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Abstract
The study aims to measure the dynamic effects of public debt on
economic growth in Egypt during the period (1976-2018) and
also to determine the type of causal relationship between them.
The hypothesis of the study was that there is a positive
relationship in the long and short run between the public debt and
economic growth in Egypt and that the relationship between
them is unidirectional causality from the public debt to economic
growth, and that public debt is the most important macro variable
in explaining the variation and expected fluctuations in economic
growth. The study relied on the hypothesis test on the Structural
Vector Autoregression (SVAR) model, as well as Structural
Impulse Responses (SIRFs), Structural Variance Decomposition
Analysis and VAR Granger Causality / Block Exogeneity Wald
Tests to determine the direction of the relationship between
public debt and economic growth in Egypt. The study also relied
on the Autoregressive Distributed Lag (ARDL) model for
Cointegration and the bound test to test for a long-run
relationship. The results confirmed the hypothesis of the study in
part, As it has been proven that public debt has a positive and
moral effect on economic growth in the long term in Egypt, and
that this effect is weak, as an increase in public debt by 1% leads
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to an increase in economic growth by 0.06%. The results also
demonstrated that public debt shocks have positive long run
effects on economic growth and a negative effect in the short run.
The results also demonstrated that the shock of the public debt
has a positive impact on inflation and investment in the short and
long run and a negative impact on the real interest rate in the
short and long term. Finally, Structural Variance Decomposition
Analysis proved that the shock of public debt is the most
important among the shocks of other macroeconomic variables
(investment, inflation and real interest rate) in explaining the
expected variation and fluctuations of economic growth in Egypt,
whether in the short or long run.

Keywords: Public Debt - Economic Growth - SVAR -VAR
Granger Causality - Wald Tests - Structural Impulse Responses -
Structural Variance Decomposition - ARDL - Wald test
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(Y) ds=
shiall sUay) 3 s AR julaa
Sl g SN laady) dada g3 gal aladiuly

HQ SC AlIC FPE LR Lag
30.79885 30.9356 30.72232 15142181 NA 0
28.64278 29.46331* 28.18365 1210540 126.084 1

28.34132* 29.84562 27.49958* 652633.1* 55.05148* 2
28.57832 30.7664 27.35397 674154.3 32.83614 3
28.99998 31.87184 27.39302 1023649 22.37399 4

LJaall Aol g el pUary) 3 58 LAY a8 Ad) ek ¥

8 shall olli 2353 ARDL Bounds Test 2saall sl L JENEY 5 ghadl) Ll
A dapall 336 A ARDL z3sad i A (4

m
APCY, = iy +[ . PCYyy + BIPDert P2INFoy + B3RLF BAINVG] = D 0 APCY,,  +
i1
N p k q
ZuZ.IABL)J-i + Zus,iAleEl-i * zu4,iAmRL-i + X as; AINV ;- T 1 ®
=0 =0 =0 =0

matll JaY) cide 5 Joshall Jal) clide e NS Aglldl Aol Jadi
Jiag WS ¢ Byghall Ja¥) clide ol JolKall Aabea cpp 8l cp 3 ¢ 3adl Jiags
) (V) 8 Jsandl il iy jualll Jal) Glidle 23 sall (o JaY) ¢ 3ol

Agaall L) aladiuly o sl JelSill sl

YoYe JsY e sall il aasll e galall alad)
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(¥) doxa
9aadl JLad) g ARDL duagiial ol jidiall Jalsil) s Ao
ARDL Bounds Test for Cointegration

al_ciall F-Statistic Al
F(PCY / PD, INF, RI, INV) 8.945898 il JalSiaga
K=4 tis F slasy (4dg2all) daall adl)
1(1) A ) dad 1(0) Aa¥) aal) dad i ginal) 5 giua

