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Abstract :-

The study aimed at revealing the nature of the statistical relationship that brings
together the institutional factors and the quality of the financial reporting environment
in light of the international trends in the adoption of IFRS. To clarify the relationship,
the levels of analysis were divided into two levels: the local case study of Algeria
during the period 2005-2020, and International case study of samples from 05 global
regions: Arab, European, African, Asian, Latin American and Caribbean for the period
2006-2020, while the impact aspects included four key aspects: Ethical behavior of
firms COMO1, Efficacy of corporate boards COMO02, Strength of auditing and
reporting standards COMO3, Efficiency enhancers COMO04, Statistical programs
SPSS.24 and Eviews.07 have been used to study correlation relationships, the general
trends of time series, Statistical identification and Classification, the functions of self-
correlation and the root of unity, the rank of Cointegration, the conclusion of long-
term and short-term dynamic relationships, the stability of residual chains, stability of
residual, .....

The results show that there are long and short term balance between the institutional
factors and the quality of the financial reporting environment. However, this

relationship varies between countries on the one hand and the global regions on the
other, This makes the Enforcement of IFRS different from one country / region to
another and the consequent unilateral convergence and harmonization strategies. Thus,
the study concludes that, in the absence of internationalization of the countries and
regions of the world, it is not possible to recognize the existence of a general context
for improving the quality of the domestic and international financial reporting
environment in light of the adoption of IFRS during the period 2005-2020.

Therefore, The study recommends further structural reforms in the international
and Algerian institutional infrastructure if any future professional or economic gains
are to be made in improving the quality of the financial reporting environment and the
outputs of financial reporting systems by transitioning to IFRS.

Keywords: institutional factors, institutional integration, quality of financial reporting
environment, financial reporting systems, IFRS, enforcement, accounting convergence
strategies, IASB, Algeria, global regions.
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1 - Holger Daske, Luzi Hail, Christian Leuz, Rodrigo Verdi, "Mandatory IFRS Reporting around the World:
Early Evidence on the Economic Consequences", Journal of Accounting Research, Vol 46, n° 05, 2008, p 1094.
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1 - Hans B. Christensen, Luzi Hail, Christian Leuz, ” Mandatory IFRS Reporting and Changes in
Enforcement”, Journal of Accounting and Economics, Vol 56, N° 2-3, 2013, p /4

2 - Ole-Kristian Hope, Justin Y. Jin, Tony Kang, "Empirical Evidence on Jurisdictions that Adopt IFRS”,
Journal of International Accounting Research, Vol 5, n° 2, 2006, p /1.

3 - Ray Ball, Op Cit, 2016, p 18.

4 - Francesco Bova, Raynolde Pereira, ” The Determinants and Consequences of Heterogeneous IFRS
Compliance Levels Following Mandatory IFRS Adoption: Evidence from a Developing Country " Journal of
Intrernational Accounting Research, Forthcoming, 20171, P 32, site: https://ssrn.com/abstract=1542240.

*- Says Soderstrom and Sun 2007: ‘that cross-country differences in accounting quality are likely to remain
following IFRS adoption because accounting quality is a function of the firm’s overall institutional setting,
including the legal and political system of the country where the firm resides.” , Source : Joanne Horton,
George Serafeim, loanna Serafeim, ” Does Mandatory IFRS Adoption Improve the Information
Environment? ", Contemporary Accounting Research, Vol 30, n° 1, 2008, p 03, The same is what the American
Accounting Association said by saying : ”cross-country institutional differences will likely result in differences
in the implementation of any single set of standards. Thus, IFRS may be a high-quality set of reporting standards
(pre-implementation) but the resulting, published financial-statement information could be of low quality given
inconsistent cross-border implementation practices ", Source : Thomas Jeanjean And Hervé Stolowy, Op cit, P
09.
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1 - Lisa Baudot, "GAAP Convergence or Convergence Gap: Unfolding ten years of accounting change”,
Accounting Auditing & Accountability Journal, Vol. 27, N° 06, 2008, P 72.

2 - Hakim Ben Othman, Anas Kossentini, ” IFRS adoption strategies and theories of economic development”,
Journal of Accounting in Emerging Economies, Vol 05, n° 01, 2015, p 75.

3 - Masatsugu Sanada, Op Cit, 2012, p 04.
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1 - IFRS Foundation, "Adoption Guide”, 2013, p 07. Available at site: http://www.ifrs.org/use-around-the-
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1 - IFRS Foundation, "Translation, Adoption& Copyright Policy ”, Op Cit, p 14/15.
2 - Royston Greenwood, Roy Suddaby, ” Institutional Entrepreneurship in Mature Fields: The Big Five
Accounting Firms”, the Academy of Management Journal, Vol. 49, n° 1, 2006, P 37/38.
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Source : Rachel Baskerville, Huw Rhys, "a Research Note on
Understandability, Readability and Translatability of IFRS ", 2014, P 07,
Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=2528118.

1 - Fatma Zehri, Jamel Chouaibi, "Adoption determinants of the International Accounting Standards by the
developing countries”, Journal of Economics, Finance and Administrative Science, Vol 18, 2013, p 58.

2 - Robert K. Larson, Donna L. Street, " Convergence with IFRS in an expanding Europe: progress and
obstacles identified by large accounting firms’ survey ", Journal of International Accounting, Auditing and
Taxation, Vol. 13, 2004, P 7172.
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1 - Karsten Eisenschmidt, Matthias Schmidt, ” Integrating prediction markets into the due process of
international accounting standard setting ”, 2014, P /3, Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=2408517.
2 - Norman Mohd Saleh, Bahman Banimahd, Fakhroddin Mohamma rezaei, ” The effects of mandatory IFRS
adoption: A review of evidence based on accounting standard setting criteria”, International Journal of
Disclosure and Governance, Vol 72, n° 01, 2013, p 51.
3 - Lars Oxelheim, " Globalization, Transparency and Economic Growth: The Vulnerability of Chinese Firms
to Macroeconomic Shocks ", Journal of Asian Economics, Vol 21, N° 01, 2010, P 13.

_18-


https://ssrn.com/abstract=2408517

flyld g2l Y a1 uad)

Net economic value of IFRS &slasyl ol ] wuisy ¢ S of S (sl Bnd m
Synchronization ;3 5f 201 o3 (2) <Net political value of IFRS bl sl
15 Zaite =13 IFRS 0555 Jls (IFRS J (glasy) S e sdexdd LU 89 :value of IFRS

Nty

idowall GAAP daiie < IFRS J dyyliwsy) adluall + IFRS J 4141 dadnol)

Autarky Value of IFRS + Synchronization Value of IFRS > Value of Local GAAP
A o3 i (2) AFRS gl o < il lald wibin 0585 0 S (1) sadobal I3l s

o555 &) Jeld = b Ewa Sletten et al oy Szl JUT e Tulul dazes g0 ol 13
Leuz p abplll oS4y apdls 3T Lehatt 2 IFRS (o Of oY1 jlea Yy 2 L4 o4
AFRS J Lgdl (s st Ml sy & sl Lot 2 of » 2008 and  Wysocki
G il oo t3laBYl ool OBst] e ol MY Lay aall 1y (o Sl
—:Zoujb; BW @ IFRS jyu ol slasyl of » 1996 Larson and Kenny

ol ol bps 1 IS wlesd) (3 3y ladl 5,5 :modernization  theory ¢l ks -1
SMalal) wlas (1) ropmsli) d) Tobia] LS gl s 1 caralst) (Lol 2lS0n L L (soLasy)
Jlos) 21 2l (2) copmld b JSU by L (lailly Laall 2 lle (6 (L) (s o o aily
Sl sl e eV Dbl (1) 1ials o5l 2y ol ) 31 ¢ L) mansd asid Leligs g

bodlotas 21 093 IFRS (o5 2l Dyl e 2 (2) eJoll lolias) s 24l2)

oY) olas Y1 ekl oo I Uyl 5505 &l 2 bl o5 scontingency theory ts)lsll & b —2
5 i) o 3 B gaz Al JSU 01 555 s the naturalistic strategy skl .l
Jliny o2 e dilles Sl s 1A Sl Y) 5 G ke A o) L g8 S

(S s e ST Slslagyly SASa)l pak el Jas (3 S &l (WY plss ks
Center and " L.y ;S0 &k 4 Usof a5 :world system theory i sladi 2,k -3
sl o a1 sk 2z 30 1950 2w raul - prebiche éwq Jggly La2s ) "Périphérie
iadl iyl ) Layghes (oo @ iU WSl oo (3 daitl) dulyld ae Bdgl2 CEPAL #5L23Y)
B Jolds el plad) o)l Sl jpd ol3 Ol tas ag (0 1970 2w 3asad) ayylans)

1 - Ewa Sletten, Karthik Ramanna, "Why do Countries Adopt International Financial Reporting Standards? ",
SSRN Electronic Journal, 2009, p 07, Available at site: https://www.researchgate.net/publication/46475710.
2 - Hakim Ben Othman, Anas Kossentini, Op Cit, 2015, p 75.
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1 - Muiz Jamil Abu Alia, Joél Branson, ” The effect of environmental factors on accounting diversity. A
literature review”, 2011, P 04, Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=1780479.
2 - Sudarshan Jayaraman, Rodrigo Verdi, ” The Effect of Economic Integration on Accounting Comparability:

Evidence from the Adoption of the Euro ", 2013, P 03, Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=2286699.
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1 - Ewa Sletten, Karthik Ramanna, " Network Effects in Countries’ Adoption of IFRS ", Harvard Business
School Accounting & Management, Working Paper n° 10-092, 2013, P 14, Available at SSRN:
https://ssrn.com/abstract=1590245.

2 - Feng Li, Nemit O. Shroff, " Financial Reporting Quality and Economic Growth ", 2010, P 06, Available at
SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=1265331.

3 - UIf Bruggemann, Joerg-Markus Hitz, Thorsten Sellhorn, "Intended and Unintended Consequences of
Mandatory IFRS Adoption: A Review of Extant Evidence and Suggestions for Future Research ", European
Accounting Review, Vol 22, n° 1, 2012, p 06.

4 - Emmanuel T. De George, Xi Li, Lakshmanan Shivakumar, " A review of the IFRS adoption literature”,
Review of Accounting Studies, 2016, P 32, Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=2664475.

5 - Christian Leuz, Luzi Hail, Peter Wysocki, Zhijun Lin, ” Global Accounting Convergence and the Potential
Adoption of IFRS by the United States: An Analysis of Economic and Policy Factors " Journal of
International Financial Management & Accounting, Vol 21, n° 03, 2009, P 12.
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Economic Growth ", 2007, p /0, Available at site: www.worldbank.org/crecer.
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1 - Christian Leuz et al, Op Cit, 2009, p 17.

2 - Hans B. Christensen, Edward Lee, Martin Walker, "Cross-sectional variation in the economic consequences
of international accounting harmonization: The case of mandatory IFRS adoption in the UK” The
International Journal of Accounting, Vol 42, 2007, p 345/347.

*- Sir David Tweedie, President of IASB 2005, was quoted as saying: "It [IFRS adoption] will save companies a
huge amount of cash because it is going to reduce the cost of capital, and that makes it much easier to invest . . .
It will reduce many of the risk pressures that stop a lot of investment ", Source : Stuart McLeay, Op cit, P 239.

3 - Norman Mohd Saleh et al, Op Cit, 2013, p 36.

4 - James O Alabede, "Impact of Accounting Standards on the Value Relevance of Accounting Information
from Nigeria's Listed Firms: Comparative Study of Pre and Post IFRS Adoption”, the international
conference organised by the Department of Management and Accounting, Obafemi Awolowo University, lle Ife,
Nigeria held 4th-6th April, 2016, p 06, Available at site: https://www.researchgate.net/publication/304541195.
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1 - Norman Mohd Saleh et al, Op Cit, 2013, p 48.
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1 - Michelle Hanlon, Jeffrey L. Hoopes, Nemit Shroff, ” The Effect of Tax Authority Monitoring and
Enforcement on Financial Reporting Quality , American Taxation Association, Vol 36, N° 2, 2014, P 06/10.
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1 - Christian Leuz et al, Op Cit, 2009, P 57.

2 - Kim M. Shima, David C. Yang, "Factors Affecting the Adoption of IFRS", International Journal of
Business, Vol 17, n° 03, 2012, P 280.

3 - ndreas Oestreicher, Christoph Spengel, ” Tax Harmonisation in Europe The Determination of Corporate
Taxable Income in the EU Member States”, SSRN Electronic Journal, Paper No. 07-035, 2007, P 34, site:
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/23756222.

4 - Jon N. Kerr, " The Real Effects of Opacity: Evidence from Tax Avoidance ", Columbia Business School
Research Paper N° 13-16, 2012, P 01/08, Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=2234197.

5 - Michelle Hanlon et al, Op Cit, 2009, p /1.
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1 - Christian Leuz, Op Cit, 2009, p 70.

*- Mason says 1980: "At the highest level the social norms which guide the selection process are ideological.
This raises the rather intriguing question of how ideology percolates down into accounting practice. ", Sourse :
Mahmoud Ezzamel, Jason Xiao, Aixiang Pan, " Political ideology and accounting regulation in China”,
Accounting Organizations and Society, Vol. 32, N° 7et 8, 2007, p 670.

2 - Shauna Shi, Jeong-Bon Kim, " International Financial Reporting Standards, Institutional Infrastructures
and Costs of Equity Capital around the World ", SSRN Electronic Journal, 2007, p 09/10.
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sl 3yl » 2001 FEE Fédération des Experts Comptables Européens <,
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1 - Ajay Kumar Singh, Pooja Dhingra, " A Multi-Dimensional Ethical Approach to Accounting and Reporting
Practices”, Applied Studies in Agribusiness and Commerce, Vol 7, n® 4 et 5, 2013, P 15, Available at SSRN:
https://ssrn.com/abstract=2514259.

*- Hall and Yago says 2000: "A key reason for keeping transactions secret is to conceal corrupt practices. With
transparency comes prying eyes" And Everett et al, 2007 "corruption is a problem and accounting can aid in its
fight", Source : Ricardo Malagueno, Nate Stephens, Chad Albrecht, Christopher Ainge, "Accounting and
Corruption: A Cross-Country Analysis ", Journal of Money Laundering Control, Vol 13, n° 04, 2010, p 08.

2 - Nurul Houge and Reza M. Monem, "1FRS Adoption, Extent of Disclosure, and Perceived Corruption: A
Cross-country Study”, The International Journal of Accounting, 2016, p 13, Available at site:
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/287994584.

3 - Ana Gisbert, Bruno Salotti, " Firm incentives, institutional factors and accounting quality: The IFRS
adoption in Brazil", 2014, P 10, Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=2565533.

4 - Philip Brown, John Preiato, Ann Tarca, ”Measuring Country Differences in Enforcement of Accounting
Standards: An Audit and Enforcement Proxy ", the Journal of Business, Finance and Accounting, Vol 41, n° 1
& 2,2014, P 05.

5 - Oxford Dictionary (2014), online at http://www.oxforddictionaries.com/definition/english/enforcement.

6 - Christian Leuz, Peter Wysocki, Op Cit, 2016, P 02.

7 - OECD, 2002, p 01, site: https://stats.oecd.org/glossary/detail.asp?1D=3295.
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*- Says Beneish and Yohn 2008: "argue that while IFRS is likely to represent a significant improvement in
financial reporting quality, weak implementation and enforcement mechanisms in countries could lead investors
to discount the financial reports. Therefore, low quality country-level institutional governance could diminish
the effect of IFRS adoption on foreign investment ”, Source : Messod D. Beneish, Brian P. Miller, Teri Lombardi
Yohn, Brian P. Miller, Teri Lombardi Yohn, ” The Impact of Financial Reporting on Equity versus Debt
Markets: Macroeconomic Evidence from Mandatory IFRS Adoption ”, SSRN Electronic Journal, 2072, p 04,
site: https://www.researchgate.net/publication/228293416.

1 - Lawrence A. Cunningham, "A Prescription to Retire the Rhetoric of 'Principles-Based Systems' in
Corporate Law, Securities Regulation and Accounting ”, Boston College Law School Research Paper N° 127,
Vanderbilt Law Review, Vol. 60, 2007, p 48/56, Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=970646.

2 -Philip Brown, John Preiato, Ann Tarca, "A Comparison of Between-Country Measures of Legal Setting and
Enforcement of Accounting Standards ”, 2013, P 63, Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=2408517.

3 - Philip Brown et al, Op Cit, 2014, p 05.

4 - Philip Brown, John Preiato, " Mandatory Adoption of IFRS and Analysts’ Forecasts: How Much Does
Enforcement Matter? , UNSW Australian School of Business Research Paper N° 2009, ACCT 01, 2013, P 09,
Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=1499625.
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A 3 al) Ba sty Lord oSl Sl platel E5e o adlax) 35e s :HOgg
Al B hlona) B34z yslaty Jlee Y1 iy Julo o dilam) Y O3 BV Sia :HO,
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A 3 Al 53 ety JlesVl dny ekt 55 u wSles) 33 Sls :HOy,
A (3 al) Bag jehay B sl age o aSlax] B Jls tHO73
A 3 Al B3 jslaty AU dndlid) g ou aSlax) BYe Sta 1HO7,
A 3 Al 3 jslaty Al ALl BLST g oy aSlex) B Sla tHOs
A (3 Rl B3 jehaiy Bndlid) LM dnb 556 o 2Slas) 35 Hls :HO7g
A 3 Al 3 jshaty Sadl SIS el 55 u ASlax) B Sls :HO4;
A B R B39 jlaiy OISR e S5e (Al | BMe Hla tHOgg
Estimating Model  Jla>Y z5sd! 8L 3-1

—: kb als Se % 2013 Hans Christensen et al «stuzn) e G|

Quality accounting = Quality of institutional reform + Quality of local GAAP

Quality of institutional reform = Economic Reform + Financial Reform + Tax
Reform + Political and Legal reform + Social and cultural reform +
Educational and technological reform + business environment reform... ...... (1).

-65-



lsl Yy sV iy L)t e

bl (3 oY+ JlesYl 23]+ LSl el (s Sl + Ll elexs Y1 S
ALY

And Assuming : Quality IFRS > Quality of local GAAP, Equation (1) can be
redrafted as follows -

Quality accounting = Economic Reform + Financial Reform + Tax Reform +
Political and Legal reform + Social and cultural reform + Educational and
technological reform + Business Environment reform + Quality IFRS.... (2).

Jrlsally 2wl 835 o M) OF il oL 2l ) asladl o¥olad od ooy
i) Olpad) G sl Jalgal) d g Ly Y ol Bl Sagr g Ay o 380 o Bl
Bo, B1, B2, Bs, By, Bs, Bg, B7, ) apludy¥l el wis (Xg, Xa, X3, Xa, Xs, Xg, X7, Xg)
= 22005 s e 532 W 16 o201 =i saalal) Szl Wadl e € somy i)l e (Bg
—i ok LSTa il clalal) dsgazt (3 Bk AT e pad) (S ULy 0 2020

Yi=Bg + B1 Xeco + Bz Xpin + B3 Xyax + Bs XpoLLes + Bs Xsoccul + Bs Xepuc +

B7XBUE T & veeecececnnns (.»
—:L}L:S\ }ﬁmpaﬂ,z\@}\ i) YA (35i0l w\&uw}d
- ~ - N O N
Vi 11X Xiz.... Xig B &1
 —— Y=XB Y
Yo | = I1XgXoo... Xa B, | t| & "o
U L) =y

SLaSan] gV Aol Gud (ol sl o I e 235l Bs e 1inydl

Sy Sl o a5 b)Y Bsias dydozy SPSS 24 sl pldszal b YN YA s
Simple linear regression models Ll ) LYl #5L o IS lelanu] pn Lmlad o
3395 o Tely Lkl jlam] & any) W) arl) )5kl ok PAS A PAS gyl b LY 23Uy
F3ladl uad g ¢ Bl B)lasy oadal isdly iy IS gl oLy R-0EUX g3l
&5 R-deux > 70% sl % 70 35 bl Joles Wb 2 el (o Liliam) alpiall astasy)
L) ol ¢l Al LSl plaseal, Nz 5T IS F3ldl o s Bolel a5l Al L)
I BUS Y dIs tolast) e ) dgliad dls (2) diandl fodad) 3L ozl (1)
«Dickey-Fuller ADF slus.l Unit root test 5.~ i~ (Correlogram Specification
Snady Ak DU i Lol s o5 i skt o5ls 4w (3) (Philips-Perron 1988
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Variables Indicateurs Data Source
Economic growth (Real per-capita GDP Atlas method current http://databank.worldbank.org/data/reports.aspx?source=global-
us $) £C0N0omic-prospects #.
f f - And
Economic factor Macroeconomic Enwronment 1-7 (Best) https://www.weforum.org/search?utf8=%E2%9C%93&query=REP
Goods market efficiency ORTS+2004+-

Exports as a percentage of GDP*

+2017&cx=005374784487575532108%3Azwr8u4lxoba&cof=FORI

Foreign Investment, net inflows (% of GDP)

D%3A11&0p.x=0&0p.y=0.

Financial factor

Financial market sophistication 1 — 7 (Best)

https://www.weforum.org/reports And for 2005, 2020
Equation : Y = 2,9147 -0.0232x

Activity of Financial Market
(Value Transactions + GDP)

Bourse d'Alger : http://www.sgbv.dz/?page=bilan_boc&lang=fr. And
http://databank.worldbank.org/data/reports.aspx?source=global-economic-
prospects#. Ownership index > 0.5, Including the rate of growth of

localized firms > population growth rate.

Protection of minority shareholders’ interests 1 — 7 (Best)

https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020
Equation : Y = 4,6044 - 0,1167x

Financing through local equity market 1 — 7 (Best)

https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020
Equation : Y = 2,4804 -0.0256x

Ease of access to loans (1 = impossible, 7 = easy)

And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y = 2,0056 + 0,0685x

Regulation of securities exchanges 1 — 7 (Best)

https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020
Equation : Y = 2,4495 + 0,0033x

Domestic credit to private sector by banks (% of GDP)

http://databank.worldbank.org/data/reports.aspx?source=global-economic-

prospects#.

Tax factor

Total tax rate (% of profits) 1 — 7 (Best)

https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
= 75.705 -0,3618x

Extent and effect of taxation 1 — 7 (Best)

https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
= 3,8691 - 0,0436x

Transparency of government policymaking, 1-7 (best)

https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
= 3,8214 -0.0584x

Government efficiency 1 — 7 (Best)

And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y = 3,6229 — 0.0884x

Public trust in politicians, 1-7 (best)

https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
= 2,5242 -0.0005x

Accountability 1 — 7 (Best)

https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
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Political and legal factor

=4,0733 - 0.0611x

Ethics and corruption 1-7 (Best) https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
=2,8112 + 0.0013x

Favoritism in decisions of government officials https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
= 2,8578 -0.0035x

Property rights 1-7 (Best) https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
= 3,3691 -0,0167x

Efficiency of legal framework in challenging regs https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
= 2.5411 + 0.0445x

Business costs of crime and violence, 1-7 (best) https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
= 4,3359 -0.0159x

Business costs of terrorism, 1-7 (best) https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
= 4,1043 -0.0099x

Organized crime, 1-7 (best) https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
= 4,8806 -0.061x

Judicial independence, 1-7 (best) https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y

= 3,2082 - 0,0109x

Social and cultural
factor

Individual / collective (The Net number of households =

greatest possible) = number of households + number
population + Net number of of marriages - number of
households. divorces.

Number of households = Population
+ fertility rate (children / woman).

http://www.ons.dz/-Demographies-.html.
And

https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SP.POP.TOTL?locations=DZ

&view=chart.

Power distance 1-7 (best)

https://www.weforum.org/reports. And for 2005, 2020 Equation :

= 2,3983 + 0.0445x

Y

Masculinity / femininity Males (% of total)

https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SP.POP.TOTL.FE.ZS?locations=DZ.

Ethical behavior of firms 1-7 (best) https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
= 3,9375 - 0,0633x
] ] Efficacy of corporate boards 1-7 (best) https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
professional accounting = 3,8396 — 0.0403x
bodies Strength of auditing and reporting standards 1-7 (best) https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
= 3,8922 - 0,0693x
Efficiency enhancers 1-7 (best) https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
= 3,3756 -0.0087x
Quality of the educational system 1-7 (meets the needs of a https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y

competitive economy)

= 2,5096 + 0,0502x
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Educational and
technological factor

Quality of scientific research institutions (1-7 (best)

https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
= 3,2675 - 0,0487x

Technological readiness 1-7 (best)

https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
=2,5172 + 0.0254x

Innovation 1-7 (best)

https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
=2,7934 -0.0218x

Company spending on research and development 1-7 (best)

https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
= 2.6484 -0.0328x

Firm-level technology absorption 1-7 (best) (aggressive in
absorbing new technology)

https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
= 4,3064 - 0,0918x

Quality of business
environment

Infrastructure 1-7 (best)

https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
= 3,0237 + 0.0211x

Business Sophistication 1-7 (best)

https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
= 3,0926 - 0,0007x

Domestic competition 1-7 (best)

https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
= 3,9498 -0,0544x

Global Competitiveness Index 1-7 (best)

https://www.weforum.org/reports , And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y

= 3.8308 -0.010x

Intensity of local competition 1-7 (best)

https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
= 4,4789 - 0,0767x

Nature of competitive advantage (1 = low cost or local natural
resources, 7 = unique products and processes)

https://www.weforum.org/reports, And for 2005, 2020 Equation : Y
= 2,4382 + 0,0309x

New businesses/per 1,000 people ages 15-64

https://www.globalinnovationindex.org/home And for [2005 —

2010] Equation : Y = 0.04x + 0.0714

Size of companies (% Of total companies)

http://www.mdipi.gov.dz/?Bulletin-de-veille-statistigue.

LU slae| o ZJW‘
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Countries that have adopted

America Asia Africa Europe ARAB
Argentina (2012) | Bangladesh (2012) | Cameroon (2019) Belgium (2005) Algeria (2010)
Brazil (2010) China (2006) Ethiopia (2019) Germany (2005) Egypt (1992)
Costa Rica (2000) India (2016) Nigeria (2012) Spain (2005) Bahrain (choice,?)
Chile (2009) Indonesia (2014) | Burkina Faso (2019) Denmark (2005) Jordan (2004)
Colombia (2015) Cambodia (2009) Chad (2019) Croatia (2013) Kuwait (1990)
Ecuador (2010) Hong Kong (2003) Gambia (2013) France (2005) Mauritania (Spanish, 2006)
El Salvador (2004) Japan (2010) Kenya (2016) Cyprus (2005) Morocco (choice, 2005)
Guatemala (2008) | Kazakhstan (2005) Mali (2019) Finland (2005) Oman (2015)
Honduras (choice,?) | Korea, Rep (2011) | Mozambique (2011) Greece (2005) Qatar (choice,?)
Jamaica (2002) Mongolia (2006) Senegal (2006) Iceland (2005) Saudi Arabia (2017)

Mexico (2012)

Nepal (2003)

South Africa (2011)

Ireland (2005)

Tunisia (1996, No
convergence yet)

Nicaragua (2012) Pakistan (2014) Uganda (choice,?) Italy (2005) Arab Emirates (2003)
Panama (2010) Singapore (2010) Zambia (2011) Luxembourg (2005)
Paraguay (2006) Taiwan (2009) | Zimbabwe (choice,?) Malta (2005)
Peru (2010) Turkey (2005) Norway (2005)

Trinidad (2010)

Poland (2005)

Uruguay (2007)

Portugal (2005)

Venezuela (2004)

Romania (2005)

Russian (2012)

United Kingdom
(2005)

Source : Deloitte: https://www.iasplus.com/en/jurisdictions And IFRS :
http://www.ifrs.org/use-around-the-world/use-of-ifrs-standards-by-jurisdiction/.
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Quiality accounting

COMO1 COMO02 COMO3 COMO4

Corrélation | Sig. | N | Corrélation | Sig. | N | Corrélation | Sig. | N | Corrélation | Sig. | N

de Pearson de Pearson de Pearson de Pearson
COMO1 1 16 7227 0,002 | 16 745" 0,001 | 16 7847 0,000 | 16
COMO2 7227 0,002 | 16 1 16 860" 0,000 | 16 835" 0,000 | 16
COMO03 745" 0,001 | 16 860 0,000 | 16 1 16 781" 0,000 | 16
COMO04 784" 0,000 | 16 835" 0,000 | 16 781" 0,000 | 16 1 16
ECO01 -,768™ 0,001 | 16 -,635 0,008 | 16 7617 0,001 | 16 -520" 0,039 | 16
ECO02 616" 0,011 | 16 0,303 0,253 | 16 513" 0,042 | 16 0,200 0,458 | 16
ECO03 9317 0,000 | 16 7417 0,001 | 16 816 0,000 | 16 8317 0,000 | 16
ECO04 650" 0,006 | 16 607" 0,013 | 16 786" 0,000 | 16 0,394 0,131 | 16
ECO05 0,081 0,764 | 16 0,281 0,291 | 16 543" 0,030 | 16 0,069 0,799 | 16

FINAOL1 934" 0,000 | 16 655" 0,006 | 16 725" 0,001 | 16 700" 0,003 | 16

FINAO2 -0,006 0,983 | 16 -0,053 0,847 | 16 -0,091 0,738 | 16 -0,053 0,845 | 16

FINAO3 896 0,000 | 16 7297 0,001 | 16 798" 0,000 | 16 679" 0,004 | 16

FINAO4 7477 0,001 | 16 0,331 0,210 | 16 501" 0,048 | 16 0,400 0,125 | 16

FINAOS -0,335 0,204 | 16 -0,274 0,305 | 16 -0,455 0,077 | 16 -0,001 0,996 | 16

FINAOG 0,318 0,230 | 16 -0,085 0,754 | 16 -0,074 0,785 | 16 0,191 0,479 | 16

FINAO7 5117 0,043 | 16 - 575 0,020 | 16 670" 0,005 | 16 -0,219 0,414 | 16
TAX01 7917 0,000 | 16 577 0,019 | 16 653" 0,006 | 16 0,474 0,063 | 16
TAX02 84T 0,000 | 16 835" 0,000 | 16 814" 0,000 | 16 629" 0,009 | 16
POLO1 914" 0,000 | 16 763" 0,001 | 16 7127 0,002 | 16 716" 0,002 | 16
POL02 7247 0,002 | 16 776" 0,000 | 16 807" 0,000 | 16 5707 0,021 | 16
POLO3 669" 0,005 | 16 0,223 0,407 | 16 0,243 0,364 | 16 568" 0,022 | 16
POLO4 7827 0,000 | 16 925" 0,000 | 16 926 0,000 | 16 725" 0,001 | 16
POLO5 566" 0,022 | 16 0,358 0,174 | 16 0,332 0,210 | 16 680" 0,004 | 16
POL06 ,900™ 0,000 | 16 525 0,037 | 16 515 0,041 | 16 625" 0,010 | 16
POLO7 826 0,000 | 16 499" 0,049 | 16 0,408 0,117 | 16 746" 0,001 | 16
POLOS8 -0,190 0,481 | 16 -0,246 0,358 | 16 -0,253 0,345 | 16 0,186 0,490 | 16
POL09 0,382 0,145 | 16 0,458 0,074 | 16 509" 0,044 | 16 5917 0,016 | 16
POL10 0,351 0,182 | 16 0,361 0,169 | 16 0,335 0,205 | 16 5417 0,030 | 16
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POL11 847 0,000 | 16 796" 0,000 | 16 879" 0,000 | 16 877 0,000 | 16
POL12 7127 0,002 | 16 0,252 0,346 | 16 0,135 0,617 | 16 0,382 0,144 | 16
SOCO01 -,7437 0,001 | 16 679" 0,004 | 16 7617 0,001 | 16 -0,437 0,001 | 16
SOC02 0,094 0,730 | 16 -0,007 0,981 | 16 -0,115 0,671 | 16 0,356 0,176 | 16
S0C03 817" 0,000 | 16 531" 0,034 | 16 593" 0,016 | 16 0,430 0,097 | 16
EDUO1 -0,159 0,556 | 16 -0,240 0,371 | 16 -0,444 0,085 | 16 0,123 0,651 | 16
EDUO02 810" 0,000 | 16 551" 0,027 | 16 6337 0,008 | 16 669" 0,005 | 16
EDU03 -0,460 0,073 | 16 -0,163 0,547 | 16 -0,276 0,300 | 16 -0,038 0,889 | 16
EDU04 870" 0,000 | 16 589" 0,016 | 16 6107 0,012 | 16 758" 0,001 | 16
EDUO5 7617 0,001 | 16 509 0,044 | 16 6327 0,009 | 16 6947 0,003 | 16
EDUO06 8427 0,000 | 16 7787 0,000 | 16 7987 0,000 | 16 644" 0,007 | 16
BUSO1 -543 0,030 | 16 -0,040 0,884 | 16 -0,282 0,290 | 16 -0,061 0,822 | 16
BUS02 610" 0,012 | 16 0,460 0,073 | 16 0,441 0,087 | 16 776 0,000 | 16
BUSO03 9417 0,000 | 16 757 0,001 | 16 855" 0,000 | 16 7407 0,001 | 16
BUS04 0,082 0,761 | 16 0,051 0,851 | 16 -0,025 0,927 | 16 0,370 0,159 | 16
BUSO05 820" 0,000 | 16 830" 0,000 | 16 967 0,000 | 16 760" 0,001 | 16
BUS06 0,269 0,314 | 16 -0,115 0,671 | 16 -0,205 0,447 | 16 0,210 0,436 | 16
BUSO7 -,566" 0,022 | 16 -,589" 0,016 | 16 -675 0,004 | 16 -0,295 0,268 | 16
BUSO08 7207 0,002 | 16 -,6307 0,009 | 16 -726 0,001 | 16 -0,423 0,103 | 16

SPSS 24 ooz s Tely © yuaall
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Sl e Tgins 2pnSe 1Ye 355 (2) CCOMO4 CCOMO3 <COMO2 il 5354 (5,3
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«EDU06 (EDUO05 (EDU04 (EDU02 SOCO03 POL11 (POLO7 POLO6 POLO4
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Ethical behavior of firms 53 cee 8ol Jasdl jlosi) 73 :(2-4) Jaondt

Quality accounting (Ethical behavior of firms COMO01)

JETR] Bydall Ustaall i gl S igmedt | R-deux
Constante | Variable Explained

COMO02 COMO01 =-0,472 + 1,1 COMO02 0,643 0,001 ,002° 0,521
COMO03 COMO01 = 0,636 + 0,841 COMO03 0,356 0,001 ,001° 0,555
COMO04 COMO1 = -7,057 + 3,163 COMO04 0,007 0,000 ,000° 0,615
ECO01 COMO01 = 4,92 - 0,0003 ECO01 0,000 0,000 ,001° 0,59
ECO02 COMO1 = 1,258 + 0,384 ECO02 0,111 0,011 0,011 0,38
ECO03 COMO1 = - 2,773 + 1,806 ECO03 0,001 0,000 ,000° 0,867
ECO04 COMO01 = 2,733 + 0,268 ECO04 0,000 0,006 ,006" 0,423
FINAO1 COMO01 = -2,21 + 2,048 FINAO1 0,002 0,000 ,000° 0,873
FINAO3 COMO1 =1,259 + 0,595 FINAO3 0,001 0,000 ,000° 0,803
FINAO4 COMO01 =0,728 + 1,15 FINAO4 0,276 0,001 ,001° 0,558
FINAO7 COMO1 = 4,344 - 0,788 FINAO7 0,000 0,043 ,043° 0,261
TAX01 COMO1 =-8,873 + 2,415 TAX01 0,004 0,000 ,000° 0,626
TAX02 COMO01 =-1,875 + 1,51 TAX02 0,053 0,000 ,000° 0,718
POLO1 COMO01 = 0,271 + 0,944 POL01 0,483 0,000 ,000° 0,835
POLOQ2 COMO01 = 1,664 + 0,594 POL02 0,002 0,002 ,002° 0,524
POLO3 COMO01 = 1,008 + 0,952 POLO03 0,181 0,005 ,005" 0,448
POL04 COMO01 =- 0,159 + 1,004 POL04 0,000 0,838 ,000° 0,612
POLO5 COMO01 =0,818 + 0,918 POL05 0,433 0,022 ,022° 0,32
POLO06 COMO01 = 0,888 + 0,865 POL06 0,017 0,000 ,000° 0,81
POLO7 COMO1 = 0,57 + 0,879 POLO7 0,293 0,000 ,000° 0,682
POL11 COMO01 =0,13+0,751 POL11 0,817 0,000 ,000° 0,718
POL12 COMO01 =0,734 + 0,858 POL12 0,318 0,002 ,002° 0,507
SOC01 COMO01 =9,096 - 1,196 SOCO01 0,000 0,001 ,001° 0,552
SOC03 COMO1 = -500,616 + 142,616 SOC03 0,000 0,000 ,000° 0,667
EDU02 COMO01 = 0,799 + 0,915 EDUQ2 0,139 0,000 ,000° 0,656
EDU04 COMO1 = -0,669 + 1,563 EDU04 0,298 0,000 ,000° 0,757
EDUO05 COMO01 = 1,076 + 0,985 EDUO5 0,065 0,001 ,001° 0,578
EDUO06 COMO01 = 0,879 + 0,717 EDU06 0,064 0,000 ,000° 0,709
BUS01 COMO01 = 7,327 - 1,233 BUS01 0,000 0,03 ,030° 0,295
BUS02 COMO01 =-0,747 + 1,341BUS02 0,613 0,012 ,012° 0,372
BUS03 COMO01 =-1,161 + 1,311 BUS03 0,02 0,000 ,000° 0,885
BUS05 COMO01 = 0,398 + 0,787 BUS05 0,493 0,000 ,000° 0,672
BUSO7 COMO01 = 3,896 - 1,188 BUS07 0,000 0,022 ,022° 0,321
BUS08 COMO1 = 441 - 62,565 BUS08 0,002 0,002 ,002° 0,519

SPSS 24 wls 2 e Tsby ¢ yoaall
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Efficacy of corporate boards s 38y jluosy) ks z3ki 2-2-1
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Efficacy of corporate boards s cew> 8jidall sl jluout =3l :(3-4) Jguondt

Quality accounting (Efficacy of corporate boards COMO02)

4ol RN Al Gyl LIS Ly gnad) R-deux
e il B Constante Variable Explained R e

COMO01 COMO02 =1,913+ 0,474 COMO1 0,000 0,002 ,002° 0,521
COMO03 COMO02 =1,428 + 0,637 COMO03 0,001 0,000 ,000° 0,739
COMO04 COMO02 =-3,792 + 2,212 COMO04 0,011 0,000 ,000° 0,698
ECO03 COMO02 = 0,297 + 0,944 ECO03 0,71 0,001 ,001° 0,55
ECO04 COMO02 = 3,114 + 0,165 ECO04 0,000 0,013 ,013° 0,369
FINAOL COMO02 = 0,942 + 0,943 FINO1 0,258 0,006 ,006° 0,429
FINAO3 COMO02 =2,381 + 0,317 FINO3 0,000 0,001 ,001° 0,531
FINAO7 COMO02 = 4,22 - 0,583 FINO7 0,000 0,02 ,020° 0,331
TAXO01 COMO02 =-2,351 + 1,156 TAX01 0,308 0,019 ,019° 0,333
TAX02 COMO02 =0,112 + 0,977 TAX02 0,856 0,000 ,000° 0,697
POLO1 COMO02 =1,809 + 0,517 POLO1 0,000 0,000 ,001° 0,581
POLO2 COMO02 =2,301 + 0,418 POL02 0,000 0,000 ,000° 0,602
POL0O4 COMO02 =0,76 + 0,779 POL04 0,026 0,000 ,000° 0,855
POLO6 COMO02 = 2,563 + 0,331 POL06 0,000 0,037 ,037° 0,276
POLO7 COMO02 = 2,402 + 0,349 POLQ7 0,000 0,049 ,049° 0,249
POL11 COMO02 =1,507 + 0,463 POL11 0,003 0,000 ,000° 0,633
SOC01 COMO02 =6,944 - 0,718 SOCO01 0,000 0,004 ,004° 0,462
SOCO03 COMO02 =-211,382 + 60,809 SOCO03 0,037 0,034 ,034° 0,282
EDUO02 COMO02 = 2,363 + 0,409 EDUQ2 0,000 0,027 ,027° 0,303
EDU04 COMO02 =1,718 + 0,694 EDU0O4 0,022 0,016 ,016° 0,347
EDUO05 COMO02 = 2,504 + 0,433 EDUQ5 0,000 0,044 ,044° 0,259
EDUO06 COMO02 =1,994 + 0,435 EDUO6 0,000 0,000 ,000° 0,606
BUSO03 COMO02 =1,114 + 0,692 BUS03 0,066 0,001 ,001° 0,573
BUS05 COMO02 = 1,527 + 0,523 BUS05 0,001 0,000 ,000° 0,69
BUSO7 COMO02 = 3,862 - 0,812 BUS07 0,000 0,016 ,016° 0,347
BUSO08 COMO02 = 254,951 - 35,947 BUS08 0,008 0,009 ,009° 0,397

SPSS 24 wls 2 e Tsby ¢ yoazall
Strength of auditing and reporting standards ,&js 35 eyl ks #3ls 3-2-1
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Strength of auditing and reporting s e yloull z3ks :(4-4) Jguod!
standards

Quality accounting (Strength of auditing and reporting standards COMO03)

gl Byl Alaa By gl WS gt | R-deux
Constante Variable Explained

COoMO01 COMO03 = 1,047 + 0,66 COMO1 0,074 0,001 ,001° 0,555
COMO02 COMO03 =-0,797 + 1,16 COM02 0,242 0,000 ,000° 0,739
COMO04 COMO3 = -5,945 + 2,793 COM04 0,009 0,000 ,000° 0,61
ECO02 COMO03 = 1,711 + 0,283 ECO02 0,031 0,042 ,042° 0,263
ECO03 COMO3 = -1,502 + 1,402 ECO03 0,122 0,000 ,000° 0,665
ECO04 COMO3 = 2,574 + 0,287 ECO04 0,000 0,000 ,000° 0,617
ECO05 COMO03 = 2,98 + 5,143 ECO05 0,000 0,03 ,030° 0,295
FINAO1 COMO03 = -0,568 + 1,409 FINO1 0,572 0,001 ,001° 0,526
FINAO3 COMO03 = 1,602 + 0,469 FINO3 0,000 0,000 ,000° 0,636
FINAD4 COMO03 =1,73 + 0,684 FINO4 0,037 0,048 ,048" 0,251
FINAO7 COMO3 = 4,385 - 0,916 FINO7 0,000 0,005 ,005" 0,449
TAX01 COMO3 = -5,687 + 1,767 TAX01 0,06 0,006 ,006” 0,427
TAX02 COMO03 =-1,2 + 1,285 TAX02 0,184 0,000 ,000° 0,663
POLO1 COMO03 =1,129 + 0,652 POL01 0,07 0,002 ,002° 0,507
POL02 COMO03 = 1,574 + 0,587 POL02 0,000 0,000 ,000° 0,651
POLO4 COMO03 = -0,443 + 1,052 POL04 0,298 0,000 ,000° 0,857
POLO6 COMO03 = 2,019 + 0,439 POLO6 0,003 0,041 ,041° 0,265
POL09 COMO03 = 0,451 + 0,677 POL09 0,732 0,044 ,044° 0,259
POL11 COMO03 = 0,284 + 0,69 POL11 0,528 0,000 ,000° 0,773
SOC01 COMO3 = 8,463 - 1,086 SOC01 0,000 0,001 ,001° 0,58
SOC03 COMO3 = -320,758 + 91,691 SOCO03 0,016 0,016 ,016” 0,351
EDU02 COMO03 =1,49 + 0,634 EDUO02 0,025 0,008 ,008" 0,401
EDU04 COMO03 = 0,764 + 0,971 EDU04 0,401 0,012 ,012° 0,372
EDU05 COMO03 = 1,579 + 0,726 EDU05 0,015 0,009 ,009° 0,4
EDU06 COMO03 =1,173 + 0,602 EDU06 0,017 0,000 ,000° 0,637
BUS03 COMO03 = -0,384 + 1,056 BUS03 0,531 0,000 ,000° 0,732
BUS05 COMO03 = 0,151 + 0,822 BUS05 0,51 0.000 ,000° 0,935
BUSO07 COMO3 = 3,812 - 1,255 BUS07 0,000 0,004 ,004° 0,455
BUS08 COMO03 = 394,078 - 55,872 BUS08 0,001 0,001 ,001° 0,527
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Quality accounting (Efficiency enhancers COMO04)

gl §yied! Ustaall ! lygindl SN ygnalt R-deux
Constante Variable Explained

COoMO01 COMO04 = 2,646 + 0,194 COMO1 0,000 0,000 ,000° 0,615
COMO02 COMO04 = 2,196 + 0,315 COMO02 0,000 0,000 ,000° 0,698
COMO03 COMO04 = 2,588 + 0,219 COMO03 0,000 0,000 ,000° 0,61
ECO01 COMO04 = 3,562 - 0,000053 ECO01 0,000 0,039 ,039° 0,271
ECO03 COMO04 = 1,94 + 0,4 ECO03 0,000 0,000 ,000° 0,691
FINAO1 COMO04 = 2,264 + 0,381 FINO1 0,000 0,003 ,003° 0,491
FINAO3 COMO04 = 2,905 + 0,112 FINO3 0,000 0,004 ,004° 0,461
TAX02 COMO04 = 2,337 + 0,278 TAS02 0,000 0,009 ,009° 0,395
POLO1 COMO04 = 2,699 + 0,183 POLO1 0,000 0,002 ,002° 0,513
POL02 COMO04 = 2,968 + 0,116 POL02 0,000 0,021 ,021° 0,325
POLO3 COMO04 = 2,803 + 0,2 POL03 0,000 0,022 ,022° 0,323
POLO4 COMO04 = 2,489 + 0,23 POL04 0,000 0,001 ,001° 0,525
POLO5 COMO04 = 2,536 + 0,274 POLO5 0,000 0,004 ,004° 0,463
POLO6 COMO04 = 2,875 + 0,149 POL06 0,000 0,01 ,010° 0,391
POLO7 COMO04 = 2,673 + 0,197 POLO7 0,000 0,001 ,001° 0,556
POL09 COMO04 = 2,384 + 0,22 POL09 0,000 0,016 ,016" 0,349
POL10 COMO04 = 2,516 + 0,198 POL10 0,000 0,03 ,030° 0,293
POL11 COMO04 = 2,468 + 0,193 POL 11 0,000 0,000 ,000° 0,768
EDU02 COMO04 = 2,774 + 0,188 EDU02 0,000 0,005 ,005° 0,448
EDU04 COMO04 = 2,428 + 0,337 EDU04 0,000 0,001 ,001° 0,575
EDU05 COMO04 = 2,781 + 0,223 EDU05 0,000 0,003 ,003° 0,481
EDU06 COMO04 = 2,829 + 0,136 EDU06 0,000 0,007 ,007° 0,415
BUS02 COMO04 = 1,998 + 0,423 BUS02 0,000 0,000 ,000° 0,602
BUSO03 COMO04 = 2,418 + 0,256 BUS03 0,000 0,001 ,001° 0,548
BUS05 COMO04 = 2,617 + 0,161 BUS05 0,000 0,001 ,001° 0,578
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Quality accounting (Ethical behavior of firms COMO01)
Coefficients® ANOVA?
Modéle Coefficients non Coefficients T Sig.
standardisés standardisés
B Erreur Béta Modeéle Somme Ddl Carré F Sig.
standard des moyen
carrés
1| Constante | -1,161 0,441 -2,632 | 0,02 Régression | 2,416 1 2,416 | 108,05 | ,000°
BUS03 1,311 0,126 0,941 10,39 | 0,000 | 1 Résidu 0,313 14 0,022
Constante | -1,302 0,217 -5,992 | 0,000 Total 2,729 15
2 BUS03 0,971 0,080 0,697 12,176 | 0,000 Régression | 2,659 2 1,330 | 247,30 | ,000°
POLO7 0,410 0,061 0,385 6,725 | 0,000 | 2 Résidu 0,070 13 0,005
(Constante) | -0,998 0,211 -4,727 | 0,000 Total 2,729 15
3 BUS03 0,651 0,136 0,468 4,796 | 0,000 Régression | 2,685 3 0,895 | 246,59 | ,000°
POLO7 0,504 0,061 0,474 8,253 | 0,000 | 3 Résidu 0,044 12 0,004
POL02 0,173 0,064 0,211 2,693 | 0,020 Total 2,729 15
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(Constante) | -1,106 0,190 -5,837 | 0,000 Régression | 2,699 4 0,675 | 247,04 | ,000°
BUSO03 0,634 0,118 0,455 5,373 | 0,000 | 4 Résidu 0,030 11 0,003
4 POLO7 0,379 0,077 0,356 4,913 | 0,000 Total 2,729 15
POL02 0,189 0,056 0,231 3,363 | 0,006 Modéle 1 2 3 4
POL12 0,168 0,076 0,139 2,225 | 0,048 R-deux 0,885 | 0,974 | 0,984 | 0,989

a. Variable dépendante : COM01
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COMO1 = -1,161 + 1,311 BUSO3

