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1 (1) ( :1996—2011)
1 2 3
C 9.0466™  9.2921  9.7231™  9.7232™  9.6105™ 9.7758™  9.1975°%  9.3209°%  9.9885
DEP — — — 0.1780"  -0.0295  -0.3000™* 0.5772°° 0.5218°  0.3724™
DEP* EIC — — —  -0.3496™ -0.0905 0.2422™ - — -
DEP * FIC — — — — - —  —0.6998™ —0.6103™ -0.5053*
DEP* FIC/FIC — — — — — — — — —
DEP* FIC* EIC — — — — — — — — —
TRADE 0.1942°°%  0.2388™%  0.2353™%  0.2112  0.2534™°  0.2768™  0.1954™  0.2072™  0.2214™*
1500 0.2360°  0.3248™%  0.4513™%  0.3649™  0.3346°  0.6170™ 0.1218™  0.2846™  0.6192™
FAI 0.0880™  0.1046™  0.1448™% 01441 0.1373™  0.1260™*  0.0345™  0.0335 0.1089 ™
BC -0.53387° ~0.3903  0.3740™% -0.5712°% -0.3848™% 0.38027 0.1026 0.1930°  0.8167*
Adj. R 0.9153 0.3797 0.7265 0.9229 0.3864 0. 7460 0.9374 0. 4672 0.7623
F-statistic ~ 157.9559  74.2965  319.0161  164.9155  51.2632  235.4629  206.0772  71.0056  256.9903
DW 0.4136 0.3521 0. 2459 0. 5202 0.3652 0.2970 0. 4390 0.3481 0.2796
480 480 480 480 480 480 480 480 480
Hausman Test 16. 9939 19. 8270 25.0382
(P - value) (0.0019) (0. 0030) (0.0003)
F(v, v,) 48.0311(29 446) 54.3169(29 444) 61.8205(29 444)
(P - value) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0. 0000)
(CswW) ;" P<10% * P<5% P<1%; () T i F
(v, vs) F (v, vo) F
1 91.53% 1%
DEP ( 2— 6) FAI
. DEP x EIC DEP x FIC 2 3 DEP x EIC
DEP x FIC ; 4 DEP x EIC DEP x FIC
o 4 DEP x FIC DEP x EIC

DEP x FIC/EIC
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2 (2)( :1996—2011 )
4 5 6
C 94220 9.4858%  9.0461%  9.17177%  9.3554™  9.8437  9.5701™  9.66317  9.9558 ™
DEP 11334 10229 0.2305™  0.1042°  0.1016 0.1620™*  0.5468™  0.4926™  0.0506
DEP* FIC  -0.4447™ -0.3731™  0.1032 — — — — — —
DEP * FIC ~ -0.7822™ -0.7238™ -0.4635™ — — — — — —
DEP* FIC/EIC — —  -0.2638™ -0.2156™ -0.2672* — — -
DEP* FIC* EIC — — — — —  =0.6360™ -0.5725™ -0.1298
TRADE 018487 0.1816™  0.2352™%  0.2086™  0.2509°°  0.2641™  0.1892™* 0.1843™  0.2311™
HC 0.1833  0.2139™  0.6780™  0.1710™  0.3671°°  0.7296™  0.2169™*  0.2047™  0.4052™*
FAI 0.0226 0.0456™  0.1000™  0.0940™  0.0768™ 0.0978*  0.0463™  0.0861 ™  0.1623™*
BC -0.0211 0.1730 0.7779 -0.1511  -0.0984 0.6110™* -0.2293™* -0.0236 0.5139™*
Adj. R? 0.9380 0. 4887 0.7600 0.9254 0.4100 0.7519 0.9354 0.4727 0. 7425
F-statistic 2021838 66.4046  217.7087  170.7269  56.4721  242.9716  199.2858  72.5672  231.2098
DW 0. 5046 0.3299 0. 2905 0.4159 0. 3825 0.3033 0. 5280 0.3274 0.2383
480 480 480 480 480 480 480 480 480
Hausman Test 30. 0583 19. 5986 41.1497
(P - value) (0.0001) (0.0033) (0. 0000)
Fv, v,) 64. 8348(29 443) 54.0610( 29 444) 68.2827(29 444)
(P - value) (0. 0000) (0.0000) (0. 0000)
(csw);° P<10% * P<5% ™ P<1%; ( ) T i F
(v, v,) (v, v,) F
.
DEP x FIC x EIC 6
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4 (1996—2011 )

DEP Difg DEP* FIC EP;PC/ F]DCEP;IC TRADE HC FAI BC
~0.3918 % 0.0002 — — — ~0.0087  0.0775%%  0.1356 %% 16341 **
0. 1827 %% _(, 4434 — — — 0.1432%% 228567  —0.0112  —0. 2648
0. 6230 7% — (. 8758 *** — — — 0.2592 %% 1.3335%%  0.0813%%  -0.1024
— — — “L ”
-0. 0085 — ~0.3912 %4 — — 0.0304 %% 00523 %% 0,0774 ™%  _1.0067 ***
-0. 1872 % — -0.0502 — — 0. 1521 %% 216317  —0.0256* —0. 1596 **
0. 5837 ** — - 0. 6633 *+ — — 0.2579 %%  0.3713*  -0.0150"  0.5871 %
— — — “u” “”
0.0716  —0.0638** —0.4000 — — 0.0306 %  0.0526 %  0.0805™%  —1.0594 **
0. 5456 % _0. 5076 % —0.2234 — — 0.1432%% 19036  -0.0091  —-0.1296*
1.3334 5% _(. 8967 ¥ (. 5937 — — 0.2127%%  0.6048 % 0.0174 0.4331 %
oy _ _ wr
~0. 1888 ¥+ — — ~0.2633 % — 0.0236 % 0.0630 %  0.0906 ™  —0.9726 ¥
~0.4927 ¥ — — 0. 1877 *+ — 0.1523 %% 25878 %  _0.0195  —0,333]1 *
~0.2682 %% — — 0. 1077 *+* — 0.2673 %% 1.2043%% 0. 0678 % 0.0909
“u” — — “u” — “u”
-0.0502 — — — ~0.3248 7% 0.0209%F  0.0633 7 0.1203 %% _1.3636 %
0. 2603 *+* — — — ~0.38867% (.1427%  1.5801%%  -0.0108  —0.0091
0. 6260 *+* — — — —0.7463 % 0.2001%  0.4214 ~0.0063  0.5846 %
( SUR) » 4 Hausman
Hausman 10% o
4 o F
1% . Adj. R? 0. 9. F-statistic 100.DW
1.4~2.0 o ¥ P<0.1 ** P<0.05 &k P<0.0l, “
»
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FAI ( 2
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