4.37 3.29 1%
3.87 2.88 2.5%
3.49 2.56 5%
3.09 2.2 10%

10 Bl gala da Al ol
-Pesaran et.al., (2001), Table CI(iii) Case Il with unrestricted
intercept and no trend,P300.
35oall (e ST (A980) Lsundl Fdad of (F) Jsia 0o ol
Tpm il (mi i ML (05 Aysine (ssiue de Gy (£,7V) Ll da
salll G JaY) Al sha AMe llia o ing 13 5 ol jida JalS5 3 ga  pday 4y jiall
il (ol ¢ (REAN BN jea 5 adizaill 5 LY jean (A aledl Cpall 5 saliaiB!
AN A sina (5 s 2ie @ jidie JalSS 2a
8 ashall Jal) clelaal 48 jiiiall 4y ginall Hlia) 3 dayl ) 3 gladd) Jiati g
Ho: (G panll a8 K55 ¢ Wald Test Jlials elld 2 s cARDL 3 5
Hi: CR)#C(4) # 56t ddl sa il Wi «C(3)=C(4)=C(5)=C(6)=0
IRV 18 =l (£) A8 J s mia s .C(5) # C(6)# 0

YoYe JsY e sall il aasll e galall alad)
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(%) Js>
Wald Test ksl
ARDL zisai & Jashall Ja¥) colaleal 48 jidal) 4 ginall jLsd) A

Test Statistic Value df P- Value
F-statistic 5.507491 (3, 22) 0.0056
Chi-square 16.52247 3 0.0009

(Y) xie Y1 0YYEY 4 Chi-square 4ed of (£) dsas maas

s wall G Al i) oy ML ¢ %60 (e Bl 4 gina (5 e die 5 Ay a a2

caladl all) Aliinsall il yuriall o jisie il @llia o) Gl (o) (a8 J s

o (LaBY) saill) i) il Lo (Sleiadls Sdall 2l e cadil
a4 Jyshll daY)

ARDL zisall Ja¥) dlish 28Dl o6 dwaldd) 5ghdl) 8 S5
:sh WS a5 Long Run Form
APCY,;= Bo + A PD¢q + BlINFt-l + BZRIt-l + B3|Nvt-1 (10)
¢ APCYy J5¥) Gy (salai@y) saill 58 5 il uiall o ndll o
6 sinsall (8 il priall g Al Ol jpaiall ases Aabeall Cpag) Capkll Jady g
6 sinall 8 3aa) 53 yidl Unpall agil) joaciall Jalaa (A iy 3as) 55 558 el
RSP PR B NPLIV: P I RECIEI PRI EU FINUN AP SV: S IR
ARDL z35a Jal) A sk A83al) a8 pili] (0) ab ) Jsaal) il i

Ja¥ dish Y1 Jalas dad s o3 4 ) Chong et.al, (2005) a2 )il (%)
At (1-) 8 Lis e sanl 53 5l Unaall jusiall 138 Jalas danily Jiisall ynciall

YoYe JsY e sall il aasll e galall alad)
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(°) Js>
Jushall Ja¥) Astaa a5 gl
ARDL(4, 1,1, 2, 4) gisall lad

Jalaal) &l _ydiall

0.060195 o0
(4.127128)™

-0.193420 INE
(-4.151742)™

-0.154970 Rl
(-2.342028)"

0.036139

INV
(0.765720)

*c 050 (5 ghua die (5 gina FH 04 (g glina Mo (g gima KEF
VARNCECEE R
Fpnal £ o U Gl A o Lol a5 —
an b baBY) gaill Jealadl cpall il of Glldl Jsaadl sy
gl Ol %) dsina (5 siue die iy Jishll Ja¥) G ssinay aal s
saill Jana 30l 5 () a5 %) Ay (Jaa Y ol ) () aladl (pall A
Alzahrani :legie 388 Gl jd aa dagiill sda 38T 5, 95, + T iy (gaLaBY)
.Afonso & lbraimo (2018) « (2018)
dgay Gaitin) (Al g clad jall sy il ae dagiill oda Culial Laiy
Al Kharusi & Ada (2018) :leies sabaii¥) saill e alall goall abes yils
.Olugbenga & Oluwole (2019) « Ranjan & Sidheswar (2019) «

