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ADF 1)
SC AlC ADF (t.g j)
-1.213434 | -1.391188 -0,372633 2 LnTCR
-1.310546 | -1.44386- -3.889258 1 DLnTCR
1.469675 | -0.291921 -1,898770 2 LnROIL
0.478114 | -0.311789 -4.0862857 1 DLnROIL
-3.209625 | -3.387379 -1,367654 4 LDpro
-3.252618 | -3.385934 -2.681023 1 DLndpro
-1.490458 | -1.668212 -1.713877 3 LnGK
-1.501509 | -1.63485 -3.976922 1 DLnGK
-0.170191 | -.0347945 -1.248922 2 LnClose
-0.22268 | -0.35599 -4.414170 1 DLnclose
Eviews
Maximal Eigenvalue Test Johansen 2
Statistic %5 %1
r=0 r=1 42.38957 33.91459 33.46 30.04 38.77 35.17
1<r r=2 21.85654 17.12029 27.07 23.80 32.24 28.82
2<r r=3 13.23322 10.13106 20.97 17.89 25.42 22.99
3<r r=4 5.987642 3.086166 14.07 11.44 18.63 15.69
4<r r=>5 1.583090 0.176371 3.76 3.84 6.65 6.51
Trace Test
= 1> 85.05006 64.42847 68.52 59.46 76.07 66.52
1< 22 42.66049 30.51388 47.21 3989 54.46 45.58
2< 32 20.80395 13.39359 29.68 24.31 35.65 29.75
3< 42> 7.570732 3.262537 15.41 12.53 20.04 16.31
4< 52 1.583090 0.17631 3.76 3.84 6.65 6.51
EVIEWS.
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ADF (3)
ADF (t.gj)
-2.836342 1 LnGDP
-6.054997 1 DLnGDP
-2.8632968 1 XLn
-6.260801 1 DLnX
-1.818563 1 INFLn
-5.811391 1 DLnINF
-1.521761 1 LnCC
-5.964987 1 DLnCC
-1.427426 1 CFYLn
-5.128703 1 DLnCFY
EVIEWS
Johansen (4)
Maximal Eigenvalue Test
Statistic %5 %1
=0 r=1 60.32868 53.5938503929 40.30 36.36 46.82 41.00
1<r r=2 30.10657 23.64129 34.40 30.04 39.79 35.17
2<r r=3 22.50209 20.38476 28.14 23.80 33.24 28.82
3<r r=4 14.16884 14.15523 22.00 17.89 26.81 22.99
4<r r=>5 6.912762 6.644119 15.67 11.44 20.20 15.69
5<r r=6 2.855917 0.953157 9.24 3.84 12.97 6.51
Trace Test
r=0 1> 136.8749 136.8749 102.14 82.49 111.01 90.45
1<r 2>r 76.54618 76.54618 76.07 59.46 84.45 66.52
2<r 32r 46.43961 46.43961 53.12 39.89 60.16 45.58
3<r 4> r 23.93752 23.93752 34.91 24.31 41.07 29.75
4<r 52r 9.768679 9.768679 19.96 12.53 24.60 16.31
4<r 6=r 2.855917 2.855917 9.24 3.84 12.97 6.51
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