COMO1 = -1,302 + 0.971 BUSO3 + 0.41 POLO7

COMO1 = -0.998 + 0.651 BUSO3 + 0.504 POLO7 + 0.173 POL0OZ

COMO1 = -1.106 + 0.634 BUSO3 + 0.379 POLO7 + 0.189 POLOZ + 0.168 POL12
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Quality accounting (Efficacy of corporate boards COMO02)

Coefficients® ANOVA?
Modele Coefficients non Coefficients T Sig.
standardisés standardisés
B Erreur Béta Modéle Somme | Ddl Carré F Sig.
standard des moyen
carrés
1 | Constante | 0,760 0,305 2,488 | 0,026 Régression 1,006 1 1,006 82,816 | ,000°
POL04 0,779 0,086 0,925 | 9,100 | 0,000 | 1 | Résidu 0,170 14 | 0,012
Constante | -0,674 0,311 -2,168 | 0,049 Total 1,176 15
2 | POLO4 0,969 0,059 1,150 | 16,338 | 0,000 Régression 1,126 2 | 0,563 | 144,828 | ,000°
FINAO5 0,292 0,053 0,391 | 5,547 | 0,000 | 2 | Résidu 0,051 13 | 0,004
Constante | -0,082 0,347 -0,237 | 0,816 Total 1,176 15
3 | POL04 1,006 0,052 1,195 | 19,494 | 0,000 Régression 1,144 3| 0,381 | 140,507 | ,000°
FINAO5 0,193 0,058 0,258 | 3,302 | 0,006 | 3 | Résidu 0,033 12 | 0,003
ECO02 -0,083 0,032 -0,204 | -2,573 | 0,024 Total 1,176 15
a. Variable dépendante : COMO02 Modéle 1 2 3
R-deux 0,855 | 0,957 | 0,972
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COMO2 = 0.76 + 0.779 POL0O4

COMO2 = -0.674 + 0.969 POLO4 + 0.292 FINO5

COMO2 = -0.082 + 1.006 POLO4 + 0.193 FINO5 — 0.083 ECO02
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Quality accounting (Strength of auditing and reporting standards COMO03)

Coefficients® ANOVA?
Modéle Coefficients non Coefficients T Sig.
standardisés standardisés
B Erreur Béta Modele Somme | Ddl | Carré F Sig.
standard des moyen
carrés
1 | Constante | 0,151 0,223 0,676 | 0,510 Régression | 2,003 1 2,003 | 201,417 | ,000°
BUS05 0,822 0,058 0,967 14,192 | 0,000 Résidu 0,139 14 0,010
Constante | 0,249 0,151 1,644 | 0,124 Total 2,142 15
2 | BUS05 1,028 0,062 1,210 16,546 | 0,000 Régression | 2,084 2 1,042 | 232,721 | ,000°
EDU02 -0,311 0,073 -0,311 -4,254 | 0,001 Résidu 0,058 13 0,004
Constante | -0,342 0,175 -1,953 | 0,075 Total 2,142 15
3 BUS05 1,143 0,050 1,344 22,888 | 0,000 Régression 2,118 3 0,706 352,811 | ,000°
EDU02 -0,629 0,091 -0,628 -6,905 | 0,000 Résidu 0,024 12 | 0,002
POLO5 0,375 0,091 0,261 4,133 0,001 Total 2,142 15
Constante | 0,269 0,196 1,372 | 0,197 Régression | 2,132 4 0,533 | 583,249 | ,000°
BUS05 0,989 0,052 1,164 19,114 | 0,000 Résidu 0,010 11 | 0,001
4 | EDU02 -0,937 0,100 -0,936 -9,368 | 0,000 Total 2,142 15
POLO05 1,202 0,220 0,836 5,455 | 0,000 Régression | 2,137 5 0,427 | 786,933 | ,000°
EDUO1 -0,505 0,129 -0,417 -3,909 | 0,002 Résidu 0,005 10 | 0,001
Constante | -42,804 | 14,765 -2,899 | 0,016 Total 2,142 15
BUS05 0,986 0,040 1,159 24,690 | 0,000 Régression | 2,140 6 0,357 | 1248,897 | ,0009
EDU02 -1,046 0,086 -1,045 -12,207 | 0,000 Résidu 0,003 9 0,000
5 POLO05 1,310 0,174 0,911 7,534 0,000 Total 2,142 15
EDUO01 -0,515 0,100 -0,426 -5,173 | 0,000 Régression | 2,141 7 0,306 | 2431,398 | ,000"
SOCO03 12,203 4,183 0,079 2,917 | 0,015 Résidu 0,001 8 0,000
Constante | -49,732 10,927 -4,551 | 0,001 Total 2,142 15
BUS05 0,815 0,061 0,959 13,356 | 0,000 Régression | 2,142 8 0,268 | 4209,445 | ,000'
EDU02 -1,101 0,065 -1,100 -17,067 | 0,000 Résidu 0,000 7 0,000
POLO5 1,790 0,197 1,245 9,073 | 0,000 Total 2,142 15
6 [ EDUO1L -0,796 0,114 -0,657 -6,961 | 0,000 Modéle R-deux
SOC03 14,341 3,107 0,093 4,615 | 0,001 1 0,935
FINAO6 -0,144 0,045 -0,105 -3,165 | 0,011 2 0,973
Constante | -65,861 8,576 -7,680 | 0,000 3 0,989
BUS05 0,797 0,041 0,938 19,506 | 0,000 4 0,995
EDU02 -1,113 0,043 -1,111 -25,909 | 0,000 5 0,997
7 | POLO5 1,754 0,131 1,220 13,355 | 0,000 6 0,999
EDUO1 -0,794 0,076 -0,656 -10,460 | 0,000 7 1,000
SOC03 18,893 2,433 0,122 7,764 | 0,000 8 1,000
FINAO06 -0,169 0,031 -0,123 -5,453 | 0,001
POL10 0,076 0,021 0,058 3,525 | 0,008
Constante | -47,556 8,669 -5,486 | 0,001
BUS05 0,738 0,035 0,868 20,916 | 0,000
EDU02 -1,082 0,032 -1,080 -33,461 | 0,000
POLO5 1,702 0,095 1,184 17,901 | 0,000
8 EDUO01 -0,787 0,054 -0,650 -14,571 | 0,000
SOC03 13,710 2,457 0,089 5579 | 0,001
FINAO6 -0,206 0,025 -0,150 -8,133 | 0,000
POL10 0,124 0,022 0,095 5564 | 0,001
FINAO3 0,050 0,017 0,085 2,971 | 0,021

a. Variable dépendante : COMO03
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COMO3 = 0.151 + 0.822 BUSO5
COMO3 = 0.249 + 1.028 BUSO5 -0.311 EDUO2
COMO3 = -0.342 + 1.143 BUSO5 -0.629 EDU02 + 0.375 POLO5

COMO3 = 0.269 + 0.989 BUSO5 -0.937 EDUOZ2 + 1.202 POL05 — 0.505 EDUO1
COMO3 = -42.804 + 0.986 BUSO5 -1.046 EDUOZ + 1.31 POL05 — 0.515 EDUO1 + 12.203 SOCO3

COMO3 = -49.732 + 0.815 BUS05 -1.101 EDUOZ2 + 1.79 POL05 — 0.796 EDUO1 + 14.341 SOCO3 — 0.144 FINO6

COMO3 = -65,861 + 0,797 BUSO5 -1,113 EDUO2 + 1,754 POLO5 -0,794 EDUO1 + 18,893 SOCO3 -0,169 FINO6 +
nn76 PNI 1N

COMO3 = -47,556 + 0,738 BUSO5 -1,082 EDUOZ + 1,702 POLO05 -0,787 EDUO1 + 13,710 SOCO3 -0,206 FINO6 +
0,124 POL10 + 0,050 FINO3
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Quality accounting (Efficiency enhancers COM04)

Coefficients® ANOVA?
Modele Coefficients non Coefficients T Sig.
standardisés standardisés
B Erreur Béta Modéle Somme Ddl Carré F Sig.
standard des moyen
carrés
1 | Constante | 2,468 0,124 19,909 | 0,000 Régression | 0,129 1 0,129 | 46,474 | ,000°
POL11 0,193 0,028 0,877 6,817 | 0,000 | 1 | Résidu 0,039 14 0,003
Constante | 2,410 0,107 22,424 | 0,000 Total 0,168 15
2 POL11 0,217 0,026 0,989 8,421 | 0,000 Régression | 0,142 2 0,071 | 35,659 | ,000°
ECO05 | -0,794 0,311 -0,300 -2,553 | 0,024 | 2 | Résidu 0,026 13 0,002
Constante | 2,373 0,081 29,183 | 0,000 Total 0,168 15
3 POL11 0,334 0,040 1,521 8,351 | 0,000 Régression | 0,154 3 0,051 | 46,022 | ,000
ECO05 | -0,970 0,239 -0,366 -4,061 | 0,002 | 3 | Résidu 0,013 12 0,001
EDU02 | -0,162 0,049 -0,579 -3,337 | 0,006 Total 0,168 15
Constante | 2,382 0,060 39,407 | 0,000 Régression | 0,161 4 0,040 | 65,267 | ,000°
POL11 0,336 0,030 1,528 11,297 | 0,000 | 4 | Résidu 0,007 11 0,001
4| ECO05 | -0,999 0,178 -0,377 -5,622 | 0,000 Total 0,168 15
EDU02 | -0,385 0,077 -1,375 -5,003 | 0,000 Modéle 1 2 3 4
EDUO05 0,262 0,080 0,817 3,280 | 0,007 R-deux 0,768 | 0,846 | 0,920 | 0,960

a. Variable dépendante : COM04
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COMO4 = 2.468 + 0.193 POL11

COMO4 = 241 + 0.217 POL11 — 0.794 ECO05

COMO4 = 2373 + 0.334 POL11 - 0.97 ECO05 - 0.162 EDUOZ

COMO4 = 2.382 + 0.336 POL11 — 0.999 ECO05 — 0.385 EDUOZ + 0.262 EDUO5
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Diate: Q22718 Time: 1123
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By oty X s 85 o ¢

Q" =T( +2)2K_:

A (k)

T-k

143l sleal) (Ljung-Box statistic

2
S LUy esbbas 15700 ablll pad aesp mis Q7 Ze(K) sising (o s g iy K
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Ho . p(K) =0
H, : P(K) #0

Sample: 2005 2020
Included absenabons: 15

Bal JeSadd 11 BLayyt Jigs 1(6-4) K2

COMOI

Dale: 0227HE Time 1123
Sample: 2005 2020

Included cbsenations: 16

COMO2

Sample: 2005 2020
Included obsenations: 16

—1 VS LY S 056 (25T) Bt aLLl) OF gm e puall

COMO3
Drate: 022718 Time: 1124

Hufocomeigion  Partial Corelabion A PAC 05 Prob

Autocomedaion  Parbal Comelabon

A PAC O3l Prob

Autocomeiglion  Parkal ComelaBion

A PAC OS Prob

1 0502 0602 69690 0,008
2 0431 D364 7321 002
30048 0123 73544 0051
40087 Q261 80328 0.0%0
5 0255 4037 47334 0083
6 0141 0109 10310 0112
T 0400 Q160 10832 0155
8§ 0222 0022 123% 0134
9 0082 D220 1267 0478
10 0089 0054 13.08 021
11 0185 0113 15046 0,980

12 0274 Q012 20458 0,059

1 0230 0230 10141 031
2017 180 12977 0523
3 0320 0429 35852 0312
4 0258 0018 5167 02N
§ 0055 Q141 52458 0.387
60044 D212 53005 0505
70436 0198 58889 0553
8 0.003 0075 59289 0635
90184 D303 74843 0587
00207 0090 95435 0481
110092 0102 10035 0527
12 0164 0089 11974 0448

1 D558 0568 61899 0.013
2023 012 121 005
30223 0218 84284 0038
4 0247 0058 93883 0042
§ 0450 0033 10555 0.061
60033 Q182 10586 0.102
T-0040 D082 1212 0130
80186 0138 12453 01
9-0279 0184 15658 0.074
100345 0110 21403 0.018
110247 0089 24917 0.009
120228 Q104 20653 0.004

Date: 022718 Time: 1132
Sample: 20052020
Incuded obsenabons: 16

ECO02

Date 022718 Time: 1132
Sample: 2005 2020
Inchuded observaions: 16

ECO03

Mdocomelabon  PadalComelaion  AC  PAC O:Stat Prod

Autoconelalion  PaalComelsion  AC  PAC Q-Stat Prod

1 0455 0455 41633 0041
2 0331 0.45 64119 0041
3 0225 0035 75458 0056
400830303 T 0103
50007 0111 T2 0473
6 0032 0017 77418 0258
T 0042 0071 77979 0351
80000 0187 77979 0453
90084 0129 80853 0525
10 0225 0170 10522 0.3%
10376 0191 18679 0087
12 285 0037 24580 0017

L

1 0518 0518 51579 0023
2 0037 0318 51886 0073
30015 0148 51914 0158
40090 0251 53349 0230
50178 0001 62139 0285
6 -0.137 0.055 67560 0344
T 002 0147 67733 0453
B 0157 0069 7.6560 0467
9 0065 0.130 78417 0580
100034 0080 82686 0603
10041 0085 9409 0584
120240 9202 13542 0331

COMU04

Date: 022718 Time: 1132

Sample: 2005 2020

Indluded adsenalions: 16

HAutocomrelabon  Parfial Comelaion AC PAC O:Stal Prob
1 I I 1 1 0248 0248 11803 027
I I ! 20425 0519 49016 0085
1 I I ! 340133 0227 5280 0151
1 I I 1 4 0266 0029 6993 013
1 I I ! 5 0074 0078 71328 0211
[ I [ I 6 0161 0038 78776 0247
1 I I 1 70051 0017 79602 033
l I i 1 § 0112 0029 84138 03%
1 I 1 | 90039 0133 84752 0487
[ i i I |10 0072 0120 87211 0558
1 I [ 1|11 0060 0222 89310 0628
1 ! I t |12 0081 0032 94010 0688
ECO05

Date: 022718 Time: 1137

Sample: 2005 2020

Included obsenvations: 16

Date: 022718 Time: 11.38
Samgle: 2005 200

Included obsenvalions: 16

TAX02

FINAOI

Date: 022718 Time: 1138

Sample: 2005 X020
Indsded obsenvations: 16

Mgocomeleion  Paial Comelsion AC

PAC 05t Prod

Autocomelabion  Parsal Comelabion

MG PAC QStat Prob

Aubocomelation  Partal ComelaBion

MG PAC Q-Stat Prod

1 0543 0543 56547 0017
2 0312 0025 THS4 0022
30265 0156 95989 0022
4 0110 0159 98903 0042
5 0039 007 95298 0077
6 0290 0439 11727 0068
70175 0280 12711 0079
80139 0229 13404 0099
8 045 0067 1337 00N
10 0278 0114 145 0015
119214 0421 24592 0010
12 0162 D188 26459 0009

1 0585 0545 57085
2 0344 0067 81435
3 0340 0183 10698
4 0090 0265 10852
§ 0085 0140 11009
6 0.052 0262 11.116
70091 0453 11379
B 0028 0006 11407
9 -0204 0252 13118
10 -0.253 0097 16.185
11 0243 0130 19578

o7
om7
0013
0.028
0051
0085
0123
0.130
0.157
0084
0.051

12 0362 0075 29021 0.004

1 0654 0554 82159 0004
2 0264 Q285 96542 0.008
30017 .00 96610 0022
4 0269 Q260 11393 0022
50192 032 12355 0030
6015 0223 12734 047
T 0014 0260 12740 0078
B 0155 0041 13601 0093
§ (053 Q070 13716 0433
10 0072 .184 13958 0974
110198 Q018 1622 0133
12 0266 Q127 22523 0032
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FINAO3

Date: 022718 Time: 1144
Sample: 2005 2020
Included obsenabions: 16

Date; 02218 Time: 1143
Sample: 2005 2020
Induded obsenalions: 16

FINAOS

FINAOS
Dalle: 022THE Time: 11:44
Samplec 2005 2020
Inciuded obsenabions: 16

Audocomelafon  PamalComelaion  AC  PAC Ot Prob |  Astoromelsion  PatalComelaion  AC  PAC O-Stat Prod|  Muocomelaion  PaialComelsion  AC  PAC 05t Pmb
1 1 10722 0722 10002 0002 ' 1 1 0522 0622 74382 0005 v | 1 0410 0410 32320 0072
I ' 1 U | 2 0307 Q406 12197 000 ' | v | 2 0350 0045 10.097 0.005 1| 20285 0545 48989 0.085
[ ' l | 3 017 0197 12501 0005 ' | t | 3 0385 0205 13393 0004 1| 3019 0351 57738 0123
I ' 1 v | 4 0082 0024 12663 0013 ! | to| 4 0268 0190 14874 0005 v 4 000 0358 57750 017
l ' l + | 5 0084 Q077 12710 0025 ' [ v | 5 03 0111 14923 001 1| 50290 0384 78812 0457
i ' 1 v | 60051 0178 12845 004 ' | v | 6 0018 0009 14932 0021 1| 60471 0053 14351 0026
I ' | v | 70095 0495 13430 0050 ' | v T 000 0207 15255 003 v 7 0083 0076 14582 0042
I ' 1 v | 80088 0111 13305 010 ' | v | 805 0268 19575 0012 1| 8 0257 0097 16954 0.031
I I 1 t | 90065 D081 13481 0142 ' . v | 90260 0208 22351 0008 t | 90158 0041 17981 0035
! ' 1 1|10 0430 0090 14297 0.180 ' | |10 0248 0227 25320 0005 1|10 0023 0206 18005 0055
I ' 1 V|11 0282 0125 17665 0,090 ' | v 110349 0060 32332 0.001 t |11 0004 0195 18005 0.081
. i 1 |12 0354 0290 27497 0007 i i t |12 0319 0085 30542 0000 U |12 0014 D144 18021 0015
POLOI POLO2 POLO4
Date- (227118 Time: 1149 Date- 022718 Time: 11:49 Date- 0227018 Time: 1149
Sample: 2005 2020 Samgle: 2005 2020 Samgle: 2005 2020
Indluded obsenaions 15 Induded observalions: 15 Inchuded observalions: 16
Amocomelabon  PadalComelsion  AC PAC OStt Piod | agoconeblion  PaalCometsion  AC PAC OStat Prod |  Auboomelalin  PafalComelsion  AC  PAC O:Stt Prod
' = ' 10470 0470 42473 00| ] 1 0744 074 9760 oone| o | 10591 0591 67029 0010
| I / vo| 20008 029 42481 0119 1 1 1| 2 0445 9129 13882 0001 1 ' v | 2 0301 0073 8577 0014
! d ! too| 30039 0260 42835 02n2 1 1 v | 3 0288 0052 1584 0001 1 [ o] 30342 0300 11151 0011
1 " | o | & 0057 0145 43627 0359 1 i v | & 0155 0085 15504 0002 i | v | & 0316 9081 13554 0009
! ! ' P 5N 0125 43159 0439 1 1 1| 5 0005 0047 15504 0005 ! i v | 5 0128 0126 13992 0016
! ! ) To| B 0244 0122 63358 0385 1 ' 1| 50089 0081 15731 0010 1 . v | 50059 9213 14130 0028
1 I ! voo| T DS D0 BA27T 0452 1 i v | T 0004 0257 1572 0019 1 ' v | T 0125 0081 1462 0041
! ! ! To| 8 0283 D022 91248 0332 1 1 v | B 012 D86 15TIT 00R [ ' t | 8 162 D111 15569 049
! ! ' U] 9 00550088 92485 0415 1 1 t | 90151 0259 17797 0038 1 i v | 90288 D141 13878 0026
g ' U |10 0111 DOTE 95384 0455 1 ' v |10 0309 9258 2981 0011 1 i V|10 020 0025 24417 0.007
1 ; ! : U 0T 0228 11089 0435 1 i + |11 0348 0051 29972 0002 1 ' + |11 0242 0073 27480 0004
1 ' ' 1 12 0233 Q176 15013 0241 ] 0 1 12 0302 D134 41020 0000 1 I 1 12 0293 DA77 13680 0001
POLOS POLOG POLO7
Date 0227118 Time: 1224 Dl 02ZTHE Time: 1224 Date 022718 Time: 1224
Sample: 2005 2020 Sample: 2005 2020 Sample: 2005 2020
Included obsenvaions: 16 Inchudzd observations: 16 Inclded obsenvalions: 16
Aitoorelaion  PakdConelaion  AC PAC OS5t Prob|  Avocomelalon PatalComelabon  AC  PAC Ot Pob | Aubomelaion PafalComelaion  AC PAC OSt Pob

10484 0484 44853 00
24138 485 48895 0087
30340 0009 74559 0059
4 0365 0315 10648 0031
50232 4008 12079 0034
B D0% 0245 12343 0075
70084 0202 12558 0083
B Q070 0087 12744 0421
9 0155 0229 13740 0132
10 0042 0119 13825 0481
110002 0076 13825 0.243
12 0003 105 13826 0312

I
I
I
}
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

1 0640 0640 78585 0005
2 0127 0478 81310 0017
3967 0040 88119 00
40201 D218 10383 no2r
5032 0153 14410 0013
60188 0253 15411 0017
T 0431 0010 15976 005
§ 0245 0961 18155 0020
9 0128 0051 18834 o027
10 0030 0089 18476 0042
11 4162 0083 20380 0040
12 0248 0034 24800 0016

1 0524 0524 52811 002
240101 0519 54804 0084
30251 0191 68889 0076
44333 539 9543 0048
50408 0043 13838 06
60208 0374 16457 0002
T-0031 0249 16438 0021
8 02T A7 1843 0019
9 02410012 20733 00
10 0063 0162 21101 0020
110007 087 21103 0032
12 0052 0021 21295 0.048

POLIO POLI1 POL12

Date: 022718 Time: 1228 Dale: 022713 Time: 1228 Dae: 022718 Time: 1228

Sample: 2005 2020 Sample: 2005 2020 Sample: 2005 2020

Inchuded obsenvations: 16 Included obsenations: 16 Included obsenations: 16

Autocomelaon  Parial Comelation AC PAC O-Stat Prob Autocomelstion  Partial Comelation AC PAC O-Stal Prob Autacomelation  Parfial Cometation AC PAC O-Stat Prob

i | 1| 10083 0083 01311 0716 ] [ 1 0478 0478 43899 003 1 0504 0604 70032 0.008
! I ! 2477 0485 07765 0673 i i I | 2 0023 0266 44010 0111 2 0043 Q507 T0405 0030
1 | 1| 30041 0008 08132 0346 | I | U 30077 0421 44167 0220 30202 0051 BY24E 0030
! | 4 0539 0581 77791 0400 g o | | 4 04% 0.2 48551 0302 4 0548 0509 16134 0.003
' ! 1| 5085 0015 79575 0158 | I | | 5 0006 0289 48580 0434 5 0560 1083 24950 0.000
! I ! 6 0157 0955 86730 0193 I | I I B 0039 0247 48890 0557 6 0262 0032 25531 0.000
' ! U 70045 012 AT 0212 | I | I 70040 0960 49490 D56 T 0405 0032 27.287 0.000
] ! 18 0204 0049 10231 0249 | | | | B 0027 Q088 49752 0780 B 0241 0216 29.378 0.000
I I I 9 0033 0136 10277 0328 (| I [ 00004 0.005 53404 0804 8 0204 0.198 31.097 0.000
] | P10 Q137 013 1179 0344 | | | I |10 0160 0031 65B42 0786 10 0410 -0.12 31675 0.000
! I 110 0048 O 11312 0417 I | | b1 D116 042 T340 07T 110004 0004 3167 0.001
] ! 1|12 0002 0019 11313 0502 | 3 I [ L |12 0193 0082 10018 0614 12 40040 0088 31792 0.001
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SOC03 EDU0I EDUO?2
Ute: UG lime: 1233 Date: 022718 Time: 1233 Date: 022713 Time: 1233
Samgle: 2005 2020 Sample: 2005 2020 Sample: 2005 2020
Included adsenvations: 16 Included chservalions: 16 Included obsenvations: 16

Adocomelzbon  PabalComelaion  AC PAC Q-8tat Prob | ajocomelaion  PaalComelabon  AC  PAC O:8tal Prod | Adtocomelabon  PadalComelaion  AC  PAC QStat Prob

1 0658 0659 93082 0.004
I 2 0330 0161 10551 0.005
! 3 0015 0222 1055 0.014
1 4 0.182 0086 11383 0.013
! 50164 0437 12101 0033
! 60103 0008 12405 0.0
! 70003 0023 12405 0.088
1
1
1
1
1

1 0656 0656 82736 0004
I 2 0334 0170 10569 0005
I 3 0315 0309 12774 0005
I 4 0258 0134 14377 0006
I 5 0035 0192 14400 0013
! 6 -0.157 0161 15.119 0.019
I 1214 4218 17527 0014
I
|
I
|
I

1 0565 0565 61360 0.013
2 047 0254 65768 0037
30144 D163 70394 00T
4 0468 0419 12289 0015
50261 0413 14072 0.015
60053 0173 14152 0028

I
[
|
I
i
! 70008 0082 14155 0.048
8 0099 0059 12760 0120 |
I
I
|
I

9 00120021 13272 0451
10 0020 0138 13281 0208
11016 0105 14000 0229
12 0335 0272 22185 0.036

§0278 0061 20304 0.009
90228 0044 22443 0008
100292 0148 26580 0003
10327 0003 2725 0.001
120206 0007 35785 0.000

§ 0160 0024 15.082 0.058
9 0109 0.081 13569 0.076
100019 0124 15566 0.112
10071 D164 13873 0.046
12 0980 0036 18193 0.110

EDU04 EDU0OS EDU06
Date: 022718 Time: 1237 Dale: 022718 Time: 1237 Date: 0227118 Time: 1237
Sample: 2005 2020 Sample: 2005 2020 Sample: 2005 2020
Included obsenalions. 18 Included obsenvalions. 16 Included obsenvations: 16

autocorelation  PadalCometaon  AC  PAC Q-Stat Prob | Autocomelsion  Parbal Comelaion AC PAC (eStal Prod |  Autocomelaon  Parial Comelon  AC  PAC Q:Stat Prob

1 0561 0561 60471 0044
2 0015 0438 60518 0048
30213 0037 70554 0070
4 0344 0330 0892 0042
50283 0.107 11985 0035
6 -0.158 0228 12703 0048
70031 0127 12734 0079
8 0.145 0009 13503 0.0%
9 0191 -.006 14.097 0.09
10 0071 0105 15237 0424
110045 0008 15381 0487
12 135 0.098 16669 0.162

1 0583 0583 65269 0.011 1
! 2 0078 0397 66511 0.036 !
| 30255 0155 80864 0.044 1
! 4 449 0269 12930 0012 1
! 50288 0233 14312 00N 1
! 6 -0.002 -0.049 14312 002 1
! T 0065 0171 14951 0037 1
I 1
I 1
I 1
[ 1
I 1

1 0678 0678 88367 0.003
T2 0280 0335 10445 0005
U] 30140 0238 10881 0012
1|4 0164 0040 11523 Q021
U 5 0168 0.001 12258 0031
1| 60050288 12264 0056
U703 0048 12815 007

§ 0116 0070 15437 0051 1

9 0417 0078 16002 0.067 1

10 0045 0197 16099 0097 1

110093 0023 16594 0120 1

120134 0128 17894 0.119 !

8 0132 0139 13439 0098
904410081 14262 0413
10 0151 0009 15380 0420
110203 0.099 17.119 0.088
12 0.341 0354 26067 001

BUS03 BUS05
Date: 022718 Time: 1242 Date: 02127118 Time: 1242
Sample: 2005 2020 Sample: 2005 2020
Indluded obsenvations: 16 Indluded obsenvations: 16

Arocorelation  Pafial Comeldion  AC  PAC Q-Stal Pob |  Aulocomelabion  PamalComelaion  AC PAC O-Stat Prob

1 0517 D617 73105 0007
2 0316 -0.105 93640 0009
3 0232 0132 10555 0014
4 0104 0128 10816 0029
50084 0134 11046 0.050
6 0005 0203 11.047 0087
70116 0029 11479 0118
80084 0024 11734 0163
90250 0326 14307 D112
10 -0.337 -0.013 19751 0032
110260 0022 23642 0014
12 0262 0102 28331 0003

1 0685 0.685 90007 0.003
2 0355 0213 11606 0.003
30458 0017 12461 0007
4 0DES 0004 12263 0015
50093 0234 12438 0029
60073 0239 12642 0.049
T 0032 0054 12675 0080
8 0073 -0070 12868 0.116
90094 0278 13232 0152
10 0233 0113 15829 0105
1033 0152 2340 0022
12 0364 0006 31854 0.0M

Eviews oz e il : el
sl 3 el 2l 1oL (1) sins ) oSl s S o3 JISES ok
39 s @I Lebls)) wlelas ¢ 539 L3, ) POL10 (COMO4 (.COMO2 Lodludl faiiy
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Q-Stat= 11.974, 9.401, 1 21.026 =X’0 05, 12 sl el o0 L2 Bl 2 h=12 »1s
63t b gng Q05 o Ll ST 311 LYY vl gl deald - 3 ¢11.313< 21.026
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ol 0555 Ly 3 LU Y eMelas o plini] o G2 o HO o) 23 J93 5555 )
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«FINO5 (FINO3 (FINO1 (TAX02 (ECO05 (ECO03 (ECO02 COMO3 COMO1
«POL12 ¢ POL11 (POLO7 (POLO6 POLO5 (POLO4 (POLO2 (POLO1 (FINO6
L >3 3 BUSOS5 (BUSO3 (EDUO6 (EDUOS (EDU04 (EDUO2 (EDUO1 SOCO3
@ AR OV st fols Gl BLEYE OMelas od § g8y pde wo jiall oF diblae §i5s il W
Q- & 21.026 X% 05, 12 Wy dwsdll oo Ll 55T s h=12 =l Q-Stat alanyl com

Stat= 20.468, 28.653, 24.58, 13.542, 26.489, 29.021, 22.523, 27.197, 39.642,
18.021, 15.013, 41.02, 33.68, 13.826, 24.8, 21.296, 10.018, 31. 792, 22.165,

sl Lz (35,785, 18.193, 16.669, 17.894, 26.067, 31.854, 29.381 > 21.026
(COMOL LY oSt gyl pe a5% Lo 90 5 o Lle 5 1 LY dllal a5lasY)
i L o) EDUOS (EDUO4 (EDUO2 (POL11 POLOS (POLO1 <FINO6 (ECOO03
B HL 2 sy HO spiall o, as s aney 21,026 agad) indl e 15T Q-STAT
LW Byl e Byl e (4 Lgml ] Bmys dyaky (Ssted) (3 Dl odn gyl ] pday

Unit root test du>gl ydor dwtys 2-2-2

—o Y1 e 5 ) gk sy i) bl i s ) LY s O

Unit root test su=gt iyl ((10—4) Jodonl)

S Bl ) g Jesdhedl ! ] Syl (B L) A ) )
Philips-Perron L= skl ADF L) Philips-Perron L skl ADF jLes) R
el | Zeed | il | zsedl | ogisadl | meedl | ogdsdl | mdsedl | oghsedl | zdsedl | gdsedl | z3sad
03 02 01 06 05 04 03 02 01 03 02 01
4.28- | 448- | 3.37- | 442- | 448- | 4.12- 2- 1.15- | 1.83- | 2.62- | 2.21- | 1.54- W]
iyt | COM
3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.83- | 3.12- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.87- | 3.1- 1.97- Lol 01
FEes
5.58- | 5.72- | 4.25- | 3.86- | 4.26- | 4.55- | 3.85- | 1.48- | 2.48- | 4.07- | 0.84- | 1.59- W]
52 | COM
3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.93- | 3.17- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.87- | 3.12- | 1.97- W] 03
FEes
12.9- | 13.5- | 6.37- | 5.85- | 6.11- | 597- | 4.1- 1.78- | 2.07- | 4.07- | 1.95- | 1.23- Lagdll
iyt | ECO
3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- W] 02
it
544- | 5.88- | 4.21- | 5.01- | 5.08- | 4.72- | 2.3- | 1.48- | 1.44- | 3.06- | 1.88- | 1.48- W]
iyt | ECO
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3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.83- | 3.12- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.96- | 3.79- | 3.08- | 1.97- ol 03
FEes]

9.16- | 9.87- | 5.63- | 3.66- | 3.81- | 4.94- | 3.19- | 1.58- | 0.99- | 3.21- | 1.7- | 1.13- Aol
s | ECO

3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.83- | 3.12- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- dogdll 05
FEe]

3.88- | 3.88- | 3.72- | 3.64- | 3.81- | 3.72- | 2.11- | 1.39- | 0.88- | 2.11- | 1.4- | 0.71- ol EINA
Lgenst)

3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- j o
FEE]

3.66- | 3.45- | 2.91- | 441- | 459- | 3.73- | 1.92- | 0.58- | 3.63- | 4.02- | 1.19- | 2.13- Lol EINA
L genst)

3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.83- | 3.12- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.79- | 3.12- | 1.97- :j\ 0
FEE

7- 7.27- | 427- | 5.31- | 5.58- | 4.68- | 5.09- | 0.98- | 2.37+ | 435- | 0.39- | 1.85+ o) FINA
Lgenst)

3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.83- | 3.12- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.79- | 3.12- | 1.97- j 0
FEeN|

4.1- | 449- | 486- | 531- | 54- | 5.64- | 19- | 2.04- | 0.04+ | 3.17- | 3.32- | 0.47- Lol FINA
L genst)

3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.82- | 3.12- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- :j 00
FEeN|

11.5- | 11.1- | 5.38- | 6.04- | 6.21- | 4.51- | 7.11- | 1.32- | 2.75- | 4.03- | 1.2- | 2.75- o)
Lyl TAX

3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.83- | 3.12- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.79- | 3.12- | 1.97- Aodl) 02
it

7.64- | 6.55- | 4.51- | 4.62- | 4.79- | 4.55- | 2.77- | 1.65- | 1.56- | 3.75- | 2.03- | 1.35- i)
gt POL

3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.83- | 3.12- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.79- | 3.08- | 1.97- o) 01
it

6.29- | 6.7- | 3.65- | 5.53- | 5.62- | 3.63- | 3.51- | 0.57- | 3.95- | 3.5- | 1.34- | 3.35- i)
gt POL

3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.84- | 3.12- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.79- | 3.12- | 1.97- o) 02
i A

7.15- | 7.67- | 4.42- | 5.73- | 6.2- | 2.62- | 6.45- | 1.23- | 2.73- | 6.25- | 1.1- | 3.39- o)
st POL

3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.93- | 3.17- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.87- | 3.12- | 1.97- i) 04
i A

3.56- | 3.74- | 4.04- 3- 3.14- | 3.26- | 2.11- | 2.19- | 0.06- | 2.77- | 2.88- | 0.16- o)
Lgenst) POL

3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- o) 05
it

3.63- | 3.7- | 3.72- | 3.63- | 3.82- | 3.72- | 2.47- | 1.51- | 0.44- | 3.73- | 3.5- | 0.43- o)
Lgenst) POL

3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.87- | 3.14- | 1.97- ol 06
i A
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3.99- | 3.85- | 3.69- | 2.17- | 4.12- | 42- | 1.93- | 1.85- | 0.44- | 2.5- | 2.66- | 0.38- | =)
sl | POL
379 | 3.0- | 1.97- | 3.93- | 3.12- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.87- | 3.14- | 1.97- | =w | 7
FESes
5.63- | 6.13- | 477- | 2.79- | 4.11- | 4.06- | 2.33- | 1.75- | 1.51- | 3.15- | 2.04- | 0.69- | =)
sl | POL
379- | 3.0- | 1.97- | 3.93- | 3.12- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.79- | 3.08- | 1.97- | ww | 11
FESes
308 | 324- | 331- | 3.18 | 323- | 33- | 1.92- | 1.95- | 0.32- | 3.77- | 3.3- | 032~ | =
sl | POL
379 | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.87- | 3.14- | 1.97- | ww | 12
FEeN|
28 | 2.76- | 247- | 2.82- | 279~ | 2.53- | 2.17- | 2.52- | 1.72- | 326~ | 2.57- | 2.11- |
sl | SOC
379 | 3.0 | 1.97- | 3.79- | 3.1- | 197 | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.87- | 3.08- | 1.97- | wa | 03
FEeN|
447- | 418~ | 3.58- | 4.85- | 5- | 471- | 1.94- | 129- | 2.52+ | 3.74- | 027- | 12+ | =
2l | EDU
379 | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.83- | 3.12- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.79- | 3.12- | 1.97- | ww | 01
FESes
347- | 3.64- | 371- | 3.9- | 3.19- | 3.39- | 2.14- | 1.88- | 0.77- | 2.05- | 1.82- | 0.66- | s
2l | EDU
379 | 3.0- | 1.97- | 3.93- | 3.17- | 1.98 | 3.76- | 3.08 | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | ww | 92
FEeN|
3.64- | 3.51- | 3.47- | 32- | 332~ | 337- | 2.06- | 1.77- | 0.84- | 2- | 1.85- | 0.53- | =
L) EDU
379 | 3.0 | 1.97- | 3.79- | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | wa | 04
3:.-))-\
298 | 3.16- | 321- | 3.94- | 3.16- | 3.24- | 2.11- | 1.9- | 0.6- | 2.52- | 1.77- | 0.59- | 2
st EDU
379 | 3.0 | 1.97- | 3.93- | 3.1- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.79- | 3.08- | 1.97- | wa | 0°
FESes
6.51- | 5.15- | 3.59- | 4.61- | 479- | 3.86- | 2.51- | 0.7- | 3.47- | 475- | 1.22- | 13- | 2
2l | EDU
379 | 3.0 | 1.97- | 3.82- | 3.12- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.79- | 3.08- | 1.97- | wa | 08
FESes
485~ | 523- [ 324~ [ 445 | 454 [ 3.63- | 2.1- | 073~ | 3.42- | 3.12- | 1.22- | 2.15- | =
sl | BUS
379 | 3.01- | 1.97- | 3.82- | 3.12- | 1.97- | 3.76 | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.79- | 3.08- | 1.97- | wm | 03
3:.-)!-\
634~ | 6.8~ | 4.04- | 3.06- | 32- | 3.84- | 2.86- | 1.16- | 2.83- | 3.41- | 1.49- | 1.06- | =
a2 | BUS
379- | 3.0 | 1.97- | 3.93- | 3.17- | 1.97- | 3.76- | 3.08- | 1.97- | 3.79- | 3.08- | 1.97- | wa | 0°
FESesl
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oo 1l gb LoV Al e Byl sl g Wl ans Bl Jeked) OF Jgudd I3 0 oS
(FINO1; ;TAX02; (ECO05; (ECO03; (ECO02; .COMO03; :COMO1; : sl (1) i,
«POLO7; POLO6; POLO5; :POLO4; (POL02; :POLOL, (FINO6; FINO5; FINO3;
(EDU06; (EDUO5, (EDUO04; (EDU02; (EDU01; SOC03; POL12; « POL11,
1jledl UMl s OF ezl S JWLg (DS Lezllise] pis 555 (1) ~BUSO5; (BUSO3,
ST gl Jalsall 3Ly COMO3 (COMOL &l 535k (5 580 Joib Ju2s [V iy alsbs
Watk rmnas 356 ke 3y clomylll oo o Bl Sl o5 sl Lol o le
SV 23l aal (b 25 L) - 1989 Robert F. Engle And C.W.J. Granger
AU Sed) lana] (2) (3a) sy aompll) ki e Lodld) JolSS (1) 1 bty lly L) b
Bomgie Badly (S raall Ol N diy ey alinad) lally a9 ) alysh B i e
=5 ajlael agydl ad bl (e IV 3L Ll Johansen Oswilagsr ool )L
Efficacy of (5,250 com Bl 5350 WLa) LGl 23U o 28y o o (3 coppiin o ST
o dacl z3ld 2. Efficiency enhancers COMO04  corporate boards COMO02
VI POLI0 j5bls cppasll adls o a3l 2> 15185 e ol 2mys O] olylaey 2403
i) 5Lax Y1 Z3ladl puis Jolisg Correlation matrix o)yl Jsdo o oz LS
90 30 s ¥ JIe=Y T 3 COMO4 (COMO2 5 POL10 o @Ml 0L a4,y
bt o) jloull Z3ld Jor Y § by dhygb B pus 32
Lot sl yloull 3led  Badl Jodls iyl piial sy Jr¥1 Abgh S i 1-3-2
=l @ mose pp WS rall Sl bl ai b gy Y Algb UM Ll oo sl g b by
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Jolsally COMOL el 8351 ¢ 83all o cnf 0L S5l (56 68 g, 5] 05 1(0) &
3395 car oY) aksb il LS Ll Jaadt jus & (ECM lathl s 7356 98 Bnngl)
T3 kel ey Bl Al ayl ] ] ar B gl Jilsally COMOT 25l e 2l
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So) JDs Byl plnns] g 1 Aysb SN s 1(11-4) Jgondl

(02 =kt i) Ethical behavior of firms COMO1 i3 e

S| s Jor ¥ sl i Aslasd! R-squared | ADF | The stability of the residue |  ia>Sh
iJsaxdt | Trend C Nane
01 | ECOO03 COMO1 =-2.65 +1.77 ECOO03 93.92 3.34 3.23- 3.53- 3.7- ol Jsd
02 | FINAO1 | COMO1 = - 1.814 + 1.8975 FINO1 86.77 3.34 3.8- 3.98- | 4.16- | sl Jys
03 | FINAO3 | COMO1 = 1.449 + 0.5376 FINO3 76.01 3.34 2.94- 3.52- | 3.67- | sl Jss
04 | TAXO02 COMO01 =-1.33 + 1.35 TAX02 66.38 3.34 2.28- 237- | 246- | el
05 | POLO1 COMO01 = 0.6 + 0.839 POLO1 76.49 3.34 3.2- 3.28- 3.4- o35 Jss
06 | POLOG6 COMO1 = 1.053 + 0.8 POL06 80.77 3.34 3.57- 297- | 3.07- | 3 2
07 | POL11 | COMO1 =0.286 + 0.712 POL11 74.63 3.34 3.76- 4.03- | 3.85- | ol s
08 | EDUO4 | COMO1 =-0.407 + 1.456 EDU04 76.17 3.34 4.48- 2.79- | 291- | i a
09 | EDUO6 | COMO01 =1.148 + 0.636 EDUO06 64.67 3.34 -3.14 331 | -345 | ased Uy
10 | BUSO03 COMO1 =-0.89 + 1.23BUS03 89.37 3.34 -2.33 214 | 223 | et m
Strength of auditing and reporting standards COMO03 i3 e

11 | POLO4 | COMO3 =-0.44 +1.052 POL0O4 85.68 3.34 -7.14 -6.97 -7.1 o35 Jss
12 | POL11 COMO03 =0.284 + 0.69 POL11 77.25 3.34 2.24- 1.96- | 2.05- | 550 23
13 | BUSO3 | COMO03 =-0.396 + 1.06 BUSO3 73.1 3.34 -2.98 -2.84 | <296 | ol a5
14 | BUSO5 | COMO03 = 0.15 + 0.822 BUS05 93.5 3.34 3.02- 314 | 326 | ased Uy

Eviews oz e Tl ezl

@ st Jly oS U 14 (11 <09 07 <05 03 02 01 z3tadh of Joad) 1p riaz
e el i gddkl ADF aad oo 9l of ST gt ADF e oF s 1(0) ~resid sl concdl
O e 3oy ok adey (ADFianie<ADFcaicuiated :s' # 1991 2d Mckinnon Jsio s
AT o ECM Uad s 350y Loy Lty Lnpands S0 i ) Jalally 21 335
Tis 52 BN ol L sy sl lsally Bl B3 skl 81 3 25l 2330 n
By gind) 1l Bl 3354 (3 sl Sl 30l S5l sds s & (ECM U —
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35y e Jo e 3.34- 25aki ADF (e 25t ADF o3 Ll s J g0 13 (12 <10 08
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s 2y Al HOp apd) Byl AT (3 B B9 jplaiy BBW) flos il 550 0y
Al HOp11 3! B pdlly  JIA) (3 Bl B39 jalaiy in S Slulond) R3LiS 550 0 A5Lax]
Amoilly SR 3 Al B3gm gy Beal Y1 ladaidll [ 5ge o BSLax] AN I3 A3V 35y
& el B 8355 5l LonJoSall IS0l oliane) g0 (o Bdlas) B 5oy 3l HOgg 552
Strength of 23 4S5 > & (Ethical behavior of firms COMO1 25 1) Ldu s34
5355 o J V) b a5l BDe 559 e @uditing and reporting standards COMO3
S HO 13 2o Jo3 5y9,0 g e 14 (1T 230l (3 8)aie S (3 B sl folgally 20l
HO75 a5k 2ez)dlly ¢ Skl 8 2l 8390y dpalendl 2l 350 0 Bilian] 830 Sy Jo 20

A 3 Al sagm jelaty At Aol BLST a5 oy ASlax] BV ses AL

06 04 3Ll o AT (3 Femersh1 Lolgally 2eals) 3355y Jor V) Bhysh 28Me 35mg pie =2
ot idlax) B syors AN HOgp a5 2, e SISTLLE 2 Wik Wy (13 (12 (10 08
N> ol Be 39y AL HOgg a5 dzdlly ¢ SUA) (3 Acalstl b9 jolaty 4yl U 25
) HOps 2574 2 dlly A1 & Bkl B9 shaty Blond) LA (3 gl S350 O AL
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AR (3 Bl Sgm bty RS RLLN S5 ASlas] AN ©13 BV dsm
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"IFRS s i) 22" 2yl sl ol & IFRS 5 et ) olsadl )l fadll

— ) Saskl Slage Calir o V) 5ead 3Salig OB W J g el

B grdial) Jaed)  Jasdt jlos) z3led Jor Y1 8 ppad A alul) SBNAY s :(12-4) Jguond!