YoYe JsY e sall il aasll e galall alad)
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ARDL 3 sail T 5 Uail) riiai 73 gai 0085 dasbial) 8 ghadll) i
s Aygiae Gglh A Slaa¥l Galdl (Y/a) Jsas 8 32l 6l bl i
Sy Alls et o LS ¢ %) 4 gina (5 siue 2ie b g Resid gy Uadll mosass
deay Go Ly dbladl @ pie o Qighall JaY) 238 1ay e elld
2) Wasll et Jalre A cinlys i)l JaV1 6 Uadll moaatl 4800
dngaial b Giball alally alia®Y) gaill o5l & sl o @iy iea (V) Y
2o e BBl 2
SVAR (ASsgdl A1 jlasiy) dalia i gal g geildi ¥ ¢

O oy Bl eUai¥) 5y st s Aia ) JuSlal) ) il e 2SU 2ay
Structural Vector (Sl (A jlassy) date 3 gai a5 & cdagia 6 Gaw LS
Blanchard & Perotti (2002) hkhis shiiuls Autoregression (SVAR)
saill e alad) cpall cilaseal Aaliaal)l V) Gl sl gaddl Jle 3l sl
VAR zisai i 1 dg¥ 8 ghdll Zuulil o ghad 08 DA e @lld 5 (galaiY)
Residuals 8 s <l sl o) jal &8 cellay) o i Standard VAR 43 sk
o) als Al all iy 8l (51 Jals Y15 il U axe LA Leaal s Tests
VAR Residual Heteroskedasticity saill 8lsd ool <ildi axe jLadl
Jsas mass ol cli a6l Var (Uj) = 62 el g jp sy Tests
LAY 13 5 (1)

(") ds
VAR alai 3 50 Heteroskedasticity ¢uball il axe Ll
Joint test: & yida JLIa)

Test Statistic Value df P- Value
Chi-square 297.5834 300 0.5286
Y oY ¥l e sall Gl anal) e galall alad)
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g da )y (Yev) die YAV, AT (54l Chi-square s of maiy
a5 ) esoiall (il Jgd o (UL ¢ v 0 e ST A gina (5 g die g
s VAR alai 8o JLbes Jali 5l asa s Jlialy Al ) cadd LS
(V) dsis gass ool Ll )l aa 9 ¥ tHp pandl (s ¢ LM Jlial &lld

OLERY) e Al
(V) ds
VAR alai 3 s Serial Correlation sededll B ¥) Lad)
LM _kss)
Prob. df Rao F-stat | Prob. | df | LRE*stat | sUa¥is
0.6250 | (25, 79.5) 0.883654 0.6176 | 25 22.31328 1
0.8446 | (50, 76.3) 0.763853 0.8229 | 50 40.70437 2

oo ST 4 sine 13 RA0 F ¢ LRE dsibas) o maes of Jsaall a sy
et LUl aa 0 Y (6l aaal) (2 8 g i Las collag¥) (i e ¢ v 00
laie V) 4lSa) 5 73 saill s (Al ) Qi jla) il e i s VAR G
Al e

saill g aladl Cpall Cp Aasall d8Mall oladl lialy 4K 3 ghadl) (aids
O Ao e dlia 5 VAR i el & dlldy pan 4 galaidy)
) ooy Loyl Al 5 AQla) ) L puil) 1S 13) AgabaY) ol el
VAR Granger  Juis) ol duall iy Al jwie 8
Tisad L 2y o3 Al Causality/Block Exogeneity Wald Tests
Aol LR w5 (A) Jsand) s el o8 aaat addl e VAR
&5 e sl el

YoYe JsY e sall il aasll e galall alad)
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(M) ds>
VAR gigail dpa) il Julas
il i salaidy) gailll Alalaea
P- Value df Chi-sq Jaial) pial)

0.0056 2 10.38524 PD
0.4635 2 1.537804 INF
0.4648 2 1.532125 RI
0.1284 2 4.105664 INV
0.0532 8 15.32313 All

) PD aladl (all (e A A8 2a s () (M) dsaad) @l
Gaiaon (V2. YAeY E) Chi-sq 4ed Caly Cus (galbaBy) saill LUl il
s oiall (@l (b Ul ¢ %0 (e Sl P-Value 4 sine 5 sivee 2ic 54
A g emn b e gaill sy Glall cpall 0l Jaad) (=l sl
PD(-1), ] lae slas¥) <l 58 aany olall ol yiie 0l VAR st Jla
e b o aBY) sall oy ol i [PD(-2)

