Assiut Journal of Agricultural Sciences 56(2) 2025 (411-430) Website: http://ajas.journals.ekb.eg/
ISSN: 1110-0486 / EISSN: 2356-9840 E-mail: ajas@aun.edu.eg

® CrossMark
chck for upclate

aa gﬁ is) 3 gUadl saLaiBY) gailly JLaiiad) o d8%all (ilall) jpasil)

(Original Article)

P c.k):ui cL):u.ui 'Lu\\.; c:u:\‘)‘}l\ 3\.:\35 c‘._?_cb_}l\ ALaidy) ?“"3
*Corresponding author: sayed.abdelnasser@agr.aun.edu.eg
DOI: 10.21608/AJAS.2025.358232.1460
© Faculty of Agriculture, Assiut University

uadlall

s e il L e gy Y a8 saill (5 jlnal) ulall  laal) sl il aey
iy }Aﬂ\}gdbaﬁY\LLuﬂ\ L;r_ DlaiiuY) (5 ghase g Aima A0k )3 518 JUA Gilaad g
gladl (gala@y) saill g Hlaiiul) (g A8l sl juadsl) A jall Cidagiul M ¢y ghall (gaall 3
s N S aall o e 30 ol L) of ey ¢(2023-1991) 35l JBS e Ao )50
cdae] )l cla sl ddae ] ) 1 <l jalall AadS) (5 AV Ay jedil) al @Y ) jariall aal ae
A0 oyl 3 A aniV) o d e aladid o5 38y o(Cipaall jaans cadiaail) ddie 3l Alleall
Sa¥) Aaall mlll e 55 Sl Jal sl Aul jal Autoregressive distributed Lag de ) sall
_)4.1\_13);_5?39 aul Al C_al_ug_u@_b\ Rt ‘LSJ‘AA\GQ‘_)JS‘LSJL‘A'\AY\ M‘LA‘;?"LJAJGG\J)”
(sl s ppaill gaall e Leinanl a ety Jaa ) Jsall il e Gl 30 el et
ld Com et Al e laia¥l 5 edpalba®@) ddoule ) Gl gaall g JSL SN amy ) @l a0 38
s Gl LY e 3aala 4y padl) A gall Jglad g cdzaladl il i) YA dae ) 511 el ey
Zohaia¥) e 5 ieS aliai®¥) il 3 il 5 daledl cileUadll aal asl o jlicly el 1) g Uil
uaj)ﬂ\ (u.ls.a J.'JSJ ‘L;G‘JJ‘ c.\.\..‘:.\!\ L_u\.c}).n.:u} cg\_l;\.ﬂ\} ‘Lj\yﬂ\ aj)ﬂ\ LJLG}JJJAA} ‘GG\JJ.
4l COll’ltEq ( 1) Uadl) c.x;..».a.’ Julza U\ C_ILLIM iy LS 2l CShigud &= u.xcj\)au )_u.ud\
G a4y zdsall o (Y s Leac (0.003) Adlaialys (-0.743) — o8 & sine 5 Adlus A
Lu\_ﬂ.a Lesos ool a.u ):3——‘495‘ JAY\ elbaal e %743 L;\P U\ Lﬁ\ 6(_}%#‘ dA‘)!\ ‘55 UJ\}‘M
fhai s ale s o)) sl o il 55 5 kit Cum ey shall dad) (8 031 ) saa sl
2] Ll A lal) dpsloaidl iyl SA3 s da sSal) As g Al al) Coaa gl 4dde 5Ly
‘LG‘J)&\ &L}\JJ\)S\ ‘RAL :\_uu.ﬂ\ d—‘h{j 4‘59\))]\ C\_u:}“ B.JL‘.J.\ ?Lmﬂ\ ‘;c a)l.-s:\_nd\ &= ‘;G\J)l\
(e Sad (diaall L ol o38N ladd ) g A8 Ay jaall 3 all Zae ] ) ) Allaadl 3l 6 AlaiaWl
ehis salal gaig Sl3al) ]

ARDL 73 sai 453baiBy/ gaill cdac] ) il & jlaiiny/ sdalidad) cladSl

daial)
ag— G ¢ yaan 8 B Gl G 5 18 yae 58 jaate 4ilSe 53 o)) g Ul ae
mm}@;‘m Sl S ¢ A ) el il Gun e Jaal) sl gl 8 S O
LS (2021 (g5 M) @ st ALE &y g2l (b gm0 i Las codl il o S Janll g 8 (0
¢l ‘)!)A-u SRV ) ey 3 g lai®y) gl gjh,.d\ EREAY L;LAAY\ L;MM c.a\_ﬂ\ Uae
o A Al alua®Y) Ol ydsall e el 5 aall gl A it g calladl 8 salaaiY)
o).ﬁ d)\Aa_tLAJ;_géuu.ac_u\\.auc J.UL)‘U\}[ ca_tLAJ;j\_g é.uﬂ\ CL\J;\‘_AQ L;\L)S\ alaiay| b_)ds.n
peSSlginl 2 38 gl 53 (e 3 3y Lae gl A1 Y Jaall a3 335 a0y 50 138 5 diima dsia