(03 skt i) Ethical behavior of firms COMO1 5 e

A | g Jor Y ysh ) Wstaod)

01 | ECO03 | d(COMO01,)=1.6932 d(ECO03;) -0.7467 (COMO01;.1 + 2.65 - 1.77 ECO03:.1) + U

02 | FINAO1 | d(COMO01y)= 1.9937 d(FINO01;) -1.1642 (COMO1;.; + 1.81 — 1.897 FINO1;.;) + G

03 | FINAO3 | d(COMO01,)=0.6511 d(FINO3;) -0.7521 (COMO01,.; - 1.45 — 0.537 FINO3.;) + (;

05 | POLO1 | d(COMO01;)=0.4817 d(POLO01;) -1.017 (COMO1;.; — 0.6 — 0.839 POLO1.1) + s

07 | POL11 | d(COMO01;)= 0.656 d(POL11,) -0.3862 (COMO1.; — 0.286 — 0.712 POL114) + G

09 | EDU06 | d(COMO1,)= 0.602 d(EDUO6y) -0.6184 (COMOL,., — 1.148 — 0.636 EDU06y1) + U

Strength of auditing and reporting standards COMO03 &4 <>

11 | POLO4 | d(COMO3)= 1.09 d(POL04,) -0.575 (COMO3..; + 0.44 — 1.052 POL04.y) + O

14 | BUSO5 | d(COMO3;)= 0.7447 d(BUS05;) -0.9373 (COMO03.; — 0.15 — 0.822 BUS05¢.1) + (¢

Eviews oz e Tl 1yl
— 2 ol Y @i S e IV e

COMOLyy o G40 o» €11 &= €rq 5 A(ECO03;) d(COMOLy) o 01 350l ¢ -1
T AU 35 & Ol sl =Y el Joloo e B1g Jolas by (B2 ECO03,.5 B1,
S oSas Y il pusd islee 3 1.77 ECO03 e Lely «(d(COMOL,) 2V alasll
ECO03 sl ied oo Lo ¢ bushll [=Y1 (8 COMOL 2l 850 o 2yl Gol) 3L2Y)
Lo Byginng Al moeadl folan §LEL il 83041 e bl Bl bt QU 5T 1.6932
g Josllly sadl el 1y 310 IS Y1 0F e 0.7467- Jasli i (0.0318) % 5
mean i) = 3 Ol B 2T a8 et et 0 05 L L %0 74,67 Juns
ECO03; 3 % 1+ 5su w313 sl sy 1.6932 bl 3 Uil dbgew %0 74,67 s

«COMO1¢; e COMOL; 3 % 169.32 Low s 2lg) 5345 23 e ez s ECO03yy e

B1, COMOLy; cx: Gl o €rq <ot €1 5 A(FINOL) d(COMOLy) s 02 £3sadt 3 -2
alaslll (o £ a3l 3 0)ls)) B1pa) oY el Jolas e Bq Jolas 5y (B2 FINOLg s
algy) S Sas W alsh paad ddstee 3 1.8975 FINOL a3 Uiy «(d(COMOLy) asY)
S 1.9937 FINOL jadll 1 s Lo ¢ Julall W) (3 sl B39 o U Gl j5lad)
% 5 e mgmng Al moeadl oo 35L50 (COMOT 2wl 33541 o I Gl j5lad L)
Jiss s ushally @) W oy il IV Y1 O oy 1.1642- Jusdi 1 ((0.0011)
s ezt a8 3 O 8,00 =T sx8 cmmd B8 2 1% s e 90 116,42
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e FINOL; ¢ % 1 2 550 cols13) sl mogs 1.9937 Lalald 2o Uly g 90 116.42
«COMOL;y Je COMOL, 3 % 199.37 Lowsis als] 5545 U5 oz 6 FINOLy

Bly COMOL; cx &8 » Brg ot €rg 5 A(FINO3,) d(COMOL) s 03 z5sadt 3 -3
i) (o AU 3l 3 Ol sl Y et s 0 Br g Jolas iy (B2 FINO3y 5
S oSas W adsh paad dslas 3 0.5376 FINO3 ;xll aes Ly «d(COMOL,) 1Y)
bl G s Lot skl =) 3 COMOL wls) 539 e 2l8Y1 2les Bsim lad 3l4Y)
el Jolan HLa0 cdnldl B3kl e 1Y) Al 3si bt I 5T 0.6511 FINO3
g2l ko1 o w31 IS Y OF e 0.7521= Jaabi 13 ((0.0131) % 5 e simey 2L
I @ Ol By 2T x et prmead) s aSh Lo Ui 90 75.21 Jias ey skl
% 1 . 550 <13 6l oy 0.6511 Joladl 2es Uy by 90 75.21 alins rmeats il

«COMO1;; e COMOL; 2 % 65.11 z.14] 555 &3 e = FINO3y, Je FINO3; ¢

COMOL i &4 o» Brg <t €p1 5 d(POLOL) d(COMOLy) o5 05 3saht (3 —4
T T A 374 & olsl Aipsl 1Y el Lalas e Bpg Jolee 7oy (B2 POLO1.q5 B,
oSas W alsh paad sl 3 0.839 POLOL ot e Ly «d(COMOL,) 2 alasll
Tod ey Loty ¢ Jushl =Y 3 COMOL aeulstl 335 e aasShl luled) 23La2) Glay) Sl
Jools Lol ittt 5354 e d SCH bl aglisd (U 51 0.4817 POLOL ol
ol e @l MYl O g 1,017 = Jaali 135 <(0.0001) %0 5 i dygimny 2l mmeradl
Jo1 3 0l Sy T aat memad i aS% L s %0 101.7 Jins ey Jushlly sl
% 1 550 <13 &l oy 0.4817 Joladl e Uy by 90 101.7 dins mmeats il
«COMO1;; Js COMOL; 3 % 48.17 ., alg) o3y & 0 == POLOL,; Js POLOL; &

COMOL i G4 » Brg <t €11 5 d(POLLL) d(COMOLy) o5 07 dsmadt (3 =5
T a5l (3 0jlel d1ps) Y et Jalae e @1 Jolae ks (B2 POL11¢q5 Bl
oSas W alsh paadl adstes 30,712 POLLL st e Ly «d(COMOL,) 2 adasll
i o8 Lo ¢ Jushel) 31 3 COMOL 2l S35 e aal Y1 ol gl glay) AU
el olan HLAG (el 5354 e dal Y1 ole el (U 5T 0.6564 POL1L sl
Y1 G @ 3lsh I3y 0F 0.3862- Juall s ((0.1643) %0 5 s ysime 6 BTV 2L
2 O Bty 2T sm8 ot i Cins 45h L Lyt 90 38,62 Juias ey Lishally sl
Sl i1 6l s 0.6564 Jolalh i Uiy (s %0 38.62 daws ozt gl )
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COMOL; & % 65.64 Lo sic 2l4) 53155 25 ety b POL1Lyy e POL1L 2 % 1
«COMOLe; s

COMOLyg cxs G4 o Brg &t By 5 A(EDUOG;) d(COMOLy) w5 09 g3l 2 -6
T T2 37l (3 Ojlsal) Dsf Y mmenad) Jolos e €1 bolae 5ads (B2 EDUO6q 5 B1
oS Y alsh i dsles 3 0.636 EDUOOG oxll aas Wiy (d(COMOLy) Y adasl
i s Lag ¢ Jushal) Y1 3 COMOL ewlsh) 5355 e Lmsl oSl planal 53k ey LT
Al ot Lalas 50 ) Bag s Lngd oS olane] p2dl [ 51 0.602 EDUOG
el oW ey a i P Y1 OF ey 0.6184- Jahi 1igs ((0.0314) % 5 sis aginsy
JoY1 3 s By T axs rnad) B 5bL5 a5k L s 90 61,84 Jutxs ey sl
% 1 . 550 <513 6l g 0.6025 ol e Uy by 90 61.84 dans ezt il
sCOMOL; As COMOL; ¢ % 60.25 #) 3545 eUs sz EDUOB, e EDUOB, 3

COMOB,; cxr G4 » €11 <t €pg 5 A(POLO4Y) d(COMO3y) sos 11 35t 2 -7
T T A 374 & olsl Aipsl 1Y el Lalas e Bpg Jolee 7oy (B2 POLO4y15 B1,
oSas W alsh pad sl 3 1,052 POLO4 ot s Ly «d(COMO3,) 2 ala>ll
2l s o L ¢ uglall Y1 (3 COMO3 el 3350 Jo Bl 2l Jagl oY) 13U
Al eeadl balas 3LAL Al S35 o dald) 2wl asal) LU L+ 1.09 POL0O4
Jushlly il 1 @3l I OF e 0.575- Jaali 1 ((0.0397) % 5 e 350
sl =13 Ol D 2T s AL et B0 0SE L Lsin 90 57.50 Joos e
POLO4; ¢ % 1 - 85U cols13) il s 1.09 e Lly disiw %0 57.50 edins e

«COMO03;.; s COMO3; & % 109 . a4l ssly &3 0 == POLO4y,; Js

COMO3.; o G4 = €11 &% Erq 5 A(BUSO5;) d(COMO3y) s 14 735l 3 -8
T a5l 3 oplel o) =Y el alas e €1 olee 7y B2 BUS05.q5 Bl
oSas W aysh ) stes 30,822 BUSO5 jadd) ias Lifs «d(COMO3,) 2 il
BUSO5 jodl 2 ezgs Lo ¢ fuglal oY 3 anl sy e 2l il B sy ST
Bgimng Wl moead) Lolas §LEL (el S350 e ) aild lsd agl QB 251 0.7447
Jeshlly i) ol Y1 s w3l I Y1 OF e 0.9373- Juali 1igs ((0.0049) % 5 e
e el =Y 3 0l s =T sas (et dp aSh Lo Lo 90 93.73 Juas e
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BUSO5; ¢ % 1 - st wsST13) b eioss 0.7447 Jolald 203 Uy (L %0 93.73 e
.COMO03;; s COMO3; ¢ % 74.47 a1z 55k s e mx BUS05;y e

Tomyyd) Hlou il m3led dpiall JelSdl SBYe sus g dmlidl slari) O o 42
Lag selection dwsl! slayy) < b Wi 1-4-2

Bl Uy YV 5 dpid 8910 8t Al LSl 0555 0T ) 3Ly Johansen by
SChwarz asgall wlaskall poles Jlaxzwl dcwld) claYl 555 jla) & sonndd 3 VAR £354 30
Bl aapn) ALY Z3U Aulys @ i did Jgud) o LSy (4L, (Hannan Quinn <Akaike
Lokt 14 35adly 10 35l ¢ 2l BUSO3 5 COMOL asdle fois ) agyddl aiy ) 559
o sl G L BLAYY (o5 L saley o1 ¥ 2l BUSO5 5 COMO3 oy a3
2.16) Ul i 10 <09 08 (04 Z3Ludly (syed) @ 3are POLL0 2l 0F e Lot
ol abiol Joudkt Blay =op 3y 07 <06 <03 (02 Z3bod) Lo flodd Lans] Ul (L
—:@9&5 Ll Srall LS bYe saey sl

Lag selection &kt sbayyt &l :(13-4) Jdnd!

03 o [rel 02 z 3o
VAR Laj Order Setection Citeria VAR Lag Orcer Selecion Criteria
Endogenous variables: COMO1 BUSD3 POLDT POLOZ Endogenous vanadles: COMDY BUSII POLOT
Exogenous vanaties C Exogenous vaniables G
Date: 020218 Teme: 0 36 Date 020218 Time 0813
Sampe: 2005 2020 Samgle: 2005 2020
Inchuded ohsenations: 14 Incheded obs analons 11
g  Logl LR FPE M sc Ha Lag Logt IR FrE e 5 b
0 W NA 12t 35 Mt dsgwr 1 MM IR ONied 2IRNE InM 2R
1 BADIBAY  44BmST 24908 SR SITSMS G378 2 B143113  ZE9A08  BBaedT  AZMMT  A30TLE) 40778
2 1245286 A3WTF DEDe-11™ 1264638 1100309 -12TRR4Y 3 o 74T 1812818 120608 02181 BROTEETT 10479
® indicates lag orcer sedecled by the oitédon * IGCabES L3 oroet Selicied by B CribenOn
LR: $equential modfied LR test stabetic (e3ch last at 5% levl) LR &quental mamsed LR 1S SLSLBE (6300 bst 31 5% level)
FPE: Final prédican o FPE: Final prédoson smr
KT Akaik siledrnation CBenon AT, Aesike mlormalion crilenon
S0 Sebwarz information cTREnon SC Sohwar? inbormialan oileron
0 Haran i inarnilion clbuion HO 3N 20-Cnn fomation crienon
07 c.‘lj.o..l'l 06 tJj.o-'-l!
VAR Lag Crder Selechon Crteria VAR Lag Order Selection Criteria
Endogencus variables: COMOI BUSOS EDUOZ POLOS Endogencus vanables: COMOA BUSDS EDUO2
Exogenous variables: C Exogenous variaties: C
Date 030248 Time: 09:20 Dste: 030218 Time: 0905
Sample: 2005 2020 Sample: 2005 2020
Inclpded obserdalions: 14 Induded obserdations. 13
Lag LogL LR FPE AC sC HO Lag LogL LR FFE NG SC HQ
; f 5 o 1085355 A 599e05 1209778 1079405 1236578
I R el N A Sy GO 7 mu RO 3N AR USRS 1A
2 BTSETZ 1545070 194008 T366T4E'  ST2SE 7518888 2 ooaue ABB2M AZels 9782 10mM2 212323
- 45 - : . 3 BOTHDD 1252685 TOZe0f 4TI 14MMSHYT  -4008NT

"indicates lag order sedected by The aritericn

LR sequential modfied LR test stalisSe (each best 2t 5% level)
FPE: Final predicBon emor

AIC: Alcasice information criberion

SC Schwarz information crilenion

HO Hannan-Ouinn informalion criterion

* indicabes |ag order selecled by the onteron

LR sequéntial modiBied LR best stalishic (each 18413t 5% level)
FPE: Final prediction eemor

MG Akaike informalion cribenon

SC: Schwarg informabon crilenon

Eviews oz e Tl © ylzaedl
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P=1 07 9 03 CJ)A.JJJ P=2 06 9 02 CJ)A.«U 9U®>ﬂ Q\J’L@ Sl deg
Cointegration test & i)t JolSdl QBMs sus Lo 2—-4-2

=+l Johansen Cointegration test plscew] vz sl Ll oUdle sie dudd
—r ) Sl elaall adsaall agy ey Loty
AXe =Ty Akeq + 1o AXep + oo+ Ty AX gy + 11 A + &
(L) ~ Axp 1T oy e JlSan Ay 5 1(0) ~AXg 16T 0 2oy o 2alSae AX 12
el LS obde sae I 58 e RANG (0)=T T sy 2o & 1T Bsball Ol sa Cudly
—:L;SJ\ JSa e i) aslax Y ol 1S 055y K el (0 -1

Hy: r=2 ~ Hg.'f:k
Hyo:r>2 Hy:r>k

—te o Taple + ATrace A Sl r o S 2l g Sl Jlns 05509
ATrace™ TZ, r+1kln (1 h,)
ol HO 2 r=0 aeall asdl) 28y 0 4l (%05 > dirace Prob) drrace > dTaple 1S 136
a2, g ey il (%05 < drace Prob) drace < dTaple > & 1 ... sTHO D r=1
Rang (m)=k s Rang (m)=0 <S5\ L = & ¢1 ... SHO 2 r=1 i HO : r=0 i)
i oy (Bt LS lad) OF i LSS i dorgs Y Al ods 3 b ) sis K e
Jsdl) SEN 28 529 Slpadl sam » dradl LS SbYe sue OF an Mg 1=K <3813 (o
—3bdl e 2358 IS Srall LIS olle sas s JJ,@\ s (Y o 3w

Cointegration Test & ziwll ol wBSs :(14-4) Jgont
03 r33a 02 >34

Date: 030218 Time: 08.07
Sample (adjusted) 2008 2020

Hy: r=0
H . r>0

Hp:r=1
Ho:r>1

Date: 030218 Time: 08:40
Sample (adjusted) 2007 2020
Included obsenations. 14 after adjustments

Trend assumption: No delerministic trend kicksind obasraions: 13 after squstmants

Series COMO1 BUSOS POLOT POLOZ Trend ?asumnﬁon: Mo deterministic trend
Lags intanal (in first gifferences) 11to 1 Serles: COMOD1 BUS03 POLOT
Lags interval (in first diferences) 110 2
Unire d Cointe Rank Test (Trace)
: Unrestricted Cointegration Rank Test (Trace)
Hypotheésizea Trace 0.05
Mo, of CE(s) Eigenvalue Statistic Critical Value Prob.** Hypothesized Trace 005
HNo. of CE(s) Eigenvalue Statistic Critical Value  Prob.**
HNone 0.920127 60.22832 40.17493 0.0002
Al most 1 0.65T614 2484589 2427506 0.0424 MNone * 0975964 5645149 2427596 0.0000
A most 2 0.471588 9.840477 1232090 0.1258 At most 1 0.455651 7.984573 12.22090 02379
Al most 3 0062944 0910171 4129906 0.3935 Al most 2 0.006023 0078532 4129905 0.8181
Trace test indicates 2 cointegrating egn(s) at the 0.05 level Trace st indicates 1 cointegrating egn(s) at the 0.05 level

* denoles rejection of the hypothesis at the 0.05 level

* denotes rejection of the hypothesis atthe 0,05 level
**MacKinnon-Haug-Kichelis (1999) p-values 2 o

**Mackinnon-Haug-Michelis (1999) pvalues

Unrestricted Cointegration Rank Test (Madmum Eigenvalue) Unrestricted Cointegration Rank Test (Madmum Eigenvalue)

Hypothesized Max-Eigen 0.05

- Hypothesized Max-Eigen 0.05
Mo of CE(s) Eigenvalue Statistic Critical Value  Prob No. of CE(s) Eig - Statistic Critical Valus  Prob.**
Mone * 0.920127 3538243 24.15921 0.0010

At most 1 0657614 15.00542 17.79730 0.1253 Mone * 0.975964 48.46681 17.79730 0.0000

Al most 2 0.471588 8.930307 11.22480 0.1232 Almost 1 0.455651 7.906142 11.22480 0.1805

At most 3 0.062944 0.910171 4,120006 0.3935 Almost2 0.006023 0078532 4129906 08181
Max-eigemvalue test indicales 1 coinlegraling egn(s) al the 0.05 lewvel Max-gigenvalue test indicales 1 cointegrating eqnis) al the 0.05 level
* denotes rejection of the hypothesis atthe 0.05 level * denotes rejection of the hypothesis at the 0.05 level
**MacKinnon-Haug-Michelis (1999) p-values **Mackinnon-Haug-Michelis (1999) pvalues
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Date: 0202118 Time: 08:31
Sample (adusted). 2008 2020
Included observations: 15 afler adjustments
Trend assumption: No deterministic trend

Senes: COMO3 BUSOS EDUOZ POLOS
Lags intenval (in first differences) No 1ags

Unrestricted Cointegration Rank Test (Trace)

06 s

Date: 030218 Time: 09:04

Sample (adjusted) 2008 2020

Included cbaervations. 13 aftér adustments
Trend assumplion: Linear deterministic rend
Seres: COMO3 BUSOS EDUO2

Lags interval (in firs! differences) 110 2

Unrestricled Cointegration Rank Test (Trace)

Hypothesized Trace 0.05
- Hypolhesized Trace 0.05
No of CE(s)  Eigenvalug Stalstic Critical Valug ~ Prob, No.ofCE(s)  Eigenvalue Statistc CrifcaiVaius  Prob.**
None * 0.881557 4306258 4017493 00198 .
At most 1 0.383533 11.96270 2427596 07085 None 0881262 55.07714 2079707 0.0000
Al most 2 0265102 4706428 1232080 06081 Al miost 1 0.626200 1281489 1549471 01218
Al most 3 0005721 D.088068 4120908 08098 Al miost 2 0001725 0022440 1841468 08808
Trace test indicales 1 cointegrating eqn(s) al the 0.05 level Trace test indicates 1 cointegrating egn(s) at the 0.05 level
* dengtes rejection of the hypothesis al the 0.05 level * denoles rejection of the hypothesis atthe 0.05 level
**Mackinnon-Haug-Michelis (1999) pvalues *Mackinnon-Haug-Michelis (1999) pvalues
Unrestricted Cointegration Rank Tes! (Maxmum Eigenvalue) Unrestricted Cointegration Rank Test (Maximum Eigenvalug)
Hypoihesized Max-Eigen 0.05
Mo of CE(s)  Eigenvaiue Statistc  Critical Value  Prob* 1’:";&"{:? EA— "&'ﬁ'ﬂ:" mgﬁm e
None * 0881557 31.99989 24 15921 0.0035 _
Atmost 1 0383533 7266268 1779730  0.7852 i T - N e R
Al most 2 0265102 4820382 11.22480 05324 Al miost 0626200 270245 4 26460 0.0843
A most3 0.005721 0.086086 4120908 08098 Atmost2 0.001725 0022440 3841466 08808

Maz-gigemalue test indicates 1 colntegrating eqnis) at the 0.05 level
* denotes rejection of the hypothesis al thie 0.05 level
**WMackinnon-Haug-Michelis (1999) pvalues

Max-gigenvalue lest indicates 1 colntegrating egnis) al the 0.05 level
* denotes rgjection of the hypothesis atthe 0.05 level
*lackinnon-Haug-Michelis (1999) p-values

Eviews oz e Tl 1yl

% 5 g tis Lshall U1 (3 3Ll Gl Sy St JalSS 8D 35mmg Jgdl o
st L Maximum Eigenvalue as)l aJsiall 23 b 4 RanNk test Y1 Las o)) oo
Aisa S 50 e Rank test L) wlay 2 ) 03 540

Blod) Sl Byl sl sy S Alygb BN s 52

VECM Models &iudl JolS 3l pus 1-5-2

=W SlaY1 e 3y fshlly el W) (3 Ol Gy 2SSl BV A 0
AY= By + Y1 Bi Ay + Y izoBi Xei + U €q + Ly 0<0
e IS the ect and is the OLSresiduals from the following long-run cointegrating

regression : Y:=By+ B;

Xi + &

And is defined as : €1 = ECTt_l = Yt-l - Bo - Bl Xt-l

—: VS EViews w2 sy
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VECM Models g3t &zl JolS g3l s :(15-4) Jgund!

03 C.'ll_.}.a..}'l
Yedr Emor Comecion Esimales
Date: 002118 Time: 0828
Incuded obsenalions: 15 after adustments
Standard emors in () & kstabsicsin)

02 CJ 3.:...“
Vedlor Emor Comrection Estimates
Date: 0320118 Time: 17:40
Sample (adjusted). 2007 2020
Included observations: 14 after adjustments
Standard ermors in ( ) & I-statistics in [ ]

Cointegrating Eq: CointEq1
Cointegrating Eq CointEq1 COMO1(-1) 1.000000
BUSO3(-1) 0818744
COMO1(-1) 1.000000 (0.08443)
[-9.69780]
) peirsod POLOT(-1) -0.182068
'2'&53?“} (0.08152)
197850 [-1.98944]
POLOT(-1) 0525338 Error Correction: DICOMO1)  D(BUSD3)  D{POLOT)
(0.03054) CointEq1 1255828  -0614034  -1.643069
H7.1997] (0.79465)  (0.56166)  (0.96233)
[<1.58036] [-1.09324] [-1.70738]
POLOA:1) gt DICOMO(-1)) 0.809091 0085464 0057147
(0.04375) (1.05864)  (0.74825) (1.28203)
F10.4437 [-0.76428] [0.11422] [-0.74559]
D{EUS03(-1)) 0.892103  -0.085171 1510784
Emr Comechon DICON0T)  OEUSHS)  DPOLI)  DPOLe2) (1.21173)  (0.85646) (1.46743)
) St o ; ANED, A 7 [0.73622]  [-0.00945] [ 1.02954]
' ' ' D(POLO7(-1)) 0597499 0132408 0401392
e o g o e s e
: : [ 1.22696] [0.38458] [0.68063]
07 gl 06 s
Vetor Emor Comection Estimates Date: 0I02ME Time: 0851
Sa ded) 2007 2020
Date: 0302118 Time: 0924 ety S ho e 4 elor it
W(mﬂ]— 2006 2020 Standard emors in ( ) & t-statistics in [ ]
mﬂm 15 ’H&Iﬂlm Cointegrating Eq CointEq1
Standard emors in( ) & bstalislicsin[] COMO3(-1) 1.000000
s i [ 4 BUS0SE(-1) =D.973804
Coinlegrating Eq CointEq1 %.'F‘é.’iéi
I
COM3-1) 1.000000
EDU02{-1) 0277413
(D.03736)
BUS05(-1) -1.048503 [ 7.42452]
&:;i;:]l [ 0356943
Error Cormection: D{COMD3) D{BLS0S) DM{EDUD2)
EDU02(-1) 044728 CointEq1 421331 7542680  -6.361641
mm]'] (1.58779) {1.88061) (2 44488)
[ 14 7020) [-4.12208] [-4.01077) |-2. 60226]
D{COMO3{(-1)) 2477581 3948354 4366414
(1.05478) (1.27334) (1.865528)
POLDS(-1) 0.180612 [234694]  [3.10079)  [263791]
363355].1 CHBUSO5(-1)) 2994023  -5051865 5523331
? (1.25483) (1.51488) (1.96822)
[-2 38600) [-3.33486) [-2 B0483)
Emor Comechon mm: mm] mm] W: DHEDUOZ{-1)) 1119773 1891538 1957977
(0.47149) (0.56020) (0.73002)
CointEqt 3807536 2166859 0002400 127764 23T 1ANSIR. 128
(1.26407) (1693470  (182754) (141774) c -%?5:513 -o.gﬂs -n.ma_ra
F308332]  [12719%4]  [0050%6] HO01T] (124546 (175748 (197472

Eviews w2 s Tl 1 izl
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Model 02
Long run er.1 = COMO1.; — 0.8187 BUS03;.; -0.1821 POLQ7:.;
Short run ACOMO1, = -1.2558 er1 -0.8091 ACOMOI 1 + 0.8921 ABUS03,.1 + 0.5975
APOLO7:4
Model 03
Long run er; = COMO1,; — 0.1063 BUS03,; -0.5253 POL07,; — 0.4569 POL02,;
Short run | ACOMOY, = -3.1289 .1 = -3.1289 (COMOZ¢; — 0.1063 BUS03¢ -0.5253 POL07+
—0.4569 POL02.1)
Model 06
Long run €., = COMO3,; — 0.9738 BUS05,; + 0.2774 EDU02,; — 0.3569
Short run ACOMO3, = -6.4213 er1 + 2.4776 ACOMO3,1 — 2.994 ABUS05., + 1.1198
AEDU02,, — 0.0675
Model 07
Long run €. = COMO3,; — 1.0495 BUS05,, + 0.4347 EDU02,; — 0.18061 POL05,,
Short run | ACOMO3; = -3.8975 er1 = -3.8975 (COMO3,.; — 1.0495 BUSO05,., + 0.4347 EDU02;.
L —0.18061 POLO05y.1)

Eviews oz e Tl 1 ydaadl
—i gk LS el a3 S
mead) fales 0555 OF Jo Y1 alisb 20l Lrzs sLong run causality (=3 alb g -1
Joles 2as OF il Joudl -0 >S4 (Negative in sign and significant csszey Il C(1)
C(1)=-1.2558,-3.1289 and 02 z3sall 23ms 1 eSS 2l 03 5 02 w350l 3 e
V1 b B gine Bdla) dpw e 355rs S5l Sk Logesy (P value=0.1451,0.0081> 5%
Property rights s Domestic competition BUSO03 & sl |olsally dnlst) 355 o
o 25 &) HO73 i34 wls il i 1Ly (Government efficiency POLO2 5 POLO7
e 350y ] e & HOg7 A1 3 el B39 jolay ) 23Ul Jage Gy Blan| BYe 35
e 35y 25k 3 HOgp ¢ A @ Al Sa5 sl Bl LS Bl 350 G 35l
mdgad) 3 proead) Jolan dad sy A 3 Bl Sa5m slaiy S a0 g0 G igla]
ey (C(1)=-6.4213,-3.8975 and P value=0.0026,0.0081> 5% ;529 2JL. 07 5 06
Strength of auditing and 25l sbs awldl 5395 cu IV dgh G M 3oy JEY Si
Intensity of local competition BUSO5 . Jss creporting standards COMO3

Ethics and corruption <Quality of scientific research institutions EDUQ2
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Ll BUST 5e o BSlas] BN 59y e a8 ) HO7s 354 Loyl i LWLy (POLOS
Slnrge 835 jo5e o Bl B0 9y 258 3 HOgy ¢ A (3 el B39 j5laty 2l
Shedll 350 G Ala] BMe 5oy o 25 ) HOus ¢ AT 3l S35 jolaty colall 2
AN G Rl B39 shaiy

Y 3 02 z3sed) oy dlel Vsl e :Short run causality (>3 sy aed) =2
Ethical behavior of firms COMOL .+ 1S3 suxly 85 Uad) (sl ad) 1) denldl 555> (3
Property rights POLO7 «(0.8921-) Domestic competition BUS03 «(0.8091-)
3 i il oY Ll 03 pad) e (Y1 8008 B 833ty ¥ x> 3 (0.5975)
(Lp 2en 16) Sl 2l 4 Lalul sgm (slly Lo C caldly By et alae (] 2ulst] 335
o IS8 e ) Lalal sem e 2l B39 (3 7dl) sl OF 06 z3sadl s Lo
Intensity of 5 (2.4776) Strength of auditing and reporting standards COMO03
Quality of scientific research institutions 5 (2.994-) local competition BUS05
il i) 07 235l o Y1 3508 2 18 (6T 5555 pie xe (1.1198) EDUO2
o ot Wald Statistics Wiy jLas) slasca] ¢ padl) (=3 3 ol @ llas Lygime 2ul)4ly
2dy pds Al 35 HO 1 C(1) =C(2)=C(3)= C(4)=C(5)=0 :(sT il = slre dygims alis]
G 3 Lalsally Bl B35 oy V) 812 A BDe 35 ke G Migh Ahall 2o
—i gk LSl il el

HO: C(1) =C(2)=C(3)=C(4)=C(5)=0
HI1 : Cr1) ZCr2) #C(3) ZC(4) #C(5) £0
sy i) Oledes & gine :(17—4) Joddl

03 zs pre] 02 z3 et
Dependent Vanable: DICOKMO1) Dependenl‘.fm;:e: D(COMo1)
: Method: Least Squares
Hem:bd. Loaxl Smargs . Date: 030118 Time: 1742
Date: IZI&"DZHB Time: 08:30 Sample (adjusted): 2007 2020
Sample (adjusted). 2006 2020 Included observations: 14 after adjustments
Induded obsenvations: 15 after adjustments D(COMO1) = C(1)"{ COMD1(-1) - 0.8 18743585765 BUS03(-1) -
D(COMO1) = C(11" COMO1(-1) - 0.106306683860"BUISO3(-1) - 0.182058200918"POLOT(-1) ) + CL2)"DICOMO(-1)) + CL3)"DBUSO
0.525338196095°POLOT(-1) - 0.45687041607°POLO2(-1) ) 1)) « CLUYD(POLO7(-1)

Coeficient  Sid. Error 1-Statistic Prob.
Coeficent  Std. Emor  EStalisic  Prob.

C1) -1255828  0.704545 1580353  0.1451

Ci1) -3128911 0903476  -3463193  0.0038 Ci2) 0809081 1058635 0764278  0.4624

c{3) 0892103 1211730 0736223 04785

R-squared 0.445064 Mean dependentyar 0054893 Ci4) 0597499  04B6976 1226959 02479
Adjusted R-squared 0445064 S.D.dependentvar 0326175 R-squared 0.384319  Mean dependent var 065048
SE. ofregression (242981 Akaike info criterion 0.072673 Adjusted R-squared 0193614 SD dependentvar 0.336018
i fesi 0 Schwarz 0.119376 SE ofregression 0300616 Akaike info criterion 0 668992
ﬁglimm - Diﬁg Hmmmtgw wgﬁ?g Sumsquaredresid  0.003701 Schwarzcrterion 0851580
2 ' - - Log hikelihood 0682043 Hannan-Quinn crifer, 0.652090
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Dependent Vanable: DCOMO3)
Method: Least Squares
Date: 0302118 Time: 09:25
Sample (adjusted): 2006 2020
Included observations: 15 afler adustments
D(COMD3) = C{1)"( COMOZ(-1) - 1.04850230286"BUS0S(-1) +
0.43472812785T"EDU02(-1) - 0.180611792529*POLOS(-1) )

06 CJ 3.&.-5!

Dependent Variable: D(COMO3)

Method: Least Squares

Date; 030218 Time: 08:54

Sample (adjusted) 2007 2020

Included observations: 14 afer adjustments

DICOMO3) = C1)"( COMO3(-1) - 0.57 3803945889 BUSD5(-1) +
0.277412674416"EDU02(-1) - 0.356942524392 ) » CL2DICOMO3-1))
+ C{3PD{BUSOS(-1)) = CL4yDEDUO2(-1)) = C(5)

Coeficienl St Error  -Stalisbc  Prob
Coeficient ~ Std Error  1-Staistic  Prod. ci1) £421231 1557791 4122076 00025
ci2) 2477581 1054765 2348942  0.0434
i . c(3) 2994023 1254830 -2385993  0.0408
o ki R Ci4) 1119773 0471495 2374043 00418
c(5) 0067518  0.054211 -1245464 02444
R-squared 0373377 Mean dependentvar -0.065767
sted R-squared 0373377 8D dependantvar 0.302665 R-squared 0.718070 Mean dependentvar -0.048679
:dé_JDITE sqs‘:un 0730588 Maigpnln allerion 0044557 Adjusted R-squared 0592768 5.D. dependentvar 0.305562
£ M FegresSion - i ' SE. of regression 0.194994 Akaike info criterion 0.159247
Sum squared resid 0803840 Schwarz criterion 0091760 sum squared resia 0342203 Schwarz criferion 0.068988
likelinood [} Hannan-Ouinn criter, 0044054 Log lkelihood 6114727  Hannan-Quinn criter. -0.180374
;:Wm:'w?ﬁm stal Egﬁ? ol e w F-statistic 5730703 Durdin-Watson stat 2415081
; Prob(F-slatistic) 0014194
Eviews oz e Tl 1 ydzadl
Wald Statistics Wiy yue| gt :(18-4) Jgadl
02 C.'lja-l'l
Wald Test Wald Test Wald Test
Equation: Unitled Equalion: Unified Equabon: Unbtied
Tes! Statistic Value d Probabilty Test Stafistic Valug a Probadiity TestStabchc Vale d Probabity
Lstatistic 764278 10 04524  bstatishc 0762 0 04785  tstalistic 1226859 10 02479
F-statistic 0584120  (1,10) 04524  F-statistic 0542024  (1.10) 04785 Festalishic 1505428 (1,10 02479
Chi-square 0584120 1 04447  Chi-square 0.542024 1 04516 Chi-square 1505428 1 02158
Null Hypothesis: Ci2)=0 Hull Hypothesis: C(3j=0 Mull Hypothesis: Cdl=0
Hull Hypothesis Summary Hull Hypothesis Summary Hull Hypoihesis Summary
Normalized Restriction (= 0) Valug Sie En.  Nomalized Restriction (= 0) Value S Em. Mormalized Resticion (= 0) Valug Su En.
€2 0809091 1058535 C3) 0892103 1211730 Ci4) 0597499 0436976
Reslrictions are linear in coefficients Restnctions are ingar in cosmSoents Restctons are linear in coeficients
06 c_.'iy:-n'ﬂ
Wald Test Wald Test Wald Test
Equation: Uniied Equation: Uniited Equation: Untitied
Test Statistic Value o Probability Test Statishe Valug o Probabilty TestStatistic Value d Frobability
k-slatishc 2345942 ] 00434  t-slatistic 2385908 9 0.0408 fslalishe 2374043 9 0.0416
F-statishe 547526 1.9 00434  Fostatistic 5592088 (1.9 00408  F-statistic 584032 (1.9 00416
Chi-square 5547506 1 00188  Chi-square 5692088 1 00170 Chi-square 5540352 1 oo
Null Hypothesis: C2)=0 Null Hypothesis: C(3=0 Null Hypotesis: Cl4)=0
Hull Hypothesis Summary. Null Hypothesis Summary Null Hypohesis Summary
Normalzed Restriction (= 0) Value S Em  Normalized Restriction (= 0) Valug SMEM  Normalized Restriction (= 0) Vale  SMEm
Ci2) 2477581 1054785 Cf3) 2994023 1.254830 Ce) 1110773 0471405
Resticions are linear in coefficients. Resirictions are linear in cosfcients, Resticions are linear in coefBcints.
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03 CJ}M1 U / CJ}M'I
Wald Test
Wald Test SR
Equation' Untited Equation: Untitled
Test Statistic Value o Probapiity |estStastc vaue ol i)
- t-statistic -3.083316 14 0.0081
{-statistic -3463193 14 0.0038 g
F-statistic 1199370 {1,14) 0.0038 F-Sllall stic 9506840 (1,14) 0.0081
Chi-square 1199370 1 00005 Chi-square 9.506840 1 0.0020
Mull Hypothesis: C(1)=0 Null Hypomas?s: C(1)=0
Null Hypothesis Summary. Null Hypothesis Summary.
Normalized Restriction (= 0) Value Stg. Err,  Normalized Restriction (= 0) Value Std. Em.
c(1) -3128911 0903476 C(1) -3897536  1.264073

Restrictions are linear in coefficients,

Restrictions are linear in coefficients,

Eviews oz e Tl izl

oo Ll 5ST02 2350 3 C4 5 C3 5 C2 JProb aslasY1 aysald 01 Jglad o L3l LS

ino,dl i aey (Prob C(2), C(3), C(4)=0.4447, 0.4616, 0.2198 > 5% :1 % 5
Ethical behavior a3l sbs &l 859 G Jo V) §imab G BYe 590y pdny A H 021
«Property rights POL0O7 .Domestic competition BUSO3 .- Js 5 of firms COMO1
Prob C(2),C(3), C(4) = 0.0188, %0 5 o Ltz 51 06 z55ed) odlalal alozm Y ) Loy
il Males Lging PN a5 dl e 4y h.al) 40040 285 4y <0.017, 0.0176 <5%
ol G Al B3 Gy V) 8B B 13D 35mg LWLy (06 Z3sail
Intensity of local competition <,254, auditing and reporting standards COMO03

Strength  of

aame OF > o> 3 (Quality of scientific research institutions EDU02 BUS05
Bpd Tmnd) plimily B pbal) 2ol 5 aieg (H0 5 e 07 (03 crdsad) (3 Bigins roeadl) Lolas
ot S A 0L mnas JWly (07 03 omdgadl o e sl) algally 2l 859 oY)
Lo oo oY1 aysh s 183 2 07 (03 Comdsad) o Bl Jlgally 2l 3350 o
R=71.81 06 z3s-t5 (R=44.51 03 3.5 (R=0.3843 02 35 R-squared 2.3 s
06 3500t 98 VECM ol prmenas 7358 589 B3l Jolgally 2l 839
S oSl B ]yl 2-5-2

Serial Correlation L plisca) ¢ Slod) Jodl 3 ks L3yl o Slia 08715 b 2l
=1 W) gkl 3 sl s sl LM test
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5! Jdd Serial Correlation LM test jue! :(19-4) Jsindl

03 ;J}n.-h 02 c.‘ﬁ}-a.-}l
Breusch-Godirey Senial Comelation LM Test Breusch-Godirey Serial Cormelation LM Test
F-statistc 0055301 Prob. F(1.13) 08161 F-statistic 2912029 Prob. F(2.8) 01122
Test Equation:
Test Equation: Dependent Variable: RESID
. Method: Least Squares
Eepenﬁ:_ﬂ:;tmaue.ﬂﬁw Date: 0402118 Time: 07:55
ethod Least Squares Sample: 2007 2020
Date: 030218 Time: 08:33 Included observations: 14
Sample: 2006 2020 Presample missing value lagged residuals set to zero.
Included observations: 15 . - ==
Presample missing valu residuals selto 2efo. Yanable Coefficient Sid. Emor 1-Statishc Prob.
cl1) 0603015 1323792 0455521 06608
Variable Coeficient  Sld Emor  hStatiskc  Prob. C2) 1737200 1364705 1273015 02388
C(3) 4016606 2322516 -1720420 01220
Cid) 0456511 0520546  -0852080  0.4137
Ci1) 0115089 1053817  0.109212 09147 RESID(-1) 1045344 1009305 1928401 00899
RESID{-1) 0073974 0311761 0237278 08161 RESID(-2) 0145065 0500718 -0289714 07794
07 E_J g.m.'ll 06 E.‘J g.mull'
Breusch-Godirey Serial Comelation LM Test Breusch-Godirey Serial Comelation LM Test
il F-statistic 1140315 Prob.F(18) 0.3150
F-statistic 2802714 Prob F(212) 0.1003 2
Obs*R-squared 4612837 Prob.ChiSquare@ 0090 OSRsared TR e
Tesl Equation:
Test Equation: Dependent Variable: RESID
Dependent Variable: RESID Method: Least Squares
Method: Least Squares Date: 030218 Time: 0859
Date: 020218 Time: 09:26 Sample. 2007 2020
Samgle: 2006 2020 :]:dumuui:m:m:ai:ﬁ dresiduals sett
s o esample missing value lagged residuals setto zero.
Presample missing value lagged residuals set to zero Variable Coeficent  Std Emor  tStatisic  Prod
Vanable Coeficient  Std Emor  -Statistic Praob. C{1) 1601327 2149004 0745148 04775
Ci2) 41012055 1400099 0718228  0.4031
ci1) 0718027 1383044 0519164 06131 3 ‘;-433153 ‘-3“94:2 “-;mﬁ ”-4-‘?5
RESID-1) 0388571 0250182 1499224  0.1597 gﬁ;; e e e tir
RESGY i B il o Bl RESIDI-1) 604634 0564048 1072081 03150

TP value=0.1504,

Eviews oz e Tl 1yl

0.8849, 0.1848, 0.0996 2y, 3Ll &ygaall 2ad OF Lol

LSl Serial Correlation ks bLi)| ssog piay a1 fadl (240 Jii aey %0 5 e Lok
A Ayl ) w55 S e @ Al ods Heteroskedasticity jLes] 1S3 Las™c Sls )
=W L JSY I e Sled) et 2S5l
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Residuals 31! Jwdud St Jeaed :(7-4) S

y

- |
02 ,‘_-'! B

h1-X-
e Resduah
Samele 2007 2020 751
Stmrvpticn 14 e
Maan 0115474 2%
Madian 0084137 ae
Mypsimgm 0 230020
Manimem 0 484348 334 T —
St Dwv 0 234852
Separan 0103882 0
K LR 21 T s B TN
Jsrque-Bers 0 TR4858 100

v T T T T v T T T
2001 FONT FONI 30N R0V 3OWE POAT IONE 30e 2030

] B Probagility 0 BSBEET
IO TR I <1 gm0z o — [ cusow - o soneance ]
v
03 ?_J_ga-l‘
E 12
Senas Rasiduaby
Sampis 2008 2020 B -
Dbservators 15
+ Aoenn sorzeze| Y]
Migdian L0112 5
Maomem 0 3T888)
Mamimum 435550
St Dev o2azeze | *T
Supaness 02018520
Farszais sargTee | B
14
:’::hﬂ-h‘, g.:-gl::: oF o8 o9 10 "n 12 13 14 15 1% 17 18 19 20
45 &1 43 0 &1 & @ 41 85 o [ cusuu - 5% siguficancs |
006 TSt
00
75
[ Sampie 2007 020
1 Cbservatons 14 %0
b Vean 450e-16 &5
Vedan 0.005545 o0
34 Vmpomym 0 38ETSE
Vrnimym 028538 25 4
2 St Dev 0162145 —_—
Skewress 017N
, Kuriosis 320337 75
100 - - - - - - - -
. | | ) ngzg 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
43 42 A a0 ] 02 -5 T [—cusuu - 5w signscance |
- A
07 C.'!jn-ﬂ
3 12
Seres. Resdual
H Sampie 2006 2020 &
+ Observatons 15
4
L] Uean Da2s0iT
N Uedan Dods10 |
Maxrmgm DazTass
4 Unmum Bl xRk oy
1 S Dev 0237659
Suewness 0 HTHD
3 Kurtoes sexmes | ¥
1
|| JampeBers  716S% | 12— —————————————————
[ F A I - 19 1 12 13 14 1% 1% 17 18 m 20
od + Probabity 0333434
o a8 418 L] * 1% | — cusuu .- 5% Signicance |

Eviews oz e Tl 1yl

'Clggpgc,uﬂymfég%sM@@@;W@wmp@w‘j&g%\y@ﬂ@
P value=0.6855, 0.704, w5xs2.166 0.36 0.7016 0.7549 Jarque-Bera w..
. rek)l sl e Residuals i) oSl Of w115 0.8353, 0.3385> 5 %
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—radull et 4) A Al pl anhall e U s o s

Sl all O] g il (5 i B [ alally Bl S35 Gy AN gy ads - ]
Efficiency enhancers COMO04 .Ul 5554 Efficacy of corporate boards COMO02
()l LY 23U o Lol k) EY) 3L 21

Jolgally 2l 535 (Y1 Sinady Aysh 23505 W0e Alia o) Ll AN 23U e =2
Ethical behavior s3> 09 07 05 (03 02 01 Z3tadt (3 502l 5141 3 dnesll
& «HOgg <HO411 (HO41 <HO23 (HO2; (HOy3 a5 wlos il s LWLy cof firms COMOL
e 549 e Strength of auditing and reporting standards COMO03 &5s 455 (o>
s 14 1T 2l 3 5l 541 3 ) gl el S Gy o) ey s 515
¢HO75 9 HO44 cndid) G dl) 5 8)9 0

Jolsally Bl 5351 Y1 s 355187 e 230 Sl gyl b LY 23U e =3
«Ethical behavior of firms COMO1 x5l 535 03 (02 Z3Ledl 3 3l St (3 G5l
«Strength of auditing and reporting standards COMO03 25l 535 06¢07 x5 sl
o Y 8028 B B0 35wy ey 06 350l 3 3l L oY1 81028 B Mo 39w
S ST Juls (10 <09 (08 (04 Z3tdl 3 5,8l B3 ol pae a0 (07 (03 <02 23l
¢HO45 <HOs2 <HO75 <HO42 (HO47 (HO73 25541 wls dll dms

«HOy4 (HOp, (HOy; Wl asd) Lo 4l 285 Ethical behavior of firms &5 > -4
HO4g (HO46 <HO45 <HO44 (HO43 <HO35 <HO3; (HO»; (HOo6 <HO,5 <HO24 (HO», (HO3s
«HO7, <HO7; (HOg5 <HOg4 <HOg3 <HOg, <HO61 <HOs3 <HOs, <HOs1 <HO412 <HO410 <HO49
Strength of auditing and reporting 234 > Lxs (HO7g <(HO77 <(HO76 <(HO75 <HO74
«HO,, (HO,; (HOy5 <HOy4 <HOy3 <HOpp (HOypp e SUS™ 255 Ll standards  COMO3
HO4g (HO47 (HO4 <HO43 (HO4, <HO4; <HO3, (HOz; (HOp7 <HOZ6 <HO25 (HO24 <HO,3
«HOgs <HOg5 HOgq (HOgz <HOg; <HOs3 <HOs, <HOs; (HO415 <HO411 (HO410 <HO49

.HO0g <HO7; HO¢ <HO74 <HO73 (HO7, (HO7;
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_: ‘“s a"’

J9d OF (alasy) o)Lad salla) 4ol 22l Jol sl (gl SeudSe) 235l s
s oY s el ey sy a3l God) $9gaa] dn oplad) ) skl oY1 (3 Lk asbaal)
Syl sy ol gl Al V1 lael SO M alaedt Q! aadl LYY (3 05l a3 J el
Ols alais w3 Sl Jags ¥ ol 0L B5lily "o g miadl 1" s Lold) ol 0L Ladly
s bliwly cdSbl Leailas o Lo e Toly Wb alael ojled) 1o ) Jog5 e iy a7l
o IFRS 55 e e 8T aslaall GLUL O (2l Lpadl ould) o)l w31y e o175y
<= IFRS ceLl ey JUYI i ] ) Lﬁ"’“’”’”jl‘ G-»’)'U Seela C\.w.’\ o ng.s-‘}!\ abld
Lo Loy e, dlly a8 )il Ve (3 555 ASCad) s (ladiny Loy )il o))l 357801 Jsbo
B " i Sl adiasdl oWV Leadh UL O Srall SUbY) Ogaan )lias o
S"one-size-fits-all xadt sl 2>

5 Al B3 e LW blie nild s 5T LS gl g aehll a5
@ s p 2020 — 2 2006 sased) 373 IS 3l JBY Gl e oles AL IFRS
bl aslas Y p3led) pus @ dnhll Sl SUly cowly ) Jlax Y1 23l £ gl e
2 & =V alsh el LS by ) bl aylana) olles] sl adlad) gbLl
s U Slepw Lty Sl LSl Ja] e AT 8,08l Sldall 4 gimeg 25l YI 230!
=W ekl (3 fad)l e jele Uy sded i) Gpallal) ol o gud Ul
(AFRS o5 Jb (& Gy o) Lsloeal 8355 Js iy ) dlacat Gpilons 3T dustys —|
(IFRS o5 & (2 Agyo) Lowlonall 8352 A Fygpol) dilaia) Aoy i dtys ||
(AFRS o5 Jb (2 L 3Y) Lol 835 Jo Ly 3Y) At dewilos 3 dwlys — 1
(AFRS g5 b 3 Gglw ) Lwlowall 8392 S Tyl dllaidd) drilows T ulys =1V
(AFRS o Jb (@ dadl dslonadl 8357 b Gt Syl dilaie duilons T dslys =V

(AFRS o5 J& (& Lgull dewlond! 835 Jo il (..)Ce‘s\ Iios ST dlys =V
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IFRS o5 J& & il sl 834 o Gyt dlasad) dpmilons JT Aty —|
Joadodl Jlax =350l £ doow Oyl 1-1

—r U Sl 3l ol L] il aed
Ethical behavior of firms i3 slsuwly piddl mits 1-1-1

—:2 W aeall gby (1-4) sl n (01) Jgidl o )3l 2 lad) JUdY) #2306 Lol
Pooled Regression Model :-

COMO1=-0.9996 - 0.0366 ECO; + 0.3973 FIN; + 0.0042 TAX; + 0.3246 POL;
+ 0.1068 EDU, + 0.0844 INFRA, + 0.3689 BUS; + 0.0339 TEC;

Fixed Effect Model :-

COMO01=-1.6709 + 0.071 ECO; + 0.2986 FIN; +0.0111 TAX; + 0.2273 POL; +
0.1904 EDU, + 0.0335 INFRA; + 0.4125 BUS; + 0.0315 TEC;

Random Effect Model :-

COMO1=-1.2935 + 0.0057 ECO; + 0.4176 FIN, + 0.006 TAX; + 0.2333 POL,
+ 0.1781 EDU, + 0.0464 INFRA; + 0.4127 BUS; + 0.0435 TEC;

G i o (02) st o Bl Y1 siall O LS § il gl ) 413 2
P-value (0.0035, 0.00)<5% :% 5 .~ L& L > Wald test 5 Hausman test L=
S Hp e (280 Joiig 2@l olpadl oBlas aod plasily aildll Ho 8000 200,800 285 ey
ilax Yl S\l Yl oo winy ONE dummy # 0 1l iadl gsboy ¥ 21y Jalae Y1 s o5
5352y A3 alall oy 83 Lt i) 23L) e 08 e Fixed-effects model 55
JI Ethical behavior of firms 25 o @35l oy (3 condy o Uly iy 2l ailailly 2l
Sig=(0.000, 0.000, 0.003, Jles¥! gy ciulocadl ciall AU Jalsall (g5l 3L} 1T
z~+ ¢ Sig=(0.0598, 0.0445)<5% sy 23Lasy! |slsall |51 205 <0.000)<5%
Sig= LovslsSlly dpmdl) 2l Jalsad pla 5T o3y ol o sl B3 (3 oY1 iyl 2yl ol
%696.36 R-squared xls & & 5,8 55 =354 489 (0. 6773, 0.6062)>5%

Strength of auditing and reporting standards &3 aldsul piddl i 2-1-1

—adl) el 33y ol i a (03) Jgd) o 3l 2ot ) 3K el

Pooled Regression Model :-
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COMO03= 0.2345 - 0.082 ECO; + 0.8343 FIN; + 0.0007 TAX; - 0.1139 POL; +
0.2944 EDU; + 0.2114 INFRA; - 0.056 BUS; + 0.0477 TEC;

Fixed Effect Model :-

COMO03=-0.6856 + 0.0171 ECO; + 0.4388 FIN; +0.0168 TAX; - 0.0982 POL; -
0.0919 EDU, + 0.6694 INFRA; + 0.0617 BUS; - 0.0458 TEC;

Random Effect Model :-

COMO03;=-0.1948 - 0.0552 ECO; + 0.7081 FIN; + 0.0056 TAX; - 0.156 POL; +
0.1562 EDU, + 0.4999 INFRA; + 0.0294 BUS; - 0.01144 TEC,

oY e 1S 3% 5 e Ll 61 aslas Y1 dygall 18 OF o> goll) eid (04) Jgidl oo
Ho &40 40,40 28,5 409 (P-value (0.000, 0.000)<5% :Wald test s Hausman test
Strength 3+ o~ «iey (Lila~| Fixed-effects model z5sedt alasly sl Hy o4 L,
L 3 Llas) L2331 Fixed-effects model o>+ of auditing and reporting standards
SO el b AU BNl opnis (3 oy Uy o a T 8 Bl Bl S350 WD
3329 pds «s Sig= (0.00, 0.00, 0.00) <5% ciumdl adl cioiall U Jolgald (550l 3L2Y)
Slg=(0 6168, 00827, ‘waw ity ¢L3>.-}5};§:5\ Clavodnd) (Ll cZ.pL..a.:E}ﬂ J.«\j:.U (\_A )gﬁ_?
90 97.03 &l 498 %5ai 358 93 =356 429 <0.2839, 0.2667, 0.4096)>5%
i) Jgll Jlal Zagedl puis U- 2-1

=W A el a ) Jel Slas Y 23sedl il S Rl e 2308 oS s
SLam Yl z3gedl S pinad Bl JuSladt i) dlys 1-2-1

—1 b WS a i) whlest] w5l Ll Jgad) el

Unit root test 34>g)1 ydor Oyt (1-5) Jadond!