PD aadl goall () PCY oba®Y) saill (o Ao 48Dle 3 gy JLidY
VAR alai JMA (g adi usiaS alall cpoall libas e sl JLERY) ¢ ja) o
() s man S

(%) ds=
VAR zisail dppd) il Jalas
i paial alal) cpal) Adlaa

P- Value df Chi-sq Jhsal) yaciall
0.8564 2 0.309944 INF
0.1049 2 4509818 RI
0.4716 2 1.503230 PCY
0.1966 2 3.253102 INV
0.0987 8 13.40385 All

Y oY ¥l e sall Gl anal) e galall alad)
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Al al) a5 Y oY) saill () ) (9) Jsan gl judi

%0 o S| & gina (5 gisa 2ie (1,04 F) Chi-s Aad il Cum ¢ jean

i ey alall ol Cuansy Y sbaBY) saill ¢ 585 aaall (i 8 Jsd a3 Ul

A pan 4 aaB®Y) gaill g alall all G A8 O Cy (3 ¢ A) cdsaall

Lo 585 saill A alall cpall (e Unidirectional Causality slas¥) sas 5 483
Al pall dpm i a3

<o ldentifying Restriction 2l <y a3 8 45N 3 ghadl) Jiaiig

st siadll s SVAR zisad i i ¢ (A) py Aabaall g B ¢ A (i i)

by el bl Jilas 5 IRFS ledall dylail 150 il Tagad BeA

SVAR z35a3 & lSel) o labaall Jiad 5 A 38 shian i

1 0 0 0 0
-0.0747" 1 0 0 0
-0.0104 0.2338 1 0 0
0.0564""  0.0118 0 1 0
| -0.0514™"  0.0461  0.0071  -0.1631 1
¢ %00 (5 Fime die (g gina WK ¢ %) i die (g giaa FEE

%) e die (g fina F

aladl Cpall (A8 Jiay 3 @y Jalaal) () ALl i) (e ey
A Al s a5 %) Gsiee e (ssirey o ge laBY] saill
ARDL 733 DA (e Lall Joaa 5l
Structural Impulse Responses 48l clesall 4laial 0

Glo Al claaall U1 (@l claall Dbl Az
& 5o LS Uhall sl dada daaadi Lavie SVAR alai 8 4dalall cl i)
lain) i Ll 5 <l il o3gd 2 D) 3 yidll 5 (Ralag) Sl Al diaiu)
s oAV @l pidl L st Sl e s cleaall lalall @ il

YoYe JsY e sall il aasll e galall alad)
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Bans ey alal) cpall dada Cigan i ANl il dlatal (V) JSA
Al A pal Al 5 (5 jlma 3l

(V) Jsa
s bra dil ad) Baa g jlalay alad) pal) gé ALl dadal Alatiuy) J) ga

Response to Structural VAR Innovations + 2 S.E.

Response of PD to Shock1l

20

10 |

-10 |

-20

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Response of Rl to Shock1l

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Response of INV to Shockl

5.0

2.5 |

0.0

-2.5 |

-5.0 |

-7.5

T
4" 6 '8 10 1 16 18

Response of INF to Shockl

T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Response of PCY to Shock1l

T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T \\
4 6 8 1 1 1 16 18

ey Jaladl) ailll ; juaal)
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Ban g slaiay juae b aladl uall dena i1 Ay g (V) JSEN e L
Llaial J)sd Cand g G callatll 8 3080 i) DS e (5 jlae ol sl
O Gl JSAN ra sy 940 Ay sina (5 sie die dajall 25aal) il cilaaall
¢ Al Al s dale Alatu) & a8 sl all desal el dlaiad
Led e e i 5 Aualil 3 il i g 45N 5 ) (g Al Alaiaal M) J sy
o S an g (sF cdie (el alall aay Aeall S 53 5 el 1) i) A
o5 o Al a5 Jashall Jal) 8 con ge il 5 pealll Jal) 8 alall cpall
ARDL 7330 D& e Lall Joaa 5l

aaazaill o jeae aladl goall (8 ) 5l S 5 JSAEI e gy LS
g aa b adiaill CVase 33l ) as alall el 2L O g Les
st aagiy e SRl alal) 2y daaall i ity Qaghall g yualll clad
aladl ) Lava dagi Jyshlly el ula¥) A Baal suldll e 4yl
Sl V) adaill Jaee 3aL) a5 Cus pdi i ae Al ol g
e el alall axy La deaiall i g g ¢ adal) 508l jma oalads)

