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The study estimated the effect exports and imports on economic growth in the Arab countries during
the period 1995 to 2013. The study used panel data approach by E- views program in 17 countries:
(Jordan, United Arab Emirates, Bahrain, Tunisia, Algeria, Saudi Arabia, Sudan, Oman, Qatar, Kuwait,
Lebanon, Egypt, Djibouti, Mauritania, Morocco, Yemen and Palestine). The study found that the
effect exports and imports have positive effect of economic growth in the Arab countries during the
period 1995 to 2013. The study recommended it is important indicator for measuring the efficiency
and effectiveness of the work element in achieving a certain level of the output in the production
process. There is need to increase the imports of technology for increasing labor productivity which

can directly promote economic growth, and thus improve the standards of living in the Arab countries.
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INTRODUCTION

The exports and imports play important role on economic
growth in the developed and developing countries. The
economic growth is one of the most important determinants of
economic welfare. The relationship between exports and
economic growth is a frequent topic of discussion, when
economists try to explain the different levels of economic
growth between countries. Exports of goods and services
represent one of the most important sources of foreign
exchange income that ease the pressure on the balance of
payments and create employment opportunities. According to
Feder (1982), exports contribute to economic growth in a
variety of ways - greater capacity utilization, economies of
scale, incentives for technological improvement and pressure
of foreign competition, leading to more efficient management.
Thus, marginal factor productivities are expected to be higher
in export industries than in non-export industries. The cross-
sectional analysis by Feder (1982) and Ram (1987) confirm
this productivity differential for developing countries, although
the differential coefficients in Feder (1982) for developed
countries are insignificant.The exports growth in the Arab
countries was 14.78 percent per annum during the period
1995-2013. The average export was USD 667.55 billion (47.87
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percent of GDP) during the period 1955 to 2013. The exports
in Arab countries increased from USD 178.58 billion (34.34
percent of GDP) in 1995 to USD 216.26 billion (35.49 percent
of GDP) in 1997, then the exports in Arab countries decreased
to USD 172.18 billion (29.30 percent of GDP) in 1998.The
exports in Arab countries decreased to 877.91 billion (48.94
percent of GDP) in 2009. The exports in Arab countries was
constantly rising during the period 2010 to 2013, where the
exports in Arab countries increased from 1077.15 billion
(51.34 percent of GDP) in 2010 to 1558.60 billion (54.81
percent of GDP) in 2013. The imports growth in the Arab
countries was 13.38 percent per annum during 1995-2013. The
average imports were USD 508.06 billion (35.76 percent of
GDP) during period 1955 to 2013. The imports in Arab
countries increased from USD 173.92 billion (33.44 percent of
GDP) in 1995 to USD 187.86 billion (31.97 percent of GDP)
in 1998 and then decreased to USD 180.57 billion (28.21
percent of GDP) in 1999. During the period 2003 to 2008 the
imports in Arab countries increased from USD 270.28 billion
(33.04 percent of GDP) in 2003 to USD 880.82 billion (42.47
percent of GDP) in 2008, then to USD 1130.94 billion (41.19
percent of GDP) in 2012. The Arab countries recorded imports
of USD 1226.76 billion (43.14 percent of GDP) in 2013.

This paper focused to estimate the effect exports and imports
on economic growth in the Arab countries during the period
1995 t02013, by panel data method.
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Literature Review

Several studies address the importance of exports and imports
on economic growth. The findings of these studies indicate that
exports and imports have a statistically significant positive
impact on economic growth. We can summarize some of these
studies that have addressed the issue of effect exports and
imports on economic growth as follows: Afaf, (2015)
investigated the impact of exports and imports on the
economic growth of Tunisia over the period1977-2012. The
study used Granger Causality and Johansen Cointegration
approach for long run relationship using Augmented Dickey-
Fuller (ADF) and Phillip-Perron (PP) stationarity test, the
variable proved to be integrated of the order one (1) at first
difference. Johansen and Juselius Cointegration test was used
to determine the presence or otherwise of a cointegrating
vector in the variables. The study found finding is clarified that
export, import and GDP are found of order one (t) stationary at
the first differences. Therefore, the variables were found to be
integrated of order one. The cointegration test confirmed that
GDP, export and import are cointegrated, indicating an
existence of long run equilibrium relationship between all the
variables. Abugamea, (2015)Examined the both the long run
and short run relationships between economic growth, exports
and imports of Palestine for the time period 1968-2012, The
study used the cointegration and Granger causality tests. The
study found results based on vector error correction models
(VECM) confirm the existence of a long run relation between
imports and economic growth and show that both exports and
imports are the main determinants of economic growth in the
Palestinian case. Causality tests confirm VECM results that
imports cause changes in economic growth in the long run but
not in the short run.Kalaitzi (2013) examined the relationship
between exports and economic growth in the United Arab
Emirates over the period 1980-2010. The study applied the
two-step Engle-Granger cointegration test and the Johansen
cointegration technique in order to confirm or not the existence
of a long-run relationship between the variables. Moreover,
this study applied a Vector Autoregression Model in order to
construct the Impulse Response Function and the Granger
causality test to examine the causality between exports and
economic growth. The findings of this study confirmed the
existence of a long-run relationship between manufactured
exports, primary exports and economic growth. In addition, the
Granger causality test showed unidirectional causality between
manufactured exports and economic growth. Thus, further
increase in the degree of export diversification from oil could
accelerate economic growth in UAE. Elbeydi (2010)
investigated the relationships between export and economic
growth in Libya. An econometric model has been developed
and estimated in order to determine the direction of causality in
both, short and long run. The annual time series used for the
estimation cover the time period 1980 — 2007. The findings
indicate that the income, exports and relative prices are
cointegrated. The long run bidirectional causality between the
exports and income growth has been also proved. The study
result indicates that the export promotion policy contributes to
the economic growth in Libya. Al-Swaee (2008) estimated the
role exports in economic growth in the west Asia region (oil
and non-oil countries) during the period 1993 to 2003. This
study used a panel data, the study found that the productivity