SV Ba o)) dry Judd gy i) Syl B Ball JaS gyl ) oL
PP ADF | Pesaran | Levin PP ADF | Pesaran | Levin

0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.976 | 0.9465 | 0.9483 | 0.2162 | COMO01
- - - - 0.3057 | 0.0045 | 0.0261 | 0.0001 | COMO3
0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.1565 | 0.0695 | 0.0823 | 0.0018 | ECO
0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.1101 | 0.0996 | 0.1422 | 0.0058 FIN
0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.699 | 0.7419 | 0.7717 | 0.2785 Tax
0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.7389 | 0.7299 | 0.7346 | 0.048 POL
0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0865 | 0.3528 | 0.5394 | 0.0312 | EDU
0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.2595 | 0.269 | 0.2338 | 0.0101 | INFRA
0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.2751 | 0.0747 | 0.2387 | 0.0521 | BUS
0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.3109 | 0.175 0.168 | 0.0001 | TEC

Eviews oz e Tl 1 ezl
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(COMOL; Jdludly G5lae szl 3 COMO3g i) At iz o) s Jot ki Uy

O g gl 33,30 s 3l TEC; (BUS; (INFRA; .EDU; (POL; TAX; FIN; (ECO;

Gaall o)) dm Ll Lol ol Jizdy cthe majority Prob>5% :% 5 .« L ;ST Lezgins

(POL, TEC, (FIN; <ECO; (COMOL, :_sxs 1(1) iomyll s alelSze LT (5T L3801 2oyl
1(1)~TEC, BUS; INFRA, (EDU,

Slam Y migedt O pined el Juodladt o S rindl S S dulys 2-2-1

JS ol s S LV domyll on Bl (3 Tl Jdd Bl ] o e ASTH
-1 Ls"Cointegration test Szl

Cointegration test & zéwl Jod wdsls :(2-5) Jaund!
Kao Residual Cointegration Test
Series: COMO1 ECO FIM TAX POL EDU INFRA BUS TEC
Date: 0410/18 Time: 11:46
Sample: 2006 2020
Included observations: 180
Mull Hypothesis: Mo cointegration
Trend assumption: Mo deterministic trend
User-specified lag length: 1
MNewey-West automatic bandwidih selection and Bartlett kernel

t-Statistic Prob.

ADF -6.132147 0.0000
Residual variance 0.023094
HAC variance 0.018739

Eviews oz e Tl 1 ezl

LG wde 332 e Cointegration test #ial) sl et 155 Jetdl amig LS
POL, TAX; (FIN (ECOy |lsally COMOL sl 5355 150 oy 1531 s 5ty St
Prob= (0.000) :% 5 . L Bl aglasY) 19l OF JLzsl, TEC, (BUS; (INFRA; <EDU;
IS B e 38 e e UV Hp L o)) Ly Ho #all 20,8l 235 ey <5 %
VECM ot remas w30 s K6 dnhll) Slize Y1 gl
Sl plidl Oledas g jlaly Jlamyl pldd) il 3-2-1

=1 VS ) il ol
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Sam Yl il Olelas bigang z3g0dl ik 1(3-5) Jgondt

Vector Error Correction Estimates

Date: 04/10/18 Time: 11:41

Sample (adjusted): 2008 2020

Included observations: 156 after adjustments
Standard errors in () & t-statistics in[)

Cointegrating Eq: CointEq1 Error Correction D(COMO1)
COMO1(-1) 1.000000 CointEq1 '(00'?5?1359) OTECH) 2004749
ECO(-1) 0.070837 [-4.02615) (0.08954)
(0.03998)
[1.77179) D(COMO1(-1)) 0264934 H27640]
(260224)
FIN(-1) 0533213 60224
019654 C 0017741
[-4.62310] D(ECO(-1)) oo %332;52? (0.01911)
0. )
TAX(-1) -:).:’%g-:f [-0.92188) o525y
( ) -
-0.00492] DEFING-1) 0145290 Requand 0189777 :m‘wLmLmWs
POL(-1) -0.100157 [51.36118]) M}R'SWEG 011250 Diate: 041018 Time: 11:45
(0.13413) Sum sq resids 5843705 Sameie: 20082020
[-0.74671) D(TAX(-1)) (000::;9109) SE equaion 0197287 Indudd odsenrations: 156
EDU(-1) -0.179988 [0:79933] Fm 2%5135 Total system (balanoed) odsenaons 1404
(0.10447) Log likelihood 3755218 )
[1.72291) D(POL(-1)) 0.003032 Coeficient S Emee  tStafisic  Prod.
(0.08738)  Akake AC 04013
INFRA(-1) P [0.03469)  SowazSC 0125359 o 0238130 0050148 4026145 0.0001
e 91) DEOU-1)) 713605  Meandependent 002489 c) 0264034 0101810 2602241 00004
0.10526)  §D, dependent 020420 ) 0032520 003587 09184 03568
BUS(-1) -0.439358 [0.00068] 9 0445290 0105738 1381180 0.4737
(0.13088) 3 . y as) 0003119 0003302 0799331 04242
3.35703) D(INFRA(-1)) -:)6%714067917) MMIMMN(W&) o) 0003032 0087334 00ME®R2 09123
. i 067470)  Determinaniresid oovariance o) TA3E05 0105265 0000878 09995
0.12021) Log licelihood cB) Q074697 0107 D674 05000
[1.51811] D(BUS(-1) 0006297 peais intormation criterion o) 0005207 0055272 0096470 09232
(g-ggﬁ’) S clledon C{10) 0024740 0069540 027635 07623
c 0957283 10.09647) ci11) Q0141 0019105 0952 0351

Eviews oz e Tl 1yl
=1 QU1 Sl 2l Sl ) Lolgally Bl 839 oY1 Sy Blsh B0 S5 ey

Long run :-

er1 = COMO1; + 0.0708 ECOy.; — 0.5332 FIN; -0.00001 TAX.; - 0.1 POL; —
0.18 EDU; —0.3174 INFRA; - 0.4393 BUS,.; + 0.1825 TEC; + 0.9573

Short run :-

ACOMO1; =-0.2381 ey + 0.2649 ACOMO1 .1 - 0.0325 AECOy1 - 0.1453 AFIN;4
+ 0.00314TAX:1 + 0.003 APOL, + 0.00007 AEDU, - 0.0747 AINFRA., +
0.0063 ABUS., — 0.0247 ATECy, —0.01774

C(1)=-0.2381, P- :%0 5 Gstr Lis dygime Lo ) Jolas dedh Joldl amzg L)

Jolsalls ) 3395 aad 3l Y1l ob IS a5 aS, e value =0.0001> 5%
305 ) pty L2 iy o)l ikl TEC, (BUS, (INFRA, (EDU, (POL, TAX; FIN, (ECO,
I Y ey e el folan deadh g b o)) Wl ] Jgo gl el Jibns sail] )
4.2 ) i) gl 2 alyglell SV @y s %0 23,81 Jutas puaily Lol el Y1 o o)
ol sl s Jof 056 Sy (Ol Wl ) g U Lo (2w 4.2 = 0.2381 + 1) 2
el Oyl Ae a3 FL p 2014 Ol )l s 3Uy 2 2010 406
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IFRS &5 b & adol dalst) 335 o 2l (JUBYI 2sld T2l Lad

LeSs gy g SO0 el 0ds aniy (= |n(1;TB) _ LN(1—151(5—0.2381))

L cbond) L) 3 05 )i sl Oyl ey e Lehads 30 Bl e plall (3 90 10.13 U O
90 10.13 a5 s iyl Gnis Y L dy L5ly ) 355 B! Jadlly all 339 OF Je oy

W T a1l B bl e sy ) a1 (3 20 g IS edl Jog5 sl Ol mog g s

=0.1013=10.13%

Sl b ety L 90 96.36 1 24l Fixed-effects model 7354 jLax] o acke o34
Bl Cinai Bl Jodl o S AU 8L Ll ¢ JlSU) ) )l b iy bg 2l gl

In(2) LN(2) e G e L4 a
=—==——2-=6.8425 : oLl [P RWAN] gl Lol o leledss &)
u 01013 € st A G * ﬁj o L”SJ

A5l 10 5 Slyn 6 Y oz dgpall Jodl i ol U Bl Civas L4 OF s amg
el Wald Test jlax) s Lo ¢ 431 8 5w 13 zd 68 JolSl ool )Ll g
alak Prob aslasY! aygal) 0F L ian sl Lalally aulstl 535 oy oY1 35028 Gl 23501
Prob=0.3568, 0.1737, 0.4242, 0.9723, 0.9995, 0.5, 0.9232, :% 5 . L ST
Bkl den ) Jalsally Bl 835 oy oY1 Bl dend) BV plini) 4w L2 0.7823 > 5%
g gyl s 8 algal) gl Sl ) s AW 5L SIS o o B )

=1k STV il e Byl o))

S dmpll o By 1 fudhd L1 Jsedt (1-5) S

DICOMO1) Residuals D{ECT) Residuals D{FIN}) Residuals
10
L 1
7 \k& nﬁ# ;
s
s
-104 .
s -5 o
TT T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T TP T T T T 11T B o o e e e B B | Bt i o o e e B
B ECOR g e R BN A D TR AR EEE R BRSODRN A= E S2EN B0 NegE 2rRE NE0n R EoSSERN g T CEES ERE R NS S CEE DERR
Sl A S hn e el i e I g g L e e A e el el e SO i g L i e A R el Ll B O i
D{TAX) Residuals D{POL} Residuals DIEDU} Residuals

Aot i V}Www—wwmﬁr 12 o5

15 1z

as4
044

aa4

o

T S B L AR T

B e o o e B e |

044

TT T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T 77
Ao EoOR e O o (OO RN gD T

T

Lepel=lst = oo Enens o2 -EEoEong EOE00RN gD TOES SO0 Ne@e HDE 0E00 0 DR gD TS0 SO0E M@ HDE QOO0

A A S A BB el oh oo o i ey A A A A A Bl Ll s g it ey A A Al A ARS Bl s A it ey
D{INFRA) Residuals D{BUS) Residuals D{TEC) Residuals

3] -
1 1

5] =]
1 N

i A [ T L

—;_
-
—_g-_
=
——
=
=
=
f;
—'_zf—'

TT T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T 17T - TT T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T 1T T T T
HEEONE N S IRO0BHN -GS TEEe 0n g BOEDERN A>T T OE0 SO0 Mg S oog
e e B B o B L B i I e v e £ S it i e el kLol chchoheh g g ¢
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IFRS &5 b & adol dalst) 335 o 2l (JUBYI 2sld T2l Lad

o) Jom cxzs BT 0 5 e Talis 3320 oyl LSl 0B 2L S r ey LS,
Babatlly Sl 835 i b Byl 3503 g Loty Ll Wilam Jside 2350l 055 aiey (0

— i) el o 3 oAl e shial) o) o el Sl sl gl Lo Q0 17 By 20

g ) Jgl) Gy 1(2-5) S

Strength of auditing and reporting standards Ethical behavior of firms
Dendrogramme utilisant la Distance moyenne {entre groupes) Dendrogramme utilisant la Distance moyenne (entre groupes)
Distance redimensionnée cluster combiné Distance redimensionnée cluster combiné
0 H 10 1§ k| b 0 5 10 15 il %
] | ] ] ] 1 1 L | 1
8 g 5—‘
1UJ PEY J
7 w1
1 = o 4 -
P
s sl 4
J .
= | e
ol
§ A
1 B
"‘JL‘] 12
w7l

SPSS 24 w2 e Tsly 1 ylazall

o e 0B e ST e omegast 1) agell Joadl 28 2500 JSCa) IS e

;s a2l Ethical behavior of firms 25l v Cacadl |18 e iy, ally aon il opzilaill
il ) 1(02) desast O O3 A ae g (Liliyen casS :(01) desust
Strength of auditing and reporting caa; oo & coxll digall Sl ¢ lad (s snd)
(3 iy Al LYY ekl s gndl i a0k 1(01) aesast 1 ] an &) Jsadi standards
el o aomlze] S8 ey el Game A (Lilayge S (uisd <03 1(02) 2sast
winy (8 Al 535d) Lo ulae ZUIFRS S Jag Laadl ael Wil (3 (aled @)l a2 ) OF oo
B G i S abaall JUT a ST ga Uy 2l and) Ulayy ol a2 Y IFRS J a2l Jod o5
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Wb dy e ed) Lilondl JDvasly G lally G dd) iy w)l bUL Gy dely Genn o D] 545y
ey o3 Wol (3 6V Al HUasY) i e ) dg ) gyl ladl Y Ol 13 S
Sl Y Ay oady IFRS S aalg Yl aylasyl JUY ssl algley iyl BJW L dry ol 2

R S K=

IFRS o5 b (2 Lg% dewlonadt 8352 Ao ygo¥) ddasdd) deilows T dutys 11
Jradell Glamyi #3sedl £ ddows Syl 1-2

=13V Sl o3 gad) o) S| s el
Ethical behavior of firms s slisuwl puddl mis 1-1-2

=1k WS (2-4) 5l e (O1) dpd) o Bl Sl Y1 i) 23U Jand

Pooled Regression Model :-

COMO01=-1.1727 + 0.1318 ECO; - 0.0794 FIN; - 0.0029 TAX; + 0.8856 POL; +
0.0704 EDU, + 0.0388 INFRA; + 0.3610 BUS; - 0.1036 TEC;

Fixed Effect Model :-

COMO1= 0.935 + 0.0409 ECO; - 0.0219 FIN; + 0.0008 TAX; + 0.6079 POL; -
0.1836 EDU, + 0.0104 INFRA; + 0.5215 BUS; - 0.0716 TEC;

Random Effect Model :-

COMO01=-0.4408 + 0.0728 ECO; - 0.0592 FIN; - 0.0024 TAX; + 0.7997 POL; -
0.085 EDU; - 0.0099 INFRA; + 0.5309 BUS; - 0.0823 TEC;

o (02) Jsadi 2 Wald test 5 Hausman test jles| e IS mos zibedl Ll jlex) 3
= ey (P-value (0.0000, 0.0000)<5% :% 5 . Ll 5l aslas Y1 agald OF goulll i
(Ho :Random Effect Model And Hy : All Dummy=0 L=y 58 (3 Hp 4,4.2) 42,4
Fixed-effects model g3 akasl Bl Hy >4 Lay «(Pooled Regression Model))
Fixed-effects 3¢ s by ciugys¥ Jotll s sh) 22 ly el 5350 (o 18N J? (3
i) ol oeds 3 cady iy Ethical behavior of firms 25 c.> 251 model
At cpahad) bl Jalsll (3 Al il 1] ig)s Y1 BYL BB 530 (3 V) b
ebs 15U (sf 3925 pie xe <Sig=(0.000, 0.0346, 0.000, 0.0315)< 5% (Lorsls:S cJlas)
Sig= (0. 1554, 0. 6127, 0.7875, 0.7427)> 5 izl ) (g, ol iUl ciusliasl folsal
90 96.26 s 15 255 5,05 93 2354 989 Y0
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Strength of auditing and reporting standards s aldsuly piddl mits 2-1-2

—ZL}%I‘ ML’ ‘_§.>=LU u,.w P (03) ij\.;r\ O J._!.LEJJ\ C.?L:.s el
Pooled Regression Model :-

COMO3;= 0.4159 + 0.0482 ECO; + 0.5543 FIN; + 0.0042 TAX; + 0.3779 POL;
+ 0.036 EDU; - 0.035 INFRA; - 0.072 BUS; + 0.0937 TEC;

Fixed Effect Model :-

COMO03=-0.498 + 0.176 ECO; + 0.385 FIN; - 0.0059 TAX; + 0.2468 POL; +
0.1516 EDU, - 0.0199 INFRA; + 0.373 BUS; - 0.0336 TEC,

Random Effect Model :-

COMO03=0.0174 + 0.1556 ECO; + 0.4104 FIN; - 0.0033 TAX; + 0.2487 POL, +
0.1427 EDU, - 0.0215 INFRA, + 0.2289 BUS; - 0.02167 TEC;

P-value :% 5 . L TWald test jLex) 3 dsald aag OF x5 (04) Jpud e
Ay oAy Jabes g B Hy ol o8 18y Hy il sl i 5 asas (0,000 )<5%
Fixed-effects s» Lilax| fadl =350l (s cone dummy # 0 :s10 sl ¥ BY1 e
P-:% 5 .~ L& ,sTP-value iusal of Hausman — Test jLe=) ¢l o> (3 «model
g aasl BUNHy Ll (24 s Ho il 2ol i JUl, value(0.078)<5 %
of ¥I Random Effect Model Fosed) oo Wlax| Jgil 733 a2 Fixed-effects model
Random -3¢ ¢ % 68.51 - &) % 91.77 Fixed-effects model Lal s &ynid) 353
Brgyo¥) Bl A ll Jolgally sl B35y B s (3 V) oy pganl) ey (Effect
Sig=(0.000, 0.000, 0.054, JlesYl iz ciwlodl @I cislasyl falsall soall U0 )
Lor sl S i) Bl ol (i pall Jalsall ol 5T (6T 599 pae a0 <5% 0.0305, 0.0012)
.Sig= (0. 2497, 0.115, 0.5428, 0. 5606)>5%

Bagyg¥) ol Slamyl m3ed) s Ul 2-2
— U KL gl s S B gg ) dilaal) ) Slam Y1 fetad) £ 55 Bme A
SLaml m3gedl S pined Eea ) JuSludt iyl i) dulys 1-2-2

—r s bl 3yl ana ) o] il ased
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Unit root test du>glt ydor otylast (4-5) Jgund!

SV Godll o)) day Sl gyl nns) U7 OU Y B ST O YN 50 I
PP ADF | Pesaran | Levin PP ADF | Pesaran | Levin

- - - - 0.8139 | 0.0082 | 0.022 | 0.0000 | COMO1
0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.5628 | 0.5316 | 0.7765 | 0.0847 | COMQ3
0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.5753 | 0.5777 | 0.5444 | 0.0053 | ECO
0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.7961 | 0.3831 | 0.8784 | 0.3643 FIN
0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.2050 | 0.3516 | 0.3963 | 0.0004 Tax
0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.9357 | 0.8177 | 0.834 | 0.0000 | POL
0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.9819 | 0.9753 | 0.9958 | 0.4436 | EDU
0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.9332 | 0.6388 | 0.9137 | 0.0354 | INFRA
0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.3042 | 0.153 | 0.1754 | 0.0985 | BUS
0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.999 | 0.999 0.998 0.05 TEC

Eviews oz e Tl 1 yduzadl

Sl G s gradd 3 COMOL, ekt iy iz o] e ST S Jgudl JD
Q3 5 Il ¢ TEC, BUS; (INFRA; <EDU; (POL; TAX; «FIN; <ECO,; .COMO03;

1

ola ity the majority Prob>5% :% 5 . L ST aslas Y1 L sins 0 Ls sl
(ECO; «COMO3; st 1(1) aomyll o 2lalSan g8 LoV1 amy )l e Gyl sl iy Lol LU
A(1)~TEC; BUS; (INFRA; <EDU; POL; - TAX; FIN;

Sam Y Zigedt O pined el Juodladt S il S B dlys 2-2-2

oS e s oS daWh don, Ul e Bg,dl) 3 el Ledlad) i iz s e aSTWI Ay
—: &k Ls"Strength of auditing and reporting standards s slasl; Srall

Cointegration test & il JoSd wdsls :(5-5) Jaund!
Kao Residual Cointegration Test
Series: COMO3 ECO FIN TAX POL EDU INFRABUS TEC
Date: 04/10M18 Time: 14:36
Sample: 2006 2020
Included observations: 300
Mull Hypothesis: Mo cointegration
Trend assumption: No deterministic trend
User-specified lag length: 1
MNewey-West automatic bandwidth selection and Bartlett kernel

t-Statistic Prob.

ADF -5.938713 0.0000
Residual variance 0.068733
HALC variance 0.051687

Eviews w2 s Tl ezl
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e 334 e Cointegration test dizl) Sl L] A5k Jpddk) 3 g 58 LS,
TAX; (FIN; (ECO; |slsalls COMO3; aesl) 3355 80 cpy BV o 5y St |alSS
Prob=(0.000) :% 5 .+ L 5T Prob syl Lz TEC, (BUS, (INFRA, EDU, POL,
alysb BASGr ds B0 35y S AV Hy ) 2080 Ly Ho &l aojdll (ad) aing <5%
VECM (b s 350 Lemdé S8 UBSTTIUL] oy gl Jalsally 2nl) 339 Y
Fueam Yl g Sledas dygre jlatly JlaY plddl wils 3-2-2

—adU) ) el 23sad) s

Sear Yl il Olalas Bigang z390dl ki 1(6-5) Jgondt

Vector Error Correction Estimates

Date: 04/10/18 Time: 14:00

Sample (adusted) 2008 2020

Induded observations: 260 after adjustments
Standard errors in () & t-statistics in [

Cointegrating Eq: CointEq1 Error Correction: D(COM03)
COMO3(-1) 1.000000 CointEq1 -0.096446
(0.03451) O(TECH1) 1L
ECO(-1) 0206919 [-2.79508) 002)
0.10421) "
(198552  D(COMO3(1)) 0449215 H41314
b
FIN(-1) -1.668922 60624
(0.19920) ¢ 040128
18.37798) D(ECO(-1)) 0098605 (0021%0)
(0.05567) Hm‘]
TAX(-1) 0016462 e N i,
(0.00727) " System UNTILED
D(FIN(-1)) 0274402 =
22000 (0.08651) Rm gf’ﬁ Esmatonlehot Lest S
POL(1) 1114279 (317175] A Rsuan 180389 Date 041018 Time: 1409
(027947) DTAET) 000315 msafescs 20400 Sample: 20082020
[3.98710] 0.00407) SE &quabin 0207513 Induded obsenalions: 260
l(o 93793]) Ftaiste 50070 Total system (valanced) observations 2340
EDU(-1) 0878711 - .
b D(POL(-1)) 0060002  Log kel H1078 Coicend  SUETx  tSuisie  Prob
K391 (0.18778)  Atzke AC 045470
INFRAC1) 0239043 (0367991 SwanC D608 o Q005445 00505 2705045 0O0R2
(0.12844) D(EDU(-1) 0218356  lean dependent 205343 c2) D435 00679 BG4S 00000
fLan 014216) 4 rentey 008 o) 0098505 0056665 1771381 00765
BUSC1) 2453000 (153584 __ : ci) 0274402 0088515 347145 00015
(026241)  DONFRAG1)) — s e c6) 0003815 00MOST 0231027 03484
1.72042] (00sgeg Vreminatiesionanancs(bfa) c6) 006902 0TI 0387 071X
= P (0.78529)  Determinantresid covariance cm 0218355 0442184 1535045  0.247
-1 L
TOEE e w8 SRR
i uzain. RIS o) A0THN 00BN AR 010
0.60360)  Schwazcritencn | ! .
c 2722156 { Ci11) 0040126 0021295 1884245  0.0597

Eviews oz e Tl 1yl

=1V Sl B 50Y) Jglly B8 Jalgally 2l B35 o o Y1 By Alish ) oSS aneg
Long run :-

er; = COMO3; + 0.207 ECO; - 1.6689 FIN.; + 0.0165 TAX;.; + 1.1143 POL;
- 0.8788 EDU..; + 0.239 INFRA.; - 0.4538 BUS;.; — 0.3976 TEC; + 2.7221
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Short run :-

ACOMO3; = -0.09645 ey - 0.4492 ACOMO03.1 + 0.0986 AECO,.; + 0.2744
AFINyy + 0.0038 ATAXi1 + 0.0691 APOL; + 0.2183 AEDU;.; + 0.0365
AINFRA, + 0.1365 ABUS. - 0.0735 ATEC.; — 0.04

C(1)=-0.09645 :90 5 (ssimsr dis Gypiney Al meomnad) Jalas 2t ool Jpdhl am gy LaS)
BB 3390 ot ) V1 al g 2 ISGh) dd) 331 usE e and P- value=0.0052> 5%
3La] (3 iV aikidl TEC; (BUS; (INFRA; (EDU; (POL; TAX; <FIN; (ECOy Jslsal
O ot o) folas it L el )L Al ) Jgosll gl Jatng sl e 18,8 )
Jodl Zled alyglall =W 3y s 90 9.645 Juns smadlly Juglall ol Y1 oy w350 ISyl
055 Sy Oyls g 1) ¢y (e 10.368 = 0.9645 + 1) i 10.368 ) iyl
1 i Loy Fl 0 2026 15T 5yl s 365 5 2016 s gl 350l prmnas Jsf

P In(1-TB) LN(1-15(-0.09645))
\ A l_r.' = =
S5Ol em e T 15

@ ot )l G jlsdl oy 8 Lehaaks 3 Bl e plal) 3 90 5.9605 Uil eSs gl 4o
Qg U0 5.965 a5y i)l tedes Y Lo iy LS5l U] 35m0 dgsY) Jgall colndl aaY)

= 0.05965 = 5.965% = o sl oL

Strength of auditing and reporting 3. 3 Random Effect Model 735 L) o 4ds
Lol ol oyl B p iy S5 o)l 4o ey L %0 68.51 aeidlt 5,080 55 standards
w29 @l WV (3 Al Bao gl o Lehads &) Semdl) Cinai Bagps V) gl s ST 20N Sl
In(2) _ LN(2)

L 0.05965
4 5un 23 Fled g S ol Ol i Loty edl 8 g s 11 by 2,08
Jelsnlly Gl S35y oW 8 el 830N sl Wl Test o] e o & 48
wYulak Prob aslasYi aygall of s TEC, (BUS; (INFRA; (EDU; (POL; TAX; s 5l
Prob = 0.3484, 0.7129, 0.1247, 0.4324, 0.5462, 0.1578 > :% 5 . Lt ;ST 0z
L) 38 ISR B B 35 Lo jLam V) SR o (olaYly QU el szl sy (500

Jod) el )Ll Bl (a4 OF s g (L= =11.62 : 4 <,

Prob= % 5 . ois §f |5 e Lusins OF s COMO3; dnlstl 3355 550 g Lo
Sl s agagl) oSl 2yl i) (se 21 2L JSEW) o e 3 <(0.0015, 0.0766)<5%
SPSS 24 ool ojbl (siall Jelowild by 2095 ¥) Bl Lo oLy LpW1 domyll 0 Gy

—ih LS
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Syt e DBy 1 JuSd Sl kel 1(3-5) ey

CECOT) Residuals

DICOMO2) Residuals

CFIM) Residuals

ot e e b

:2:&%% " MMW i

e

C{TAX) Residuals

MEDLU) Residuals

-J—ﬁ."\\Lrvq’kwq-&\» «‘rwwv#wm*\.'ﬁ.h»;'wr

#wmﬂwqﬁwhwnPW%MMNWW

D{INFRA) Residuals

D{TEC) Residuals

o —MmNthwWwthfm N P Y

LTS s e S AU | IR LR

Eviews oz e Tely @yl

Strength of auditing and reporting stondards

Dendrogramme utilisant |a Distance moyenne (entre groupes)
Distance redimensionnée cluster combiné

] 5 10 18 € %
= \ ] L 1 1 i
w6 b
Gy o e
Lid I sl
Wt § il
il i "]
7] b = 8yl
wy i
e 10— Iglayy
W 12 i f

- iy 20 | . T
w7 J Wgg
dud 17 Bl
e 14 2
lpigy 18 faly
fadid 8 gl
gl 18 g
by 18 ptd
gt 13 ol
wy 16 gy

SPSS 24 wis 2 e sl ¢ yizall
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il Jy i Sy Ll of L 00 5 e TSiatiy Jind #35adl a3 AV J5

icsedt imesest Ul iveyeYl Jodl Ethical behavior of firms e o Camadl 39 (0
Gle] (W 1(01) a5 aesasdt iagm Slogest 06 oz dss 18 4 2L 2,881 25 :(01)
i gastl ] (Luip (Lileg, 1(02) aid) desadtt ( opd (Ll douls (LWiay (JUsdl s
A4 0L 1(05) ast assadtl dadyy (g ) Ualle 1(04) a5t aeget (Lly 571 (03) 25
Strength  j55s pdis a3 clomg) (Sl 105 5 (02) o502t ¢ 50anST 1 (00) 251 20 5ustl
15 olegast 04 w239 :(01) 2epasd) : L Cinad) Of auditing and reporting standards
2esastl bl () (WU OB (Laly, S clibn] (o cLip el 1(01) 2t aesastl @ »
gy e 2(04) 25541 3 god) (JUs) o 1(03) bt 2osu (4] (Uley 2(02) s
IS o AoV aesatl O Loy sy ¢ psranS clomnsy gl ils 1(02) degesdt oo o> 8
Uopsl shedm ol B Jpam o Ju b sVl iesadl 0 des 14 e conas 18 s
&5 ool 2 2005 2w die 39)0¥1 SEY 35 oS Lo g2 2 2020 — 2 2006 2l 35 S5
SoY 3] (3 L) LTy IFRS J L aslasly dwlnd) oS T 31 11 (IFRS
g Ol > 25 A 1 UMY ST 0fy (AFRS J desall )W 45023yl 4l
Jibms Jo 350 0 ig)s Y1 ) )il lmdl ] s s SUT & 0555 OF wn (39,031 2LEY1 oo

s ¥) AL SUM Y1 eral by all Ol 2 Ll ey Lo sl ol )l
IFRS o5 J& & iy 2y dwlonal) 834 o dy 2Y1 Ahasel) dmilons g1 dutys — 111
Jaddl Jlaxyl m3sedl £ g dows ylest 1-3

— 1 dE) Gl rdgedl il L] il sl
Ethical behavior of firms s slsuwly piddl mits 1-1-3

=3 gl 555 (3-4) Gl o (01) Jsod) e Slam Y il 23U el

Pooled Regression Model :-

COMO01=0.9177 + 0.0031 ECO; + 0.1996 FIN; + 0.0007 TAX; + 0.6771
POL; + 0.0541 EDU; + 0.0419 INFRA; - 0.11465 BUS; - 0.1129 TEC;

Fixed Effect Model :-

COMO01=1.4036 -0.0059 ECO; + 0.0746 FIN; + 0.0005 TAX; + 0.5338 POL; -
0.1242 EDU; - 0.0972 INFRA; + 0.2571 BUS; - 0.1424 TEC;

Random Effect Model :-
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COMO1= 1.0668 - 0.003 ECO; + 0.1436 FIN; + 0.0007 TAX; + 0.6032 POL; -
0.0357 EDU;, - 0.0524 INFRA; + 0.1506 BUS; - 0.1348 TEC;

o (02) Jsadt > Wald test s Hausman test L] v JS s Jezidl) ados (3
io i) = sy P-value (0.0025, 0.0000)<5% :% 5 - Ll 1F gkt OF godll i
(Ho :Random Effect Model And Hy : All Dummy=0 (Pooled LY M 3 Hg
J= ¢ Fixed-effects model z3s- 2Ll s Hy 240 &5 (Regression Model))
»» Fixed-effects model 7354 yon JWly i pY1 J 9l Gnne shl el Gl 350 (235l
i) lpal) o 3 oy Uy Ethical behavior of firms jise s Lilas] sV
Aty o) A o) Jlgal) 3 pdll el 1] B AW gl Bl 839 3 V) b
Cparad) algald 137 25,09 (Sig=(0.000, 0.0139, 0.0023, 0.000)< 5% L5} 5l JLasY)
Sig=(0.7682, iyl W dslasyl Lulgall sla 13U 39y sde we Sig=(0.0773)<5%
90 90.52 a3 a5 155 5,06 33 =356 589 <0.1675, 0.2511)> 5%

Strength of auditing and reporting standards s sldsul piddl mits 2-1-3

—i ok WS gl i e (03) o) e Sl Y1 il il ok
Pooled Regression Model :-

COMO03;= 1.321 - 0.1164 ECO; + 0.8533 FIN; - 0.0007 TAX; + 0.5374 POL, +
0.4283 EDU, + 0.0467 INFRA; — 1.1643 BUS; + 0.3894 TEC;

Fixed Effect Model :-

COMO3;= 3.2566 - 0.0924 ECO; + 0.3123 FIN; - 0.00007 TAX; + 0. 468 POL; -
0.1935 EDU, - 0.1111 INFRA, - 0.4053 BUS; + 0.1953 TEC;

Random Effect Model :-

COMO3= 2.8774 -0.0822 ECO; + 0.4353 FIN; - 0.0001 TAX; + 0.4792 POL; -
0.0907 EDU; - 0.088 INFRA; - 0.472 BUS; + 0.2184 TEC;

Jsit > Wald test 5 Hausman test oY) oo IS mos 3l badl L] (3

dy il dos dl ms s 4y (P-value(0.0013, 0.0000)<5% :% 5 .- L 3l 2,92l 07 (04)
(Ho :Random Effect Model And Hy : All Dummy=0 (Pooled LY M 3 Hg
Jt ¢ Fixed-effects model o35 2Ll s Hy >4 |&, (Regression Model))
Strength of auditing and &5 v a2V Joadl a3l dnly Al 3391 0 B
Jedl il 3395 (3 V1 alyshs a il ol opnis (3 cady s 4ls reporting  standards
Lorgds S Jlas ¥l ity il AU LYl gl Jalsall (3 aidll i) ) 4k 3Y)
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il ciagladl Lelgald 51 2,0y (Sig=(0.0044, 0.0003, 0.000, 0.0025, 0.0001)< 5%
Sig= (0. 9204) 2 &l Lelgall ol 5T ol 5559 pte or Sig=(0.0835, 0.0759)<5% 2l
90 93.17 fo 58 255 5,08 5 =354 25 >5%0

By 31 Joll Jlamyl z3gedl g Wl 2-3
— W Sl Slam Y1 m3sadl s S 2k Y adbiell (2 Slam Y il 5 B ae dey
S 1 g3gedt Sl Bt Sl Byt alys 1-2-3
ik LS Al b @l sl Jgad! el

Unit root test 34gl1 ydor Oyt :(7-5) Jdod!

S5 Gy o1t s oSl Byt | gl S a1 L B | o

PP ADF Levin PP ADF Levin

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.051 0.2726 0.0279 | COMO1

- - - 0.0363 0.0302 0.0694 | COMO03
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.15 0.2765 0.2702 ECO
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0003 0.1683 0.1115 FIN
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1578 0.4173 0.4996 Tax
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.171 0.463 0.7421 POL
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.9952 0.6691 0.16 EDU

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.8047 0.9895 0.8742 INFRA
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.544 0.2419 0.1256 BUS
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.999 0.999 0.999 TEC

Eviews oz e Tl 1yl
(FIN; (ECO; CCOMOL, LoSldly &5, (3 52t 3 COMO3, il e Jsk! sk,
oY Lgngns O Ls ssrndl 3 5aud) & TEC, (BUS; (INFRA; (EDU; .POL; .TAX;
o Gl el d Ll Sl sds izusy ithe majority Prob>5% :% 5 - Lk ST
(POL, TAX; FIN; (ECO, «COMOY, :¢sT 1(1) aomyll e aalSCan L&T 5my L2 L5Y1 2y
A(1)~TEC; (BUS; (INFRA; <EDU;
Sam Y Zigedt O pined el Juodladt S il S B dulys 2-2-3

oS e anlys S Ja¥1 o, ) e Gl (3 iaal el gyl i) e ST ae
=1k LS COMOL; 2wl 535 30 pluszaly Cointegration test £zl
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Cointegration test &zl JsSd wisls :(8-5) Jsunll
Kao Residual Cointegration Test
Series: COMO1 ECO FIN TAX POL EDU INFRA BUS TEC

Date: 041118 Time: 08:58

Sample: 2006 2020

Included observations: 210

Mull Hypothesis: Mo cointegration
Trend assumption: Mo deterministic trend

User-specified lag length: 1

Mewey-West automatic bandwidth selection and Bartlett kernel

ADF

t-Siatistic Prob.

-6.612359 0.0000

Residual variance
HAC variance

0.016582
0.012178

Eviews w2 e Tl 1 yduzadl

L5 aeg (Prob= (0.0000) <5% :% 5 .- L& 57 Prob a sl 0 Jead! 3 s o WSy
(FIN{ (ECOy; Jolsally COMOL; sl 359 550 (o doo¥) iysb dSp s 1M D9 253
VECM Uad) memas 7350 i dé (S8 TEC; (BUS; (INFRA; (EDU; (POL; TAX;

Included observations: 182 after adjustiments

Syl il Sl Iygas jlasly Slar ) plidl mils 3-2-3

‘gw:ﬂ\ ﬁ.\.ﬁ:}\ Slodkes dy gm0 GS}QJJ‘ I (9—5) Jj-\?,:-“

Vector Error Correction Estimates
Date: 04/11/18 Time: 08:10
Sample (adjusted) 2008 2020

Standard emrors in () & t-statistics in []

Cointegrating Eq; CointEq1 Error Comection: D{COMD1)
COMD1{-1) 1.000000 CointEq1 -0.403459
(0.08080)
ECO(-1) 0.031427 [-6.63539]
(0.02166)
D{COMO1(-11) 0.147699
[0.99271) {0.08808)
FiNE-1) 0263363 e
(0.06144) DIECO[-1)) 0.009466
[-4.28673) 0.02589)
[0.36567]
TAX(-1) -0.000711
(0.00046) DIFINE-1)) -0.084074
[-1.53029] {0.08671)
[-0.96955] = -
POL(-1) -0.678124 — P Rsquared Diﬂ?ﬁﬂgﬁ?mum -
(0.07538) i Resquared 10 stimation Methodt Least Squares
[-8.99579] (0.00068) 4 Rrsquat Dtz 0411148 Time: 0B:18
[0-72364] Zym 50, resids “1%3;;mmm
EDU(-1) -:3020?9257;3; DIFOLEAN -0.080883 SE equaln OISHTET s onsenatons: 182
[.2jg4|11] [ﬂ;i;;]’ Fslatisic ST Total system (balanoed) obsenaions 1638
i Log liefhosd HH4TTS
INFRA(-1) 0124931 DIEDU-1)) -0.102502 faiie HC 840412 Coeficent  SWLEmor  +Slafslic  Prod.
(0.06925) (0.08004) 5 G647
E1a0sed) Ei 20180 : o DAUMEI  ODUBO4  GEIIHE 00000
Mean dipenisnt Q017003 ! - ! .
BUS(-1) 0.649176 DOINFRA(-1)) 001268100 (15045 [olvi] 0047599 OOSBDST  1ETIIZ 0.0037
(0.12694) ek s : B 0003435 0025807 036685 07147
[5.11419) : e ; C4) 0084074 Q0BATIS  -D9GISE0 0334
D{EUS-1)) 0.199265 Determinanresid owariani (of 3] CE) 0000430  QODDGTT  DTZIEM D4
TEE pompoarl® (0-11120) Determingat resid oovanance CiE) Q08083 0121738 D73  04eM
[0.40346] ——— s L0gleibend o D050 DOSOOHY 128153 0.2001
a P—— 0.04510y Arake infomaon oeron o) DDIZES1 0083055 0303620 07013
(6_254‘3} [-0.195901 Schwaz crilesion C DASGES 0111196 1792022 00733
[-6.22274] cim 008334 0045096 0195897 0BT

Eviews oz e Tl 1 ezl
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— U JSCal B Y J gl g1 Jolgally Bl 530 o W ey dlyshs 550l G g
Long run :-

er1 = COMO1; + 0.0314ECOy; -0.2634 FIN; — 0.0007 TAX:.; -0.6781 POL; -
0.2727 EDUy, - 0.1249 INFRA.; + 0.6492 BUS;; + 0.0339 TEC, - 1.5835

Short run :-

ACOMO1; =-0.4035 ey + 0.1477 ACOMO1 .1 + 0.0095 AECOy; - 0.0841 AFIN,.
11+ 0.0005 ATAX1.1 - 0.0897 APOL4 - 0.1026 AEDUy; - 0.0127 AINFRA¢.; +
0.1993 ABUS:.1 - 0.0088 ATEC4

C(1)=-0.4035 and P- :%0 5 (sstus s iyginsg il mead) olas 203 of Ll LS4
Jlsall Al 335 aod o Y1 g 2SO &) 1MW) s e value=0.000> 5%
iy Y Jeadl 508 U HLsl 3 TEC; (BUS; (INFRA; <EDU; (POL; TAX; (FIN; (ECOy
et Lales b iy N )l Al U Jsosll 6ol Juas 5ol IFRS J L J1d) Jgs Cansl
Jins peailly Lglal) oY1y w3l IS Y Sy e OV g 3)ll 3Ll e (3 eV
2.48 = 0.4035 + 1) 2w 2.48 4] i by Jol led sl Y1 (39 Ly %0 40.35
Bl s U ¢ 2008 Ol & 3gedld s Sl 05 g Ojlsd Wl ] g oo ) o (5
i In(L-TB) _ LN(1-15(-0.4035))
T 15
Oledl pzg o s ) dgmdll n plad) (3 00 13 U5 OF LeSle 2 3l W 8700 2l odis o5
L5 x5l ) 25 YD gl il S5 OF e Juy W colmd) ) 8 05 )l (o
ke sdn ) ) (3 ales US7a) Jo ) Ol s g s 90 13 ey Bl et Y
&l 3,030 93 Fixed-effects model 7354 jLaxl e adde a3y U L a3l LIS L]
5 S A sl LT (glall )il Bem b didsy byl sl O)lad 255 e L 90 90.52
Lo N O aoy (o dead) A1 (3 S a ) Byl o Lehad g Sgmdll Ll B 3Y) g
In(2) _ LN(2) _

ey 35 31 Jall o) )il Blis (s U] O s gmg (= ——2 m_5.332
- IJ. .

ony seil 8 5 i 10 2o BB S ool Ol 324 =Yy 514 5 ol 5 Ll
Bysiall OF g G U1 Joalsally Akl B35y Y 8 Al 351 aluef Wald Test jLzx)
Prob=0.7147, 0.3324, 0.4694, 0.461, :% 5 . Lt ,sT L@l ok Prob aste>Yl
3395 O Jor Y Bpeaad el B3I pli) g e 0.2001, 0.7013, 0.0733, 0.8447>5%
Sl 4l L ] s R 2L JSCa Y 25 Lo iy 3Y) Al Al folgally 2l

—ih LS anhadh ane 28 3N Joll Crcadd pod) (oosiiall Lol peilig B g )l s gl falsal)

=0.13=13% := id Sl )il as a2 2011
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SsW dmylt e DBy 1 JuSd Sl kel (5-5) ey

H i oty WMWWW :A‘W‘fﬁvwﬂ”wwm
‘D:J:%A—“-u'\-'—""-"-f‘-'-"—*ﬁ‘r\— MWM&WW\-WW’.‘#‘F"\ z'w u 1?_
o ! MM W ¥ ‘“*’WW o privp fhidponsn e
PSRN VI [ T 108 PP
1 a-frg e wwu\«m&ﬂ«ﬁ»wm
O T R S 5 I SISO S R 5
Eviews oz e Tl ezl
&Q}}\J}ﬂ\;ggﬁ:(6—5)dgiﬁ
Strength of auditing and reporting standards Ethical behavior of firms
Dendrogramme utilisant la Distance moyenne (entre groupes) Dendrogramme utilisant la Distance moyenne (entre groupes)
Distance redimensionnée cluster combiné Digtance redimensionnée cluster combiné
0 5 10 15 b % 0 5 10 15 2 %
1 | 1 1 | 1 1 1 1 |
L byass 3
w SJ = D 4J
a1 o ar
wi 12 die 10
WAy M w1
Luali B e 5
di § oy 9
duh 10 gy 14
by Luale 6
e 8 ik 7
1 Lty 13
Lig 7 }‘ et 1
yblidyp lué g 12
e 1 gl 2

SPSS 24 wis 2 e sl ¢ yizall

-135-



IFRS &5 b & adol dalst) 335 o 2l (JUBYI 2sld T2l Lad

cai Uyl fodle o L 00 5 s TSl Janed 2350l 1L I o oy LS
Lomeset U iV Jel Ethical behavior of firms jose i Luy iw iedll Jom
A isgedl a3y 1(01) i aesadl i Gesast ) dade 1ss 13 025 :(01) e gudty
(Gaipr 1o 1) B ity olas (Ldpd) s (Jland) (Jle nbliSie o 1o 10,80
Lol tamly (02) iesastt duigl (09l S (sl (s 1(02) i aesadl (Loals (s00lss
: MW Caad) Strength of auditing and reporting standards &g sak o 3 5o
gl (09l S sLss L] 1(01) il dssastl 1 o8 W Slogaz 02 oy :(01) dssast
(e 1(02) dssastt o Lz s 1(02) 2841 1o get) (bl (Gaifpe clamnle (L3 g
(S5l seblSys (LS sl

IFRS o5 J& & Gyl dowlondd) 839 Ao Dyglow¥) dilaiel Lilows 3 dwlys — 1V
Jadell Jlamyl #350dl £ g dpdow Syl 1-4

— W A 38y o 3sad) ) S| Sl el
Ethical behavior of firms s plsuwy pudd) mis 1-1-4

—: ok WS (4-4) = e (01) Jpid) o LoV ki 3L Lol
Pooled Regression Model :-

COMO01,=0.1764 -0.0683 ECO; - 0.1015 FIN; - 0.006 TAX; + 1.2106 POL; -
0.1357 EDU, + 0.058 INFRA; + 0.2035 BUS; - 0.1307 TEC;

Fixed Effect Model :-

COMO01=-1.1114 + 0.0468 ECOy - 0.0637 FIN; - 0.0013 TAX; + 1.197 POL; -
0.2697 EDU, + 0.1897 INFRA, + 0.4042 BUS; - 0.2235 TEC;

Random Effect Model :-

COMO01=-0.1131 - 0.0167 ECO; - 0.059 FIN; - 0.0053 TAX; + 1.1822 POL; -
0.1793 EDU, + 0.0774 INFRA, + 0.2505 BUS; - 0.1687 TEC;

(02) Joikt -~ Wald test 5 Hausman test jLzx) oo S mos 350l bt (3

inop abs ey (P-value (0.000, 0.000)<5% :% 5 . Llé 5l sl Of solll ks -y
(Ho :Random Effect Model And Hp: All Dummy=0 L=y M3 Hg jla>!
Fixed-effects model 735 &lasl; bl Hy 540 L&, ((Pooled Regression Model))
Fixed-effects 735 jom JUbs ciglow¥l Jotll G sb) 2 ly el 01 oo 2301 L8 8

i) opnds (3 cady 1y Ethical behavior of firms 5 o> Lilas! L2sY1 model
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) andad) i lnd) elgadl (3 a0 o) 1) Gglew Y1 Jglly Bl S50 (3 A1 alysbs 3,5
~ «Sig=(0.000, 0.0012, 0.0018, 0.0006, 0.0005 )< 5% Loyl y:SH (Jlasl a2y iz
529 «Sig=(0.186, 0.1664, 0.7204 )> 5% iyl &I dpsliasyl Lalgald ala 136 5909 aie
90 97.01 & i 255 5,05 55 2344

Strength of auditing and reporting standards s alisul plddl mits 2-1-4

—: Y JSall gl i e (03) Jgd) e Slam W) ki) 23U il el
Pooled Regression Model :-

COMO03;= -0.4869 + 0.0482 ECO; + 0.3684 FIN; + 0.0066 TAX; + 0.5086 POL;
+ 0.0643 EDU;, - 0.1646 INFRA; + 0.1333 BUS; + 0.1899 TEC;

Fixed Effect Model :-

COMO03=-1.138 + 0.1313 ECO, + 0.2758 FIN; + 0.0197 TAX; + 0.782 POL; +
0.0478 EDU, - 0.1587 INFRA, - 0.0843 BUS; + 0.1768 TEC;

Random Effect Model :-

COMO03= -0.8172 + 0.1224 ECO; + 0.2888 FIN; + 0.0135 TAX; + 0.7146
POL; + 0.0086 EDU; - 0.17766 INFRA; + 0.0089 BUS; + 0.1938 TEC;

P-value :% 5 L BIWald test jLat| & aypall i Of (04) Joud) oo Ll
Aty Ry Jolbas ogomg BV Hy L) (2080 Jikis Ho dpteall deod 235 WLy (0.000) <5%
Fixed- z3s¢ 5o Wlax| Ladll 2350l LUy cone dummy # 0 @57 jaal) gsles ¥ BY) e
005 o L ST & P-value 2l of Hausman Test ;L ¢k o & <effects model
e oan U Hy fdl ol jasse Ho 44 2eopd) i Wl LWLy P-value(0.3096)<5%
Random Effect z3sedi 52 Llax) Jgdl 735 ey Fixed-effects model -5godl 2zl
71.40 - &, % 94.86 - Fixed-effects model 735 Flal s &ynid 353 0f V) Model
Al 3355 WO e 3 Y1 Cad pgandl ey (Random Effect Model z35¢ ¢ %
) chnled) g al) AU cpslas ) Jalsald (gsanll SUI ) 2glen V) Jpdly s Jalsally
#4s = Sig=(0.0024, 0.000, 0.000, 0.000, 0.0297, 0.0209)<5% (Lol )
Sig= (0.6304, 0.5496)>5% JLeel! ity cionkadl Lalgall pls 5l (ol 395y
gl Joull Slamy) Z35ad) s > 24
a1 e Dkl o) Judhod iyl ] s 1-2-4

—i ok LSyl aa Yl ol ails (Lol Joudt asld
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Unit root test d.>glt ydor lylas ((10-5) Jgaondt

S By s r) my Jusdhed lgi) | (S ol (B Bial) JosSdl Bgl ] | O
PP ADF Levin PP ADF Levin
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.51 0.1463 0.0905 | COMO1
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.045 0.6137 0.996 | COMO03
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1653 0.763 0.8596 ECO
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0939 0.1315 FIN
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0048 0.1076 0.0001 Tax
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.8928 0.7598 0.9865 POL
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.99 0.99 0.99 EDU
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.99 0.998 0.99 INFRA
- - - 0.0005 0.0941 0.003 BUS
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.999 0.999 0.999 TEC

Eviews oz e Tl izl

(ECO, <COMO3, <COMOL, tuiegl Joddly E5)ie (52t 3 BUS, i) e Jikl 15k

o Ll 5T Lgtgonn O s 55kl 3 32en i TEC, (INFRA, (EDU, (POL, TAX, (FIN,
ot LoV il e By il sl e Ll Lol sds Jizudy the majority Prob>5% :% 5
1(1)~TEC, (INFRA, (EDU, POL FIN; (COMO03, <COMOL, :1(1) &)t o ahelSas

Sam Yl 3sedl S pined el Judladl o I indl JlSH BV dulys 2-2-4

—r b WS el LS obdle auls (S daad) Jodldl Ayl s e ST ey

Cointegration test & zéwl JoS wds :(11-5) Jgued!