Received: 30 January 2025/ Accepted: 29 March 2025/ Published online: 30 April 2025


http://ajas.journals.ekb.eg/
mailto:ajas@aun.edu.eg

2025 ¢oma 2 palill e 2

DY) (5 siin i cna Sall 5 s Al 8 e Z LY 80k e Jamy Lea ¢ LY 3 50
@l e alia®l gai Jane Gaiaily (Jyshall gaall 3 sdlaBV) saill 5 salaidy) Ll Jle
sala) (Jeal) Aaall zlll Ay ) el sSall aal cl Hlaii V) e dlle 4 ) zliag o shall
(2015 ¢ Uae

& .“ d 1%

e laia¥) 5 palai@V) dpatill g pail) sl Al 5 S N aal aal o) )5l o Uadll aey
dgaiil) g Jagdasill 5 ) 3 5) (aa¥) Asall il (e %12 iy agesy Cun (5l o 58l SLaB
enl 00 %19.35 sn 4 Jany Eum Jprdill 4 goa e Uail) ST aal 585 (2023 dgalai®)
e &Uaﬂ\ e Ua sl i Lala | 90 &l HlaiiuB 5 (World Bank, 2023) 4l )l (& Galaidiall
Gl jalall Ayl g 4aliiY) ) jay Lae 2o siall 53 jpeall dael ) 3l Gle g bl 334 5 aca JOA
Saa ) sl mlall AaLadl) Al g aaad) adl saly ) Mg el gl e slaie V) Qi
(Yl saill e L) (uSaiy o3 5 ¢ 2130

st ) 515 AN @l i) & daa st 1A sall J8 (e A gdaall 0 gead) (e a2 ) e
5502023 2022 2021 alse V) IMA D sl ol jlaii WV e dae )l ol laii ) daal e
Rl ae (2023 cdpal—ai8) dpaiill g Jasladsll 3 ) 3 5) i Al e %3.65 <%4.45 %4.60
b al eV et PR el daa) sl gl o dae ) 30 col jlaii W) i Ua)
(Sl o) ol aBY) gaill o Wlb Sy lea e il e %1.67 %3.51 «%3.39
Codgs ¢ s 4 Ae) 3l g Uadl saluaB®Y) gaill 5 ol laiiat) s ABadl Al o allay 301 Y|
aled) gkl 13 8 Ll 3ol )5 eobaBY) gaill i e ol Laiul) oda il A8 aaas
Gaanl) (dan

gladl (slai®V) gaill 5 jlaiiad) cp A el @l padil) dpalind ddiay Cannll Caagiy
il ol o del 3l el jlaiiuy) Gl el ¢(2023-1991) 358 JSA juas i el 3
Aae ) 30 lal sl dgel 3l cl jalall AagES) (5 AN Ay il Ll QB G el a8l g
=130 (Saa¥) sl il e lgmpan 555 Gl (G mall e s cadzaill dael) ) 3l Allesd)
oyl g AN a2 3 e il A (e (5 pmaall (Y] saill daliin) o a3 (g
Al &l gladll (5 5k e (ARDL) de sl Ayia 3l
Al all ua ga ) yaziall At 1 JuSlad) ag ) 85l Al )3 -1
ARDL Model ahaiuly ouldll 23 gaill 165 -9
ARDL il z3 gaill ) sl dpanaiiiil) ) JLEaY) aaf -3
Al ol 3 58 IS Al all s g 3 sl Ol yarcie G ) el JlSEl) A8De i -4

}\.\.\l\ ‘_A.c CJ}A.J\ BJJEA Lf'l‘ _)\_1:\;\ -5
bl jalaas

et il g (e Y1) A gall e glaall 4S8 e daliall 4 il i) e Gaad) adie
dgaiill g Jashadil) 5 ) 35 «(World Bank) s} eladl (FAO) 4e) 3l s A2 eV dakaia oo

Assiut J. Agric. Sci. 56 (2) 2025 (411-430) 412



maa g del )l Uil galaBY) sailly JLeiad) Gn A8l bl o)