of exports is positive effect on economic growth in oil
countries and negative in the non- oil countries. The study
recommended the adoption the policy of export- oriented to
benefit from the comparative advantage in export of goods that
the local resources a variable in all states of the region. Abdali,
Abid (2005). Estimate the impact of exports on economic
growth In Muslim countries aimed to Estimate the impact of
exports on economic growth in the states size Islamic, the
members of the Organization of the Islamic Conference. To
achieve this have been estimated standard form included
Representatives of economic growth, (GDP) of three variables:
a dependent variable GDP the two variables are two
explanations: exports variable external economic factor and a
variable investment factor Internal economic. The study found
Significant both exports and investment variable interpreters of
Economic growth in Islamic countries.

Sangho & others (2007), investigated the effect of imports and
exports on total factor productivity in Korea during 1980-2003.
We find Granger causality from imports to total factor
productivity (TFP) growth, but no causality from exports to
TFP growth. We then investigate the impact of trade and other
variables on TFP growth. According to our results, imports
have a significant positive effect on TFP growth but exports do
not.

Methodology and Analysis

Based on the foregoing explained in the previous studies, using
a variety of applied studies for different models in estimating
the effect exports and imports on economic growth in addition
to the use of different methodologies, accordingly, the standard
model in this study, the general equation is the following:

GDP = (EX,IM,GCF,LO)
Thus, our growth function becomes;
GDP, = C+ B, EX; + B,IM, + $;GCF; + 5,LO, + &
Where:

GDP, : Economic growth (proxy for Gross domestic product
in period t, (current price USD)

EX; : Export of goods and services in period t, (current price
USD)

IM;: Import of goods and services in period t, (current price
USD)

GCF,: Gross capital formation in period t, (current price USD)
LO,: Labor force

C: Constant

€;: The standard error

By taking the log of both sides of the equation becomes:

LOG GDP, = C+ f,logEx; + f3loglm, + B,log GCF,
+ fsloglo, + &

The data

Data have been collected during the period 1995 to 2013, for
17 countries in Arab countries: (Jordan, united Arab Emirates,
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Bahrain, Tunisia, Algeria, Saudi Arabia, Sudan, Oman, Qatar,
Kuwait, Lebanon, Egypt, Djibouti, Mauritania, Morocco,
Yemen and Palestine). Number of countries which could have
been part of the sample were omitted due to lack of sufficient
data on some of the variables under investigation because of
the unstable political the situation. The sample under study the
required secondary Data was collected from official sources
like World Bank data.

Method of the Study

The study used the panel data method, through the use
of three models is: Pooled regression Model (PRM),
Fixed Effect Model (FEM) and Random Effect Model
(REM). To know better model in the analysis will be
applied two tests: the first is test Lagrange Multiplier
(LM) from Preusch and Pagan in (1980). This test is
used for choose between (PRM), (FEM) or (REM), the
second test is Housman test (1978), to choose between
(FEM), (REM).

The Pooled Effect Model

It can clarify the compound regression model as follows:
Yl’t =Qq; + Bkl’ + Eit wer ve (1)

Suppose pooled regression model homogeneity of variances
random error between the countries under study limits
(62 = a2 ), together with zero covariances between countries
Cov (git, &) = Ofori # j. (Alexiou, 2001: p.6). The
model also assumes forming Fixed limit transactions («; ) and
slope coefficients (f3, s) for all countries

Table 1. Results of Pooled Model

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.

LOG(EX) -0.925845 0.432343 -2.141457 0.0330
LOG(IM) 2215917 0.580230 3.819033 0.0002
LOG(GCF) 1.865242 0.514735 3.623696 0.0003
LOG(LO) -0.090511 0.224829 -0.402577 0.6875
C 17.20529 3.181495 5.407926 0.0000

R-Square = /0.641896 a adjusted R-Square = 0.637392

As shown table (1) the independent variable (export, import
and gross capital formation) was significant at level of 1%, the
labour was in significant at level of 1%. The exports and
labour had negative effect, on economic growth in the Arab
countries, import and gross capital formation was positive
effect on the economic growth in the Arab countries. Also the
R-Square reached 0.637 in the pooled effect model.