Kao Residual Cointegration Test

Series: COMD1 ECO FIN TAX POL EDU INFRATEC

Date: 04/08/18 Time: 07:36
Sample; 2006 2020

Included obsenations: 225

Mull Hypothesis: No cointegration

Trend assumption; Mo deterministic trend

User-specified lag length: 1

Mewey-West autornatic bandwidth selection and Bartlett kemel

Kao Residual Cointegration Test
Series: COMO3 ECO FIM TAX POL EDU INFRATEC

Date; 0400918 Time; 07:38

Sample: 2006 2020

Included observations: 225

Mull Hypothesis: Mo cointegration

Trend assumption: Mo deterministic trend
User-specified |ag length: 1

Newey-Wesl automalic bandwidth selection and Bartlett kemel

1-Statistic Prob. +-Slatistic Prob.

ADF 2538644  0.0048 ADF -2321867  0.0101
Residual variance 0.022412 Residual variance 0.048251
HAC variance 0.013112 HAC variance 0.021243

Prob=(0.0048, 0.0101)<5% :% 5 .o Lilé |51 Prob asakle Jsud! a5 LaS,

Eviews oz e Tl ezl

COMO3; <COMOL; dnls) 339> (5,850 LY iy b LS s A A3 S4org Ao i Ay
s 2354 30y Ll SETEC, (INFRA (EDU; (POL; (TAX; (FIN; (ECO; Jipal
VECM L4
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Vector Ermor Comection Estimates

Diate: 040218 Time: 0937

Sampie (adjustad) 2008 2020

Included observaions: 195 afer adustments

Standard emors in () & tstatistcs inf[]

Slam Yl plidl Oledas g jlaly Jlamy plddl pils 3-2—4

—r U gt (3 o ga LS Slam ) il il Lasd

iftar Y 23l puis (12-5) Jgiod

Vector Error Comrection Estimates

Date: 04/02/18 Time: 10115

Sample (adjusted): 2008 2020

Included observations: 195 atter adjusiments

Standard errors in () & t-statistics in[]

Ceantegrating Eq: CoiniEq1 Emor Comection: picomo1)  Cointegrating Eq: CointEqt Error Correction D(COMO3)
¥ CointEq1 0187305 ¥ CointEg1 0.271582
COMOA(-1) 1.000000 (0.05342) COMO3(-1) 1.000000 (005476
.3 69348 -4.95809
ECO(1) 0168355 E ' ECOE-1) 0160274 : ’
(D05T61) CHCOMO1(-1)) 0068102 (0.06910) CHCOMO3-1)) -0.231558
(D.087TS) X (0.07524)
[282244] 077613 a1 207765
FIN{-1) 0265515 D{ECO(-1)) 0.028326 FIN(-1) -0.046430 DIECO(-11) 0003646
(0.12119) (0.03748) (0.14524) (0.04654)
[2.19091] 10756121 [-0.31946] 1-0.18575)
OFING-1 0035214 DIFING13) 0048508
POLI-1) 1528362 . (0.08244) POL(-1) 0.897437 (0.10018)
(0.16203) [ 0.42T16] (0.19352) [-0.48509]
43281 -4 B3TS0
s DHPOLE-1Y) 02009732 . I O{POL-1)) 0. 4560035
0.14081 (0.15169)
TAXE1) 0.017508 g TAX(-1) -0.002139 bbb
{0.00306) (0.00473)
[442433] D{TAX(-1)) 0.002963 [-0.45275] D{TAx(-1)) 0003216
(0.00470) (0.00595)
EDU(-1) 0029213 s EDU(-1) 0286850 i
{0.13438) CHEDLY-11) 0077152 (0.16095) D(EDU-1)) 0.213239
[H0:21728) (0.13009) [ 1.78225) (0.15948)
[-0.58208] [ 1.33710]
INFRA[-1) -0 300605 DONFRAL-1)) 0.052704 INFRA{-1) 0.050021 OHINFRAL-1)) 0041578
(0.12407) (0.08145) {0.14824) (0.099456)
-2 42354] [0.64T01] [0.33745] [ 0.41807]
; 2 D AZTITE
TECH1) 0542755 DAECE1D g TEC(-1) -0.297078 oEeemy oD 4as)
(0.17288) 1.27353] (0.20772) [-1.50252)
[3.12148] [-1.43020]
c -0.003923 c -0.021347
(0.01584) (0.01950)
c 1290145 Bosondsed c -0.033507 oy

Eviews oz e Tl ezl

—1 @V Sl 2V J gl B8 falsally Al B35 oY) by Alisl B oSS ateg

Long run :-

er; = COMO1; + 0.1683 ECOy 1+ 0.2655 FIN;; -1.5284 POL.; + 0.0175 TAX;.1
-0.029 EDUy,4 - 0.3 INFRA; + 0.5427 TEC,, - 1.29

er1 = COMO3;; - 0.16 ECOy; - 0.046 FIN; -0.8974 POL, - 0.0002 TAX;., +
0.2868 EDU¢; + 0.05 INFRA.; - 0.297 TEC; — 0.0336

Short run :-

COMO01; =-0.1973 €1 - 0.0681 ACOMO11 + 0.02834ECOy¢4 + 0.0354FINy; +
0.2 APOL1 + 0.0034TAX:.1 — 0.0771 AEDU; + 0.0527 AINFRA.., - 0.0878

ATEC;, —0.00393

COMO3; =-0.2716 €11 - 0.2315 ACOMO03:.1 - 0.0086 AECOy4 - 0.0486 AFINy, +
0.46 APOL1 - 0.0032 ATAX 1 + 0.2132 AEDU; + 0.0416 AINFRA:., - 0.1271

ATEC:; —0.0213
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lsadl o Long and Short run causality =31 speass alysb dd) G 4ST S& o 3
=1 U k) I3 e Bl VI Jgl el 35 9mg A 51

Slar gl i) Slakas Bygine :(13-5) g

CoM01 COoM03

System: UNTITLED System: UNTITLED

Estimation Method: Least Squares Estimation Method: Least Squares

Date: 04/02/18 Time: 09:38 Date: 04/02/18 Time: 10:15

Sample: 2008 2020 Sample: 2008 2020

Included observations: 195 Included observations: 195

Total system (balanced) observations 1560 Total system (balanced) observations 1560

Coefficient  Std. Emor  t-Statisbc  Probd. Coefficient  Std Emor  I-Statisic  Probd.

c(1) -0.197305 0053420 -3693479  0.0002 Cc(1) -0271582 0054776 -4958089  0.0000
C(2) 0068102 0087746 -0.776135 04378 c2) 0231558 0075239 -3077653  0.0021
C@3) 0028326 0037463 0756115  0.4497 c3) 00086456 0045543 -0185753 08527
C{4) 0035214 0.082436 0427161 06693 C(4) 0048598 0100185 -0485086 06277
C(5) 0200973  0.140811 1427251  0.1537 C(5) 0460035 0151687 3032797 00025
C(6) 0002963 0004697 0630867 05282 C(6) 0003216 0005949 -0540638 05888
¢ BTS2 040002 WL 92 ca) 0213239 0159478 1337103  0.1814
C(8) 0.052704 0081458 0647013 05177 c®) 0.041579 0.099455 0418068 0.6760
C(9) -0.087794 0068938 -1.273526 0.2030 C(9) 0127173 0084640 -1502517 0.1332
a1 QHNI: FERE ASS NS C(10) 0021347 0019504 _-1.094466 02739

Eviews oz e Tl ezl

«COMOL; sk IS N0 S ssmmn e Bsimag 1l ezl folns Las Joidh) ameiogy LoS)

4s% e C(1)= (-0.1973, -0.2716) and P- value=(0.0002, 0.0000)> 5% :COMO3,
(EDU; (POL; (TAX; <FIN; (ECOy Joolgally fmarl) 535 aod 1) aal) alygh 2l 250M)
Al i) Tmzy 1) Jgosl) gl Jans i) gL ¥ g 5,05 1) 5051 3 TEC, (INFRA,
90 19.73 Juxs jailly Joslall ol 1 Gy @I IVt Y1 o Nny g gl Jalns o ¢ JAl)
1) 2e 3.682 52 5.07 ) asbe ¥ Jsd 21 sl SV (39 (Js1 e T 90 27.16
2 gl et ol 050 Sy el Ol - ) g5 0 (02716 + 101973 +
22009 jezws CCOMOL; 50 v EL.. ¢p 2016 i 3 mmas 3U5 » 2011 L
tsb LS a2l B i) de i i (3 «COMO3; ash andy 210 2 2013 01y
= In(l_;TB) _ LN(1—151(;O.2716)) _10827% i In(l_;TB) _ LN(1—151(;0.1973))
&30 o %0 10.827 590 9.174 ojin L Jli] oS ByglenT &g 8701 ol 0l 505
cend) LYY (3 09 L5 ) O3l g o ehads &l Bgmmdll o plal 3 L5 e Al B30
96 9.174 i e Tl il Tk Y Lo oy 5157 1] 3505 55l B, 41 53,46
LIS ool e sy a1 3 s 1Sl Jogs s 0glsll iy 5 g 90 10.827 4
Random Effect Model 3:¢5 Fixed-effects model z35 L) (s ade o35 W T s a1y

el )l s gy by pad) ol Oyl o b ey L (Ul e dnl) Sogm (080 s

=09.174%
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F el 1 (3 8 annd) Bodl) o o ) Bl Gl gl V) Jgdl s S 2001 30 Lol

_In@2) _ LN(2) _In@) _ LN(2) ok .
=6.4 =7.556 : a1 o, L
w 010827 2T T T 009174 S

6 5 COMOL; a5k el 7 5 wlsw T bz Bpglen¥1 Jpd) (B i) Bl i 514)
e 15,11 £ld Wb JulS) culdl Oyl 334 1Y Ly (COMO3, 1250 651 5 5 s
3395 (m Jor Y ead Bl 33 ol Wald Test jles] o oo & el o 2w 12.8 4
5 e Ll ST s olalal Prob astesY1 dpald 0 b (a3 seidl ST (3 s s11 Jalgally s 2]
Prob=0.4497, 0.6693, 0.1537, 0.5282, 0.553, 0.5177, 0.203 > 5% and :%
Joladl sl 1das (Prob=(0.8527, 0.6277, 0.5888, 0.1814, 0.676, 0.1332 )>5%
BB 839y bl ol Y1 8028 2K e BV 382 Jo LYl USh G ol
Byl LSl 4yl g s dnlys oS8 Lay (Prob=(0.0025)<5% 5Ly aik:l, COMO3;

=W L JSEY IV e Sl BV 350l (3 B sl Llsall

S Tyl o DIB9Sl G Jetedt :(T-5) S

DS oM 1) Ressduals DECD) Residusls CFIN) Ressaualy
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O{POL) Resedualy D Tao) Resicualy DNED) Rasiduals
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dyglew V) Jgll i :(8-5) JSCadt

Strength of auditing and reporting standards Ethical behavior of firms
Dendrogramme utilisant la Distance moyenne (entre groupes) Dendrogramme utilisant la Distance moyenne (entre groupes)
Distanice redimensionnée cluster combing Distance redimensionnée cluster combiné
0 5 10 15 | % 0 5 10 15 » %
1 1 L 1 1 | 1 | | |
oul 1 by 4—|
g it § J
e 10 g 10
R = |~ V| —’—
e 1 bt §
il fp— e st i
dud 11 o
upps 8 L
wy 15 gt 12
g 4 wp 15
W] !
(el 12J upup 0
sl §— a1
el 1 peibe 1
Lhgiia 10 Ul 14

SPSS 24 w2 s sl 1 ykeaal

:oesast U agLwYI Js)l Ethical behavior of firms s 28 2l IS dos
P WPy [ WL I FESWC TN QPN PSP TEWO | C BRI R Ul (1) ) R IO
iegast) (bl (LS OlenST cupdl UysS™ 1(01) a5 desasd) (e s cnesest (02) desast)
Strength of auditing and 125+ eud Lexs <Ol ¢ oMy gypainn (isS 2isn 1(02) w5
a5 desadl ionfihl Gpesadtl ) oo 1(01) esasd) : JL) Caadl reporting  standards
sn 1(02) asb iesadt (JL Ot BIS QUL Olnls (3ypiiin (LsgeS ol 2omiaty (01)
i (Groadla il LysS 0l bl 1(02) dssedt o5 o (3 i) (LS5 (S
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IFRS o5 Jb & &l dewlondd! 8357 Jo LI S ol Ao dwilos T 2y =V
Joadadl SlaxY m3sedl £ didow Ohlesl 1-5

=1 aY) Sl 3 gad) ol Sl s el
Ethical behavior of firms a3 slisusly piddl mis 1-1-5

=2l feall by (5-4) Gl n (O1) g om i) 30 ool
Pooled Regression Model :-

COMO01=0.3398 -0.0594 ECO; - 0.0751 FIN; - 0.0006 TAX; + 1.0671 POL; -
0.0129 EDU, — 0.1405 INFRA; + 0.3743 BUS; - 0.1749 TEC;

Fixed Effect Model :-

COMO1=4.054 - 0.0643 ECO; - 0.0232 FIN; - 0.0043 TAX; + 0.6685 POL; -
0.3993 EDU, - 0.0078 INFRA, + 0.1262 BUS; — 0.1982 TEC;

Random Effect Model :-

COMO1=1.94 - 0.0425 ECO; - 0.0746 FIN; - 0.0011 TAX; + 0.9028 POL; -
0.252 EDU; - 0.1016 INFRA; + 0.2795 BUS; - 0.1446 TEC;

(02) Jgkt > Wald test 5 Hausman test jLzx| oo IS mop 350l Joiid) (3

Aol ass Ly (P-value(0.000, 0.000)<5% % 5 o Lk J5f aygalt Of soulld ks oo
(Ho :Random Effect Model And Hy: All Dummy=0 (Pooled Regression Hy
o W Lk 3 Fixed-effects model g5yt ksl Bl Hy bl 2,41 a5 <Model))

L2331 Fixed-effects model z55¢ riad iy ¢V ol 2akats Gl 25 lly 2l 35
Lol b 25l il s (3 cady U1y Ethical behavior of firms sge o Lilas|
Lm0 cpmebad) (ool alsall (3 2800 il 4] 2D LSl gy Bl 835 3
Bl el W aslasyl Lelgall pla 1l 599 pae 2e Sig=(0.000, 0.000, 0.0018)< 5%
35 355 989 Sig=(0.1062, 0.7484, 0.1208, 0.9141, 0.3268)> 5% JlesY) dzy (il
90 88.35 s iugh w55 53

Strength of auditing and reporting standards s aldsuul pddl it 2-1-5

=Y Sy gl s e (03) g o Slam Y ki) 23U 1 ek
Pooled Regression Model :-

COMO3= 1.2024 - 0.1229 ECO; + 0.6231 FIN; - 0.0023 TAX; + 0.15 POL; +
0.273 EDU; + 0.0621 INFRA; - 0.0442 BUS; - 0.0199 TEC;

-143-



IFRS &5 b & adol dalst) 335 o 2l (JUBYI 2sld T2l Lad

Fixed Effect Model :-

COMO03=-2.972 + 0.0253 ECO; + 0.6811 FIN; + 0.0057 TAX; + 0.1275 POL,
+ 0.4197 EDU, + 0.2279 INFRA; + 0.2782 BUS; - 0.0676 TEC;

Random Effect Model :-

COMO3= -0.3234 - 0.035 ECO; + 0.683 FIN; + 0.0002 TAX; + 0.1161 POL; +
0.3593 EDU; + 0.1881 INFRA, + 0.015 BUS; - 0.07 TEC,

(04) Jsadi > Wald test 5 Hausman test jLz) o S e or3sad) Joiaidl (39
inop b ey (P-value (0.000, 0.000)<5% :% 5 . Llé 51 apguall Of soalll o s
(Ho :Random Effect Model And Hy : All Dummy=0 (Pooled Regression Hg LY
53531 o WM ik (3 Fixed-effects model 35! alasl, PG Hy 54 sy (Model))
Wlax| L) Fixed-effects model 358 s JWls iU Sl Jats sl 2ty Gl
ol oeds 3 cady Iy Strength of auditing and reporting standards &5s e~
Aad) ciadadl U Lalaadl (3 800 ol padl ) AU S el Jas danl sl 3355 (3 Y1 alysbo 504l
Gl Laleald 31 25,054 (Sig=(0.000, 0.000, 0.0038, 0.0445)< 5% JlesY) azy i)
Sig=(0.5526, o5l el ciuslaiyl Julgall pla 5T 3509 oo xe Sig=(0.0589)<5%
90 80.90 &5 48 55 5,05 33 #54¢ 525 <0.1711, 0.3153 )> 5%

T Sl Jgl) Jlaryl 3l g5 D 2-5
S Y z3sedl Ol paned dsal St gl in) dtys 1-2-5
—Iglg LaS™ &)z Y1 o)L | =W Sk Joudl ol

Unit root test d.>gil ydor tylast (14-5) Jgaend!

AoV Gl et e oSl i) | gl B ) S oL
PP ADF | Pesaran | Levin PP ADF Pesaran Levin
0.000 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.0364 | 0.1741 0.547 0.1585 | COMO1
- - - - 0.044 0.23 0.040 0.000 COMO03
0.000 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.1285 | 0.0773 0.2403 | 0.0851 ECO
0.000 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.1041 | 0.1335 0.145 0.099 FIN
0.000 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.1955 | 0.0716 0.3523 | 0.0028 Tax
0.000 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.0702 | 0.4418 0.469 0.25 POL
0.000 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.9678 0.884 0.9925 | 0.1528 EDU
0.000 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.6553 | 0.2011 0.4235 | 0.0169 INFRA
0.000 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.125 860.26 0.3761 0.445 BUS
0.000 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 | 0.952 0.8825 0.8157 | 0.0131 TEC

Eviews w2 s Tl ezl
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(ECO; «COMOL; fddt Ly Bjlis (s9endl 8 COMO3; jshl jLinul e Jgudl a5k,

5T Lenginn Of L (g2l 3 30n 530l TEC, (BUS; (INFRA; (EDU; (POL; TAX; FIN

iyl o Bl el o] A Llé LSl o ixuss ithe majority Prob>5% :% 5 . L

(EDU; (POL; (TAX; <FIN; (ECO; «COMOL; :1(1) 2oyl s akolSan LT ey Lt LY

COMOL; 25l oy Lo dizll LalSdl wde aulys o 4y A (1)~TEC, (BUS; (INFRA,
.TEC; BUS; (INFRA; (EDU; (POL; TAX; <FIN; (ECO; 2zsj LSl

Sam Y Zigedl O phned el Judadl o Szl S B Aty 2-2-5

Sl dulys S LoV aom,dll e Gg )l el day el LSl gyl ) o> e ST g
—: 4k Ls"Cointegration test dall )

Cointegration test & ziwdl JulSdl B :(15-5) Jadl
Kao Residual Cointegration Test
Series: COMO1 ECO FIN TAX POL EDU INFRA BUS TEC
Date: 040918 Time: 16:02
Sample: 2006 2020
Included observations: 270
Mull Hypothesis: Mo cointegration
Trend assumption: Mo deterministic trend
User-specified lag length: 1
MNewey-West automatic bandwidth selection and Bartlett kernel

-Statistic Prob.
ADF -2 724761 0.0032
Residual variance 0.055784
HAC variance 0.021957

Eviews oz e Tl 1 yduzadl
«Prob=(0.0032)<5% :% 5 . Lié 151 Prob astasy1 ikl 0Ls Joddl o ¢lsd LS,
o oY) dsb 1S e 1Me sy AN Hy bl ol s Ho 2l s dl) 285 g
BUS; (INFRA; <EDU, (POL; TAX; (FIN; <ECOy 52}y COMOL; duslstl 535> 25
VECM ;Ua_;-\ G'M. CJ}&.AJ L@.;}-.LI ﬁg)&.&b 2\.3...35)/\.“ &:’.J-"T a.ﬁa_,..f TECI

SLamyl gl Slodas gme s JlamY) il wils 3-2-5

—1 AU Sl 3 g 9o LS Slas Y1 il il aed
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Sl puidl Olodas gang z350d) pui :(16-5) Jond
Vector Error Comrection Estimates
Date: 04/11/18 Time: 10:45
Sample (adjusted). 2008 2020
Included observations: 234 after adjustments
Standard errors in () & t-statistics in []

Cointegrating Eq: CointEq1 Error Correction: D(COMO01)
COMO1(-1) 1.000000 CointEq1 -0.137043
(0.02372)
ECO(-1) 0.069044 [-4.06461]
(0.07227)
10.95537) D(COMO1(-1) -0.287208
{0.05924)
FIN(-1) -0.208225 [-4.84797]
(0.14734)
[-1.41324] D(ECO(-1)) 0.002277
(0.03644)
TAX(-1) -0.005895 10.06249) D(TEC(-1)) -0.108634 System: UNTITLED
(0.00310) (0.08237) Estimabon Mehod Least Squares
[-1.90128) D(FIN(-1)) -0.122478 [F1:31881] Dgle 0414148 Time: 1052
(0.07221) ,
POL(-1) -1.336818 [-1.69618] c 0.410757 Sampie: 2008 2020
[5‘1)61 ';’;23,’ D(TAX(-1)) -0.000819 paua, oS
: 0.00343) [6.42992] Totalsystem (balanced) opsenvaions 2106
EDU(-1) 0.411527 [-0.23881)]
(0.16323) Resquared 0.440701 Coeent S Eme  IStasic  Prod
e oean  meelshee
(0.08444) .
INFRA(-1) 0.725347 1-0.34226) SE. equation 0202975 o) LLN03 0003715 4064605 00000
(0.13920) F-statistic 1757130 c2) 287208 0059243 4847973 00000
5.21064] D(EDU(-1) 0.867226 Log likelihood 46.75537 co) 0002277 003343 0062490 03502
(0.10319) Akaike AIC -0.305601 :
BUS(-1) -0.579378 (8.40427] Schwarz SC -0.143172 g;; j;ggg g% ;gggg ggm
(0.20350) Mean dependent -0.058975 d 3 5
[-2.84704) D(NFRA(-1)) m@.ﬁ‘)sp, dependent 0.265518 g(g) g.gg gogtg 4;.3;42% gg
. ) . 1031 4 ]
TEC(-1) ﬁiazs:osg Sl ODesminantresdcondanch o) OF D05 Q0B 2076 07856
: eterminant resid covariance
[222131) D(BUS(-1)) 0.034547 Log ikelihood cl9) 0034547 043210 0299341 0795
(0.13321) /% % .l 0{10) 108634 006373 1318308 04874
10.25934] Akaike information criterion ' : : oy :
c 1134680 Sehvwacs coledont o) M5 0025 542018 0000

Eviews oz e Tl 1yl
REENCE I NCN S PRV WO VP PR WS PR O PN U T P © B RE S

Long run :-

er; = COMO1; + 0.069 ECO; - 0.2082 FIN.; -0.0059 TAX;; —1.3368 POL,
+ 0.4115 EDUy; + 0.7253 INFRA; - 0.5794 BUS;; - 0.388 TEC; + 1.1347

Short run :-

COMO01;=-0.137 €11 - 0.2872 ACOMO1 4 + 0.0023 AECOyq — 1.2248 AFINy, -
0.0008 ATAX:1 - 0.0289 APOLy + 0.8672 AEDUy - 0.0251 AINFRA; +
0.0345 ABUS - 0.1086 ATECy, — 0.11076

C(1)=(-0.137) and P- value :%0 5 ety 1dle mromad) Jalas 2eis Joudl 4oy LS
(FINg (ECOy Jolgalls dmnl) 535 aod 2l ¥l aysb dd) 2351 a5k Le =(0.000)> 5%
Jins yaild U Sl s 3,5 ) 3] 3 TEC, <BUS; (INFRA, <EDU; POL, (TAX,
Jo ) O @Bl It Y1 Sy g ) falas s ¢ il i) )il By 4] ol ¢l
0.137 + 1) 2w 7.3 Q) o odn Lo alysbll SV &g g Y0 13.7 Jias soailly fuslel
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2 2013 Joil @ Zhead Wb s Jof 0580 by cadea1 Ol 3l ) 652 U (2 7.299=
th LS heg sl B L e s o 3 EL o 2020 of e 008 meear gy
_In(L-TB) LN(1-15(-0.137))
T 15

& 0t oyl s Bl g o bt 5 sl e 2l 2 90 744 olaie Lo Jlpese] U
744 s it tadeo SV Lo i Wl U] e s LG 0l s 1 35546 cn ) Y

W Tdas 2l B ol e sy dad) V1 3 8ss IS8 o ) 515 iy 5 g %0

=0.07445=7.44%

S ols ags S asltazn) (3 O dwdl andy

)l A s iy by all Ol 45 euy e Fixed-effects model 356 jles) s ads 39
L) V) 3 i) Basgl e Lehad sl Somedll Cial BegDUl Jgd) s S 2SI 8l LT cple

A o In(2) LN(2) L o
; L) s L>”-l O ) Lo =7 +/7-9031 NI 5 Y\ ; (53] Ls‘

& i 18,62 £ BB LSl bl ) gy G 9,31 bty 2 Jglll oy gl
OF L s 811 Jolsally 2l B35 Jor Y1 a8 ded) 2851 o) Wald Test L) on >
Prob=0.9502, 0.09, 0.8113, :% 5 L 5T ,uad eduld Prob astesY) i yab
U W el Ty el bl sl 1ag <0.7322, 0.7866, 0.7954, 0.1874>5%
COMOL; sl 3555 5 OMaladl Ola o a1 35008 1LSn e a3 334 Lo ) Ladliy gl
Sl Byl anul e ey S L (Prob=(0.000, 0.09)<5% ) Sly 2z ailailly

— 1l AL SN M JoY1 Bl @ g1 Jalsall 15 4

S Lyl e Byl fudhd Sl Jetedl 1(9-5) S

D{FIN} Residuals

7ww4w4ﬁA“%mWwwaw%W

C{COMO1) Residuals D{ECDY) Residuals
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Eviews oz L Tl 1 ydazadl

iz DByl Ladle of L 00 5 wie TSalus Jined m3sad 0B 5L IV e s LS,
—i b LS bl (osiiall ) 33y 2 Sl dns (il BB sl Ly (0 2l Jo

AN S ol J93 iy 1 (10-5) ISt

Strength of auditing and reporting standards Fthical behavior of firms
Dendrogramme utilisant [a Distance moyenne (entre groupes) Dendrogramme utilisant la Distance moyenne (entre groupes)
Distance redimensionnée cluster combing Distance redimensionnée cluster combiné
S R I S SR T B A S

il ]
8 Wig  §
9 w15
17 dutd 1

j— g 1E]—

8
1§ — g
1 Ay 15|J -
1g— [ }
lay 13
f iy 8
2 wigp 6
w12 4
10 Blaa 10

g 14

16i— st 17
T il :

SPSS 24 w2 e Tsly @ ylazall

eset L A 0 Jgs Ethical behavior of firms s 22 a5l JKa IS

J9> 10 25 :(01) aibl aesedtl (L2 i omesast 2Ll 26V 13 (01) 2egod fois
Loty (Sl o758l g7 S ¢ Jortd) i (oS ) clannglsSTpgaliled) e Y1 1 oo
(gl Vlaglss 1 o2 s 06 s 30 (02) ) i pndl o Lisld 8T s gl s ey
e Loy ¢ Jlal) eslsbns¥) oo JS7(02) sosndtl iss o (3 eslablall (Sl 2S5 €915y
5 :(01) aesastl : JLd iz Strength of auditing and reporting standards s
(gl Yleglet (Il IS 1 o g 11 s 1(01) a0 e pntl 1omdil megesdt )
(Joild) sl 1(02) B aegal bz (o oS Slygiid (henSUl ¢l a3l eslsi Y1
Jag galibadl ¢ sl g5y 3 ¢ el (WSlas (oY1 2 oo J93 05 :(02) aesast oias o &
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% 13.7 moeadl folas G iy L3 L& 22 WGl g5 0 ol ) Sgit o i)
L Fixed-effects model 7354 Ll ade Jundl Gyladl Jans o dnnsll Lol 130 el s
Sy B S dilaig JolS) ol )il B p dndyy Doy il cnl) )l Bz b pety

IFRS o5 & & &gl dwlondd! 8392 o BB Gbliadl dilow 30 Ly — VI

(Seaddl Gl sl Wt 1-6
Strength of auditing 5 Ethical behavior of firms aw\ 53 lagl Luadl 236 lasd
=W il (6-4) s+ (02) 5 (01) colsk! >~ and reporting standards

Pooled Regression Model :-

COMO1=-1.5892 + 0.0304 ECOx - 0.2491 FIN; + 0.0127 TAX; + 0.8074 POL;
+ 0.0443 EDU, + 0.005 INFRA; + 0.8458 BUS; - 0.2215 TEC;

COMO03;= 1.8323 - 0.0984 ECO; + 0.5229 FIN; + 0.0079 TAX; + 0.3825 POL;
+ 0.3822 EDU; + 0.0036 INFRA; - 0.567 BUS; + 0.00812 TEC;

Fixed Effect Model :-

COMO1= 3.3208 + 0.2258 ECO; - 0.1544 FIN; - 0.001 TAX; + 0.6763 POL; -
0.7762 EDU, + 0.2694 INFRA, + 0.0509 BUS; — 0.1586 TEC;

COMO03:=0.6381 - 0.0698 ECO; + 0.7404 FIN; - 0.0009 TAX; - 0.1583 POL; +
0.4756 EDU, - 0.1014 INFRA, + 0.1069 BUS; + 0.07784 TEC,

P-value(0.000, :%0 5 .- Lot Jaf aslaxyl a5l of Wald test jlex) mop gmlll b5 oy

e sas BV Ho sl ano il s aisy (COMO3; s COMOL, 254 1 0.000)<5%
oA Liy (Ho - All Dummy=0 (Pooled Regression Model)) w.asll iyt wa aliai)
irly Aol Al S5, o B0 it (3 Fixed-effects model z3sed alasl, Bt Hy L)
Fixed-effects model z3s¢ yxd o a5 sl Vs B 3¥1g 2gy9¥l5 2 pal (IS s 5
A e B Bl B3 3 W gl gl liel) e 3 oy sl Tolas] LY
il ipeskadl ciewlnd) slasyl e 3 aupdl olpxdl ) Ethical behavior of firms
& J3 2,15 Sig=(0.0006, 0.0001, 0.0000, 0.0294, 0.0098)< 5% L=y casmd
Sig=  JlesW iy 12l Lulsall pls 50 55 pis o0 Sig=(0.0541)< 5% U1 Jalsal
Strength  25s sory Loy (90 98.25 il dpnis 5,43 93 =344 59 ((0.7037, 0.7602)>5%
) adedl w535 (3 Y1 alyob 740 o) Of auditing and reporting standards
SU b S i) e L2 Sig=(0.000, 0.0027)< 5% toeadl AUl Jalall (3 25801 o acd
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Sig=(0.2558, 0.7174, LssSall (Jloe ity il Bl Bl (ol (sLiazyl) Lalsel
9% 96.01 i 25 25 5,0 ~» 0.3069, 0.3901, 0.5091, 0.1823)> 5%

i gt wlowall 8357 o Lol gblil dilog b Lol Z3g0dl puis 26
it Jdad L1 Jised) 1-2-6
F St (11-5) Jﬁ..J\

:f“
*f

COMD1 COMO3 FIN
56 5 g2
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13 13
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IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII 40 TITIT I T T I T T I T I T I T I T T T I T T I TIT I T T ITIT 40 TITIT I T I T T T I T T T I T I T I T I T T T T T TITITTT iz TITIT I T I I T I T I T I T I T I T I T I T I T T T T ITTT
BoroCproogNORAnEga =g P S A S A gorEpruaguegaocgaza BEor@proagNoRAnEgazE
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TAX POL EDU INFRA
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5
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3
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Eviews oz e Tl : jleaadl
A 1-06 (e 53 s ) fdled) Cadd 2ISon wblin 596 35y 3L o) gl
4.4 4.0 D Jsm crin saslan Ll dwgull olpsll Ol A 2wy 02-20
A5 &) ady Y adnal) Calsdll w28l 3-20 4 3-06 e dneld U adaill oS ey 4.8
3.60 2.75 il Jsm Lt an gl prall el 578 JolS7 e Tisaas il liomis L
5-20 41 4-006 sl 5L Jsb e azall c I abadll 3 Sl Slamis G pwd - 3 425
425 B e dids B125e ¢ L))

dlax Y el Ol e dne ) St ) ] Aoty 2-2-6

—i ok LSyl aa Yl ol ails (Lol Joudt asld
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Unit root test du>glt ydor Stylast ((17-5) Jgaond!

S Bl sl ) sy o) ] | Sgmad) (B a ) JesShdl il ) ol
PP ADF | Pesaran | Levin PP ADF | Pesaran | Levin
0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.9697 | 0.0877 | 0.5321 | 0.1588 | COMO1
0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.3705 | 0.5288 | 0.4142 | 0.038 | COMO03
0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.034 | 0.5562 | 0.415 | 0.1087 | ECO
0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.1050 | 0.0697 | 0.2803 | 0.1213 FIN
0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.2787 | 0.2911 | 0.2315 | 0.0001 Tax
0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.151 | 0.096 0.398 0.132 POL
0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.8837 | 0.9982 | 0.9914 | 0.7221 | EDU
0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.1987 | 0.2946 | 0.5045 | 0.133 | INFRA
0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.232 | 0.125 0.625 0.001 BUS
0.0001 | 0.0005 | 0.0001 | 0.000 | 0.7393 | 0.7335 | 0.6087 | 0.0204 | TEC

Eviews oz L Tl 1 ydaadl

POL, TAX; FIN; (ECO; (COMO3, (COMOL; asll Ludldl Jlize) pus e Jpudl aSE,
the majority % 5 . Lé ;5T Lengns of s st 3 TEC, (BUS; (INFRA, (EDU;,
T pll) e lalSan UT g L8 LW 3oyl e Gl 6] oy L2 LSl odis S5y (Prob>5%
sy (1)~ TEC, (BUS; (INFRA; (EDU;, (POL; TAX; FIN; (ECO, .COMO1, :I(1)
iz COMO3; (COMOL; 2wl 359> (5580 1S 2l izl LS SUde lys o

TEC, (BUS; (INFRA, <EDU, (POL; :TAX; (FIN; (ECO; asfl >

ilam Y m3ledl O el a1 ot il JolSH SBYe dulys 3-2-6

S ol s S LoV don,ddl o Gadll (3 aaed) Ll gl i) a3 o ST ey
—: W Jgud) s LS"Cointegration test el

Cointegration test &zl JsS wEds :(18-5) Jguxd!

Kao Residual Cointegration Test Kao Residual Cointegration Test
Series: COMO1 ECO FIN TAX POL EDU INFRABUS TEC Series; COMO3 ECO FIN TAX POL EDU INFRABUS TEC
Date; 04127118 Time:; 10:40 Dale: 0472718 Time: 10:42
Sample: 2006 2020 Sample: 2006 2020
Included observations: 75 Induded obsenvations: 75
Mull Hypothesis; Mo cointegration Mull Hypothesis: Mo cointegration
Trend assumption: No deterministic trend Trend assumption; No deterministic trend
User-specified lag length: 1 User-specified lag length: 1
Newey-West automatic bandwidth selection and Bartlett kernal Mewey-West automatic bandwicth selection and Batlet kemel
{-Stafistic  Prob. L-Statistic  Prab.
RDF -3479235  0.0003 ADF -4.481655  0.0000
Residual variance 0.003042 Residual variance 0.002831

HAC variance 0.002012 HAC variance 0.001547

Eviews w2 s Tl izl
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Prob=(0.000, :% 5 . L& 15f Prob astasY skl 0o Joadi o gl LaS,

Ash 20Sen B BBV 39y U Hy ) 2080 iy Ho 2e2,) (28,5 45 <0.000)<5%

POL; TAX; (FIN; (ECOy |—!s)ls COMO3; cCCOMOL; drlstl 535 > (550 (s AaY)
VECM U1 e hgey Lap s o4 48y sbllL TEC, (BUS; (INFRA; (EDU,

gwg\ ki) Orledes dygime JLa|g S;Lv:ﬂ\ ) b 4-2-6
—i b WS Gl Y padd s Ll Jeud eodd

ilar ) Z3ledl s ((19-5) Jgad

Viecor Eror Comechon Estmales Vaclor Emor Comecion Estmales

Date: 042718 Tirne 0337 Date: 042718 Time: 10:07

Sample (adjusted) 2008 2020 Sample (adjusted): 2009 2020

Included observations: 65 afler adusiments Included observations: 60 after adustments

Standard errors in () & stabistics in]] Standard emorsin () & Latatistics in[)

Colntegrabing Eq Comifqt  Emor Comection: DICOMOT)  Cointegrating Eq CoiEql  Ervor Comaction: D{COM03)

CONOA1) 100000 oo JJ:'-???:@ COMO3(-) 1000000 CointEq1 0192616
opead (005340) DPOLL) 0116239
o) QEm : ECOr1) 0487149 1260698] (0.18230)
Oy DCOWDIE) 0087038 (11768 S
{24837 (0.12943) (4193 DCOMOI-) 0089482 pony oy 0031488
P 239476 e 1709
NG ?ﬂm DEECO(-1) 0023369 (0.14100) e P
, 0.04450 .
L4130 (osoett 8 pcomns2) '{041'01?5?55} DEK) Ao
W) doms  DENCY) oot e ?n%ﬂtff;:] 031164 S
(Oueaih) ' D(EDUG-2 0.085599
g;g‘m [0.19867] 29 peooy  ammuz D e
DTAX-1) 0002263 POLK) 0457015 [fg'gggf; HRA
Pu..“] 'H“EHS (0.00338) iEIiEIiEEI] Z 3[|NFM"|]] 0112513
(0.090%9) [0.66310] [461324) DIECOL2) 0048840 (0.13006)
FI ppouen 43.1989.9?55 EDU) 0200622 (0.05440) s
(0.18942) 091623
EOUL) 086 1100182 (022405 FO91623] yonrra2) Aorizo
(0:20021) O8I e 0014204 [Eu'ams]]
(013073)  INFRAA1) 0885231 12303) g _—
NERK) 05302 [1.04247] (0.16731) e’ 022112)
T RERT e 0068972 010
e (INFRA(-1)) 0.010146 (FING-2)) -
E 010886)  gygi) 017630 041516 pypus2y 0326508
1009512 (0.18934) 059377 (0.16284)
BUSH1) 0915009 : ;
H008419] [200758]
(0f7249)  DBUSEN) ”t_ﬂfsjg:; DITAX-A)) 0008285
S 359 (owwg  TECH) 036 000359) OFECEN) 0052028
BITEC(-1)) 044414 (0.16339) (231039 {gg;gil
T 03 pinsin 194181 i
(01268) EpESTAN c sgp4 DTAXE2) Q00450 precr.) 0147258
1303284 c _% %31 222001 (0.58566) (0.00318) (0.08292)

Eviews oz e Tl 1 yduzadl
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—1 VS B Ghlol) s Sl Lalsally Bl 5300 oY) By dlysh BN S iy

Long run

er1 = COMO1; - 0.2522 ECOy.; + 0.4856 FIN; -0.0105 TAX;; — 1.073 POL; -

0.67 EDUy; + 0.5397 INFRA.; - 0.915 BUS; + 0.3788 TEC,; + 2.70856

er1 = COMO3;; + 0.4871 ECOy4 - 0.3995 FIN;.; + 0.008 TAX.; + 0.467 POL,

+ 0.2 EDUq; - 0.8852 INFRA.; - 0.0178 BUS;.; + 0.3172 TEC; — 5.9901

Short run

COMO01;=-0.1784 €1 - 0.087 ACOMOI, - 0.02337 AECOy1 + 0.0176 AFIN4
+ 0.0022 ATAX;1 - 0.19 APOL4 + 0.1457 AEDU; + 0.0101 AINFRA, + 0.061
ABUS.1 - 0.0444 ATEC; — 0.0312

COMO03; =-0.1926 e.; + 0.0695 ACOMO03:4 - 0.0488 ACOMO3:, - 0.0284

AECOq1 - 0.0498 AECOyp + 0.0142 AFIN¢; + 0.069 AFIN:., + 0.0083 ATAX:; -
0.00945 ATAX:, + 0.1182 APOL1 - 0.0315 APOL,+ 0.071 AEDU, + 0.0856

AEDU; - 0.1125 AINFRA1 - 0.0703 AINFRA:, + 0.0466 ABUS;., + 0.3265
ABUS; + 0.05293 ATECy.q + 0.1473 ATEC.,

152l o Long and Short run causality Jo31 xady dyob ddl B uST Sk LS
=W Jgad) (3 emils s ol Wald test jLas) JSs on 2 blall o JUBIU 2l 85 55mg 5l

System: UNTITLED

Sl i) Sledes dygins 1(20-5) gl

CoM01

Estimation Method: Least Squares
Date: 042718 Time: 09:49

Sample: 2008 2020
Included obsenvations: 65

Total system (balanced) obsenvations 585

System: UNTITLED

Sample; 2009 2020
Included obsenvations: 60

CoOM03

Eslimation Method: Leas! Squares
Date: 042718 Time: 10015

Total system (balanced) observations 540

ci

Coeficient  Std Emor  tSlatisic  Prob. gﬁgi

o) M O0T0R8 2837 0019 o
o) Q087039 0130432 0624243 0538 o)
o) 0023369 004502 0525108 05997 il
o) 001763¢ 0088750 0198675 08426 ce)
C6) 000243 0003M2 0630 057 U
0(6) Q180765 0189420 100824 03169  cuz)
o 045667 0130732 1042474 0277 COY
C6) 0010145  OADG6ST 0035125 0843 e
00) 0061023 0458500 0365003 07004  cits)
C(10) Q044414 0070680 0557412 05775 E::;;
ci11) 03201 001200 255756 00108 opro)

Coefficient

0192616
0.069482
-0.048766
-0.028442
-0.049840
0.014204
0.068972
0.008285
-0.009450
0.118239
-0.031486
0.071024
0.085599
-0.112513
-0.070260
0.046577
0.326509
0052926
0.147259

Std. Efror

0.053401
0.135562
0.156482
0.072554
0.054396
0.125050
0.116159
0.003586
0.003180
0.182295
0.179939
0.184831
0.187881
0.120062
0.114929
0221125
0.162637
0.084654
0.082918

-Statistic

-3.606984
0.512547
-0.311640
-0.392010
-0.916233
0.113588
0593772
2310392
2871775
0648614
0.174983
0.384262
0.455601
-0.865074
-0.611331
0.210636
2007593
0625208
1.7759T1

Prob.