G e ey e aladl cpall daal lag) 8l aa g sl

Dmaii (Sayy e aulil) alall aey dedall B gy (Jyshll s il cplaYl

i) A laindl alall (all e S s a5y o 585 Ay eaaall e Sal) oy el
UV Jlae (A XS5 Al

ran b alall pall o a AdSell Cleaal) 4l J) g0 il Ladla

Sl s cdoshll Jal1 8 sl il sl Jal1 8 sail) e b ils

e e ale Sl doshall s el ¥ 8 LY g adal) e sl
skl s suadll a1 & asl) saldl)

YoYe JsY e sall il aasll e galall alad)
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Structural Variance Decomposition ¢l cplall Judas 3
Analysis

Aaill Cladia (1 deda ST 2l daay) e T i U NEN AP
Dl 8 clliy o AY) Ol il 5 Al yaiall dad i) i) g i) s
Gl s e 5 8 alall Cally (aladl Galil) Jilas (Y +) Jsaadl ma 05 SVAR
Ol (e 9639+ €y RGN 5yl e g il JaY) 8 4l oy
S sx elaBY) gaill dadia aalid lain cdud yaadall dava ) oladl cpall 4
adazaill g sl 30 jaa ¢ HlaiinY) Gleda & calall cpall SllES e 95 10
i ) JaY) b 4l gl s i e 9000 Y Or, 00 (%or Y E Ay
saill Ol 5 et puriall a8 giall ol of L abara jeae b alad) cpall deaa
Syl daans Al cldal) e A gl gAY @l i) KT g galaiiy)
a8 aladl Cpall deda Ladlise A (dd ¢yl pladl (ol Jyshall daYl
ada 4l ¢ %A% £) Alealie dpd il Cus cdnanl JSYI g Jlay (815 43U
b GAY) Ol el daalue s GRidiy A YT daus alaBY) sl
o %0 0T ¢ %, Y00, VA Caly Cua alall all 18 il ) s
il e adiaill s Jidall 500l s o jlaiiu)

YoYe JsY e sall il aasll e galall alad)
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(V) ds
aa A alal) cpall cpldl) s il
Variance Decomposition of PD

Shock5 Shock4 Shock3 Shock?2 Shock1 SE )
INV PCY RI INF PD
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 100.00 9.092 1
0.25 0.19 0.052 0.023 99.49 13.18 2
0.24 0.65 0.05 0.02 99.04 14.67 3
0.58 1.26 0.16 0.03 97.97 15.16 4
1.12 2.89 0.22 0.03 95.74 15.35 5
1.65 4.64 0.26 0.056 93.39 15.55 6
191 6.28 0.29 0.09 91.42 15.72 7
1.91 7.47 0.30 0.12 90.19 15.91 8
1.84 8.13 0.29 0.15 89.58 16.22 9
1.79 8.33 0.29 0.16 89.41 16.60 10

an) Jalail) il ; sl

JSY) A pae b oalaBY) saill dada O (Baw Lae galii of (Sa
Glld 5 adi yiall dada ay alall Gpall 3 dadgial) Cllail g cplall i 8 duaal

O el A el Y 4 GalaBY) sall deda Ol s

%Y 3,0F Al Cialy Cun ¢l o) 4t el 8 dad giall ol
Glsa dleda und Cua Al Ag el 8 aled) cpall Sl B Ll b
(s AY Gl el Glera Ll salaByl gaill a8 giall lall (e 9V V 1Y
%, YE r,YY QYY1 Culis saill (i sl 8 Al s il A