Aia ) 43y

DA e il DB bl 5 ¢ a5 i gl lan ) o sl Al jall Cuaasiiul

3 Autoregressive Distributed Lag 4e sall dzia 3l <l yill 53 (SIA jlaas¥) 73 sai dpagie

e a0 Huadll) alaidy) il pzial) é\ Jhall c(c.a\_:a ),3:346) Gr_b)j\ L;LAAY\ L;AA&\ c_au\ Lﬁ
sl Al

A Al il
Tasalll (il pll JSal) yaas
Ol el sl il 5 ) 5 amy lBSall i 5 Sy O (S (53 (ialy JI JS LAY
l ppitall G Agllall ) dagds (L 48K il slra 2385 Y Jladl dagday Jadd 4aLaBY) 4 il
e Al all e ) G daah e e ad o A jle o dahd pe o kel Led oS G 0
A 5 geally Ll e sall 5 ey Jle sl 3 guall & (ARDL) 24
bl puriall
(GDP-g) (LY Usale) =130 (aa¥) Aaall il -
AlaTeal) <l paiial)
(INV-g) 4l 3l &l ladnny) -
(EXP-g) (LY 52 Osele) dae) 3l &l jaliall daid -
(IMP-g) 4sel ) 3 <ila yl 6l daid -
(INF) aduaill Jaza -
(Lop-g) 4l Allaall (e de) )3l glad 3 cplalall O -
(EXC) <_pall jaus -
Zigalll pand
Al ) pdn g i il e 311 Juadlad) A ) ) Al 3 1Y
AL i 3 JusDlaall il 4y ) i) (sae 48 yra  axdind Sl ) LEAY) (e sl el
daie 3 el (il cad pasd ) Ll Coagd Ul 5 s Ml jha L) e dlie ) 3
Ol S SLad) aandt uh Al pall sda o W) as gl jAa <l LR daal e ae N e g

Dl g edgie ) ALl ) ) ¢S (500 48 2l Augmented Dickey Fuller (Fuller, 1981) g sall
St i) 5 il (e JS IS G culd (a3 e il el Lo sl (IS 1) A8k AL

gﬂ\w)ﬂu&u\w\é;u@jw\wm)&\a\};d\gc\MM\MM@

,),3\.&."\3\ sdie (aan

Al 321} pda ga il piial) (ysS SLEA) -1

Paid Tl ol 5l an iy et ) JoaSdl (oS ban e JLEAT b el 8
8 A (e AIC ¢SC sobae Ao e Wb el jall aia 9o Ol jaadall (a juatia JSO Jia 30
45 gl ilaill & jelal 5 <Vector Autoregression (Sims, 1980) SIM) lasi¥) (VAR) z2 sl

Assiut J. Agric. Sci. 56 (2) 2025 (411-430) 413



2025 ¢oma 2 palill e 2

D) &5 1A 3ol g el 353 aie A Gl pdall Allad B oUaW) 3 5 () (1) a8 Jsaall

.(Lags=1)

VAR (S jlaaiy) 3 pall T g oA jall ol g &l piiall a3l play) < 30 aae |1 Jpaa

Table 1. Number of period lags for the variables under study, according to the
autoregressive model (VAR).

AIC SC Sl
2 1 0 2 1 0 ial)
-2.9032* -2.7497 0.0125 -2.7644* -2.6572 0.0588 S o) @il
-0.4008 -0.4647* 0.3626 -0.2620 -0.3722%* 0.4089 43l el jaiay)
-2.2035 -1.6895 0.5938 -2.0634* -1.5961 0.6405 Ao @l ilal) dad
-3.0203 -3.0835* -0.7540 -2.8815 -2.9910%* -0.7077 Lo iyl dad
-0.1391 -0.1713* 0.3901 -0.0004 -0.0787* 0.4363 piaill Jaa

glad 2 Culalal) 0
47683  -4.8294* 22397  -4.6295 AT369% 21934 iy e

-2.6933* -2.6388 0.2984 -2.5545% -2.5463 0.3447 i pall
e Cues 1 jaadl

1- https://data.worldbank.org/country/egypt-arab-rep?view=char-
2- https://www.fao.org/faostat/en/#data
3- Data of the Ministry of Planning, Economic Development, and International Cooperation, Economic

Development Department, National Accounts Data, Egypt z<U » alasiul E-Views.