0.0004
06086
0.7555
06053
03601
0.9096
0.5530
0.0214
0.0032
05170
0.8612
07010
06489
03878
05414
08333
0.0454
05322
0.0766
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Wald Test Wald Test Wald Test

System: Untitied System: Unitied System: Untitled

Test Stafistic Value o Probability Test Stalistic Value of Probability Test Statistic Value df Probability
Chi-square (1841578 2 0.6565 Chi-square 0.369722 2 04312 Chi-square 15.43285 2 0.0004

Null Hypeshesis: CI4=CI5)=0 Mull Hypothesis: C{E)=C(7)=0 Mull Hypothesis: C(8)=Ci9)=0

Hull Hypofhesis Summary. Hull Hypodhesis Summary: Mull Hypothesis Summary.

Normalzed Restricon (=0} Value S Em.  Normalized Restriction (= ) Value Sld Em.  Nommalized Restriction (= 0) Value Std Em.

i) 028442 0072554 CIE) 0.014204 0125050 C(8) 0008285  0.003586
Ci5) 040840 0054396 CfT) 0068972 0196159 C(9) 0008450  0.003130
Wald Test Wald Test Wald Test

System: Uniled System: Untitled Systen; Unlitled

Test Stafishic Vahie | Probabiity Test Stalishc Vahia of Probabifly TestStafistic Value df Probability
Chi-square 0420776 2 08103 Ch:-square 0224399 2 08939 Chi-square 0822538 2 0.6628

Hull Hypothesis: C(10=C{11)=0 Hull Hypothesis: C(12)=C(13)=0 Null Hypothesis: C{14)=C(15)=0

Hull Hypothesis Summary. Hull Hypothesis Summary; Null Hypothesis Summary:

Hormalized Reskiction (= 0) Value Std. Em. Normalized Resticion (= 0) Value Std. Em. Normalized Restriction (= 0) Value Std. Em.

C10) 0118238 0182285 C(12) 0071024 0184831 C{14) 0112513 0.130062
Ciny 031486 017993 Ci1Y) 0085500  0.137881 C(15) 0070260 0.114029
Wald Test Wald Test

System: Unlited System: Unfitled

Test Stafistic Value (v Probability TestStatisfic Value df Probability

Chi-square 4613626 2 0.0936  Chi-square 3176296 2 0.2043

Null Hypothesis: C{18)=C(17}=0 Null Hypothesis: C18)=Ci19)=0
Null Hypothesis Summary: Hull Hypothesis Summary;

Hormalized Restriction (= 0) Value Sid.Em. Mormalized Restncion (= 0) Value Std.Em.

Cl16) 0046577 0221125 C(18) 0052926  0.084554
ci) 0326509  0.162637 Ci19) 0447259 0.082918

Eviews oz e Tl 1 yduzadl

(COMOL; 28l IS U0 5 (ssmms e Bginng idlur prmnad) Julos Bois Jgddbl amzy LS

453 L C(1)= (-0.1784, -0.1926) and P- value=(0.0119, 0.0004)> 5% :COMO3;
(POL; (TAX; (FIN; (ECOy dms sh1 Joolsally dpsl ) 8395 and &l AoV iy sl Al D)
Ay U} Jsosll gl Jans il 5281 5,08 ) 3L8) (3 2l sbULL TEC; (INFRA, <EDU;
Jns smadlly bilall el W) Bl I Y1 Sy o ) alas Radh ¢ Jal) 2l )i
2w 5192 52 5.6 ) oUW odin £ed sl SV 3y (s e 96 19.26 96 17.84
2 il ot ol 055 Sy e Ol Al U g5 (0.1926 = 1 0.1784 1)
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(2011 b & dj.il L (COMOL; 25t ti o 2017 b & e L}Gj ¢ 2011 C)jf
i E el )L Ao a5 e 3 (COMO3; 25k 2l A0 2 2016 Olyory
- InL-TB) _ LN(1-15(-0.1784)) _ 08.679% 1 = InL-TB) _ LN(L-15(-0.1926))
T 15 T 15
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Variables Indicator Name 2005 2006 | 2007 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017 2018 2019 2020
GNI per capita, ECO01 2700 3090 3580 4200 4270 4460 4580 5140 5480 5470 4820 4270 5593 | 5785,9 | 5979 6172
Macroeconomic 6,291 | 6,567 | 6,413 | 6,084 | 6,389 | 4,754 | 5,720 | 5,709 | 5,483 | 6,406 | 5,346 4.8 5,024 4976 | 4,862 | 4,7496
environment ECO02 3 934 003 02 54 425 728 965 43 514 815 1 8
Economic Goods market efficiency 3,578 | 3,659 | 3,864 | 3,518 | 3,356 | 3,567 | 3,381 | 2,990 | 3,195 | 3,476 | 3,505 3,5 3,267 | 3,2544 | 3,226 | 3,1982
factor ECO03 2 044 972 03 15 967 327 446 06 619 827 4 3
Exports ECO04 3,824 | 3,794 | 3,626 | 3,619 | 3,598 | 3,192 | 2,403 | 2,637 | 2,716 | 2,363 | 2,174 1,68 | 1,149 | 1,3478 | 1,136 | 0,9246
Foreign direct investment 0,078 | 0,110 | 0,087 | 0,108 | 0,140 | 0,099 | 0,089 | 0,050 | 0,056 | 0,049 | -0,017 | 0,063 | 0,077 | 0,0358 | 0,03 | 0,0242
(FDI) ECO05 4 11 5 01 14 89 95 26 42 21
Financial market 2,891 | 3,065 | 3,057 | 2,942 | 2,785 | 2,821 | 2,640 | 2,392 | 2,607 | 2,722 | 2,771 2,9 2,613 | 2,5893 | 2,561 | 2,5333
sophistication FINAO1 5 878 651 13 44 963 653 785 14 805 324 1 3
activity of Financial Market | 5,02E | 2,66E | 1,62E | 2,32E | 1,71E | 1,31E | 1,92E | 3,52E | 4,80E | 4,01E | 1,31E | 8,11E | 6,3E- | 1,28E- | 1,4E- | 1,42E-
FINAO2 -08 -07 -07 -07 -07 -07 -06 -07 -07 -07 -05 -06 06 05 05 05
Protection of minority 4,49 4,9 4,56 3,9 3,7 3,9 3,7 3,1 3 3,5 3,7 3,7 3,09 | 2,9708 | 2,854 | 2,7374
shareholders FINAO3
Financial Financing through local 2,454 | 2,800 | 2,730 | 2,805 | 2,511 | 2,170 | 2,128 | 2,167 | 2,085 | 2,108 | 2,463 | 2,5 | 2,147 | 2,1065 | 2,066 | 2,0255
factor equity market FINAO4 8 489 438 53 81 528 384 875 77 02 013 6
Ease of access to loans 2,123 | 2,235 | 2,244 | 2,218 | 2,306 | 2,794 | 2,427 1,977 | 2,650 | 2,818 | 2,818 2,9 2,978 | 2,9766 | 3,044 | 3,113
FINAO5S 1 672 743 87 13 383 084 153 91 122 122 7 8
Regulation of securities 2,45 2,45 2,84 2,8 2,3 2,1 2,4 2,3 2 2,2 2,8 3 2,49 2,4963 | 2,499 | 2,5033
exchanges FINAQ6 8
Domestic credit to private 0,829 | 0,846 | 0,907 | 0,894 | 1,137 | 1,063 | 0,959 | 0,980 | 1,153 | 1,281 | 1,528 | 1,288 | 1,512 | 1,4873 | 1,541 | 1,5961
sector by banks FINAQ7 29 79 9 39 15 3 7 6 7 8 7
Total tax rate TAX01 5,274 | 5,348 | 5,348 | 5,082 | 5,194 5,04 5,04 5,04 5,04 5,033 | 5,089 | 5089 | 4970 | 4,9452 | 4,92 | 4,8946
Tax factor | Extent and effect of taxation | 3,82 3,9 3,8 3,7 3.4 3,7 3,6 3,2 3,6 3,5 34 34 3,3 3,2587 | 3,215 | 3,1717
TAX02
Transparency of government 3,763 | 4,235 | 3,769 | 3,373 | 3,146 | 3,639 | 3,144 | 2,581 | 3,436 | 3,608 34 3,2 3,062 | 3,0038 | 2,945 | 2,887
policymaking, POL0O1 294 545 25 94 68 657 505 81 127 2 4
Government efficiency 3,534 | 3,551 | 3,611 | 3,173 | 2,986 | 3,112 | 2,869 | 2,543 | 2,822 | 3,160 | 2,650 | 2,562 | 2,473 | 2,3851 | 2,296 | 2,2083
POL02 5 186 209 94 08 122 171 128 47 668 5 1 7 7
Public trust POL03 2,524 2,68 2,905 | 2,619 | 2,528 | 2,444 | 1,987 1,795 | 2,284 | 2,786 29 2,8 2,518 | 2,5172 | 2,517 | 2,5162
Accountability POL04 4,012 | 3,941 | 4,081 | 3,600 | 3,556 | 4,064 | 3,78 3,296 | 3,441 | 3,600 | 3,401 | 3,340 | 3,279 | 3,2178 | 3,157 | 3,0956
Political corruption POL05 2,812 | 2,912 | 3,107 | 2,826 | 2,767 | 3,031 | 2,606 | 2,221 | 2,396 | 2,753 | 3,1 33 | 2,828 | 2,8294 | 2,831 | 2,832
and legal Favoritism in decisions of 2,854 | 3,769 | 3,879 | 3,365 | 2,816 | 2,811 | 2,591 | 2,239 | 2,598 | 3,009 3,1 3 2,812 | 2,6302 | 2,579 | 2,528
factor government officials POL06 3 033 579 71 11 913 098 601 29 629 3 1
Property rights POL07 3,35 3,714 | 3,899 | 3,203 | 2,959 | 3,298 | 2,793 | 2,297 | 2,874 | 3,438 3,7 3,6 3,15 3,1349 | 3,118 | 3,1015
Efficiency of legal in 2,589 | 2,639 | 2,689 | 2,738 | 2,921 | 3,052 | 2,957 | 2,482 | 2,314 | 2,880 3,3 34 3,188 | 3,184 | 3,230 | 3,2772
challenging regs PO08 2 1 9 03 881 142 205 44 756 6
Business costs of crime and 4,32 3,950 | 4,332 | 4,438 | 4,286 | 4,789 | 3,962 | 3,565 | 4,062 | 3,988 4,3 4,6 4,129 | 4,1686 | 4,162 | 4,157
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violence POL09 249 593 02 55 014 223 107 13 853 2 8
costs of terrorism POL10 4,094 | 3,629 4,3 4,319 | 3,827 | 4,403 | 3,878 | 3,452 | 3,713 | 3,808 4,2 45 3,976 | 4,0279 | 4,031 | 4,0337
Organized crime POL11 4,82 4,658 | 4,962 | 4,813 | 4,475 | 5,077 | 4,475 | 3,300 | 3,799 | 4,331 4,5 4,6 4,088 | 4,0266 | 3,966 | 3,9046
Judicial POL12 3,2 3,7 3,65 3,1 2,8 2,8 2,5 2,5 3,2 3,5 3,3 34 3,07 | 3,0559 | 3,045 | 3,0341
Social and Individual / collective SOC01 4,35 4,35 4,33 4,61 4,61 4,71 47 4,8 47 4,8 4,9 4,92 5 5,0546 | 5,109 | 5,163
cultural Power distance SOC02 2,443 | 2,526 | 2,772 2,55 2,642 | 3,008 | 2,429 | 1,896 | 2,631 | 3,128 | 3,128 3,1 2,977 | 3,0214 | 3,066 | 3,1104
factor Masculinity /femininity SOC03 | 3,534 | 3,538 | 3,537 | 3,535 | 3,534 | 3,533 | 3,533 | 3,533 | 3,534 | 3,534 | 3,534 | 3,535 | 3,532 | 3,5321 | 3,532 | 3,5313
Quality of the educational 2,548 | 2,826 | 2,870 | 2,521 | 2,631 | 2,944 | 2,759 | 2,517 | 2,669 | 2,977 | 3,315 34 3,166 | 3,218 | 3,269 | 3,321
system EDUO1 5 397 16 39 22 938 629 633 04 302 893 5 5
Quality of scientific research 3,147 | 3,213 | 3,388 | 3,226 | 2,967 | 3,093 | 2,487 | 2,099 | 2,513 | 2,628 | 2,986 34 2,671 | 2,6315 | 2,591 | 2,5521
Educational institutions EDU02 6 287 322 01 03 027 696 971 59 943 288 2 8
and Technological EDU03 2,543 | 2,317 | 2,541 | 2,523 | 2,559 | 2,981 | 2,832 | 2,589 2,48 2,591 | 2,630 3,1 2,847 | 2,8775 | 2,909 | 2,9407
technologic Innovation EDU04 2,772 | 2,957 | 2,95 | 2,655 | 2,638 | 2,750 | 2,374 | 2,088 | 2,377 | 2,601 | 2,76 2,9 2,51 | 2,4883 | 2,466 | 2,4447
al factor Company spending on research | 2557 | 2,638 | 2,847 | 2,552 | 2,663 | 2,627 | 1,979 | 1,754 | 1,965 | 2,204 | 2,571 2,8 2,207 | 2,1943 | 2,163 | 2,1317
and development EDUO5 104 814 14 84 952 866 101 64 66 007 8
Firm-level technology 4,21 4,6 4,2 3,6 3,5 3,9 3,7 3,2 3,2 34 34 3,6 3,11 | 3,0202 | 2,928 | 2,8366
absorption EDUO06 4
Infrastructure BUS01 3,045 | 2,896 | 2,996 | 2,959 | 2,911 | 3,488 | 3,427 | 3,161 | 3,140 | 3,123 3,1 3,3 3,298 | 3,3173 | 3,342 | 3,3675
Business sophistication BUS02 | 3,093 | 3,158 | 3,264 | 3,034 | 3,126 | 3,330 | 2,934 | 2,538 | 2,888 | 3,216 | 3,287 3,3 3,102 | 3,1025 | 3,103 | 3,1039
Domestic competition BUS03 3,895 | 3,868 | 4,032 | 3,736 | 3,605 | 3,612 | 3,464 | 3,094 | 3,313 | 3,630 | 3,604 | 3,297 | 3,243 | 3,188 | 3,134 | 3,0792
Quality of Global Competitiveness 3,841 | 3,921 | 3,908 | 3,712 | 3,949 | 3,957 | 3,958 | 3,716 | 3,793 | 4,081 | 3,967 4 3,969 | 3,9807 | 3,991 | 4,0021
business Index BUS04 5 403 778 25 21 177 422 077 7 127 093 9 4
environmen Intensity of local 44 42 4,36 42 42 4,5 3,9 3,1 3,6 3,8 3,7 3,8 3,48 | 3,4047 | 3,328 | 3,2513
t competition BUS05
Nature of competitive 2,47 2,8 2,9 2,5 2,6 2,5 2 2 2,7 31 3 31 2,84 | 2,8711 | 2,902 | 2,9329
advantage BUS06
New businesses/per 1,000 0,111 | 0,151 | 0,191 | 0,231 | 0,271 | 0,311 0,44 0,4 0,2 0,58 0,5 0,6 0,58 | 0,6314 | 0,671 | 0,7114
people ages 15-64 BUSO7 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Size of companies BUS08 | 6,982 | 6,987 | 6,989 | 6,992 | 6,994 | 6,994 | 6,994 | 6,994 | 6,995 | 6,996 | 6,996 | 6,997 | 6,999 | 6,9993 | 6,999 | 6,9993
Ethical behavior of firms 3,802 | 3,890 | 4,139 | 3,700 | 3,347 | 3,481 | 3,254 | 2,633 | 3,076 | 3,687 3,6 3,4 3,144 | 3,0892 | 3,034 | 2,9794
COMO01 8 075 226 14 84 445 349 117 75 97 3
Quiality Efficacy of corporate 3,799 | 3,720 | 4,001 | 3,448 | 3,365 | 4,114 | 3,765 | 3,130 | 3,519 | 3,528 3,5 3.4 3,315 | 3,3176 | 3,279 | 3,2412
accounting boards COMO02 3 161 369 67 31 013 881 283 46 313 7 4
Strength of auditing and 3,82 3,5 3,68 3,5 3,6 4 3,5 2,8 3 34 3,2 31 2,99 | 2,9459 | 2,882 | 2,8185
reporting standards COM03 2
Efficiency enhancers 3,366 | 3,380 | 3,450 | 3,288 | 3,286 | 3,494 | 3,353 | 3,078 | 3,182 | 3,336 | 3,439 | 3,271 | 3,262 | 3,2574 | 3,248 | 3,2388
COMO04 9 613 281 56 08 637 189 625 22 501 585 2 5 1

Source : World Economic Forum, "The Global Competitiveness Report ”, cite : https://www.weforum.org/reports, date : 06/04/2018.
*- Estimated data.
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Null Hypothesis: RESIDO1 has a unit root Dependent Variable: COMD1
&ﬂgf::;us]f :‘?:.:lc matic - based on SIC, maxlag=3) NBo Lot Squares
o i Dale: 0228118 Time: 14:24
t-Statistic ~ Prob*  Sample: 2005 2020
; — Included observations: 16
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -3.699408 0.0012
Test crifical values: 1% level 2740613 : : =
5% level -1.968430 Variable Coeficient ~ Std.Emor  t-Slafisic  Prob.
10% level -1.604392
*Mackinnon (1996) one-sided p-values. ECO03 17214 0120490 1470842 0.0000
Warmning: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations 7 2649739 0411497  -6439274  0.0000
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 14
R-squared 0939220 Mean dependent var 3391288
Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation Adjusted R-squared 0934878 S.D.dependentvar 0.396368
Egir;ler:!dint V::l;a ble: D(RESIDO1) S E of regression 0101149  Akaike info criterion 1627975
0d: Least oquares : g o
Die- 02088 Time: 1438 Sum _sql_lared resid 0143236 Schwarz cntlenunl 1531401
Sample (adjusted): 2007 2020 Log likelihood 1502380 Hannan-Quinncriter.  -1.623029
Included observations: 14 after adjustments F-statistic 216.3377  Durbin-Watson stat 1578943
Variable Coefficient  Std. Emor  tStatistc  Prob. ProbF-statstic) 0.000000
RESIDOA(-1) 1215991 0328699 -3600408  0.0030 NullHypothesis: RESIDO1 has a unitroot
D(RESID01(-1)) 0419022 0248615 1685428  0.1177 Exogenous: Constant Linear Trend
Lag Length: 3 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3)
Mull Hypothesis: RESIDO01 has a unit root
Exogenous: Constant -Statistic Prob *
Lag Length: 3 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3)
- . Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -3.232221 0.12%1
tSlatstic  Prob ot cricalvalues: 1% level 4902279
) i 5% level -3.875302
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -1.529652  0.0266
Test critical values: 1% level 4.121990 10% level -3388330
5% level -3.144920
10% level 2713751 *MacKinnon (1396) one-sided pvalues.

*MacKinnon (1996) one-sided pvalues.

Warning: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations

and may not be accurate for a sample size of 12

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESIDO1)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02728118 Time: 14:35

Sample (adjusted): 2008 2020

Included observations: 12 after adjustments

Variable Coefiicient  Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
RESIDOA(-1) -1885894 0534300 -3528652  0.0096
D(RESIDO1(-1)) 1.148292 0439318 2613806 00347
D(RESIDO1(-2)) 0451514 0317893 1420332  0.1985
D(RESIDO1(-3)) 0470539 0248132 1896322 00997
C -0018559 0023755 0781237 04603

Waming: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 12

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESIDO1)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/28/18 Time: 14:33

Sample (adjusted) 2009 2020

Included observations: 12 after adjustments

Variable Coefficient  Std.Eror  +Statisic  Prob.,
RESIDO1(-1) -1914747 0582393 -3232221  0.0179
D(RESIDOA(-1)) 1167905 0482637 2419840  0.0519
D(RESID01(-2)) 0467438 0351042 1334570 02344
D(RESID01(-3)) 0482377 0273372 1764543  (0.1281
C 0003769 0077128 -0.048868  0.9626
@TREND(2005) 0001555 0007653 -0.203249  0.8457
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Null Hypothesis: RESIDO2 has a unit root Dependent Variable: COM01
Exogenous: None
Lag Length: 1 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3) Method: Least SqufEB
— = Date: 02/28/18 Time: 14:48
rowtste  P10" gample: 20052020
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -4159776  0.0005 Included observations: 16
Test crtical values: 1% level -2 740613
5% level -1.968430 : : o
10% level -1.604392 Variable Coeficient ~ Std. Emor  t-Stafistic ~ Prob.
*Mackinnon (1996) one-sided p-values.
Warning: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 obsenvations FINO1 1897507 0193045 9581197  0.0000
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 14 C _1 3145'58 0 5445.19 _3 331?91 {] [][]49
Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation 4
Dependent Variable: DRESID02) R-squared 0.867674 Mean dependentvar 3391268
Method: Least Squares Adjusted R-squared 0858222 S.D. dependentvar 0.396368
Date: 02/28/18 Time: 14:56 - o o
Sample (adiusted): 2007 2020 SE.of regressmn_ 0149246 Akaike mfolcmlenon 0848972
Included observations: 14 after adjustments Sum squared resid 0311841 Schwarz criterion -0.753349
o Cocliat  ShEny 18ddc Pon N Ilke!lhoud 8.799779 Hannanﬂumn criter.  -0.845027
F-statistic 0179933 Durbin-Watson stat 2210057
RESID02(-1) 1574364 0378473 4159776  0.0013 - obatiok
D(RESID02(-1)) 0424188 0247442 1714296 01122 Prob(F-statisic) 0.000000
Null Hypothesis: RESIDO0Z has a unit root Mull Hypothesis: RESIDOZ has a unit root
Exogenous: Constant Exogenous: Conslant, Linear Trend
Lag Length: 1 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3) LagLength: 1 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3)
1-Statistic Prob.* t-Statistic Prob*
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistc 3982218 00104 Augmented Dickey-Fuller test stalistic aate ol
Test crilical values: 1% lavel 4004475 Test critical values: 1% level -4 800080
5% level 3.008896 15{11‘1%1 g;ﬁgg
10% level -2690439 s i

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

Warmning: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 obsenvations

and may not be accurate for a sample size of 14

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESID02)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/28/18 Time: 14:55

Sample (adjusted). 2007 2020

Included observations: 14 after adjustments

*Mackinnon (1996) one-sided p-values.
Warmning: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 14

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESID02)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/2818 Time: 14.54

Sample (adjusted). 2007 2020

Included observations: 14 after adjustments

Variable Coeficient ~ Std Emor  tSfatistic  Prob.
RESID02(-1) -1575034 0395517 -3982118  0.0022
D(RESIDO2(-1)) 0424143 0258420 1641203  (0.1290
C 0001806 0038250 -0.047209 09632

Variable Coefficient  Std. Emor  t-Siatistic Prob.
RESIDOZ(-1) -1.574379 0414036 -3.802514  (0.0035
D(RESIDO2(-1)) 0426332 0270741 1574689  (0.1464
C 0.014827 0093633 0158348 08773
@TREND(2005) -0.001853  0.009941 -0.196507  (.8481
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Mull Hypothesis: RESID03 has a unit root

Oependent Variable: COMO1

Ex0genous. Norie Method: Least Squares
Lag Length: 1 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3) : ]
Date: 0212818 Time: 15:01
HStatistic  Prob*  Sample: 2005 2020
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -3673498 00013 Included obsenvations: 16
Test critical values: 1% level -2.740613
9% level -1.968430 Variable Coefficient ~ Std Eror  t-Stafistic  Prob.
10% level 1604392
*Mackinnon (1996) one-sided p-values. FINO3 0537629 0080712 6661050  0.0000
Wamning: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations C 1449027  029R880 4897341  0.0002
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 14
R-squared 0.760149 Mean dependent var 3391288
gﬁ'::g:;’:t‘Eggﬁj‘g'{gggg{%“a“‘m AdustedR-squared 0743017 S.D. dependentvar 0.396268
Method: Least Squares SEdf regression 0.200933 ﬂkmkemfu.cntlenun -.255223
Date: 02/28M8 Time: 15:07 Sum squared resid 0565236 Schwarz criterion -0.158650
ﬁ&?gfﬂﬁﬁfgﬁiﬁiﬂm’ﬁadjuslmems Log likelihood 4041785 Hannan-Quinncriter. ~ -0.250278
] F-statistic 4436959 Durbin-Watson stat 1457336
Variable Coeficient  Std Emor  +Statistc  Prob.  Prob{F-stafistic) 0.000011
RESID03(-1) 1096016 0298358 3673499  0.0032 \ .\, - .
ypathesis: RESIDO3 has a unit root
D(RESID03(-1)) 0466289 0245608  1.898507  0.0819 Exsoanous: Constart. Liness Trand
Null Hypothesis: RESID03 has a unit root Lag Length: 3 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxiag=3)
Exogenous: Constant = ;
Lag Length: 1 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3) tStatistic  Prob.
t-Statistic Prob.* Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -2942557  0.1856
Test critical values: 1% level -4.992279
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic 3522646 0.0237 % level -3875302
Testorticalvalues: 1% level 4004425 10% level -3388330
5% level -3.098896 P )
10% level 2 £90439 MacKinnon (1996) one-sided p-values.

*MacKinnon (1996) one-sided p-values.
Warmning: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 14

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D{RESID03)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/2818 Time: 15:06

Sample (adjusted): 2007 2020

Included observations: 14 after adjustments

Waming: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 obsemvations
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 12

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESID03)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/2818 Time: 15:04

Sample (adjusted). 2009 2020

Included observations: 12 after adjustments

Variable Coefficient  Std. Error  1-Statistic Prab.
RESID03(-1) -1.093808 0310508 -3522646  0.0048
D(RESIDO3{-1)) 0463239 0255747 1811321 0.0875
C 0014445  0.049316 02982911 07750

Variable Coefficient  Std Error  t-Statistic Prob.
RESID03(-1) -1473807 0500859 -2942557  0.0259
D(RESIDO3(-1)) 0997408 0401221 2485929 0.0474
D(RESID03(-2)) 0230348 0311425 (0739658 04874
D(RESIDO3(-3)) 0489899  0.256403 1910661  0.1046
G -0.183857 0146718 -1.253132  (.2968
@TREND(2005) 0.018710  0.014459 1293975 0.2432
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Null Hypothesis: RESID04 has a unit root
Exogenous: None
Lag Length: 0 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3)

t-Statistic Prob.*

Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -2457766  0.0180
Test critical values: 1% level -2 7128252
5% level -1.966270
10% level -1.605026

*MacKinnon (1996) one-sided pvalues.
Waming: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 15

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESID04)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/2818 Time: 15:18

Sample (adjusted). 2006 2020

Included observations: 15 after adjustments

Variable Coeflicient  Std. Error  t-Statistic Prob.

RESIDO04(-1) -0.603000 0245345 -2457766  0.0276

Null Hypothesis: RESID04 has a unit root
Exogenous: Constant
Lag Length: 0 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3)

{-Statistic Prob*

Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -2.368103  0.1659
Test critical values: 1% level -3.859148

5% level -3.081002

10% level 2681330

Dependent Variable: COMO01
Method: Least Squares
Date: 02288 Time: 15:13
Sample: 2005 2020
Included observations: 16
Variable Coefficient  Std Emor  t-Statistic  Prob.
TAX02 1349166 0256595 5257957  (0.0001
C 1327892 0899499 -1476257 01620
R-squared (663834 Mean dependentvar 3391288
Adjusted R-squared 0639822 SD.dependentvar 0.396368
SE. of regression 0237880 Akaike info criterion 0.082364
Sum squared resid 0792213  Schwarz criterion 0.178937
Log likelihood 1.341090 Hannan-Quinn criter, 0.087309
F-statistic 2164611 Durbin-Watson stat 1205118
Probi(F-statistic) 0.000121
Null Hypothesis: RESID04 has a unit root
Exogenous: Constant, Linear Trend
Lag Length: 0 (Automnatic - based on SIC, maxag=3)
{-Statistic ~ Prob.*
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic 2284644 04162
Test critical valuas: 1% level 4728363
5% level -3.759743
10% level -3324976

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

*Mackinnon (1996) one-sided pvalues.
Waming: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 obsenvations
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 15

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESID04)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/2818 Time: 15:17

Sample (adjusted): 2006 2020

Included observations: 15 after adjustments

Waming: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 abservations

and may not be accurate for a sample size of 15

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESID04)
Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/28M8 Time: 15:16

Sample (adjusted). 2006 2020

Included observations: 15 after adjustments

Variable Coefficient  Std.Emor  t-Statistic  Prob.
Variable Coefficient ~ Std.Emor  t-Statistic  Prob.
RESID04(-1) 0606216 0265344 -2284644 00413
RESID04(-1) {.602918 0254600 -2.368103  0.0341 G Q017317 0128216  -0.135064  0.8848
C 0002286 0058481 0039097 09694 @TREND(2005) 0002450 0.014106 0.173658  0.8650
Eviews oz e el 1 yheaddl
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Null Hypothesis: RESIDOS has a unit root Dependent Variable: COMO01
Eﬂgfmusfg‘fm - based on SIC. matiaae Wethod: Least Squares
LA (NI - Nkl oL~ o) Date: 0212813 Time: 15:24
tStatistic ~ Prob  Sample: 2005 2020
: — Included observations: 16
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -3406171  0.0022
Test critical values: 1% level -2.728252 ; | T
5% level -1.966270 Variable Coefficient ~ Std.Emor  Staisic  Prob.
10% level -1.605026
Waming: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations C 0600607 0416508 1442006 09713
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 15
R-squared 0.764871 Mean dependentvar 3301288
Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation AdustedR-squared  0.748076 SD. dependentvar (.396368
el SE ofregression 0198045 Akakeinfociteion  -0.275107
ethod: Least Squares ; B i
Date: 022818 Time: 15:29 Sum squared resid 0554108 Schwarz criterion {.178533
Sample (adjusted): 20062020 Log likelihood 4200855 HannanQuinnciter.  <0.270162
i e i sk 54 F-statistic 4554181 Dumin-Watsonstat  1.806435
Variable Coeficient  Std Emor  tStatistic  Prob. Prob(F-statistic) 0.000009
RESID05(-1) 0906389 0266102 -3.406171  0.0043 Null Hypothesis: RESIDOS has a unt root
Null Hypothesis: RESIDOS has a unitroot Exogenous: Constant, Lingar Trend
Exogenous: Constant Lag Length: 0 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3)
Lag Length: 0 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3)
1-Statistic Prob*
{-Statistic Prob.*
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -2.204628 01206
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test stafistic 3281407 (0349 Testoriicalvalues: 1% level -4.128363
Testciicalvalues: 1% level -3959148 2% level -3759743
5% level 3081002 10% level -3.324976
10% level -2.681330

*MacKinnon (1996) one-sided p-values.
Waming: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 absenvations
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 15

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESIDO0S)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/26118 Time: 15:28

Sample (adjusted) 2006 2020

Included observations: 15 after adjustments

*MacKinnon (1996) one-sided pvalues.
Warning: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 15

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESIDOR)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/28118 Time: 15:26

Sample (adjusted); 2006 2020

Included observations: 15 after adjustments

Variable Coefficient  Std. Eror  t-Statistic  Prob.
Variable Coefficient  Std Emor  t-Statistic ~ Prob.
RESIDOS(-1) 0822300 0287802 -3.204628  0.0076
RESID0A(-1) -0906132 0276141  -3.281407  0.0060 c 0.040306 0116059 0347282 07344
C -0003193 0052980 -0.060274 09529  @TREND(2005) 0005431 0012779 0425039  0.6783
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Mull Hypothesis: RESIDO6 has a unit root
Exogenous: None
Lag Length: 1 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3)

Dependent Variable: COMO1
Method: Least Squares
Date: 0272818 Time: 15:33

tStatisic  Prob*  Sample: 2005 2020
, — [ncluded abservations: 16
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -3.067675  0.0049
Test critical values: 1% level -2.740613 ; ; st
5% level -1.968430 Variable Coefficient  Std.Emor  #Siafistic  Prob.
10% level -1.604392
“HacKinnon (1996) one-sided p-values. POLOG 0802902 0104685 7669718  0.0000
Waming: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations [ 1053584 (2308095 3419703  0.0041
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 14
R-squared 0.807757 Mean dependentvar 3301288
Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation Adjusted R-squared 0.794026 S.D. dependentvar 0.396368
Ee&e':fiﬂwﬂﬂble-' D(RESIDO0G) SE. of regression 0.179889 Akaike info criterion {). 476482
ethod: Least Squares ; o
Date: 02128118 Time. 1536 Sum_sqqaredresm 0.453042 Smwammtlennnl .379908
Sample (adjusted) 2007 2020 Log likelihood 5811853 Hannan-Quinn criter,  -0.471536
Included observations: 14 after adjustments F-statistic 5882457 Durbin-Watson stat 1660833
Variable Coeficent S Emor  tSuisic  Prop, | ODir-stalstc) 0.000002
RESIDOG(-1) 41022537 0333327 -3.067675  0.0098 Null Hypolhesis: RESIDOG has  unit root
D(RESIDO6(-1)) 0213446 0185492 1150701  0.2723 Exogenous: Constant, Linear Trend
Lag Length: 1 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3)
Mull Hypothesis: RESIDOG has a unit root
Exogenous: Constant LSiatistic  Prob*
Lag Length: 1 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxag=3)
o . Augmented Dickey-Fuller fest statistic -3670233 00707
FStaisic  Prob®  Toct crticalvalues: 1% level 4800080
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test satistic 207203 00621 g ok
Test crilical values: 1% level 4004425 R >
5% level -3.098896 x 5
10% [evel 22690439 *Mackinnon (1996) one-sided p-values.

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

and may not be accurate for a sample size of 14

Waming: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observalions

and may not be accurate for a sample size of 14

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESIDOG)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/28M18 Time: 15:35

Sample (adjusted): 2007 2020

Included observations: 14 after adjustments

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Yariable: D(RESID0G)
Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/28118 Time: 15:34

Sample (adjusted). 2007 2020

Included observations: 14 after adjustments

Waming: Probabilities and crifical values calculated for 20 observations

Variable Coeficient  Std.Emor  t-Statistic  Prob.
Variable Coefficient  Std.Eror  t-Statistic  Prob.
RESID06(-1) 4192673 0334060 -3570233  0.0051
RESIDOG(-1) 4036253 08563 2972013 00177  DRESIDO(-1)) 0316700 0188520 1679923 0.1239
D(RESID06(-1)) 0209854 0192984 1087417  0.3001 C 0107474 0076442 1405963  0.1800
C 0011836 0034342 0344663 07368  @TREND(2005) -0.014010 0008170 -1.714825 01171
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Null Hrpum_esis: RESIDOT has a unit root DEpEnﬂEﬂl ‘.’aliahle: COM{"
Exogenous: Mone ;
Lag Length: 3 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3) Method: Least S{II.IBTES
R — Date: 02128118 Time: 15:51
Sample: 2005 2020
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test sialistic -3.851544 0.0011 il
Test critical values: 1% level -2.771926 Included obsenvations: 16
5% level -1.974028
10% level -1.602922 { ; L
o Variable Coefficient ~ Std Emor  #Sfalistic  Prob.
*MacKinnon (1996) one-sided p-values.
Waming: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 12 POL11 0711807 0110912 6417758  0.0000
C 0286290 0486564 0588392 05656
Augmented Dil:_key—FuIIerTesl Equation
Em’;ﬂ;‘:‘gﬂgﬂ“Esmw’ R-squared 0746320 Meandependentvar 3391288
Date: 0212818 Time: 165:54 AdjustedR-squared ~ 0.728200 SD. dependentvar 0.396368
e o T e SEofregression 0206644 Akaikeinfociterion 0199167
Sum squared resid (0597826 Schwarz criterion 0102593
Variable Coeficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob. 4 '-'I H ) .
Log likelihood 159333 Hannan-Quinn criter.  -0.194221
RESID07(-1) -1565338 0406418  -3851544  0.0049 Leiqfistic 4118762 Durbin-Watson stat 0.886169
D(RESID07(-1)) 0.787718 0251846 3127782  0.0141 s
D(RESID07{-2) 0632338 0246886 2561249  0.0336 Prob{F-stalistic) 0.000016
D(RESID07(-3)) 0489018 0256280 1908077 00928
Mull Hypothesis: RESIDOT has a unit root Null Hypothesis: RESIDO7 has a unit root
Exogenous: Constant Exogenous: Constant, Linear Trend
Lag Length: 3 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3) Lag Length: 3 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxag=3)
{-Statistic Prob.* 1-Statistic Prob*
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test stafistic -4032423 00116  Augmented Dickey-Fuller test stafisfic -3.760366 00592
Test crilical values: 1% level 4171990 Test crifical values: 1% level -4 992279
5% lavel 23144920 h% level -3875302

*MacKinnon (1996) one-sided p-values.
Waming: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 12

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESIDOT)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/28/18 Time: 15:54

Sample (adjusted) 2009 2020

Included observations: 12 after adjustments

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

Waming: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 12

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation

Dependent Variable: D(RESIDOT)
Method: Least Squares

Date: 022818 Time: 15:52
Sample (adjusted): 2009 2020

Included observations: 12 after adjustments

Variable Coefficient  Std.Eror  +-Statistic  Prob.

Variable Coefficient  Std Eror  t-Statistic  Prob.
RESIDO7(-1) 1672272 0444686 3760566  0.0094
RESIDO7(-1) -1663368 0412498 4032423 00050  D(RESIDO7(-1)) 0792281 0269583 2938915  0.0260
D(RESIDO7(-1)) 0799186 0249553 3202465 00150  D(RESIDO7(-2)) 0648145 0263641 2458430  (.0492
D(RESIDO7(-2)) 0651370 0245054 2658071 00326  D(RESIDO7(-3)) 0525093 0274890 1910198  (.1047
D(RESIDO7(-3)) 0522113 0255675 2042895  0.0804 C 0066514 0116327 0571787 05882
c 0039159 0036319 -1.078179 03167  @TREND{2005) 0002802 0011223 0249629 (08112
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Null Hypothesis: RESIDO8 has a unit root Dependent Variable: COMQ1
Emgencus: Hone Method: Least Squares
Lag Length: 0 alic - based on SIC, maxlag=3 ) )
b it s Dale: 28118 Time: 1600
{-Satistic Sample: 2005 2020
; = Included observations: 16

Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -2907647
Test critical values: 1% level -2.728252 ] ] o

59 Javel -1.966270 Variable Coefficient ~ Std Emor  tStafistic ~ Prob.

10% level 1605026

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

Waming: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 obsemvations

and may not be accurate for a sample size of 15

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESID08)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/28/18 Time: 16:04

Sample {adjusted): 2006 2020

Included observations: 15 after adjustments

EDU04 1456294 0217701 6689426 0.0000
C 407167 0570033 0714286 (4668

Variable Coefficient  Std. Emor  {-Stafistic

R-squared 0.761696 Mean dependent var 3391288
Adjusted R-squared 0.744674 5.D. dependentvar 0.396368
S.E. ofregression 0.200284  Akdike info criterion -0.261693
Sum squared resid 0561581 Schwarz criterion -0.165119
Log likelihood 4093540 Hannan-Quinncriter.  -0.266747
F-statistic 4474842 Durbin-Watson stat 1425120
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000010

RESID08(-1) -0.753006  0.258974  -2.907647

Null Hypathesis: RESIDO8 has a unit root
Exogenous: Constant
Lag Length: 0 (Automatic - based on 5IC, maxlag=3)

Mull Hypothesis: RESIDOS has a unit root

0.0115 Exggenous: Constant, Linear Trend

Lag Length: 1 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3)

t-Statistic ~ Prob*

{-Statistic

Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -2 787N
Tast critical values: 1% level -3.859148
h% level -3.081002

10% level -2.681330

Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -4480442  0.0167
Test critical values: 1% level -4 300080

5% level 3791172

10% lavel 3342253

*Mackinnon (1996) one-sided pvalues.

Warning: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 abservations

and may not be accurate for a sample size of 15

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESIDO)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/2818 Time: 16.03

Sample (adjusted). 2006 2020

Included observations: 15 after adjustments

*MacKinnon (1996) one-sided p-values.
Warning: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 14

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESIDO8)

Method: Ledst Squares

Date: 02/28118 Time: 16:01

Sample (adjusted). 2007 2020

Included observations: 14 after adjustments

Variable Coefficient  Std. Eror  +Statisic  Prob.

Variable Coefficient  Std. Error  t-Stafistic

RESIDO&(-1) 0748271 0268412 -2787771
c -0.014494 0050522 -0.236886

RESIDO3(-1) 1609564 0359242 4480442 0.0012
D(RESIDOS(-1)) 0541260 0248572 2177478 00545
c 0362380 0121322 2987010 0.0136
@TREND(2005)  -0.042540 0013115 -3243601  (0.0088
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Mull Hypothesis: RESIDO0S has a unit root DEDEHUEﬂt Variable: COMOA
Exogenous: None )
Lag Length: 1 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3) Method: Least Squares
Date: 0212818 Time: 16:08
t-Statistic Prab*
Sample: 2005 2020
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -3.452091 0.0021 Included observations: 16
Test critical values: 1% level 2740613
5% level -1.968430
10% level -1604392 Variable Coefficient ~ Std.Emor  #Statistic  Prob.
*MacKinnon (1996) one-sided p-values.
Wamning: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations EDUOG 0636408 0125712 5062426 00002
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 14 C 1147748 (4470 O5E5G54 00224
Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESID03) Resquared 0646716 Mean dependentvar ~ 3.391288
Method: Least Squares AdustedR-squared 0621481 SD. dependentvar 0.396368
Date: 02/28M18 Time: 16:13 : e o
Sample (adjusted). 2007 2020 SE.of regressmq 0.243861 Akaike mfolcmlenon 0132032
Included observations: 14 after adjustments Sum squared resid 0.832585 Schwarz criterion 0.228605
= P SiEs teewE  Bon L |||I(ell|h00d 0943745 Hannan{lumn citer.  0.136977
F-statistic 2562816 Durbin-Watson stat 1.239139
RESID0S(-1) 0934400 0270676 -3452091  0.0048 _eafich
D(RESID0S(-1)) 0498403 0242973 2051272  0.0627 Prob(-statstc) 000173
Mull Hypothesis: RESIDO0Y has a unit root Null Hypothesis: RESID09 has a unit root
Exogenous: Constant _ Exogenous: Constant, Linear Trend
Lag Length: 1 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3) Lag Length: 1 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3)
t-Statistic Prab.* I-Statistic ~ Prob.*
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -3311006 00345  Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic 3142241 04350
Test critical values: 1% level -4.004425 Test crifical values: 1% level -4.800080
5% level -3.098896 5% level 3791172
10% level -2.690434 10% level -3.342253

*MacKinnon (1996) one-sided p-values.
Waming: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 14

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D{RESID0S)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/28/18 Time: 16:12

Sample (adjusted): 2007 2020

Included obsemvations: 14 after adjustments

Variable Coefficient  Std Eror  +Statistic  Prob.
RESID09(-1) 0933302 0282030 -3311006  0.0068
D(RESID0Y(-1)) 0497488 0253184 1964968  0.0752
C 0.013281 0057081 0232839  0.8202

*IacKinnon (1996) one-sided p-values.
Warning: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 obsenvations
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 14

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESID09)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/2818 Time: 16:11

Sample (adjusted). 2007 2020

Included observations: 14 after adjustments

Variable Coefficient  Std. Eror  tStatistic  Prob.
RESID09(-1) 0930938 0206266 -3.142241  0.0105
D(RESID09(-1)) 0.496098 0265493 1868592 0.0912
C 0.030542 0139890 0218327  (.8316
@TREND(2005) 0002029 0014873 0136417  0.8942
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Mull Hypothesis: RESID10 has a unit root
Exogenous: None
Lag Length: 0 (Automatic- based on SIC, maxlag=3)

+-Statistic Prob*

Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -2233643 00289
Test critical values: 1% level -2728252
A% level -1.966270
10% level -1.605026

*MacKinnon (1996) one-sided pvalues.

