011)
Breusch-Pagan 0.001 0.551 0.0002 0.036 0.995 1.767
Breusch-Godfrey 3.431 8.993 14.193 17.493* 18.203* 10.320
Hausman 4.222 1.741 95.364** 35.742** 1.327 13.961
adj R? 0.992 0.821 0.998 0.997 0.981 0.956
t ** 5% *  10%

Breusch-Pagan

Hausman

Breusch-Godfrey

24