* Indicates lag order selected by the criterion
SC: Schwarz information criterion.
AIC: Akaike information criterion.
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Table 2. Test of the stationarity of the model variables by (Dickey-Fuller)

Levels siwall xic

1St difference Js¥ (34 xie

Intercep

Trend &

Trend &

t Intercept None Intercept Intercept None
%5 i Aaall ol 2.9604 3.5628 19520 2.9604 3.5628 19520 g 4 g
%1 vie A all ol -3.6616 -4.2845 5eale 36616 -4.2845 -2.6416
Jie A jall adl) -
oo 26191 32152 Leloa 26191 32152 -1.6104
b b Sl
Log-GDP-g  1.8735 3.1977 0.8393  3.3399* 3.5832% 285607 1 ‘-’il)
* 4 Sl
Log-ENV-g  2.0130 1.9983 0.0058  5.7731%* 5.6620% 58769 I e 021)
% % e Slw
Log—EXP-g  0.2267 5.6507%* 39707 121846 11.9773%+ 9-3319 I e 021)
b b Sl
Log-IMP-g 12758 1.6258 12200 5.7024%* 5.7837%% 54368 I e ‘-’il)
kS b Sl
Log-INF  2.0031 2.5745 03634 4.9655%* 5. 1165 50506 1 s ‘_,il)
* 4 Sl
Log-LOP-g  0.1835 13239 24899 5.7750%* 5.6575%* 4.8140 I e 021)
i3
Log-EXC 12101 1.6554 24127 3.1933* 3.6333% 22300% 1Y “21)

E-Views G.AU)Q ?h';l.u\.) Gaalall alae) 1 jaalll
Null Hypothesis: has a unit root & Alter. Hypothesis: hasn’t a unit root
* p value significant if <0.05 & ** p value significant if <0.01, 0.1

@AAU)S.L.H(:JQ dhwu&-‘jdﬂ\j ccd}uj\('_i\‘).v.ﬁds.:\_d\ d&d\(])(‘;ﬁ)d&ﬂ\@a};}
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Figure 1. The non-stationarity of the model variables
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Table 3. The number of periods lags appropriate for estimating the ARDL model.

AIC SC LAGS
-12.5813 -12.2543 0
-22.4738 -19.8582 1
-23.8647 -18.9605 2
-29.0671* -21.8743* 3

E-Views geli_n aladiuly Gl alae) 1 jaadl)
DGP: Data Generating Process.
* Indicates lag order selected by the criterion
SC: Schwarz information criterion.
AIC: Akaike information criterion

ARDL gigalll jaii -2

O A0al) Ay e 5115 sl 8 Al e ol il wnend ARDL 3 5ol i
Glal ) e ((Log EXP-g) 4ae) )3l &l jal—all 4adf ((Log INV-g) dae) )3l &l jlaii Y|
Al Alleall (g0 Aol )0 gl 8 Cplalall % (Log INF) il Jare (Log IMP-g) &l
JIA (as (4) pl) Jsanll sl gl Ul e (i 3B g ¢ (Log EXC) <aall 2 «(Log Lop-g)
Sl il (g A Jiall JiaY) z3saill 58 (ARDL:2,1,2,3,1,3,3) gasaill Of (2) o8 JS—al
Jalra Jlmal A nilly el ST Gl e 34T 535 <Akaike Information Criteria sl G
& 13503 20 (o (e V) z3sail) 58 A ¢ ulaall o AL Al A S8y raaal) il
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Table 4. Estimation results of the model (ARDL:2,1,2,3,1,3,3)

Included observations: 30 after adjustments
Maximum dependentlags: 3 (Automatic selection)
Model selection method: Akaike info criterion (AIC)
Dynamic regressors (3 lags, automatic): X1INV X2EXP X3IMP X4INF X5LOP
X6EXC
Fixed regressors: C
Number of models evaluated: 12288
Selected Model: ARDL(2,1,2,3,1, 3, 3)
Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.*
YGDP(-1) 0.645780 0.221184 2.919650 0.0193
YGDP(-2) -0.388763 0.257011 -1.512634 0.1688
X1INV -0.050605 0.061968 -0.816621 0.4378
X1INV(-1) 0.078000 0.044046 1.770874 0.1145
X2EXP 0.162633 0.039544 4112757 0.0034
X2EXP(-1) -0.079764 0.095313 -0.836867 0.4270
X2EXP(-2) 0.083133 0.077149 1.077574 0.3126
X3IMP 0.478212 0.151628 3.153842 0.0135
X3IMP(-1) 0.111487 0.115591 0.964494 0.3630
X3IMP(-2) 0.027364 0.065520 0.417636 0.6872
X3IMP(-3) 0.186219 0.068250 2.728483 0.0259
X4INF 0.120784 0.033370 3.619575 0.0068
X4INF(-1) 0.057082 0.025644 2.225951 0.0567
X5LO0P -0.502140 0.388331 -1.293072 0.2321
X5LO0OP(-1) -0.762806 0.363923 -2.096061 0.0694
X5L0OP(-2) -0.282694 0.291142 -0.970981 0.3600
X5LOP(-3) -0.496435 0.398934 -1.244406 0.2486
X6EXC -1.271633 0.159153 -7.990002 0.0000
X6EXC(-1) 1.100134 0.329678 3.336998 0.0103
X6EXC(-2) -0.832965 0.328299 -2.537214 0.0349
X6EXC(-3) 0.423970 0.128578 3.297370 0.0109
C 2.734355 1.981646 1.379841 0.2050
R-squared 0.999426 Mean dependent var 4.315688
Adjusted R-squared 0.997920 S.D.dependent var 0.229273
S.E. of regression 0.010456 Akaike info criterion -6.138387
Sum squared resid 0.000875 Schwarzcriterion -5.110843
Log likelihood 114.0758 Hannan-Quinn criter. -5.809667
F-statistic 663.6068 Durbin-Watson stat 2.697403
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000
*Note: p-values and any subsequent tests do not account for model
selection.