Warning: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations

and may not be accurate for a sample size of 15

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESID10)
Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/2818 Time: 16:23

Sample (adjusted). 2006 2020
Included observations: 15 after adjustments
Variable Coefficient ~ Std. Eror  t-Statistic ~ Prob.
RESIDA0(-1) -0525208 0235136 2233643 00423
Null Hypathesis: RESID10 has a unit root
Exogenous: Constant
Lag Length: 0 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3)
{-Statistic Prob*
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic 2143464 02322
Test critical values: 1% level -31959148
5% level -3.081002
10% level 2681330

Dependent Variable: COMO1
Method: Least Squares
Date: 0212818 Time: 16:19
Sample: 2005 2020
Included observations: 16
Variable Coefficient ~ Std Emor  tStatisfic ~ Prob.
BUS03 1227697 0113150 10.85020  0.0000
C 839885 0395985 2247269 00413
R-squared 0893720 Mean dependentvar 3301288
AdustedR-squared  0.886128 S.D. dependentvar 0.396363
SE. ofregression 0133754  Akaike info criterion -1.069159
Sum squared resid 0250462 Schwarz criterion -0 972586
Log likelihood 1055327 Hannan-Quinncriter.  -1.064214
F-statisfic 117.7269  Durbin-Watson stat 1.016708
Probi(F-statistic) 0.000000
Null Hypothesis: RESIDA0 has a unit root
Exogenous: Constant, Linear Trend
Lag Length: 0 (Automalic - based on SIC, maxlag=3)
tStaisc  Prob.*
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test stafistic 2332708 0.3942
Test critical values: 1% level -4728363
5% level -3759743
10% level -3.324976

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

Warning: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 abservations

and may not be accurate for a sample size of 15

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: DRESID10)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/2818 Time: 16:22

Sample (adjusted). 2006 2020

Included observations: 15 afer adjustments

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

Waming: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations

and may not be accurate for a sample size of 15

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESID10)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/2818 Time: 16:21

Sample (adjusted). 2006 2020

Included observations: 15 after adjustments

Variable Coefficient  Std Emror  t-Statisic  Prob.
RESIDA0(-1) 0521975 0243519 -2143464  0.0516
C 0.008814 0030966 0284635  0.7804

Variable Coefiicient  Sid. Emor  t-Sfatistic  Prob.
RESID10(-1) 0623973 0267489 -2332708  0.0379
G 0.051044 0070757 0721393 04845
@TREND(2005) 0007407 0007864 0941821  0.3649
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Mull Hypothesis: RESID11 has a unit root O
Estarint: Neita Dependent Variable: COMO03
Lag Length: 1 (Automalic - based on 3IC, maxlag=3) Method: Least Squares
R Date: 022818 Time: 16:36
-olallsic roo.
Sample: 2005 2020
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic 7096330 0.0000  Included observations: 16
Test critical values: 1% level -2.740613
5% level -1.968430 : , S
10% level -1.604392 Variable Coefficient ~ Std Emor  Statistc ~ Prob.
*MacKinnon (1996) one-sided p-values.
Waming: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations POLM 1.ﬂ52'ﬂ33 0-114956 9-151533 U-UUGU
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 14 G Q442757 04102412 -1.079338  0.2987
Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation R-squared 0856781 Mean dependentvar 3296038
Dependnrt Variable: iRk 1) AdjustedR-squared  (0.846551 8. dependentvar 0377927
Method: Least Squares i I i
Date: 0228118 Time: 16:40 SE. of regression 0.148044  Akaike info criterion -0.866149
Sample (adjusted): 2007 2020 Sum squared resid 0.306837 Schwarz criterion ).769576
St ok A i S Log ikelhood 8920193 Hamnan-Quinncrter,  -0.861204
Variable Coeficent ~ Std Emor  tStatisc  Prob. F-5lalishic 8375239 Durbin-Watson stat 1121778
rob(F-stat .
RESID11(-1) 0067614 0136354 -7.006330  0.0000 Prob(F-statshc) 0000000
D(RESID11(-1)) 0773498 0128370 6025552  0.0001 Null Hypothesis. RESIDT1 has a unirool
Null Hypothesis: RESID11 has a unit root Exogenous: Constant, Linear Trend
Exogenous: Constant Lag Length: 1 (Automaic - based on SIC, maxlag=3)
Lag Length: 1 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxiag=3)
t-Siatistic  Prob.*
1-Statistic Frob.*
Augmented Dickey-Fuller fest statistic -1145809  0.0003
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test stafistic 6.970946  0.0001 Testertical values: 1% level -4.800080
Test critical values: 1% level -4.004425 3% level 3791172
5% level -3.098896 10% level -3.342253
10% level -2.690439
*MacKinnon (1996) one-sided p-values.
*MacKinnon (1996) one-sided p-values. Waming: Probabilities and crilical values calculated for 20 observations
Waming: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 obsenvations and may not be accurate for a sample size of 14
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 14
Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation Dependent Variable: D(RESID11)
Dependent Variable: D(RESID11) Kethod: Least Squares
Method: Least Squares Date: 0212818 Time: 16:38
Date: 02/28118 Time: 16:39 Sample (adjusted): 2007 2020
Sample (adjusted): 2007 2020 Included observations: 14 after adjustments
Included observations: 14 after adjustments
Variable Coefiicient ~ Std Emor  t-Sfatistic  Prob.
Variable Coefficient  Std Emor  t-Statistic  Prob.
RESIDA1(-1) 0958273 0134108 -7145509  0.0000
RESID11(-1) 0065896 0138560 -6.870046 00000  D(RESID11(-1)) 0775958 0126134 6151853  0.0001
D(RESIDA(-1)) 0774148 0130433 50835218  0.0001 i 0.060846 0039258 1540895 (0.1522
G 0013717 0017367 0789802 04463  @TREND(2005) 0005541 0004172 -1328156 02136
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Null Hypothesis: RESID12 has a unit root Dependent Variable: COM03
Exogenous: None Wethod: Least Squares
Lag Length: 0 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3 p
gLendh o€ = Date: 0228118 Time: 1650
t-5tatistic Prob*  Sample: 2005 2020
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic 054045 04t INcluded obsenvalions: 16
Test critical values: 1% level -2728252
5% level -1.966270 Variable Coeficient  Std Emor  tStafisic  Prob.
10% level -1.605026
“MacKinnon (1996) one-sided p-values. POL11 0690513 0100136  6.895758  0.0000
Warning: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 15 C 0283026 0439280 0646320 05285
Aamented Dickev-Fuler Test Equion R-squared (.772548 Mean dependentvar 3296038
Dependent Varable DIRESD12) AdustedRsquared 0756302 SD.dependentvar 0377927
Method: Least Squares SE. ofregression 0.186567  Akaike info criterion 0403585
Date: 02/28M18 Time: 16:54 ; 4
Sample (adjusted): 2006 2020 Sum_sqt_laredresm 0487301 Smwarzmtlenonl 307012
Included observations: 15 after adjustments Log likelihood 5228683 Hannan-Quinn criter, 398640
- S . F-statistic 4755148  Durbin-Watson stat 0804605
ariaole Qemicien . errar -olallslc rop. o
Prob(F-statistic) (.000007
RESID12(-1) 0443710 0216017  -2.054048  0.0591
Null Hypothesis: RESID12 has a unit roat
Null Hypathesis: RESID12 has a unit root Exogenous: Constant Linear Trend
Exogenous: Constant Lag Length: 0 (Automalic - based on SIC, maxlag=3)
Lag Length: 0 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxag=3)
t-Statistic ~ Prob*
t-Statistic Prob.*
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic 2240388 0.4368
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test stalistic -1963942  0.297%  Testcritical values: 1% Javel 47728763
Test critical values: 1% level -3.959148 5% level -3.759743
5% level -3.081002 10% level -3.324976
10% level -2 681330

*Mackinnon (1996) one-sided p-values.
Waming: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 15

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESID12)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/28/18 Time: 16:53

Sample (adjusted); 2006 2020

Included observalions: 15 after adjustments

*MacKinnon (1996) one-sided p-values.
Waming: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 15

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESID12)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/28/18 Time: 16:50

Sample (adjusted): 2006 2020

Included observations: 15 after adjustments

Variable Coefiicient  Std Emor  t-Statistic  Prob.
Variable Coefficient  Std. Eror  t-Stafistic  Prob.
RESID12(-1) 0585605 0261386 -2.240388  (0.0448
RESID12(-1) 0436723 02223711  -1963942  0.0713 L 0072186 0094527 0763658 04598
b -0.019940 0038991 -0511402 06176  @TREND(2005) 0.011315 0010588 -1.068681  0.3062
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Mull Hypothesis: RESID13 has a unit root
Exogenous: Mong

Dependent Variable: COM03

Lag Length: 1 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3) Method: Least Squares
cSalisic  Prop” Oate: 02/2818 Time: 17:00
_ Sample: 2005 2020
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -2.958347  0.0062  Included observations: 16
Test critical values: 1% level -2740613
5% level -1.9684230 , , —
10% level -1.604392 Variable Coeficient ~ Std Emor  +Stafistic ~ Prob.
*MacKinnon (1996) one-sided p-values.
Warning: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations BUS03 1056736 0171606 6169561  0.0000
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 14 C 0395942 0600564 -DE99285 05204
Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation R—SQLIﬂl'ed 0?310% MEEIH dEDEﬂdem var 3295038
Dependent Variable: D(RESID13) Adjusted R-squared 0711890 SD. dependentvar 0377927
Method Least Squares SEoffegression 020856 Akaikeinfociterion  -0.236175
Date: 02/2818 Time: 17.03 . 01TEg . ' - '
Sample (adjusted): 2007 2020 Sum squared resid 0576106 Schwarz criterion -0.139602
Included observalions: 14 after adjustments Log likelinood 1889402 HannanQuinncrter.  -0.231230
Variable Coeficient  Std.Eror  tStatisic  Prop. [-Stalistic 3606349 Durbin-Watsonstat 1066138
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000024
RESID13(-1) 0731222 0247173 2958347 0.0120
D(RESID13{(-1)) 0428175 0237199 1.805128 0.0862 Null Hypothesis: RESID13 has a unit root
Null Hypothesis: RESIDA3 has a unit root Exogenous: Constant, Linear Trend
Exogenous: Constant Lag Length: 1 (Automatic- based on SIC, madag=3)
Lag Length: 1 {Automatic - based on SIC, maxiag=3)
-Statistic ~ Prob?
Statistic Prob*
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -2879276 04710
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -2844920 00772 Testcritical values: 1% level -4.800080
Test criical values: 1% level -4.004425 5% level -3791172
5% level -3.098896 10% level -3342253
10% level -2.680439

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

Waming: Probabiliies and critical values calculated for 20 observations

and may not be accurate for a sample size of 14

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESID13)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02728118 Time: 17:02

Sample (adjusted): 2007 2020

Included observations: 14 after adjustments

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

Waming: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations

and may not be accurate for a sample size of 14

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESID13)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/2618 Time: 17:01

Sample (adjusted): 2007 2020

Included observations: 14 after adjusiments

Variable Coefficient  Std.Emor  +-Sfafistic  Prob.
RESID13(-1) 0731792 0257228  -2844920  0.0159
D(RESID13{-1)) 0431152 0247063 1745110  0.1088
C 0012612 0044357 028433 07814

Variable Coeficient ~ Std. Emor  t-Sfatistic  Prob.
RESID13(-1) 0.766605 0257313 -2979276  0.0138
D(RESID13(-1)) 0455087 0246198 1848457  0.0943
c 0113767 0103442 1099824 02972
@TREND{2005)  -0.011888  0.011001 -1.080644  0.3052

Eviews w2 s Tl 1 izl

-189-



&>

by

BUS05 5 COMO3 -3 geall B1g gl e jltly Jor 1 Alyglo 2350 :(14-2) goekol

Mull Hypothesis: RESID14 has a unit root Dependent Variable: COMO3
Exogenous: None ;
Lag Length: 0 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxlag=3) Hethod: Least Squares
Date: 022818 Time: 17:08
tStatistic  Prob*  Sample: 2005 2020
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic 3264049 0pp31  Included obsenvations: 16
Test critical values: 1% level -2.728252
2% level -1.966270 Variable Coeficient  Std Emor  tStafistc  Prob.
10% level -1.605026
*MacKinnon (1996) one-sided p-values. BUS05 0821974 0057917 1419216  0.0000
Waming: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations ™ 0450753 0223019 075064 05101
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 15 i i ‘ 3
R-squared 0435010 Mean dependentvar 3.296038
Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation -
Dependent Variable: DRESID14) Adjusted quqared 0.930368 S.D: delpendelnt yar 0.377927
Method: Least Squares SE. of regression 0.099727 Akaike info criterion -1.656289
gal&r ?Efﬂ?szl E}mzeﬂ {1:;; ;2{: Sum squared resid 0139237 Schwarz criterion -1559716
ample (adjusted): - sy
ickxkd chsenations: 15 aller adusimants Log |I!(E!Ihﬂﬂd 15.25032 Hanqanﬂmnn crter. 1691344
F-statistic 2014175 Durbin-Watson stat 1688698
Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob. FIﬁD(F-StﬂIiSﬁC} (.000000
RESID14(-1) 0854326 0261738 -3.264049  0.0057 Null Hypothesis: RESID14 has a it oot
Null Hypothesis: RESID14 has a unit root Exogenous: Constant, Linear Trend
Exogenous: Constant Lag Length: 0 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxiag=3)
Lag Length: 0 (Automatic - based on SIC, maxag=3)
{-Statistic ~ Prob*
{-Statistic Prob.*
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic -3020502 01580
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic 3147084 0.0444 Testonficalvalues: 1% level -4.728363
Test critical values: 1% level -3.950148 2% level -3759743
5% lavel -3.081002 10% laval -3.324976
10% level -2.681330

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

*Iackinnon (1996) one-sided p-values.
Waming: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 15

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESID14)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/28/18 Time: 17:10

Sample (adjusted). 2006 2020

Included observations: 15 after adjustments

Warning: Probabilities and critical values calculated for 20 observations
and may not be accurate for a sample size of 15

Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test Equation
Dependent Variable: D(RESID14)

Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/28/18 Time: 17:09

Sample (adjusted). 2006 2020

Included observations: 15 after adjustments

Variable Coefficient  Std. Eror  tStatistic  Prob.
Variable Coefficient  Std Emor  t-Statisic  Prob.
RESID14(-1) 0853136 0282448 -3.020502  0.0107
RESID14(-1) 0854206 0271428 -3.147084 00077 C 0.009932 0057258 -0.173454  0.8652
C 0003550 0026149 -0135764 08941  @TREND(2005) 0000798 0006298 0126654  0.9013
Eviews oz e el 1 yheaddl
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Dependent Variable: DCOMO1
Method: Least Squares

Date: 02/0118 Time: 11:37
Sample (adjusted). 2006 2020

Included observations: 15 after adjustments

Dependent Variable: DCOMO1

Method: Least Squares

Date: 03/01/18 Time: 11:35

Sample (adjusted). 2006 2020

Included observations: 15 after adjustments

Variable Coefficient  Std Emor  t-Statistic  Prob,
Variable Coeficient  Std.Eror  t-Statistic Prab.
DECO03 1682856 0157606  10.67761 0.0000
& 0010369 0026511 -0.391128 07026 DECO03 1693219 0150216 1127187  0.0000
RESIDO1(-1) 0732140 0323375 -2264056  0.0429 RESIDOA(-1) 0746710 0310581 2404234 00318
Fesquand 0917519  Mean dapendentvar  -0.054893 p o py;a004 0.916468 Mean dependentvar 0.054803
gdé“s‘e‘mﬁ‘“_"‘-"e" G90ari2. S0 dopendantya 0326175 ) yustedR-squared  0.010042 SD. dependentvar 0.226175
.E. of regression 0.101181 Akaike info criterion -1.566047 ) o o
Sum squared resid 0122852 Schwarz criterion 1425337 S.E.ofregressmn_ 0.097830 Aka|ke|nfu_mtenun -1.687612
Log likelihood 1475210 Hannan-Quinncriter.  -1568455 SUM Squared resid 0124418 Schwarz criterion -1.593206
F-statistic 66.74414 Durbin-Watson stat 1777847 Loglikelihood 14.65709 Hannan-Quinn criter. -1.688618
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000 Durbin-Watson stat 1.767079
Dependent Variable: DCOMO1 Dependent Variable: DCOMO?
Method LEsst Squasts Method: Least Squares
g:‘r:b?ig;:gleg}f_“;ﬁsﬁ?g;m Date: 03/0118 Time: 12:25
Included observations: 15 after adjustments Sample (adjusmd.): 20,06 220 i
Included observations: 15 after adjustments
Variable Coefficient ~ Std Eror  t-Stalistic  Prob. _ . —
Variable Coefficient ~ Std Error  t-Stafistic  Prob.
DFIND1 1985708 0289329 6863151  0.0000
b 0006468 0040466 -0.159838 08757 DFIND1 1993698 0274089 7273894  0.0000
RESID02(-1) 1161328 0202325 -3972729  0.0019 RESIDOZ(-1) -1164210 0280620 -4148706  0.0011
Reaquargd 0803021 Nendopendentvar: - D0MRS3 p ooy 0807618 Mean dependentvar  -0.054893
AustedRsquared 1776137 80 dependentvar 03013 ctodRosquared 0792819 SD.dependentvar  0.326175
S.E. of regression 0.154363 Akaike info criterion 0722157 , q_ ’ . .p . ’
Sum squared resid 0285937 Schwarz riterion 0580547 °F ufregressmq 0148485 ﬁkalkemfnlcrltlermn -0.853363
Log likelihood 8416175 Hannan-Quinnciter.  -0.723665 SUM Squared resid 0.286546 Schwarz criterion -0.758957
F-statistic 2525434 Durbin-Watson stat 2120108 Loglikelihood 8.400225 Hannan-Quinn criter. -0.854369
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000050 Durbin-Watson stat 2125485
Dependent Variable: DCOMO1 Dependent Variable: DCOM01
Date: 03/01118 Time: 12:37 . . qn-
. ) Date: 03/01/18 Time: 12:38
ﬁﬁ:m gLedtgnguesrLea?i]ﬁﬁg :U'? 522f‘t2e0r adjustments Sanple {adjusled.}: 2006 2020 .
Included observations: 15 after adjustments
Variable Coefficient ~ Std Error  t-Statistic Prob.
Variable Coefficient  Std Error  t-Statistic  Prob.
DFINO3 0.669926  0.155476 4308860  0.0010
C 0020435 0055307 0369485 07182 DFINO3 0651155 0141978 4586311  0.0005
RESIDO3(-1) 0753135 0271156 -2777507  0.0167 RESIDO3(-1) 0752151 0261982 -2870998 001H
R-squared 0.669944 Mean dependentvar -0.064893 _
Adjusted R-squared 0.614334 S.D. dependentvar 0.326175 R.Bquamd 0565162 Mean dependert e 009483
SE ; I " Adjusted R-squared 0640511 SD. dependentvar 0326175
E. of regression 0202404  Akaike info criterion -0.180250 - SEr
Sum squared resid 0491607 Schwarz criterion -0.038640 S.E.nrregressmn_ 0.195566 hkalkemm_m!enon 40.302211
Log likelihood 4351873 Hannan-Quinn criter. 0181758 Sumsquaredresid  0.497199 Schwarz criterion -0.207864
F-ctatistic 1247871 Durbin-Watson stat 1767557 Loglikelihood 4267030 Hannan-Quinn criter. 40.303276
Prob(F-statistic) 0.001293 Durbin-Watson stat 1.742949
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Dependent Variable: DCOM01
Method: Least Squares

Date: 03/0118 Time: 12:52
Sample (adjusted). 2006 2020

Included observations: 15 after adjustments

Dependent Variable: DCOMO1

Method: Least Squares

Date: 03/0118 Time: 1253
Sample (adjusted): 2006 2020

Included obsemvations: 15 after adjustments

Variable Coeflicient  Std. Emor  t-Statistic  Prob.
Variable Coefficient ~ Std. Emor  t-Statistic  Prob.
DPOLOA 0472486 0096361 4903285  0.0004
P T .. Ml ol Mo D L T 0481696 0093151 5171151  0.0002
(1) i d ki ' RESIDOS(-1) -1.01697% 0191218 -5.3183%4  0.0001
R-squared 0833602 Mean dependentvar -0.054883
AdustedR-squared 0805868 S.D. dependentvar 0.3251?5?&1_51?;:[19; sauaed gfﬁg g%a”d:;:sggst”::ra’ gggg?gg
S.E. of regression 0.143714  Akaike info criterion -01.865128 ) © - .
Sum squared resid 0247844 Schwarz criterion 0.723548 S.E. ofregression 0.140466 Akaike info criterion -0.964144
Log likelihood 9488458 Hannan-Quinn criter.  -0.866636 Sum squared resid 0.256437  Schwarz criterion -0.869737
F-statistic 3005802 Durbin-Watson stat 1.138306 Log likelihood 9231077  Hannan-Quinn criter. -0.965149
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000021 Durbin-Watson stat 1.096546
Dependent Variable: DCOMO1 Dependent Variable: DCOMO1
Method: Least Squares Method: Least Squares
Date: 03/0118 Time: 13.08 Date: 030118 Time 1211
SR [ A5 08 Sample (adjusted): 2006 2020
incudedioksananons. 15w Ak Induged(n bjsewalj)cns: 15 after adjustments
Variable Coeficient  Std Emor  t-Statistic Prob. Variabi Cosficient  SHLE ¢ St roh
ariable oefficien mor  b-Statistic rob.
DPOL11 0651093 0118374 5500317  0.0001
c 0013003 0047830 -0.271514  0.7906 DPOL11 0656459 0112478 5836247  0.0001
RESIDO7(-1) 0278231 0273473 1383064 01918 RESIDO7(-1) 0386182 0262035 -1473781 01643
MishdRouasd 06920 SO cepencenivar 0306175 IS VRN emmpetvy  -AlctER
SE offegression  0.182797 Akalke info crerion -0.334024;‘“%"?"’}2'?;‘2;:? g:gg?g: igﬁ:&?ﬁiﬁgﬁ; g;ﬁ;;g
Sum squared resid 0.400977 Schwarz criterion 0242414 g : : st '
Log ikelihood 5880178 HannanQuinnciter.  -0.39553pSUmsquaredresid 0403441 Schwarz crterion -0.416826
E-statistic 1628749 Durbin-Watson stat 1351342 Log likelihood 5834244 Hannan-Quinn criter. 0512238
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000381 Durbin-Watson stat 1.344658
Dependent Variable: DCOMO01 Dependent Variable: DCOMO01
Method: Least Squares Method: Least Squares
Date: 03/0118 Time: 13:24 Date: 030118 Time: 13:35
Sample (adjusted): 2006 2020 Sam . :
s , ple (adjusted). 2006 2020
WERIGE Wt inn s 13 e oSt Included observations: 15 after adjustments
Variable Coefficient  Std.Error  t-Statistic  Prob. Variahi tocicent.  SLE \ S Broh
ariable oefficien Error atistic rob.
DEDUOG 0601625 0209386 2873136  0.0140
C -0.000898 0065669 -0.013672  0.9893 DEDUOG 0602460 0192434 3130739  0.0080
RESID09(-1) -0618382 0266897 -2316928 00380  RESIDO3(-) 0618294 0256428 2411573 00344
R-squared 0523217 Mean dependentvar  -0.054893p ¢o\\qa4 0523209 Meandependentvar  -0.054893
AdustedR-squared 0443753 SD.dependentvar 0326175, ctoqp cquared 0486533 SD.dependentvar  0.326175
SE.ofreqression 0243268 Akakemfocrierion 01875950 o occion 0233726 Akakeinfociterion 0054232
Sum squared resid 0.710151 Schwarz criterion 0329159 g ; ; s :
Log likelihood 1593380 Hannan-Quinncriter.  0.1860415Umsquaredresid  0.710162 Schwarz criterion 0.148638
F-statistic 6584330 Durbin-Watson stat 1 576331 Log likelihood 1593263 Hannan-Quinn criter. 0.053226
Prob(F-statistic) 0011747 Durbin-Watson stat 1576595
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Dependent Variable: DCOMO3

Method: Least Squares

Date: 03/01118 Time: 13:59
Sample (adjusted): 2006 2020
Included observations: 15 after adjustments

COMO3 el Jor¥1 8 pmad 2Salull UM s 1(2-3) ekl

Dependent Variable; DCOM03

Method: Least Squares

Date: 0310118 Time: 14:00
Sample (adjusted). 2006 2020

Included obsemvations; 15 after adjustments

Variable Coeficient ~ Std Eror  tSfatistic  Prob.
Variable Coefficient  Std Eror  t-Statistic  Prob.
DPOLO4 1090435 0154624  7.052188 0.0000
c -0.000309 0038105 -0.008106 09937 DPOLO04 1090745 0143932 7578192  0.0000
RESID11{-1) 0574940 0262022 -2194246  0.0486 RESID11(-1) -0575026 0291537  -2.286050  0.0397
R-_squared 0.808708 MWean dependent var -0.066767 R-squared 0808707 Mean dependentvar 0.0BETET
Mpsdicapied  4Rieds. SU Bependava 0.302666 p i ctodR-squared 0793992 SD.dependentvar  0.302666
S.E. of regression 0.142983 Akaike info criterion -0.875320 ; o o
: i S.E. of regression 0.137374  Akaike info criterion -1.008647
Sum squared resid 0.245331 Schwarz criterion -D.T33?1US d resid 0245332 Sch e 0914244
Log likelihood 9564897 Hannan-Quinncriter.  -0.87682¢ ~HM SqUared res| - NIz GRenon e
F-statistic 2536561  Durbin-Watson stat 1085066 LUg“kE“hUUd 9564856 Hannan-Quinn criter. -1.009653
Prob(F-staistic) 0.000049 Durbin-Watson stat 1.085301
Dependent Variable: DCOMO3 Dependent Variable: DCOMD3
Method: Least Squares Method: Least Squares
Date: 03/01/18 Time: 14:14 Date: 0304118 Time: 14:15
Sample (adjusted). 2006 2020 - ;
Included observations: 15 after adjustments ﬁ::;:gf d[g:l; :ﬂ}ﬁﬁgpfﬁzgﬁ adjustments
Variable Coefficient  Std.Emor  t-Siatistic  Prob. : : o
Variable Coefficient  Std Emor  t-Stafistic  Prob.
DBUS05 0736805 0086864  B8.482239 0.0000
6 0010043 0027012 -0371813 07165 DBUS05 0744724 0081374 9151838  0.0000
RESID14(-1) 0945441 0287317 3280579  0.0065 RESID14(-1) 0937279 0276820 -3.385882  0.0049
?ﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂgﬂg : gggg;gg g;ﬂﬂd“ﬂegﬁet“”ﬂf ggggg'ﬁf R-squared 0902640 Mean dependentvar  -0.066767
justed R-square : D. dependent var ; i ;
SE ofregression 0101424 Akaike info citerion -1.56215?2{'3;18;5;&11[;:;&“ gggg;gg fﬁmﬁﬁtﬂé:ﬁ Eggiggg
Sum squared resid 0123442 Schwarz criterion -1.420547 7 g ; 3 i ;
Log likelihood 1471618 Hannan-Quinncriter.  -1563665 SUmsquaredresid 0124864  Schwarz criterion -1.589629
F-statistic 5613665 Durbin-Watson stat 1577714 Log likelihood 14.63027 Hannan-Quinn criter, -1.685041
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000001 Durbin-Watson stat 1574659
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Ethical behavior of firms o4 $5 iila>y) 3l s :(01) Jguond)
Pooled OLS Regression Model

Dependent Variable: COM01
Method: Panel Least Squares
Date: 03/06/18 Time: 10:39
Sample: 2006 2020

Periods included: 15
Cross-sections included: 12

Total panel (balanced) observations: 180

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
C -0.999604 0.204980 -4.876588 0.0000
ECO -0.036616 0.018346  -1.995931 0.0475
FIN 0.397350 0.048638 8.169453 0.0000
TAX 0.004255 0.001341 3.172492 0.0018
POL 0.324570 0.055565 5.841282 0.0000
EDU 0.106862 0.046751 2.285771 0.0235
INFRA 0.084431 0.061155 1.380602 0.1692
BUS 0.368909 0.054812 6.730457 0.0000
TEC 0.033916 0.050036 0.677846 0.4988
R-squared 0.945095 Mean dependentvar 4461034
Adjusted R-squared 0.942527 S.D. dependentvar 0.961921
S.E. of regression 0.230607 Akaike info criterion -0.047495
Sum squared resid 9.093731 Schwarz criterion 0.112153
Log likelihood 13.27451 Hannan-Quinn criter. 0.017236
F-statistic 367.9354 Durbin-Watson stat 0.593994

Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000
Random-effects model

Fixed-effects model
Depancent Vasasie COOY
Uemod Paned Least Souares
Diatec Q20518 Time: 0515
Sample. 2008 2020
Peiods nchaded 15
Cross-sedions induded 12
Total paned (Ralanced] observalons: 180

COMN=C{ 1LY ECO-=CO PN LA TAL-CISTPOL-CIB I EDU-CIT)
"TFRAC{B) BUS+CIHT TEC-C{ 107 D2+ 1) D3+ 12)T4+C{13)
"DS+C{rarDE-C5 07 «C1608-CO1T09+C181 D 10+C18)

Dependent Vanable COMDT
Method Panel EGLS (Cross-sedion random efeds)
Date: 05ME Time: 048

Sample: 2008 200
Pariods incyded 15

Cross-sedions induded 12
Total pansi (balanced) ntsenalions: 150
Swarmy and Anora esSmalar of component vananoes

D 1=C20rD12 Vanable Cosficient S EMor  RStlslc  Prod
CosBcend SMEmer  1Stasse  Prod C AR 0TI 5852443 0.0000
ECO QD0S6%0  QO2S4l3 02216 Q2R
1) A6TOES3 02T SGH5e0 00000 Fm Q4175M0 QOQ4868T  BST4E4S  D.0000
= rd QOTI03E  QO3T4TE 1895453 005 Tax Q005967 0001430 4006121  Q.0001
o3 0298550 0070530 4234355  0.0000 POL 0233332 00S4TE1 4260895  0.0000
cig) 0011136 0002568 433205 0.0000 DU 0178008 0054419 2784571 0.0083
i) 0227275 0051840 31675187 00003 INFRA 0045385 0053708  QSTSIOT 05005
Ci8) 0104t 002013 2025261 00445 04T 0 7406529 0
[ 0033529 O D30E1s 0416852 DETTI % uuﬁm uﬁ:ﬁ 0835240 uﬁ
Ci#) 0412487 00460943 67S8356 Q000D )
=] Ofingsd  O0e094d  OSTE4T 08082
cite) 0602416 Q183522 328072 0003 i pacaciien i
Cit1) OTS326d 0263454 2850188  D0D4S
oz 0555418 0226681 2450220 D04
Ci13) 0258407 0194858 1396103 01857 Cross-sedion random (096185 0.1970
cing) 0115008 0137751 0842151 04010 MSosmaalicrancom 0194169 08030
C15) 0105371 Q155708 QEBDSTE  0L9T1
C{18) 0724502 0210118 3448550 QU007 Waighted Stahshes
i e e, e e L )
Ciif) D4TEES 0238804 2005155 Q0445 Resquared QE31T4S  Mean dependent var 2061918
g DIIZ3S 0130245  0BS2SdT  03E%S Adusied R-squared 08TE12 5D dependend var 0575375
Gz DERZIIE 0248584 2733384  QUOOTO SE of regression 0202437 Sum squared resid T.007T00
F-gtaseae 1593780 Durbin-Waltson st 0a1atsT
R-squared 0953579  Lean depindenl vir 4 451034 proa(F-staistic) QLO00000
Adapsted R-squared 0858255 S0 dépendentvar e
SE of regression DVS4169  Akaie il crlerion £335740 Unweighted Stistcs
Sum squared ressd BOZ2IIE  Schwarn crifenion 01303
e it oo KRN Ranuen DB42091 Mean Cepencentvar 4451034
ProsiF £tasse) 0000000 Sum squared risid 9591381 Durbin-VWakson stal 0 598505
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Wald Test: Comelated Random Effects - Hausman Test
Equation: Untitied Equation: Untitled
. — |estcross-section random effects
Test Statistic Value of Probability
F-statistic 7.382146 {11, 160) o.0oop  TestSummary Chi-3q. Statistic  Chi-Sq.df.  Prob.
Chi-square 81.20360 11 0.0000
Cross-section random 22873376 8 00035
Mull Hypothesis: C(10)=C{11)=C({12)=C({13)=C(14)=C(15)=
C16)=C(17)=C(18)=C(19)=C({20)=0

Mull Hypothesis Summary: Cross-section random effects test comparisons:
e —— L BENS SR Variable Fied  Random  VarDif)  Prob.
C10) 0.602416 0.183622
i 0.753264 0.263454 ECO 0.071038  0.005680  0.000758  0.0176
c(12) 0.555418 0.226681 FIN 0.298650 0417570  0.002603  0.0198
‘3“31 QZaRd0E: |0.1248.08 TAX 0011136 0005967  0.000004  0.0135

(14) 0.116008 0.137751
C(15) 0.105971 0.155708 POL 0227275 0233332 0000825  0.8330
C(16) 0.724602 0.210118 EDU 0.190401  0.178088  0.004689  0.8574
EEE; g-i?zggg g-gggggl INFRA 0033529 0046385 0001746  0.7583
c(19) 0.112395 0.130245 BUS 0412487 0412717 0.000609  0.9926
c(20) 0682238  0.249504 TEC 0031480 0043539  0.000997  0.7026

Eviews oz e Tl ezl
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Pooled OLS Regression Model

Dependent Variable: COM03

Method: Panel Least Squares

Date: 03/06/18 Time: 11:06

Sample: 2006 2020

Periods included: 15

Cross-sections included: 12

Total panel (balanced) observations: 180

Variable Coefficient  Std. Error  t-Statistic  Prob.
C 0234473 0226377 1.035760 0.3018

ECO -0.082009  0.020261 -4.047710  0.0001
FIN 0834290 0053716 1553160  0.0000
TAX 0.000734 0.001481 0495802 0.6207

POL 0113927 0061365 -1.856550  0.0651
EDU 0294386 0051631 5701880  0.0000

INFRA 0.211408  0.067539 3130166  0.0021
BUS 0055927 0.060534 -0923905 0.3568
TEC 0.047696  0.055259  0.863147  0.3893
R-squared 0.933951 Mean dependent var 4.748514
Adjusted R-squared 0.930861 S.D.dependentvar 0.968572
S.E. ofregression 0.254680 Akaike info criterion 0.151086
Sum squared resid 11.09135 Schwarz criterion 0.310733
Log likelihood -4 597698 Hannan-Quinn criter. 0.215816
F-statistic 302.2476 Durbin-Watson stat 0.592208

Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000
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Fixed-effects model

Dependent Vanadle: COMO3

Method Panel Least Squares

Date: 0306/18 Time: 11:12

Sample: 2006 2020

Periods included 15

Cross-sectons included: 12

Total panel (dalanced) observations: 180

COMO3=C(1)+C(2)"ECO+C(3)"FIN+C(4)" TAX+Ci(5)"POL+C(6)"EDU+C(T)
*INFRA+C(B)"BUS+C(3)"TEC+C(10)"D2+C(11)"D3+C(12)"D4+C(13)

*D5+C(14)°D6+C(15)°'D7+C(16)"D8+C(17)"DI+C(18)"D10+C(19)

Random-effects model

Dependent Vanabie: COMO3

Method Pansl EGLS (Cross-sechon random effects)
Date 030518 Time: 1108

Sample: 2005 2020

Penods induded 15

Cross-sections incuded 12

Total panel (Dalanced) odsenvabions. 180

Swamy and Arora estmator of component variances

"D11-C(20D12 Vanadie Coeficent S Emor  tStatsdc  Prod
Cosicent SM Eor  LShlisic  Prob. c 0194802 0204712 -0951583  0.2425
ECO 0055252 0024857 -2221904 00275
c(1) 0685595 0256489 -2672096 00083 FIN 0708084 0045700 1548412 00000
Ci2) 0017082 0034067 0501412 06168 TAX 0003609 0001422 3944453 00001
c3) 0438818 0064111 5844712 00000 POL 0156027 0050832 -3068449 00025
Cla) 0016850 0002335 7214716  0.0000 EOU 0156221 0062715 2490858 00137
Ce5) 0098170 0056212 -1746425 00827 PEFRA 0499917 0064504 7750211 00000
Ci6) 0091882 0085455 -1075189 02839 BuS 0029352 0051658 0568404 05705
) 0659424 0073096 9158211  0.0000 TEC 0011440 0048759 0234515 08148
Cci8) 0051750 0055395 1114693 02667
C(9) 0045807 0055402 0826814 04095 Effects Speabicabon
C(10) 0824649 0166910 4940692  0.0000 1) Rho
cl11) 1500130 0239475 5264243 00000
C(12) 1320500 0205049 6408574  0.0000 Cross-sechon random 0105569 0253
C(13) 0940189 0177123 5.308007 ommmm 0176498 07355
Ci14) 0225047 0125213 -1797311 00742
cl15) 0497479 0141535 3514867 00005 Weighted Statissics
c(185) 1099487 0190993 5756579  0.0000
cin 1454721 0245044 5938572  0.0000g couzes 0835454 Mean dependentiar 1831043
c(18) 1187474 0215251 5516607 000004 ceqpsques 0828813 SD. dependentvar 0497101
a9 0608435 0118390 3139231 O00OgE ofregression 0205674 Sumsquaredresid 7233619
C(20) 0514073 0226876 2265873 00248 .. . 3003304 DurdierWatson stat 0851511
R-squared 0970319 Mean dependent var 47485147 1O stashc) 0.000000
Adusted R-squared 0955795 SD.dependent var 0958572
SE of regression 0176496  Akaike info criterion 0526599 Unweighted Staisics
Sum squared resid 4984126 Schwanz oitenon -0.17182%
Log likelihood £7 39395 Hannan-Quinn crifer. 90 38275“"5@3“ 0916754  Mean dependent var 4748514
F-statishe 2753018 Durbin-Watson stat 1237@49&!‘" squarad resid 1397917 Durtin-Watson stat 0445795
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000
Eviews o>z s Ly el
Wald test 9 Hausman Test bz gits :(04) Jg-odt
Wwakilest Correlated Random Effects - Hausman Test
Equation: Untitled Equalion: Untitied
Test Statistic value af Probability 1e5tcross-section random effects
F-statistic 17.82305 (11, 160} 0.0000  Test Summary Chi-Sq. Statistic  Chi-Sg. df Prab.
Chi-square 196.0535 11 0.0000
Cross-section random 69.213031 8 0.0000
Mull Hypothesis: C{10)=C{11)=C({(12)=C(13)}=C(14)=C(15)=
C16)=C(17)= C(18)= C(19)=C(20)=0
Mull Hypothesis Summary: Cross-section random effects test comparisons:
Mormalized Restriction (= 0) Value Std. Emr. Variable Fixed Random Vﬂl‘[Dm} Prob
10) 0.824649 0.166910
C{11) 1500130  0.239475 ECO 0017082 -D055252 0000542  0.0019
gj‘g; ;:gigfgg gfggﬂ;g FIN 0438818 0708084 0002022  0.0000
c(14) 096047 0125213 TAX 0016850 0005609 0000003  0.0000
C(15) 0497479  0.141536 POL 0098170 -0156027 0000576  0.0159
C(16) 1.099487  0.190993 EDU 0091882 0156221 0003370  0.0000
SE;"; :-ﬁ;:gl g-g;‘gg;: INFRA 0669424 0499917 0001182  0.0000
c19) GAGEMIn  GAMEHD BUS 0061750 0029363 0000400  0.1055
(209 0.5140732 0.226876 TEC 0045807 -0.011440 0000692 0.1914

Eviews oz e Tl 1 yduzadl
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Dependent Variable: SOMO1
Method: Panel Least Squares
Date: 032818 Time: 0816
Sampie: 2006 2020

Perniods incuded: 15
Cross-seciions included: 20

lgj)jiﬂ\ ddlac Sbr S (2—4) é’d.aj\

Ethical behavior of firms 53 @5 iila>y! 3l puais :(01) Jgudl
Pooled Regression Model

Total panel (bal )} absen D300
Varable CoefMicient Sid. Error t-Statistic Frob.
c =1 172734 0201222 -5. 828067 00000
ECO 013772 0.022539 5. 845398 0.0000
Fird -0.079394 0042323 -1.875201 00517
Tax -0.002882 0001609 -1.791519 00742
POL 0.885627 0050904 14.54142 00000
EDw 0070451 0.053894 1.207226 01922
IR 0.038857 0028054 1.3285110 0. 16T
BuUS 0367040 0.058880 5. 131801 Lo R lalole]
TEC ~0. 103573 0030412 -3 405622 00003
R-squared 0230947 HMMean depeandent var 4 854121
Adjusted R-sguarsd 0929049 SO depandent var 1.034102
S E ofregression 0275450 Akaike info criterion 0288721
Sum sqguared resid 22 07899 Schwarz criterion 0399334
Log likedifood «34 30813 Hannan-0uinm oriter. 0333189
F-statistic 4903861 Durbin-Watson stat 0308336
Proo{F-stabshc) 0000000
Fixed Effects Model Random Effects Model

Dependent Variablie: COMO1

Method: Panel Least Squares

Date: 022818 Tirme: 0830

Sample: 2006 2020

Periods induded: 15

Cross-sections incuded 20

Total panel (balanced) observations: 200

COMOA=C{1)=C(21ECO+T{3 1" FRN+C{d FTAK+C 5 )" POL~C(6) EDU+C(T)
INFRACIE FEUS+ R TEC-CH0D2«C 1 1PDE=C 12" D40 13)
"DS+C( 14" DE+C( 15 DT +C 16" DE+C1 T Da+C 181" D1 0+C(19)
"D1+C200° DA2+C{(21)"D1 3=-C(22)" D14+C(23)" DS+ 24 D16
OS5 DT =L DN 8~Ci 2T D19+-C{ 2By D20

Dependent Variable: COMN

Uethod: Panel EGLS (Cross-sedion random effects)

Diate: 0272813 Time: 02224

Sample: 2006 2020
Periods induded: 15

Cross-sections included 20
Total panel (alanced) obsenvations: 300

Swamy and Arora esimator of componend vanances

Variatde Coeficient  ShAEmw  -Stafistic Prob.
Coeflicient Sud Error EStabistic Proh.
Ci1) 0935016 0505443 1544349 01237 3 2 EREN: TRORGE )
2 D.O40BTS  0.028696 1424553 04554 ECO 007Z782 0025783 2822368  0.0051
i 0021954 0043324 -0B06TIE 05127 FIN 0059213 Q04D6TE 1455734 Q1465
Ci4) 0000812 0003010 02509769 O.TETS TAX 0002438 000277 1120311 02635
Ci5) 0607945  0.0BTSE5 6933284 00000 050405
) 0183540 0085450 2124242 00346 E[?-LI E.ES: g-ﬂ?ﬂzﬂl :L‘i‘ﬁ;‘; m
7 0010385 0.0315598 0.328656 0.7427 ; %
CiE) 0521565 0113372 4600490  0.0000 IHFRA 00002870 0028607 0345047 07303
L=} 0071614 0033127 2161811 00315 BUS 05308% 0079934 G641T05  0L000D
C10) 06820 0106TBE  -296T800 00033 g
{11 0505474 0121735 -4152257  0.0000 TEC 0082347 0030174 2720040 0.0067
CI12) 0453529  0.133589 3394054  0.0008 -
C{13) 0336558 0195165 1724474 00858 Effects Spedfication
C14) 0154484 0096084 1607901 01080 5D, Rhn
C(15) 0596558 0170354 -3501865  0.0005
C16} QOTEBTT 0117151 0656222 05122 .
C{17) 0604076 0163176 -3701987 00003 CToss-sechionrandom 0149112 03357
C18) 02TIBI0 0124645 2033574 00420 Miosmoratic random 0209758 06643
19} 0085805 0140166  -0612164  0.5409
{20} 0045690 0130458 -GTETETE  0.0000 ;
CiZ1) 0051105 0191053 0267490 07893 Weighted Stalstcs
Ci22) 0448005 0141220 317238 0.0017
Ci23) 0222162 0124480 1784725 00754 R-squared 0772804 Mean dependent var 1657154
C(24) 0334919 0148343 2250152 00252 sguctedR-
Ci25) 0262460 0140201 1872087 00623 oo HMR@&E“ E;:’gg ;ﬂ'ﬁ”wzﬂ“i E:ﬁ‘gg;
26 0685342 0185489  -3674964  0.0003 A TeQresshon m Squared res) -
27 -0264178 0184549 -1.430638 01537 F-slaliskic 1237292 Durbin-Watson stat 0424297
C2e) -0OTTISE 0, 124406 -0s21TTT 0.53245 Pl'Clh'[F'S‘I-aﬁSHE:l 0000000
R-squared QOSZET1  Mean dependsnd var 4854121
Adusted R- d 0A5SER5SE SD. de dent 1034102 |
SE. ulmg:sfb:l'lu 0208758 Akaive info crtenion 197041 s i
Sum squared resid 1196753 Schwarz criterion O 148545
Loog likwelinood ET SEE20  Hannan-CQuinn criter, -D0sgsaT R‘EWH’Eﬂ E_Qﬁ.lm Heandependerllw 4_354121
F-statistic 259 0785 Durbin-¥ats tat DA5454T . -
BN s psatid] iy Sum squared resid 2510287 Durbin-Walson siat 0237279

Eviews w2 s Tl 1yl
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Wald test 5 Hausman Test e gits :(02) Jed!

D e nnwa Comelated Random Effects - Hausman Test
Equation: Untitled
Test Statistic Value of Probability TESEHQSS-SEEﬁﬂﬂ andorm EﬁEdS
F-statistic 12.09551 (19, 2T72) 0.0000
Chi-square 229.8147 19 0.0000
Test Summary Chi-3q. Stafistic  Chi-8q.df  Prob.
rull Hynoﬂ‘nesii C10=C(11)=C(12)=C(13=C(14)=C(15)=
1 1 18)=C(1 1= = 1

gfzﬁg’jgfzm}:gfzg;g:zﬁ}ﬁggg}’:g’w 3=C(22)=C(23)>= (rges-section random 36.063971 & 00000
MNull Hypothesis Summary:
Normalized Restriction (= 0) Value Std. Err. i ]
—— iRl DRI Cross-section random effects test comparisons.
c(11) -0.505474 0.121735
— DN Smimem Wbk Fied  Random  VarDif)  Prob.
C(14) -0.154494 0.096084
(15 -0.596558 0170354
c§1a:; 0076877  0.117151 ECO 0.040879 0072782 0000150 00113
c . .
cﬂ;; ﬁ_g?;g:g g_;‘gig:g FIN 0021954 059212 (000222 0%
ggg; :g-gggggg g-:gg;gg TAX 0000812 0002438 0000004 01179
c21) 0.051105  0.191053 POL 0607945 0799720 0002872  0.0003
@) 10448005 0141220 gy Q1340 005024 0002541 00504
g{g;} Egg;i;g g::ggg:; INFRA 0010385 -0.009870  0.000180 01312
c28) sl Ephan BUS 0521565 0530835 0006464 09076
ggg; j—gg;g;g g:]gﬁgg TEC Q071614 0082347 0000187 04324

Eviews oz e Tl ezl

Strength of auditing and reporting standards &4 33 z3ld! pud :(03) Jsndl

Pooled Regression Model

Dependent Vanable: COMO3
Method: Panel Least Squares
Diate: 022818 Time: 0817

Sample; 2006 2020
Peripds included; 15

Cross-gsections included: 20
Total panel (palanced) observations: 300

Variable

c
ECO
FIM
TaX
POL
EDU
INFRA
BUS
TEC

R-zquared
Adjusted R-squared
SE. of regression
Sum squared resid
Log likelihood
F-statistic
Prob{F-statistic)

Coefficient

0.415879
0.048212
0.554342
0.004183
0377337
0.036181
0.035136
0.072158
0.0837H

0.841802
0.837453
0.335188
3288952
8408730
183 5585
0.000000

Std. Emor

0.245592
0.027509
0.051656
0.001863
0.074333
0065777
0.034240
0.071863
0.037118

t-Statistic

1693373
1.752590
10.73147
2130230
£.084358
0.550051

~1.026169
~1.004116

2524910

Mean dependent var
5.0. dependent var
Akaike info criterion
Schwarz criterion
Hannan-Quinn criter.
Durbin-Watson stal
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Prob,

00915
0.0807
0.0000
0.0240
0.0000
0.5827
0.3057
0.3162
0.0121

5.162652
0.833859
0.687249
0.798362
0731716
0665280
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Fixed Effects Model

Dependent Vanable: COMO3

Method: Panel Least Squares

Date: 03/28M8 Time: 09c29

Sample: 2006 2020

Periods included: 15

Cross-sections included: 20

Total panel (balanced) obsenvations: 300

COMO3=C(1)+C(ZPECO+CIPFIN+C{4)" TAX+C(5) POL+C(B)"EDU+C(T)
“INFRA+C(3Y'BUS+C(PTEC+C101 D2+ (11 D3+C121 D4 ~C{13)
D5+ C{14) DE+~C{15) DT +C{1 6 Da+~COI Ty DO+CIB D10+-C(19)
DI+C20DI2+C(21 P D13+C(22Y D14+ C(23" D 15+C(24)° D16
+C(25)DIT+C28) DIB+C2T) D1 9+C{28)" D20

Random Effects Model
Dependent Variable: COMO3
Method: Panel EGLS (Cross-sedtion random effeds)
Dale: 032818 Time: 0925

Sample: 2006 2020
Periods induded: 15

Cross-seddions induded: 20
Tatal panel (balanced) obsenvations: 300
Swamy and &rora estimator of companent variances

Yariable Coefficient  Std. Error  +-Statistic  Prob.
Coafficiant Std. Efror -Statistic Prab.
C(1) -0 493015 0723824 -0.638032 0.4920 c 0.017454 0.430085 0.040605 0.9676
ci(2) 0176019 0034307 5130732 0.0000 ECO 0155656 0032065 4854448  0.0000
C(2) 0.285054 0051795  7.434251  0.0000 FIN 0410441 0049660 B264944  0.0000
Ci(4) 0005969 0003598 1658805  0.0933 i}
C{5) 0246794 0104830 2354237 0.0193 TAX 0003303  0.002854 1153451 02497
[=3] 0151660 0103353 1467397 0.1434 FOL 0248742  0.0BBG4E  2B0G005  0.0054
(7 0019934 003TTFT 0527675 05982 EDU 0142695 0090273 1580697 01150
C(8) 0373053 0935538 2752371 0.0063
&8 0033634 0039608 -D 540250 0.3665 INFRA 0021545 0035363 -DE09234 05428
Ci0) 0340313 0427666 -2736151  0.0066 BUS 0223393 0105255 2174652 00305
1) 00340890 0145537 0234238 0.8150 TEC Q021675 0037202 -0582632 05606
Ci12) 0602564 0459740 -3TT2ETS  0.0002
C13) 0033369 0233326 -0.143102  0.8863 "
Ci14) 0.147200 0114872 1281428 02011 Effects Specfication
C15) 0280830 0203563  1.37EEI0  0.1691 5D Rho
CI186) 0077263 0140058 -0.551650 05816
T 0511684 01895081 2622028 0.0092 .
Ci18) 0157061 0460971 0075705 0 2304 Cress-section random 0240052 04782
Ci19) 0843330 0167573 -3.839108 00002 |diosyneralic random 025077 05218
CI20) 0137804 0166738 -0.B27012  0.4090
ci21) -0.111938 02284009 -0 490078 06245 1 "
Ci22) 0883256 0168833 4 045944 0.0001 WElghbedEtalshcs
Zi23) 0037412 0. 1483159 0251392 08017
Ci24) 0113180 Q177946 0635035 0.5253 R-squared 0685123 Mean dependeni var 1.344464
C(25) 0163429 0167615 0875026 0.2304 24 % F455 44
C(26) -0.076485  0.222953 -0.343055  0.7318 ;ml:_usmMR sqqared gg:‘?mﬂﬁ gun' ""m"ﬁ;"mi; EB E:guag
Ci2T) -0.160972 0220754 0729183 04665 °C OITRQression - W SUE 16 :
C(28) 0002905 0148731 -0.019529  0.9844 F-statistic 7914520 Durbin-Watson stat 1.144896
ProbiF-statistic) 0.000000
R-squared 0817725 Mean dependenivar 5162652
Adjusted R-squared 0202558 S0 dependentwar 0.83348509 = o
SE. of regression 0250771  Akaike info criterion 0160135 Unweighted Stalistics
Sum squared resid 1710506 Schwarz criterion 0505822
Log lkelinood 3979689 Hannan-0ulnn criter. 0.288480
F-slatishic 112.3699 Durbin-Walson stat 1.262824 Resquared . 0815455 HEEI‘! dependen var 5162652
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000 Sum squared resid 3836718 Durbin-Watson stat 0.557611
Eviews oz e Tely : izl
Wald test 9 Hausman Test jbz! gt :(04) Jondl
Equation: Untitiea Correlated Random Effects - Haysman Test
Equation: Untitled
Test Statistic Walue La FProbbaility -.-ESI uﬂss-m ranmm Eﬁeﬂs
F-statistic 13.21054 19, 272) 00000
Chi-square 251.0003 19 00000 i - "
Test Summary Chi-Sq. Statistic  Chi-3q. df Prob.
MNull Hypathasis: C(10=Ci11 ) =C{12)=C{123)=C(14)=C({15)=
C{18)=C{1 7 )=C{18 }=C {1 9)=C{20)=C{21 ) =C{22)=C{(23 )= i1
:::24 J]chzsl);czzﬁ;:cEZ?LcEzsLo{ ymeEm=cE®= Coss-secion random 14145500 8 00780
MNull Hypolhesis Sumimany:
rMormalized Restwiction (= 0) Value Std, Erm, . . '
— e Ep—— Cross-gection random effects test comparisons:
CC14) D O340 0 D 145537
12 -0 B02564 0. 159710 ¢ 3 z
CE13= -0.0323289 0232326 HHEHE F[:Ed R.aﬂd'l:lm ?MU‘I'I_,'I P'I'l:lb
(o 5] 0. 1aT200 Q174872
e oo77263  ©0.140058 ECO 0ATE019 0155656  0.000149  0.0951
s BEles . SDiusuhi FIN 0385054 0410441 0000217  0.0845
ggg; —g-sggggg g-:g;;;g TAX 0005960 0003303 0000005 02211
o021y —D 141938 0:223409 PG'L ﬂ?‘ﬁ?g‘- “2‘3?42 {”}031 31 09?22
ce22) 0.583266 0.168833 EDU 0151660 00142695  0.002533  0.8536
Ciiay 0113180 0177940 INERA 0019934 0021545 0.000177 09035
SES 0. 163429 0. 157615
cgggg -Og7esss  ozzz9s3 BUS 0373053 0228893 0007202 00914
L1 H
cen) -0.160972  0.220754 TEC 0033634 02675 0000185 03796

Eviews oz e Tl 1 ezl
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Pooled Regression Model

Dependent Variable: COM01
Method: Panel Least Squares
Date: 03/30/18 Time: 09:08
Sample: 2006 2020

Periods included: 15
Cross-sections included: 14

Total panel (balanced) observations: 210

Dependent Vanable: COMOT
Method: Panel Least Squares
Date: 0330118 Time: 08:53

Sample: 2006 2020

Periods included: 15

Cross-sedions induded: 14
Total panel (balanced) obsenations: 210

COMM =01+ CEPECO+ A FIN+C(4) TRMC(5 POL-C(8 )" EDU+C(T)
INFRA+C(31"BUS+C{9)" TECHC(10)" D2+C(11) DI+HC121Dd+C{13)
*D5+C{14)'DE+C(15)*DT+C{16)" DE+C{17 DI+C{1EI*D10+C(19)

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.