VoY OV e dall Al aaall e galall alad)
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&_\:ﬁﬂ\ LAQ sailal) P X f;"éﬁ‘ c‘)w.mm

Ol s 8 alall (pall Aerial Al LpaalW) ol Jyshall Ja¥V) s
an G ae 0680 )Y iy g Aol Lol Ay die pean 8 salaBY] saill
Ll JEY) & 4ndh GlaBY) galll dedia daabue cull g 3 a3kl ) s S
o2 Jsa Ll pe Ll 5 Aol Al (40 0600 €9 Apusiy g dnd giall 4TSyl
¢ el il yrie dazaidia Cany g aball Cpall amy s 3 led) Al s Al
il e 00 YT %0 ¥V Y AY iy el 52l jra g i)
(YY) doa
Jm.agﬁ Lgdhaﬁ‘i\ym&l.ﬂ\d#@lﬁ
Variance Decomposition of PCY

Shock5 Shock4 Shock3 Shock?2 Shockl SE il

INV PCY RI INF PD

0.00 78.60 0.11 0.011 21.28 1.13 1
1.83 77.29 0.11 0.144 20.62 1.15 2
2.29 79.53 0.24 0.32 17.62 1.26 3
1.91 64.05 0.21 0.30 33.53 141 4
2.97 59.86 0.19 0.29 36.69 1.49 5
2.82 55.51 0.19 0.30 41.18 1.56 6
2.86 55.36 0.20 0.31 41.26 1.57 7
2.85 55.44 0.21 0.31 41.18 1.58 8
2.83 55.49 0.23 0.31 41.13 1.58 9
2.83 55.49 0.23 0.31 41.13 1.59 10

baay) Jaladl) il 1 jaall
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LAY SN il c dgaal FEYI g alall Gl O (o Lae aly
b B salll i g (il e B (REa) 52N a5 adall ¢ jlaiiaYl)
sl dadia aay Al A yall 2 (s cashall 5 ppeall) (A Bl y jna

SISV a aladl cpall deaa o Slaa¥) Galdly (£/a) Jsaall g
JsV1 alall 8 Gaalisall dad carly Cum cadiall Gy (pli a3 dpeal
sin g SN alall die sy el deda Ji8 5 V) A el Jing &3 04T 0A
%) £,AY i %VY YT alall cpall dealie dpsd Caaly NI ikl Ll
O i 8 Ll 35V Ayl 3 alad) cpall dea 8 LS adiadl) danial
& il el daval 941007 e 9400 ¥4 duiyy AEal) 30Ul e
Bl Sas¥) Galdly (0/a)dsa A mase s WS 5 dlall Al
alall cpe a3l g 4l o 8 1Y) Apaal] Aladl cpal) deda Jiad ¢l
saill Ay 0409 V¢ Atealie dad Caly dua Ol Al Jag Gl
dnin g Lo 138 5 05V Y YA duiy 4ty il dada A 04TV 0 Ay (galaidY)
than ) Galdl (V/a) Jsas

doa) ) iy |V

bl (e ) Led At )l A a1 LAY ) jall il il ¢Sy
ARDL(4,1,1,2,4) g3 sl &l jiall JalSill Lol m5m 8 J 53 andl) Jia,
2l AL sl Jadiy g sl 5 Jy shall Galal1 8 JalSTA8Ne 5 g g (e S
Gl HLas) el 35 SVAR (Al 311 JlaniV) daie 3 gl s
1 a0 s Structural Impulse Responses Sl cilerall st J) 5 il
Structural Variance Decomposition — —Sued) ol Jolad il
-1 AV sl Pl cliball Jlasl s uldll jlaall el jal a5 Analysis
Al sl ) Al jall cila g 38 ¢ (Y0 VA