E-Views zali s aladiuly ialil slae] 1 juadll
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Figure 2. Selecting the ARDL model according to the Akaike Information Criteria
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Table S. the F-Bound Test
Null Hypothesis: No long-run relationships exist

Test Statistic Value k
F-statistic 7.11 6

Critical Value Bounds

Significance 10 Bound 11 Bound
10% 1.99 2.94

5% 2.27 3.28
2.5% 2.55 3.61

1% 2.88 3.99

E-Views gt ala3ialy Galll dhe] 1 jaadl
ARDL _38all (i) 23 galll B gl dpuaddial) <) JLEAY) anf UL
238wl ey At o 8 el J ol ol LAY (e paall il 23 paill aind
b Lo &l sy
Residual Diagnostic (-2 s:ll duadddll < JLady) -]
Histogram Normality Test 2=kl g3l JLGa) -

i A el puaiall el o 5 il Al a8V CliMal) (L agal) ) S8Y) (e

Gas el iy shaall (g gbaa (b Jans g Tmda Tay 5 g5 e g Ut aa cilaaliia o (g 2SN

e o) AR (e ey (5215 ¢(3) By IS 8 WS Jarque Bera skl a5t Gl La) aal
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Series: Residuals
81 Sample 1994 2023
Observations 30

7

6- Mean 2.52e-15
Median -0.000622

5 Maximum 0.011729

" Minimum -0.013121

Std. Dev. 0.005492
3] Skewness 0.098454
Kurtosis 3.236963

Jarque-Bera  0.118655
Probability ~ 0.942398

-0.015 -0.010 -0.005 0.000 0.005 0.010

Jarque Bera (bl g jsil) @l Lad) 3 J<&

Figure 3. The Jarque Bera normal distribution tests.
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Breusch-Godfrey Serial Correlation LM Test L3 6 J g
Table 6. Breusch-Godfrey Serial Correlation LM Test
Breusch-Godfrey Serial Correlation LM Test:
F-statistic 1.294151 Prob. F(2,6) 0.3410

Obs*R-squared 9.041259 Prob. Chi-Square(2) 0.0109
E-Views gl plasiuly Gl dlae) 1 jaaall

GSJA.'J\ ‘;‘\%‘,AM“. "
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A graphical comparison between the actual and estimated values of the model
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Figure 4. Actual, estimated statement and statement of residuals for the model
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Heteroskedasticity Test: Breusch-Pagan-Godfrey J4id) 4agii |7 Jgaa

Table 7. Heteroskedasticity Test Result: Breusch-Pagan-Godfrey
Heteroskedasticity Test: Breusch-Pagan-Godfrey

F-statistic 0.786091 Prob. F(21,8) 0.6906
Obs*R-squared 20.20724 Prob. Chi-Square(21) 0.5082
Scaled explained SS 1.607213 Prob. Chi-Square(21) 1.0000
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Stability Diagnostic Test &3 saill 43 ) j&iul JL54 -3

RSl il 1 I Cm (e 3 sl Dl (530 E pran (b o285 AT (4
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Ramsey RESET Test Jid) -}

M.\L.n b‘)}@m‘sﬁcdﬂ\ u\.i‘d.ilﬁj\ 4_1.;4)53\ dj-ﬁe-’:"\:\h_j
Ramsey RESET Test JLid) s .8 Jga

Table 8. Ramsey RESET Test
Omitted Variables: Squares of fitted values

Value df Probability
t-statistic 0.667475 7 0.5259
F-statistic 0.445522 1,7 0.5259
F-test summary:
Sum of Sq. df Mean Squares

Test SSR 5.23E-05 1 5.23E-05
Restricted SSR 0.000875 8 0.000109
Unrestricted SSR 0.000822 7 0.000117
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Figure 5. Cumulative Sum of Recursive Residual
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Table 9. Results of estimating the factors affecting the exchange rate in Egypt in the Short-

Run.
Selected Model ARDL( 2,1,2,3,1,3,3)