C 0.917685 0.149694 6.130399 0.0000

ECO 0.003126 0.017663 0.176969 0.8597

FIN 0.199595 0.034130 5848138 0.0000

TAX 0.000746 0.000271 2754097 0.00654

POL 0677074 0.042951 15.76381 0.0000

EDU 0.054127 0.052658 1.027902 0.3052

INFRA 0.041932 0.035485 1.181675 0.2387

BUS -0.114654 0.067800 -1.691048 0.0924

TEC -0.112926 0.032413 -3.483931 0.0006

R-squared 0.844380 Mean dependentvar 3683345

Adjusted R-squared 0.828186 S.D.dependentvar 0.456358

S.E. ofregression 0.183575 Akaike info criterion -0.510476

Sum squared resid 6.773649 Schwarz criterion -0.367029

Log likelihood 6260001 Hannan-Quinn criter. -0.452486

F-statistic 136.3258 Durbin-Watson stat 0.638172
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000

Fixed Effects Model Random Effects Model

Dependent Variable; COMD
Method: Panel EGLS (Cross-section random effects)
Diate: 03730M8 Time: 08:20

Sample: 2006 2020
Periods included: 15

Cross-sections incuded: 14

Total panel (balanced) absenvations: 210
Swamy and Arora estimalor of component vaniances

"DA+CI20) D12+ CI21 D1 3+C(22 D14 Variable Coeficient  Std Emor  WStalistc  Prob.
ST e c 1066862 0199348 5351756  0.0000
c(1) 1403640 0270585  5.187462  0.0000 ECO 003006 0018270 -0.164513  (.BE3S
Ci2) 0005948 0020149  -D.285210  (0.7682 FIN 0143632 0040796 3520761  0.0005
C(3) 0074600 0053843 1385515  0.1675 TAX 0000671 0000363 1851037  0.0656
g(;; ggg:gg g-ggggl ;;g:gg gg;}; POL 0603244 0055692 1083183  0.0000
i . . : _
S o Do oo oomy DU omD OB 5T 05K
C{7) 0097257 0.039170 -2482852  0.0139 " ; Pl :
Cis) 0257146 0033137 2003053 0.0023 BUS 0150572 0.076921 1957468  0.0517
Cig) 0142430 0.030523 4666259  0.0000 TEC 0134822 0029084 -4.635671  0.0000
c(10) 0063204 0073732 0858438 03917
Ci11) 0034422 0072244 -DATHATD 05343 Effects Specification
c(12) 0313873 0070911 4426265  0.0000 ) Rha
Ci13) 0058346 0079272 0735018 04526
C(14) 0464126 0111125 4176620  0.0000 .
C(15) 0263714 0082715 2183185  p.ppq7 CrosS-section random 0107344 03442
C(16) 0291927 0085720 4441995  0opoo /diosmcralicrandom 0148139 0.6558
ci17) 0050125 0077442 0847261 05183
Cl18) 0315362 0084501 4882403  0.0000 Weighted Statistics
cl18) 0685078 0126166 5429801  0.0000
ggf;: g-gg;i g-g%g?g ﬂggg g-gg{i;; R-squared 0587118 Mean dependentvar 1236473
: ; ; 0000 pgjustedR-squared  0.570685 SD.dependentvar  0.234849
Ci22) 0357048 0039523 6013640 0.0000 o ¢ recvession 0153878 Sumsquaredresid 4750381
R-squared 0.905189 Mean dependentvar 3583345 F-stalistic 35.72777  Durbin-Watson stal 0.827795
Adjusted R-squared 0894509 S.0. dependentvar 0456258 Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000
SE. ofregression 0148159  Akaike info criterion 0.382203
Surmn squared resid 4126807 Schwarz criterion 0531553 Unweighted Statistics
Log likelihood 1146313  Hannan-Quinn criter. 0.740443
F-statistic 8547135 Durbin-Watson stat 0.996755 R-squared 0810576 Mean dependentvar 1693345
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000 Sum squared resid £.245039  Durbin-Watson stat 0.477836
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Wald Test

e Equaﬁﬂnf Unfitled
Test Statistic Value df Probability Test cross-sechion random effects
F-statistic 8275307 (13, 188) 0.0000 z i !
Chi-square 1205790 13 0.0000 TestSummary Chi-Sq Statistic  Chi-Sg. df  Prob,
Cross-section random 23816518 B 00025

Null Hypothesis: C(10)=C(11)=C(12)=C(13)=C(14)=C(15)=
C(16)=C(17)=C(18)=C(19)=C(20)=C(21)=C(22)=0
Mull Hypothesis Summary:

Cross-section random effedts tesl comparisons:

Normalized Restriction (= 0) Value Std, Em.

C(10) 0063204  0.073732 Vaniable Foed  Random  VarDif)  Prob.
C(11) -0,034422  0.072244

C{12) 0313873 0.070911

C(13) 0.058346 0.079272 ECO 0005948 -0.003006  0.000072 0729
c{14) 0464126 0111125 FIN 0074600 0143632 0001235  0.04%5
gﬂg; ggg?g;g g.ggggg TAX (0000508  0.000671  0.000000 05135
ci7) ORI DT POL 0533828 0603244 0001084 00350
c(18) 0315362  0.064591 EDU 0124228 0035723  0.001063  0.0066
C(19) 0685078  0.126166 INFRA 0007257 0052427 0.000168  0.0005
C(20) 0177376  0.085558

I E T
C(22) 0357948  0.050523 - - : -

Eviews oz e Tl ezl

Strength of auditing and reporting standards y&4 33 z3ld! s :(03) Jsndl

Pooled Regression Model

Dependent Variable: COM03

Method: Panel Least Squares

Date: 03/30/18 Time: 09:55

Sample: 2006 2020

Periods included: 15

Cross-sections included: 14

Total panel (balanced) observations: 210

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.

C 1.321014 0.375801 3515193 0.0005

ECO -0.116371 0.044342 -2.624393 0.0093

FIN 0.853346 0.085681 9959567 0.0000

TAX -0.000713 0.000680 -1.049057 0.2954

POL 0.537408 0.107827 4983971 0.0000

EDU 0.428350 0.132195 3.240281 0.0014

INFRA 0.046718 0.089084 0524432 0.6006

BUS -1.164333 0.170210 -6.840565 0.0000

TEC 0.389444 0.081372 4785965 0.0000

R-squared 0.720678 Mean dependent var 4296272

Adjusted R-squared 0.709560 S.D. dependentvar 0.855143

SE. ofregression 0460858 Akaike info criterion 1.330456

Sum squared resid 4269032 Schwarzcriterion 1473904

Log likelihood -130.6979 Hannan-Quinn criter. 1.388447

F-statistic 6482479 Durbin-Watson stat 0.281201
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000
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Fixed Effects Model Random Effects Model
Dependent Variasle: COMO3 Dependent Variable; COM03
::?;_ﬂgw:%?‘eé L?ﬂif::::s Method: Panel EGLS (Cross-sedion random effects)
Sample: 2006 2020 Date: I}Mﬁ Time; 09:58
Periods included: 15 Sample: 2006 2020
Cross-sechions indluded: 14 Periods included 15
Total panel (balanced) obsenalions: 210 Cross-sections included: 14

COMO3=C(1+C(2"ECO+C(3FIN+C{4) TAX+CI5"POL+C(6)"EDU+C(T) Total panel (balanced) absenvations: 210
"INFRA+C(8)BUS+C(8) TEC+C(10)"D2+C{11)°D3+C(12)'D4+C(13)  Syamy and Arora estimalor of componentvariances
D5+C{14)" DE+C(15)° DT +C(16)* D8«C{1TDI+C(1B)' D10+C(19)
D11+ 20 D12+C(21)D13+C(22)° D14

Vanable Coefficient Std. Emor t-Sialistic Prob.
Coefficient Sid. Error -Statistic Prob.
C 2877442 0411670 6989535  0.0000
i) 3256640 0430313 7568067  0.0000 ECO -0082227 0031228 2633101 0.0001
ci2) 0.092391  0.032044 2883286  0.0044
Ci3) 0312298 0085627 3.647189  0.0003 ;:i _gﬁgﬁ; g'g;ggg _gg:g;? g'gggg
Ci4) -702E-05 0000701 -0.100068  0.9204 ; ; 5 ;
CI5) 0458082 0102883 4540671  0.0000 POL 0479227  0.099443 4313089 0.0000
Ci6) 0193513 0411219 1730824 0.0835 EDU -0080676 0107729 0841706 04010
CiT) 0111174 0062202 1784713 0.0759 INFRA -0.088111 0061501 -1432672 01535
Cig) -0.405363 0132213  -3.065882  0.0025 BUS 0472050 0130044 2629940 00004
cig) 0195343 0.048542 4024231 00001
C(10) 0037415 0117256  0.319087  0.7500 e BRI (Gen AW
ci11) 0495868  0.114881 4315898  0.0000 .
(12} 0.092586 0112771 0821005  0.4427 Effects Specification
C(13) 0505748 0126067 4011735  0.0001 sD. Rho
C(14) 0551842 0176723 3122646  0.0021
C(15) 0638485 0131544 4853766 00000 rross-section random 0416097 07571
C16) -0.424709 0104515  -4.063629 00001 g ;
ciT) 0002435 0123155 0019775  ogap |oosimcraicrandom e Bl i
C(18) 0412168 0102720 4012521  0.0001 : T
C[19) 2278444 0200642 1110856  0.0000 Weighted Statistics
C(20) 0017560 0104257  0.168430  0.8664
C21) 0331869 0117544 2823366 00053 R-squared 0.332697 Mean depandent var 0621641
c22) 1243647 0.094633% 1313814 0.0000 pAdjysted R-squared 0306137 5.0 dependentvar 0.294946
S.E. of regression 0245685 Sum squared resid 12.13261
R-squared 0831711 Mean dependent var 42096272 F—staﬁsﬁcq 12 52655 DLHUiﬂTVaTSﬂFI stat 0672611
AdustedR-squared 0924083 S.D. dependentvar 0855143 pron-statistic) 0.000000
S.E. of regression 0235619  Akaike info criterion 0.045653
Sum squared resid 1043702 Schwarz criterion 0.396302 Unweighted Statistics
Log likelihood 17.20645 Hannan-Quinn criter. 0.187407
F-slatistic 1221424 Durbin-Watson stal 0.815412 R-squared 0473063 Mean dependentvar 4296272
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000 Sum squared resid 80.53450 Durbin-Watson stat 0.101330

Eviews oz e Tl 1yl
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Wald Test:

koo LA Correlated Randorn Effects - Hausman Test
Equation: Unfitled

Test Statistic Value dr Propability  Tes! cross-section random effects

F-statistic 44.690186 (13, 188) 0.0000 : <o :

Chi-square 580.9721 12 o.0000  TestSummary Chi-Sq. Statistic Chi-Sq.df  Prob.
Cross-section random 25.542248 3 00013

Mull Hypothesis: C(10)=C({11)=C(12)=C(13)=C(14)=C(15)=
C{16)=C{1T)=C(18)=C(19)=C(20)=C(21)=C(22)=0
MNull Hypothesis Summary:

Cross-section random effects lest comparisons:

Normalized Restriction (= 0) Value Std. Err.
©(10) 0.037415 0.117256 Variable Fixed Randem  Var(Diff) Prob.
c(11) 0.495868 0.114891
b2 e i ECO 0092391 0082227 0000052  0.1571
S(14) 0551842 0176723 FIN 0312208 0435331 0001083 00002
gm 5) n.sgaxaaa 0.131544 TAX -0.000070  -0.000142 0000000 07321
At s R POL 0468082 0479227 0000636 06727
el i (R EDU 0193513 0000676 0000764  0.0002
c(19) 2228444 0200642 INFRA Q111174 0088111 0000038 00198
C(20) -0.017560  0.104257 BUS 0405363 0472050 0000569  0.0052
b2 iy T TEC 0495343 0218415 0000064 00039

Eviews oz e Tl 1 ezl
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Pooled Regression Model

Dependent Variable: SOMO1
Method: Paneal Least Squares
Date: 04/02/18 Time: 07:34
Sample: 2006 2020
Periods inciuded: 15
Cross-sections included: 15
Total panel (balanced) obsenations: 225

Variable Coefficient Std. Error 1-Statistic Prob.

L= 0176433 0160224 1.101166 02720

ECO -0.068304 0.020634 -3.302211 00011

FIM -0.101492 0041285 -2 452373 0.0150

TAX -0.005956 0001487 -4 005155 00001

POL 1.210586 0052420 2300384 0_0000

EDU -0.135677 0.045459 -2.984568 D.0032

INFRA 0.058039 0042415 1.368350 01726

Bus 0.203542 0054159 3.758232 a.0002

TEC -0.130685 0054107 -2.415320 D.0166

R-squared 0956265 Mean dependent var 4 216468

Adjusted R-squarad 0954645 S.D. dependentwvar 0.938511

S.E. ofregression 0210520 Akaike info criterion -0.239295

Sum squared resid 9572822 Schwarz criterion =0 102651

Log likelinood 3592072 Hannan-2Qulnn criter. -0. 184145

F-statistic 5890.3545 Durbin-Watson stat 0.605467
Probi{F-statistic) 0.000000

Fixved Effecrs Model

Dependent vanaole: COMO1
Method: Panel Least Squaras
Date: 040218 Tirme: 07:18

Sample: 2006 2020
Periods included 15

Cross-secions induded. 15
Total panel (balanced) obsenations: 225

COMD1=C1+CI2) ECO=CL3"FIN=C4y TAX+C(5F POL+CI8 ) EDU+C(T)
"INFRA+C(E"BUS+C{I P TECCO0y D2+CO P D3+C121D4+C13)

Method Pangl EGLS (Cross-sechion random effects)

Random Effects Model
Dependent Vanabée: COMMN

Drate: 040218 Time: 07:15
Sample: 2008 2020
Pedods induded: 15
Cross-sections incluged: 15

D5+C141DE+C(15)*DT+C{16)"DE+CU7FDI+C18)°D10+C(18)

Total panel (balanced) obsenations: 225
Swamy and Arora estimator of component variances

‘D-‘I1*DiEﬂ}'D'lMiE‘I:}'D‘IE**C[E‘Z]‘N4*':?{23!'015 VEHIHHE Coefficient d Emor |-84akistic Prob.
Coeficient  Std Emor  -Statisic  Prob.
gl a A c LHMM 0184TIE 0512440 05409
c(1) 411442 0349206 381951 0.0017 ECO DM6756 0023611 0654271 05134
Ci2) 0046787 0035254 1327160  0.1860 FIN 0050161 0041951 1410233 01509
Ci3) 0063724 0045380 -1388030  0.1664 AN 0005304 0.002006 2644203 0.0088
Cld) 0001323 0003590  -0.35B463 0.7204 FOL 1B3266 0061983 1907380  0.0000
Ci5) 0269672  (.081992 -12B0003  0.0012
cim) 0180742 0059834 3171136  0.0018 INFRA 0077393 0042616 1818065 00707
CiB) 0404259 07116176 3479708  0.0006 BUS 0250530 0066670 375777 0.0002
C(9) 0221484 0062745 3561785 0.0005 TEC AGBTIT 0035448 3042767 0.0025
C(10) 0436653 0191709 -227T680  0.0238
c(11) 0232515 0173205 -1342425  0.1810 Effects Specification
c(12) 0238606 (134812 -1769919 00782 S0, Rho
c(13) 0209147 0082829 2525051  0.0123
C(14) 0449216 0225080 -1995810  0.0473 .
c15) 0153978 0267383 0575869 05653 Cross-secion random 0081467 - 0.5704
Ci16) 0216550 0109997 1966685  0.0504 dosmcrabicrandom 0ATSTTE  0.8206
ciT) 0442608 0206424 0600849  0.4905
C(18) 0569345 0114939 4953439 0.0000 Weighted Statistics
C(19) 0442086 0084182 1698530  0.0900
C{20) 0231578 0080563 2874502 0045 R-squared 0.885592 Mean dependentvar 2087031
cizt) 0045402 0224575 0201900 OB402 pycpeqpoquared 0881355 SD.dependentvar 0554055
C(22) 0268300 0209101 -1283110  0.2009 . :
Ci23) 0027723 0133024 0208405 Qg1 S Olfegression 0190844 Sumsuaredresid 7857003
F-slatistic 2089976 Durbin-Watson stat 0.705260
R-sguared 0970173  Mean dependantvar 4216468 Prob(F-statisiic) 0.000000
Adjusted R-squared 0966924 SD. dependentvar 0.988511
SE ofregression 0179778  Akaike info criterion 0497572 :
Sum squarad resid 6528692 Schwarz criterion 0148371 Univsighiied iakshos
Log likelihood 7597688 Hannan-Quinn cribar, -0,356633
Fataistc 2086499 Durbin-Walson stat 0.878712 R-sauared 0951953 Mean cependentvar 4216465
ProbF-statistic) 0.000000 Sum squared resid 1051538  Durban-Watson stat 0.527835
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Wald Test - :
Equation: Untitled Comelated Random Effects - Hausman Test

Equation: Unitied

Test Statistic Value a Probability Tesl eross-sechion random efecs
F-statistic 6727603  (14,202) 0.0000
Chi-squara 94 18644 14 0.0000 Tesl Summary Chi-Sq Statisic  ChiSgdl  Prob.
Null Hypothesis: C(10)=C(11)=C(12)=C(13)=C(14)=C(15)=  Coss-5echion random 35407809 § 00000

'103(1E}"CI{‘I?}=Ct‘IB}=C{19}=C{2n)ﬂ=ﬂt21JﬂC{E’EPCtEEF
Mull Hypothesis Summary.

Cross-sechon random effects test compansons:

Mormalized Restriction (= 0) Value Std. Ermr.
c(10) -0.436653 0191709 Variabie Fed  Random  VarDfl)  Prob.
c(11) 0232515  0.173205
504 il ECO 006787 001756 000057 0007
g::;i j.:;gg;g g.gggggg FIN 063724 0059161 0.000%45 08060
C(16) 0.216550 0.109997 TAX 001323 0005304 0000010  0.1986
c(7) -0.142608  0.206424 POL 1107131 1182266 0003193 (7925
C(18) 0569345  0.114939 EQU 260672 0179316 0003457 01244
ol o S ecpcbie INFRA 0189742 OOTTI3  00OATE 0007
Ci{21) -0.045402 0224875 ms umzsﬂ ﬂzﬁﬂﬁy] |:||:|-|:|g-|}52 |:|1 Dﬁ‘]
c(22) -0268300  0.209101
c(23) 0027723 0133024 TEC 223484 -0168T17  0000BE2 Q.62

Eviews oz e Tl ezl
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Pooled Regression Model

Dependent Variable: COMO03

Method. Panel Least Squares

Date: 04/02/18 Time: 08:00

Sample: 2006 2020

Periods included: 15

Cross-sections included: 15

Total panel (balanced) observations: 225

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.

C -0.486891 0200995 -2.422398 0.0162

ECO 0.048213  0.025948 1858093 0.0645

FIN 0368420 0.051916 7.096416 0.0000

TAX 0006647 0001865 3563412 0.0005

POL 0508654  0.065759 7.735071 0.0000

EDU 0.064321 0.057027 1.127898  0.2606

INFRA -0.164642 0.053208 -3.094308 0.0022

BUS 0133273  0.067941 1.961607 0.0511

TEC 0.189930 0.067875 2798241 0.0056

R-squared 0919151 Mean dependentvar 4628354

Adjusted R-squared 0916157 S.D. dependentvar 0.912048

SE. ofregression 0.264090 Akaike info criterion 0214122

Sum squared resid 1506457 Schwarz criterion 0.350766

Log likelihood -15.08878 Hannan-Quinn criter. 0.269273

F-statistic 306.9570 Durbin-Walson stat 0.778946
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000
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Fived Effects Model

Dependent Variable: COMO3

Method: Panel Least Squares

Date: 04002118 Time: 08:11

Sample: 2006 2020

Periods included: 15

Cross-sections incluged 15

Total panel (balanced) obsenations: 225

COMO3=C(1)rC{2)* ECO+C{ 3V FIN=C{4)* TAX+C{5)" FOL~C(5 )" EDIUCI(T)
"INFRAC{B)" BUS+C(9)" TEC+C(10" D 2+«C(11"D3+C(12)"D4+C(13)
*DS5=C{14" DE=C(15" DT =C16 " DE=C(17 )"D=C(18"D10+C(19)
DI1=CL20 D12+C(21 P DA3I-C(22) D14+C (23" D15

Random Effects Model
Dependent Vanable: COMO3
Method: Panel EGLS (Cross-seciion random effects)
Date: 04202118 Time: 08:07
Sample: 2006 2020
Penpds incuded: 15
Cross-sections included 15
Tatal panel (balanced) obsenvations: 225
Swamy and Arora estimator of component variances

Variable Coefigent  Std Eror -Stalistic Prob.
Coeficient S3d. Error -Statistic Prab.
C 0817235 0300413 2720371 0.0071
gg{ ;:ﬂ;ﬁ 3.42‘2943 'g-m g-%i ECO 0122417 0.037418 3271629 0.0012
| 042687 : ; FiM 0288787 0.053738 5374182 0.0000
gg} DA e :-i?;‘;zsi s TAX 0013403 0003327 4055098  0.0001
Ci5) 0782044 0101562 7700188 0.0000 POL 0714586  0.0BYTSES 7980671  0.0000
Ci6) 0.047842 0099281 0481891 0.6304 EDU 0.008627 0.0B507E 0101402 0.9193
c 0158567 0072451 -2180000 00207 INFRA 0ATTEIS 0057306  -3004901  0.0022
Eﬁ? -Eﬂg;gii g;;gg;g -ggg?;gg 33;33 BUS 0008008  0.102554 0086364  0.9300
1] 1 1 i d 1
Cro 0697030 0232133  -3.002757  0.0030 TEG $aRHD. -AUHMe AT B
G 0194003 0200727 0925026  0.3561 =
Cr12) 0.108817 0163236 0666613  0.5058 Effects Specfication
C(13) 0.065068  0.100204 0649068 05170 sD. Rho
Ci14) 0.145520 0272540 0537642 05914
E::g -g.ggﬁg g-'-:rgfl’gf -g-gﬁﬂ; ggﬁﬁﬂ Cross-sedlion random 0203671 0.4668
C{i7) 0130620 0249950 0522650  0oig U rSImCralicrandom Rl 08
ci1a) 0.062301 0138175 0447641 06549 )
C{19) 0115044 0101933 1128627 02604 Weighted Statistics
C(20) 0.494628 0097550  SO70501  0.0000
ci21) 0143752 0272282 -0527933 05881 R-squared 0714069  Mean dependent var 1231243
Ci22} 0230887 0253192 0911904 03629 pdisted R-squarad 0703478 5.0, dependent var 0.401058
Ci23) 0170084 0161073 1055842 03923 gp frapression 0218381 Sum squared resid 10.30207
R-squared 0948528 Meandependentvar 4628354 _SEEIC i et IRIETERES
Adjusted R-squared 0943033 SD. dependentvar po1zoag FrovF- £} ;
S.E. of regression 0.217586 Akaike info cilerion -0.114913 = o
Sum squared resid 0572231 Schwarz criterion 0.234789 Unweighted Statistics
Log likelihood 3592766 Hannman-Cuinn oriler. 0.02602T
F-statistic 1695480 Durbin-Watson stat 1303558 R-squared ) 0.903280 Il!a!'! dep&ﬂ&ﬂt war 4628354
Probi(F-stalistic) 0000000 Sum squared resid 18.02182 Durbin-Watson stat 0.6T4005
Eviews oz Lo lels 1 yhaaadl
Wald test 3 Hausman Test jLz! gt :(04) Jiondl
Wald Test %
i oE LA Cormelated Random Effects - Hausman Test
Equation: Uniified
Test Statistic Value af Probabilily Taet eross-section random eflects
F-statistic 8.278805 (14, 202) 0.0000
Chi-square 1159033 14 00000 Tesi Summary Chi-Sq. Staisic Chi-Sq df Prob.
Hull Hypothesis: C{10)=C(11)=C(12)=C(13)}=C(14)=C(15)=  Cross-section random 9.401504 g 03006
C16)=C(17)=C18)=C(19)=C(20)=C(21)=C(22)=C(23)=
0
MNull Hypothesis Summany: :
- Cross-section random effects fest comparisons:
Mormalized Restriction (= 0) Value Std. Err
c(10) -0.697038 0.232133 Variable Fimed Random Van(Diff ) Prob.
c{11) -0.194003 0209727
ci12 0.108817 0.1653238
it ook aoaee ECO 0131248 0122417 0000422 05638
gﬂ;; ‘.;’.'?,‘:Zf;i?, gi;i?gg FIN 0275772 0.288797  0.000198  0.39852
C({16) 0:122195 n_.1331g1 TAX 0.019716 0.013493 0.000004 0.0370
cT) 0130638 0.249950 POL 0782044 0714585 0002257 01556
C{18) D.062301 0.138775 EDU 0047842  0.008527 0002619 04435
c(19) 0.115044 0.101933
C(21) -0.143752 0.272292 BUS D084322 0003908 0009271 03329
C(22) 0.230887 0.253192
2! . oo TEC 0176841 0193770 0.000636 05020

Eviews oz e Tl 1 ezl
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Pooled Regression Model

Dependent Variable: COMD
Method: Panel Least Squares
Date: 040418 Time: 13:41

Sample: 2006 2020
Periods included: 15

Cross-sections included: 18
Total panel (balanced) observations: 270

Variable Coefficient Std. Error -Statistic Prob.

c 0.339774 0.248427 1367703 01726

ECO -0.059382 0026939 -2 200198 0.0287T

Fir -0.075124 0.054510 -1.378180 0.16893

TAX -0 000647 0.001183 -0.546530 0.5852

POL 1067143 0.045826 23 28680 00000

EDU -0.012894 0.058432 ~0.220665 0.8255

INFRA 0140475 0.052101 -2 8696197 0.0075

BUS 0374324 0.oFTE10 4810736 00000

TEC -0 174938 0.080200 -2.872554 00044

R-squared 0791518 Mean dependent var 3703742

Adjusted R-squared 0.785128 S.0D. dependentvar 0.658819

SE. of regrassion 0310028 Akaike info criterion 0.528446

Sum squared resia 2508635 Schwarz criterion 0.648393

Log likelihood -62.34018 Hannan-Cuinn criter, 0576611

F-statistic 123 8634 Durbin-Walson stal 0.893021
Proo(F-statistic) Q000000

Fixed Effects Model Random Effects Model

Depandent Variable: SOMOY
Method: Panel Least Squares
Date: 040418 Time: 13:49

Sample: 2006 2020
Periods included: 15

Cross-sections included: 18
Total panel (balanced) observations: 270

COMII=C(1 )+ C(2I"ECO+C{3)"FIN+C{4) TAX+C{5)*POL+C{B)"EDU+C(T)
“INFRA+C(B)"BUS+C(9y" TEC+C(10)"'D2+C(11)"D3+C(12)"D4+C(13)
"DS+C(14) DE+C(15)" D7 +C{16)"DE+C(17)"DA+C{18)"D10+C(19)
*D11+C20)" D12+C21) D13+ C22 D14+ C(23P D15+ C(24)" D16

+C{25) D17+C(26)° D18

Dependent Variable: COMD1
Method: Panel EGLS (Cross-section random effects)
Date: 04M4M8 Time; 1344

Sample: 2006 2020
Peniods included: 15

Cross-sections included: 18
Total panel (palanced) ebsenvations: 270
Swamy and Arora estimalor of componentvanances

Variable Coeffiient  Std Error +-Statistic Prob.
Coefficient  Std Error  1-Statistic Prob,
c 1940307 0384963 5040238  0.0000
1) 4053940 0668641 60562958  0.0000
ci2) 0064340 0039674 -1621720 01062 ECO 0042550 0032742 1290564 01949
c2) 0023220 0.072311 -0.321108 0.7484 FIN 0074613 0062309  -1187919 02359
Ci(4) -0.004356 0.002798  -1.556869 0.1208 TAX 0001144 0001821 0628042 05305
Ci5) 0.668550  0.086641 7716335  0.0000
CI(6) -0.399309 0082562 -4.8360456  0.0000 POL 0902847 0066068 1366552  0.0000
[ot:)] 0126222 0128451 0932644 0.3268 INFRA, 0101579 0062911  -1.614648 01076
ot 0132770 0192033  0ssales 04920 s BITMTE (DM 2T M
c(11) 0305220 0218714 12095568  0.1641 TEC 0144581 0059010 2450127 0.0149
c(12) 0.644539  (.280462 2226678  0.0269
C(13) 0.0445649 0159276 0280324  0.7795 Effects Specification
C{14) -0.556881 0254850 2185134 0.0298 sD Rho
Cl15) 0520262  0.272381 -1.943094 00532 st
C16) 0.302797  0.265952 -1.138538  0.2560
C{1T) -0.453954 0260940 -1.778006  0.0756 Cross-section random 0471795 03303
C(18) 0318618 0284485  -1119983 02638 |gigsyncralic random 0239708 06ROT
{19} 0246076 0213593 -1152079  0.2504
c(20) 0772601 0220866 -3.350623  0.0009 x =
C(21) -0.103505  0.260576 -0.397217  0.6916 Weighted Statistics
c(22) -1.098353  0.283955 -3.868052  0.0004
C(23) <0.304834  0.252417 1207860  0.2283 Q.sayared 0567580 Mean dependant var 1.255360
C(24) 0367226 0269817 1261020 01748 ,
C(25) GALI03E  O5TAAME 2303259 0.0221 Mdiusted R-sqqared 0554326 S0 Gependent'@a' 0.386912
C26) 0241620 0223425 -1081439 02206 SE ofregression 0258298 Sum squared resid 17.41336
R-squared 0.883484 Mean dependentvar 3703742 FElgBC AZR2A OIS0 3k L
Adjusted R-squared 0:3?15-115 5.0. dependent var 0.663819 ProbyF-3halak] 00000
S.E. of regression 0239708 Akaike info criterion 0.072548 , .
Sum squared resid 14.02022  Schwarz criterion 0.419063 Unweighted Stalistics
Log likelihood 16.20598 Hannan-Quinn criter. 0211693
F-statistic 7400531 Durbin-Watson stat 1237076 R-squared 0718125 Mean dependent var 3703742
ProbiF-statistic) 0.000000 Sum squared resid 3391769  Dwrbin-Watson stat 0.570993
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Wald Test

Equation: Untitled Correlated Random Effects - Hausman Test
Equation: Unitied
Test Statistic Value of Probability ;
Test cross-section random effects
F-statistic 11.32875 (17, 244) 0.0000
Chi-square 192 5887 17 0.0000

Test Summary Chi-Sq Stalistic  Chi-Sq.df  Prob,

Mull Hypothesis: C(10)=C(11)=C(12)=C(13)=C(14)=C(15)= "
C(18)=C(17)1=C(18)=C(19)=C(20)=C(21)=C(22)=C(23)= (Cross-section random 50,052331 §  0.0000
C(24)=C(25)=C(26)=0

MNull Hypotheasis Summary,

Mormalized Restriction (= 0) Valua Sid. Err. CFESS‘SEdeH random EﬁEdS st me&ﬁﬁﬂl’lﬁ:

C(10) 0.132770 0.192933

S s o Variable Fed  Random  VarDif)  Prob,
C(13) 0.044649 0.159276

e 5829263 0270384 ECO Q06440 0042550 0000502 03308
c(16) -0302797  0.265952 FIN 0023220 0074613 0001284  0.1515
i poizyocre e TAX 0004356 0001144 0.000005  0.305
C(19) -0.245076  0.213593 POL 0668550 0002847 0003142  0.0000
ot 103808 0260878 EOU 0309309 0251085 0001935  0.0008
C(22) -1098353  0.283955 INFRA 0007854 0101579 0.001337  0.0104
(23 =-0.30488 0.252417 ;

Ci24) 0367226 0269817 BUS 0126222 0210478 0005956 00471
C(25) 0.641038 0.278316

£ 083098, DasEe TEC 0198233 0144581 0000449 00113

Eviews oz e Tl ezl

Strength of auditing and reporting standards &4 33 z3ld! pud :(03) Jsndl
Pooled Regression Model

Dependent Variable: COMO3

Method: Panel Least Squares

Date: 04/09M8 Time: 10:37

Sample: 2006 2020

Periods included: 15

Cross-seclions included: 18

Total panel (balanced) obsenvations: 270

Variable Coeficient  Std.Emor  t-Staistc  Prob.
C 1202377 0261105 4.604950  0.0000
ECO 0122885 0028367 -4.332010  0.0000
FIN 0623132 0057292 1087649  0.0000

TAX 0002367 0001244  -1.903259  0.0581

POL 0150070  0.048165  3NS7T7T  0.0020

EDU 0273033 0061414 4445751 0.0000

INFRA 0062099 0054760 1134015 02578

BUS 0044240 0081781 -0.540959  0.5890

TEC 0019857 0064008 -0.310226  0.7566
R-squared 0671633 Mean dependentvar 4665209
Adjusted R-squared 0.661568 S.0.dependentvar 0.560119
S.E. of regression 0.325349 Akaike info criterion 0.627999
Sum squared resid 2171232 Schwarz criterion 0.747946
Log likelinood -T5.77986 Hannan-Quinn criter, 0676165
F-slatistic 6672025 Durbin-Watson stat 0.357460

ProbiF-statistic) 0.000000
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Fixed Effects Model Random Effects Model

Dependent Variable: COM03 Dependent Variable: COMO03
M P '
Dokt CAReS Thme: 1043 Method Panel EGLS (Cross-section random effects)
gam&;:‘zgoggz:as Date; 0409/18 Time: 10:39

O MO, Sample: 2006 2020
Cross-sections included 18 : s
Total panel (balanced) observations: 270 Periods included: 15

comoa=c(1 ’)::ci(zSsgg&%(aggw’g?g\;:cc(srP%:gez)-sg‘tm) Cross-sections induded: 18
I (8)" ) 10)"D2+C(11)* 12y 13) )
*DS5+C(14)*DE+C(15)"D7+C(16)*D8+C(17)*D+C(18)*D10+C(19) Total panel (balanced) observations: 270

*D11+C(20)"D12+C(21)"D13+C(22)"D 14+C(23)*D15+C(24)*D16 Swamy and Arora estimator of component variances
+C(25)"D17+C(26)°'D18
Coefficient Sta. Error t-Statistic Prob. ¥ ent Std. Emror stic Prod.
c() -2972095 0716895 -4.145791 0.0000 C 0323415 0400696 -0807133 04203
(2 0.025296 0042537 0594673  0.5526 ECO 0034972 0034558 -1011967 03125
c(3) 0681156 0077529 8785796  0.0000
c(3) 0005693 0003000 1897916  0.0589 FIN 0682928 0085507 1026835  0.0000
C(5) 0.127517  0.092894 1372723 01711 TAX 0000257 0001893 0.135756 08921
C(6) 0419679 0088528 4740633  0.0000 POL 0116102 0059082 1680641  0.0040
c) 0227884 0078016 2920984  0.0038
c®) 0278189 0137721 2019940 00445 EOU 0359299 0073765 4870875  0.0000
C(9) -0.067637 0087224 -1006138 03153 INFRA 0188091 0065471 2829659  0.0050
C(10) 0471756 0206856 2280602  0.0234 BUS 0015051 0107903 0139482 08892
c(11) 0578362 0234498 2466385 00143
c(12) 0.143517  0.310352  0.462431 06442 TEC 0070357 0052858 -1119289 02640
C(13) 0109760 0170770 0642737 05210
C(14) 0977713 0273242 3578199  0.0004 Effedts Specificabon
c(15) 0553319 0292039 1894677 00593 sD Rho
C(16) 0576261 0285145 2020938 00444 -
c(17) 0999726 0279772 3573361  0.0004
Cc(18) 0999278 0305016 3276155  0.0012 Cross-section random 0171494 03081
C(19) 0616597 0229007 2692476  0.0076 .
C(20) 1199317 0246563 4864147 00000 '00SMC3NCrandom 0257007 086919
c(21) 0226558 0279381 0810929 04182
C(22) 1068434  0.304447 3509421  0.0005 Weighted Statistics
C(23) 0751723 0270633 2777644  0.0059
C(24) 0271466 0.289289 0.938393 0.3490
C(25) 0597417 0298402 2002055  0.0464 R-squared 0567999 Mean dependentvar 1683539
C(26) 1284242 0239549 5361093  0.0000 Adjusted R-squared 0554758 SD.dependentvar 0.406385
E. i 71167 m i 19.191
Rsquared 0803029 Meandependentvar 4665200 pouns ' agosto Dumireni 04kt
: F-statistic 4289570 Durbin-Watson stat 0.553131
Adjusted R-squared 0.789463 S.D. dependentvar 0560119 Prob(F-statisic) 0.000000
S.E. of regression 0.257007 Akaike info criterion 0211913
Sum squared resid 16.11685 Schwarz criterion 0.558428 Unweighted Stabistics
Log likelihood -2608246 Hannan-Quinn criter. 0.351058
F-statistic 41.34730 Durbin-Watson stat 0.744743 R-squared 0601553 Mean dependent var 4665209
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000 Sum squared resid 3362688 Durbin-Watson stat 0.315687

Eviews w2 s Tl 1 izl

Wald test 9 Hausman Test jbz! gt :(04) Jondl

E?.l‘;&’;ﬁtum.,d Correlated Random Effects - Hausman Test
Equation: Untiled
il o i ia - Probabil®y 1est cross-secion random effects
F-statistic 10.32641 (17, 244) 0.0000
Chi-square 175.5489 17 0.0000 Test Summary CI'ISQ. Statistic Cﬂl-&] dat Prob.

Mull Hypothesis: C(10)=C(11)=C(12)=C(13)=C(14)=C(15)=
C{16)=C(17)=C(18)=C(19)=C(20)=C{21)=C(22)=C23)= Cr0ss-seclion random 37551311 &  0.0000
C(24)=C{25)=C(26)=0

MNull Hypothesis Summany:

rMormalized Restriction (= 0) Value Std. Err.  ~ace coclion randam effects test comparisons:

C{10) 0471756 0206856

ez 0143817 Onaioaes  Vamadle Fied  Random  VariDif)  Prob.
C(13) 0109760 070770

B P EaaLs aapnt ECO 0025296 -0.034972 0000615 00151
St 0.576261  0.285145 FIN 0681156 0682028 0001588  0.9645
c(18) 0.999278 0.305016 TAX 0.005693 0000257  0.000005  0.0195
cu9) 0.618s97  0.229007 POL 0127517 0116102 0003857  0.8542
C21) 0.226558 0.279381 EDU 0419679 0359299  0.002396 0.M74
c22) 1068434  0.304447 INFRA 0227884 0188091 0001668 03209
o aaiises ooassen BUS 0278189 0015051 0007324  0.0021
£ Ddekis 8 -ueNGs TEC 0067637 -0.070357  0.000568  0.9091
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Ficed Effects Model
Dependent Vanable: COMO1

Method: Panel Least Squares
Date: 04127118 Time: 06:55

Pooled Regression Model

Dependent Variable: COM1
Method: Panel Least Squares
Date: 042718 Time: 0650

Sample: 2006 2020
Sample: 2006 2020 Periods included: 15
g Cross-secions included: 5
Perods Inl:lileEIEt 15 Total panel (balanced) absenations; 75
Cross-sections included. 5
Total panel (balanced) obsenvations; 75 Vanable Coeficient St Emor  1-Slabshc  Prob.
*INFRA+C(B)"BUS+C(O) TEC+C(10)'02+C(11)'D3+C(12)D4+C(13) ECO 0030436 0071118 0427959 06701
08 FIN 0249113 0087046 -2861859  0,0056
TAX 0012651 0002505  5.053615  0.0000
POL 0807366 0080651 1001100  0.0000
Coefficent  Std Eror  Statisic  Prob. Eou 0044352 0152284 0201247 Q718
INFRA 0004356 0116504 0042506 09662
BUS 0845844 0152324 5552011  0.0000
i) 3320799 0856002 3879023  0.0003 TEC 022153 0078060 -2838053  0.0060
Ci2) 0225769 0062736 3508736  0.0006
R-squarad 0959662 Mean dapendsnt 4185166
O 015408 OO 9603 0041 pguoeqsquued 0952 SDgepencenivar 0476490
Cld) 0000963  0.002573 0382043 07037 SEofregression 0101334 Adikeinfocrierion 1628518
C[E} 0676303 0.58415 4269187  0.0001 Sum squared resig 0677720 Schwarz criterion -1.350520
70.07319 Q  ASITSTT
CB) AT 015100 M8 0000 Famewe . 1967708 Duonwasorsst 06zms
¥y 0269390 0120809 2229883  0.0294 ProoiF-slatistic) 0.000000
Ci8) 0050861 0165891  0.306593  0.7602 e
09) AT 0GR 2008 000 Waid test i+ gis
ci0) 12112711 0154126 7858044 00000 Equation: Untitled
cii1) L507873 0162992 -3.115944  (0.0028 ST = = m =
0(12) 0268702 0093047 2851002 00087 oo ometc i b
C(13) 01779016 0174312 1020672 03114 F-statistic 20.22839 (4,62) 0.0000
Chi-square 80.91356 4 0.0000
R-squared 0982500 Meandependentvar 4185166 !
AduskedRsquated 0979113 SD.dapendentir 0476490 NUl Hypothesis: C01=C(11)=C(12)=C(13)=0
SE of regression 0068864 Akaike info crilerion -2 357087 o JRCTIoR B OumaRk
Sumsquaredresid 0294018  Schwarz crterion 41955350 Normalized Restriction (= 0) Value Std. Em,
Log likelihaod 1013896 Hannan-Quinn criter, 2196664 C(10) 1211271 0.154126
F-stafistic 290.0737  Durbin-Watson stat 1.361353 EHH *g-gg;’?;g g-;gg::;
Prob(F-statstic 0000000 C(13) 0177916 0.174312
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Dependent Vaniable: COMO3
Wethod: Panel Least Squares
Date: 04127118 Time: 07:51

Fixed Effects Model

reporting standards

Dapendent Variable: COMO3
Wethod: Panel Least Squares
Dale; 0412718 Time; 07:55

Sample: 2006 2020
Periods included: 15

Pooled Regression Model

53I'ﬂ|:||&f 2006 2020 Cross-sedions included: &
Periods included: 15 Total panel (balanced) observations; 75
Cross-sechons indluded 3 : Variable Coeficient St Eror  tStafistic  Prob.
Total panel (balanced) obsenvations: 75
COM03=C(1)+C(2)'ECQ#C{3)*FIN+C(4)' TAX+CI5)*POL+CIE)'EDU+C(T) Egﬂ ;-ggﬁ Eg;g:;g f;;g;gg E?ggg
"INFRA+CI8BUS+CI8 TECCH10D2+CIH) D3C(121D4+C(13) = ekt il b o
05 THX 0007904 0002602 3037454 00034
POL 0382484 0083767 4566048 00000
. - EDU 0382177 0158167 2416283 00185
Coeficient  Std Emor  Stafsic  Prob. INFRA 0003577 0121088 0029534 09765
BUS 0566062 0158209 3583620  0.0006
cll) 0638144 0830531 (768357 04452 TEC 0008119 0081076  0.100137 09205
C{?}I 0069811 0060862 1147026 02558 R-aquared 0.894661 Mean dependent var 4.609846
ci3) 0740441 0076272 9707959  0.0000 agjusted R-squared 0881893 SD. dependantvar 0306253
O U LGS LG UTUSEdn N5 e o
Cl3) 15833 0193685 1030236 03089 oy iciingog 6723032 Haman-Quinnciter  -1.441767
Cl6) 0475585 0152341 3121846 00027 F-statistc 7006888 Durbin-Watson stat 0499813
cm Q401441 0417202 0865521  0.3901 Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000
C(8) 0108885 0160037 0664140 05091 Wald test st i
co) LOTTBS 006TT3 MR 0%, Gl
C(10) Q436678 0149525 2920444  0.0049equation: Untitea
Ci11) 0040293 0158125  0.254316 EI.TH*JFT i e 5 CroabN
C(12) 0534265 0001142 5861804 QOO0 i il
C(13) 306533 0169108 -1812847  0.0747F-statisue 2545118 (4,62)  0.0000
Chi-square 101.8047 4 0.0000
R-squared 0960129 Meandependentvar 4699845 _
AfjusledR-squared 0952413 5D, dependentvar ﬂ.Euﬁiﬁlﬂg:: ﬂmgﬁg:zﬁ:ﬂﬂﬁ‘”=‘3“23=‘3“3?="
SE. ofregression 0066808 Akaikeinfociterion 2417682 e——
Sum squared resid 0276723 Schwarz criterion -215984Normalized Restriction (= 0) Value Std. Emr.
Log likelinood 1036631 Hannan-Quinncrter. 225728940 0436678 0149595
F-statistic 1244192 Durbin-Walson stat 1.545-3952{1;; gg;ﬁg g;gﬁ;
- ( -0. 0811
Prob{F-staistc) 0000000 c(13) 0306533 0.169108
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