YoYe JsY e sall il aasll e galall alad)



o gall ilill slaas ¥l ania gingas alusiuly pma @ @ nlagsfl sasll @le glell all g3l ulgp

salgll gl pealygl s /s

:ARDL(4,1,1,2,4) z3seil & jidall Jalsill jlia) gl daally

) ran A GalaBY) gaill g alall oall G & jide QST ABe da g —
e plall gl S O WS ¢ Jshall Ja) (8 Lagin 43 ) 55 A8e 2 5a
8305 255 G cJushll Jal) (8 (s sinas (a8 me sl
A GaSans %0, 0T Aty gl Jama 83l ) (Al %) Ay alall ()
s b laBY) saill e aledl cpall Cipeaall 5

b aBY) saill g alall Gl oy el JaY) 8 WSS ABe an
oo S shall Jad) (8 ¢ 53 J e sl Ao 35U pmatl 558 (5 ¢ yuae
Ladll i an A e 3l ple (e i

:SVAR Sl (I lansV) dadie 73 i i el dailly

e A pae 8 ebaBY) gaill g alall all G Al WMLl GF -
sall A sl gl e Unidirectional Causality elsi¥! sas
VAR Granger Causality/Block —_ia¥ Gy ellyy (galaiy|
.Exogeneity Wald Tests

radll a1 A slai@V) gaill e ale 50 L aled) cpall deda o —
el e gl L ol WS cdishll dal) 8 s Sl
) 32 e e b iy Jashall g ppeaill cpla¥) A laiiu)
Gledall Laiay) Jhso gl Ty el g (Jyshlls jualll Galal) b
SIRFs 48l

AN AN il el Cileria Cpn dpaal SV a Gladl cpall dava o —
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2.06 23.93 49.00 71.52 1976
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276.14 6.94 9.51 86.64 122.41 1991
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188.41 2.34 13.80 34.12 73.3 1999
156.03 1.84 14.04 29.14 69.47 2000
161.57 2.03 7.79 28.85 76.63 2001
173.15 2.35 7.25 33.52 85.78 2002
147.62 3.22 6.12 36.54 97.09 2003
115.93 2.74 5.47 39.58 96.51 2004
95.13 2.56 5.41 34.19 98.26 2005
79.06 2.30 5.54 28.72 85.92 2006
7251 2.20 6.46 26.28 76.27 2007
58.64 2.01 8.38 20.66 66.76 2008
77.63 157 7.24 18.72 69.45 2009
74.50 1.43 8.56 17.14 69.59 2010
74.26 1.63 8.60 15.30 72.83 2011
81.97 118 16.63 14.67 73.8 2012
103.36 1.22 6.06 16.54 84.02 2013
88.13 2.01 7.96 14.00 85.13 2014
131.62 1.16 8.88 15.24 88.64 2015
203.41 2.02 17.27 21.06 96.84 2016
193.60 2.90 13.18 36.58 103.2 2017
187.91 3.22 10.48 40.35 927 2018

Source:

- World Bank, "World development indicators", Washington, D.C.

- International Monetary Fund, "International Financial Statistics
Online Database”, Available at: http://data.imf.org/?sk=4C514D48-
B6BA-49ED-8AB9-52B0C1A0179B
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339.5 155 8.7 28.6 2000/2001
422.2 15.2 12.2 28.7 2001/2002
424.7 12.6 12.1 29.8 2002/2003
423.3 13.3 10.8 28.9 2003/2004
402.6 9.6 9.4 29.6 2004/2005
404.3 7.1 8.5 29.9 2005/2006
398.5 51 6.9 33.9 2006/2007
450 7.3 5.1 315 2007/2008
418.6 7.5 5.3 33.7 2008/2009
399.2 8.4 4.5 34.9 2009/2010
413.6 104 4.5 34.4 2010/2011
389.7 18.7 4.5 43.2 2011/2012
489.9 47.2 6.3 46.1 2012/2013
506.4 21.9 7.3 48.1 2013/2014
528.4 12.8 12.7 55.8 2014/2015
573.1 40 14.6 79 2015/2016
39.2 19.1 92.6 2016/2017
28 108.7 2017/2018
109.4 2018/2019

Source: Central Bank of Egypt, CBE online time series, available at:
http://www.cbe.org.eg/en/EconomicResearch/Statistics/Pages/TimeSeries.as

px
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6.14 1.38 3.22 77.90 11.36 6.81 5
5.84 1.62 3.20 76.54 12.80 7.02 6
5.59 1.94 3.24 75.65 13.58 7.18 7
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