ECM Regression
Case 2: Restricted Constant and No Trend

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
D(YGDP(-1)) 0.388763 0.068310 5691186 0.0005
D (X1INV) -0.050605 0.019307 -2.621123 0.0306
D(CX2EXP) 0.162633 0.021853 7.441985 0.0001
D(C2EXP(-1)) -0.083133 0.027083 -3.069618 0.0154
D (X31IMP) 0.478212 0.054485 8.776963 0.0000
D(X3IMP(-1)) -0.213583 0.039009 -5.475256 0.0006
D (X3 IMP(-2)) -0.186219 0.034539 -5.391615 0.0007
D(CX4INF) 0.120784 0.015428 7.829106 0.0001
D(X5LO0OP) -0.502140 0.155305 -3.233247 0.0120
D(X5LO0OP(-1)) 0.779129 0.150663 5171339 0.0009
D(X5LO0OP(-2)) 0.496435 0.121728 4.078226 0.0035
D (X6 EXC) -1.271633 0.066375 -19.15837 0.0000
D(X6EXC(-1)) 0.408994 0.093785 4.360972 0.0024
D (X6 EXC (-2)) -0.423970 0.050884 -8.332062 0.0000
CointEq((-1)* -0.742983 0.071923 -10.33027 0.0000
R-squared 0.992133 Mean dependent var 0.022781
Adjusted R-squared 0.984790 S.D. dependent var 0.061914
S.E. of regression 0.007636 Akaike info criterion -6.605054
Sum squared resid 0.000875 Schwarz criterion -5.904455
Log likelihood 114.0758 Hannan-Quinn criter. -6.380927
Durbin-Watson stat 2.697403

* p-value incompatible with t-Bounds distribution.
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Table 10. Results of estimating the factors affecting the agricultural GDP in Egypt in the

Long Run.
Levels Equation
Case 2: Restricted Constant and No Trend

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
X1INV 0.036872 0.106525 0.346138 0.7382
X2EXP 0.223427 0.225107 0.992536 0.3500
X3IMP 1.081158 0.159003 6.799585 0.0001
X4INF 0.239395 0.039555 6.052272 0.0003
X5LOP -2.751173 0.838509 -3.281030 0.0112
X6EXC -0.781300 0.108389 -7.208284 0.0001
C 3.680241 1.931349 1.905528 0.0932

EC = YGDP - (0.0369*X1INV + 0.2234*X2EXP + 1.0812*X3IMP + 0.2394*X4INF
-2.7512*X5L0P -0.7813*X6EXC + 3.6802)

.E-Views C_ab)a ?\ASL.‘L. Gl dlae) ; Haadll

Assiut J. Agric. Sci. 56 (2) 2025 (411-430) 425



2025 ¢oma 2 palill e 2

Jashll Ja¥) B jaa B o 50 Aaal) mll e 8 Ssadl Jal gadl sl a

43 ) 53 A8e g5 Lolan) 4 gine <l piall dlle () (Jyshall Ja¥) 8 Adiiwall ol ppaciall (cany
il plall A g (INV) o)l Jlaiiwl) e e La o) )3 aall il ae JaV) Al sk
10l e Cus (EXP) dael 30

gl dad Gn s (IMP) el 3l <lal sl dad o Lilias) 4y sina s don g L35k Ao a5 -]
3235 %1 Aty (IMP) 4|yl il sl A 52 30 il Cum oy shall a1 8 el 50 sl
e et )l Gl o) gial (el a5 085 941,08 4t (GDP) (o= 1030 (Aaall milill a8
Ot A agay Laa cdlladl) Cilagsall 5 63 ) shaiall 3aast) divaall ) o2l Jia 3o ol d3lle 2L M

63 (o agntt O (8ay A3l )l 80l o S ALl bl sl e dpe) ) 30 Aalisy)
(S e ) ey Las e Jal g Cadatl s Anmill Jia z s AY) AL Cile Liaall

el il dad (g a5l il (INF) pdmaail) (s Liloan 4 gina 5 490 jla 483 2 53 -2
) il A 22 3 %] Ay (INF) pd—aill 33y 33 43 Cua (Jyshall Jal) 4 e) )30
gl Y adaill (a5 daghall Ja¥) &l ) @b wa 0 385 ¢9%0.239 Ay (GDP) =10
el il o s el sl il da V) Al 4y Laa e 3N Claiiall el
peray Las e )3l Cpaiial Zlol Opeend ) o 38 el pdal o ) ALY Al
Aad (e 230 38 adail) O LeS Dalial) and 8 0 ) sall (e Sall Ll 5zl 3ol e

=l glhdll & Sl il e ey Lee ((@larall 5 azal )¥1) Lae )50 J saad)
Ons el V) ixally (Top) eyl (8 claladl % (o Lilian) 4 gina 5 Al dpSe 48Me 2a 55 -3
%1 (lop)‘&_c-b‘)l\@u.ﬂ.q\_d\%adh).au\g_uauj.a;ﬂ\ JAY\L;GG\)J\ L;LAM C_ILJ\MS
M&A}umm\é\ddﬁfﬁj4%275@(GDP)@\)J\M\@N\MUM
J\@JJA\JPAJALA\L“gqﬂ\UA)HSJ_m qﬁjlwdiaujsﬂqs‘gc\_))\&&d\@whw\
a0 Y Cua Aol N Al aal 5 ) om of oS 1 Aol A a adidl e
230 G813} (Jlad ISy 3 ) sall plasid 5l Belasll L cpa Cilaa) e o 0l &M\‘;@xﬂu\
'Aﬂ\\.\;;&;ﬂ\emy&w\u\‘;\)muiadbuucwud&m@f@b)ﬂ U.JAL:J\

Jashll Ja¥) o Lalisy) 5oLl aliail L) (535 Lea coaliiy) (il GHIS UK

e s il sV Gnadly (BXC) Goomall yaas o Lilian) ) gina s Ao 4llu 483 2253 -4
U=asAll 9] 4.\...».1.1 (EXC) &J)_ml\ L DJLL).I 4 dus ‘d:i)lal\ JAS\J\ L.é GG‘_)JS‘ ‘;MM Cﬁ\.ﬂ\
(8 yall gl ) ae 4l o) et &> 85 ¢%0.781 dpul (GDP) gc\_)jl\ ‘;JM&\ G;;L'd\ YN
s 1 Aol )3l Glasall g YY) ¢ sall aand) Jie dae )30 cBlaall ) il 4815 33
el bl dad e g de )l daliy) e Ul (e Las ool 0 zlasy) CadlSiaaly )
33y siuall alud) Sl 3303 () (5358 Cayaall a 52l 3 48l alall g Jyshall Ja¥) 3 ) )3
33l ) A sas o Sy Gayeall w33l O LS cplaall Sleinall 400 530 5 5080 (e 2y Laa
3\.:..;.»5\.;.:3\ E)Jﬁ\ Cax oy laa cEJJM\ 2\:19\))&\ Gladiadly MJLSA L;MM GG\J)S\ CL}.}Y\ u..}n.S.I

ARl (3 sl 8 dlaall Cilaiiall

Assiut J. Agric. Sci. 56 (2) 2025 (411-430) 426



maa g del )l Uil galaBY) sailly JLeiad) Gn A8l bl o)

b Lo Ui (Say (Bas Laa
A Ae a5 (aaalbaidy) doanlial) Gl gaall g JSLRN amy ) @l aa 28 ¢y ghall g yuail)
e Wl &yl A gal) Jglat g cdncalall il g1 Gl I3 dae ) ) Gl Hlait W) Ld Ciia e
rJie gl laiall 3 5 gall 5 Al il Uasl) aal o jlely oA gladll gt &l i Y
c:\:u\).\aj\ Sj)ﬂ\ utcj)_d’m‘j c(u\ds LJ_m}j U)M\ cadzadaj\ LM\) GQ‘JJ CM—H}Y‘ n_itcj)_d’m
&LI).\.@—MU&AU:\QJ\JASSBJ_&H:\AS‘ UAJJSM e.i.ls:nﬂhs‘s ‘GG‘J)S‘ c\.\_a.a.d\ ubj)_d’mj c:\_ia\.ﬂ\}
g A gale Auiia X ge padat] G gl e K AR 88 ey N 5 Cle) ja Yl sda S ala )
" Ao 530 Gl sall s dsas sl e ety g3 Lty 30 £ Y] dagdal an 3

138 Az ae ¢ palll el b ol el sl i) e 5 dge 3l cl jalall -
<l palall G sy shall Jal1 8 e s y—amall ol aB¥) saill e Tulal i a3l y) 59
Lg\))s\a\)uqu@w\w%e&mw\}m‘;\&fmﬂ)sirmwn
u@uﬂ@hﬂ\ aJJﬂ\L;s).a}amLucmLu‘)ﬂ A t_i.ﬂ\s.a t\s.u\j ‘(;Q\J‘)M Q_\.\...a.d\
DA il jlai ek a8 paiall g Al LS0ell de sSall cladlal) ()l 5 cgalladl (3 5] &
_2030@4}.@,}\a@ﬂ@)@\d}ﬂ\u@yj@}jm}uawu\}u&\

e s s cJashall g sl aall b o) )3l e adll il e i de )5l a5l -
Clatially ddaall (3 ) aniill dagts o) )3l aaY) sl il e caludly Jigs a8 s 6
Aanlasal ¢oe )3 Ja) ol 3l e o DAl 5SSy ¢l gaal) 50 sl
Ol ) amd) (aall e Aplagy) o JUT edas 88 Ul g e ) 30 Aalisy) y diail) ) cpaas 8
OS5 agim Lagd () sl 3Ry aal) LU dleSe S 13) dpla) 0 5S5 28 de ) 31 il ) 4l
el Ll ddlie Canual 13) Al

_)S\jd\ dJs.\S cg_d_uﬂ_a )4_.43]\ L;J..d\ ‘_g G{:UJ\ L:JLA;Y\ L:J;AS\ C._a\_ﬂ\ ‘_A.r_ J.i\ e;_.a.\ﬂ
‘_gh.ﬂ;_a\ \JJ\A\JU}S.\ JS} caJJja_uml\ u\;.u.dbé\_ﬂ;d\ d‘j—“‘\!\@‘—“‘-’@uﬂm‘ U:I.GJ\‘)AH
_u&\)‘)ﬂ u,g;.u.d\ d;duaq.j‘).mgd\ u_a\;_u.d\jéuﬂ\ JL&;.M‘ &\3.1‘)\2;:133 ﬁdﬁ#\j‘)g..aﬂ\ Lﬁd.d\
o8 Lgiaal e Aot bWl il gadll A o) )5 aaY! sl il e i Alaall -
Lae )l Alaad) il 13 Jyglall 5 sl gaal) e Lla i a8 cdaaliay) cilileall o shai g 8 )
(o= ) e Lo i (5305 i) LeadlSS e o Lo Al a5 43 500
L)l sl o)) 30 L) Gl cpe a3 il 5 30 ) i wsall 2l el 3y 35 Gyl
Adalall 80 g1 (8 Adaall Cilaiiall Al 5,08l Conacay Laa 63 ) siusall due ) ) 3l culaiially
il o zdsalll 5 aka Lol rluald

s zigadll 50 saa Hlodl (Ka ‘:s_a.uleﬁb @La;ﬁ[\) LY anidill = dgaill ggiad day

ae Jalee 48 Ladiuall ol LAY aal (e s ¢ mnlgll) SLai®U dagall Calaal) (e 22y (53 5 5aiil
al i) =3 el G i Cus ((6) @8 JS—31L WS Theil Inequal Coefficientt Jiil s sl
e S oAy e all e o )i 85 0.000674 JiUG Jalas dad Cazly ¢ gl e dlle 3 jasa

Sl ¢ i e el 3l aall L ) 8 aaadiod (Saddde 2l ¢ pull ddlall 3 08l
Zosaill b ersinedll

Assiut J. Agric. Sci. 56 (2) 2025 (411-430) 427



2025 ¢oma 2 palill e 2

48
Forecast: YGDPF
Actual: YGDP
4.6 Forecast sample: 19912023

Adjusted sample: 1994 2023

Included observations: 30

44 Root Mean Squared Error ~ 0.005830
Mean Absolute Error  0.004466
Mean Abs. Percent Error 0.105033

42 Theil Inequality Coef. 0.000674
Bias Proportion 0.000000
4.0 Variance Proportion 0.004502
Covariance Proportion 0.995498
Theil U2 Coefficient 0.093338
3.8 Symmetric MAPE 0.105039

94 96 98 00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 22

—— YGDPF +2S.E.

gadil) U‘b GS\,A.U\ 3).\5 e L) 6 I8
Figure 6. Test of the model’s ability to predict.
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Abstract

GDP is the standard measure of economic growth, reflecting the production of
goods and services over a specific period. Investment levels significantly influence
economic activity and long-term growth. This study employs econometric estimation to
examine the relationship between investment and economic development in Egypt’s
agricultural sector from 1991 to 2023. Agricultural investments are considered a key
driver alongside other explanatory economic variables such as exports, imports, labor,
inflation, and exchange rates.

The Autoregressive Distributed Lag (ARDL) model was applied to analyze the
factors affecting agricultural GDP and, consequently, agricultural economic growth. The
results indicate that the error correction term CointEq(-1) is negative and significant (-
0.743, p = 0.003), meeting the necessary and sufficient conditions for equilibrium
adjustment. This suggests that approximately 74.3% of short-term disequilibrium is
corrected each period, with equilibrium restored within approximately 1.5 years. The
study recommends that the government adopt policies supporting agricultural
investment, control inflation by increasing production, reduce dependence on
agricultural imports, enhance the skills of agricultural labor through technology training,
and regulate exchange rates to mitigate economic risks in the agricultural sector, thereby
ensuring food security and sustainable economic growth.
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