The Fixed Effect Model

The fixed effects model is simply a linear regression model in
which the intercept terms vary over the individual units i,
(Dinardo, Johnston, 1997:p.397).

Yie = 01 8q5¢ + 08550+ + X B + & (2)

Where it is usually assumed that all x;; are independent of
alle;;, we can write this in the usual regression framework by

including a dummy variable for each unit i in the model
(Hsiao, 2003:p.96). That is,

N

Vit = Z ajdij + XitB + it oot (3)

j=1

Where d;; = 1 if i=j and 0 elsewhere. We thus have a set of N
dummy variable in the model. The parameters a; ........,Qy
and £ can be estimated by ordinary least squares in (3). The
implied estimator for f is referred to as the Least Squares
Dummy Variable (LSDV) estimator. It may, however, be
numerically unattractive to have a regression model with so
many repressors

Table 2. Results of Fixed Effect Model

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
LOG(EX) 0.306909 0.042141 7.282905 0.0000
LOG(IM) 0.258478 0.053805 4.803968 0.0000
LOG(GCF) 0.123597 0.034310 3.602402 0.0004
LOG(LO) 0.373511 0.062443 5.981660 0.0000
C 15.31687 0.857984 17.85217 0.0000

R-Square = 0.999/ a adjusted R-Square = 0.999

As shown in Table (2) the independent variables export,
import, gross capital formation and labour was significant at
level of 1%, also all the independent variables. Also the R-
Square reached 0.999 in the pooled effect model.

The Lagrange Multiplier (LM) Test

The Lagrange Multiplier model is as follows (Greene,
2002:p.299)

2
NT  [ZE. Q. en)? o2

LM =
2(T D iN=1 23:1 Eit

If the value of (p- value) statistical test (LM), is statistically
significant for this test, it means that FEM, REM, would be
better than PRM. It this value is not statistically significant for
the same test, this means that PRM will be better than the
FEM, REM.

Table 3. Results of LM Test

Effects Test Statistic d.f. Prob.
Cross-section F 10742.605807 (16,302) 0.0000
Cross-section Chi-square 2049.722519 16 0.0000

As shown Table (3) the effects models better than the pooled
model.

The Random Effect Model

It is commonly assumed in regression analysis that all factors
that affect the dependent variable but that have not been
included as repressors can be appropriately summarized by a
random error term. In our case, this leads to the assumption
that the a;are random factors, independently and identically
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distributed over individual distributed over individuals. Thus
we write the Random Effects Model as,

Vit = 0+ xeB + & + &i¢, & ~ 1ID(0,62); o ~ 1ID(0, 63) .....(5)

where a; + €;is treated as an error term consisting of two
components: an individual specific component, that this not
vary over time, and a remainder components, That is assumed
to be uncorrelated over time, this is all correlation of the error
terms over time is attributed to the individual effects ;. It is
assumed that a; andeg;; are mutually independent and
independent of x;s (for all j and s). This implies that the OLS
estimator for y and f from (5) is unbiased and consistent. The
error components structure implies that the composite error
term a; + ¢&; exhibits a particular form of autocorrelation
(unless g2 = 0) (Verbeek, 2000).

Table 4. Results of Random Effect Model

Variable Coefficient  Std. Error  t-Statistic  Prob.
LOG(EX) 0.306790 0.042116  7.284369  0.0000
LOG(IM) 0.257684 0.053786  4.790881  0.0000
LOG(GCF) 0.124280 0.034305  3.622762  0.0003
LOG(LO) 0.376878 0.062245  6.054760  0.0000
C 15.26865 1209722 12.62163  0.0000
Effects Specification S.D. Rho
Cross-section random 3.527444  0.9982
Idiosyncratic random 0.150530  0.0018
R-Square 0.931195

A adjusted R-Square 0.930330

As shown in Table (4) the independent variable (export,
import, gross capital formation and labour were significant at
level of 1%.The exports, imports, gross capital formation and
labour were positive effect on economic growth in the Arab
countries. Also the R-Square reached 0.931 in the random
effect model.

The Hausman Test

Hausman test is used decide between Fixed Effect model and
Random Effects model. Null hypothesis is that the preferred
model is Random Effects Model vs. the alternative is the Fixed
Effects model. It basically tests whether the unique errors (ui)
are correlated with the regresses; the null hypothesis is they are
not, (Chmelarova, 2007: p.6).

Table 5. Results of Hausman Test

Test Summary Chi-Sq. Statistic ~ Chi-Sq. d.f.  Prob.
Cross-section random 19.148622 4 0.0007
Cross-section random effects test comparisons:

Variable Fixed Random Var (Diff.) Prob.
LOG(EX) 0.306909  0.306790 0.000002 0.9343
LOG(IM) 0.258478  0.257684 0.000002 0.5758
LOG(GCF)  0.123597  0.124280 0.000000 0.2164
LOG(LO) 0.373511  0.376878 0.000025 0.4977

As shown in Table (5) the fixed effects models better than the
random effects model. So they study was analysed the results
fixed effects models:

LOG GDP, = 15.31687 + 0.306909Ex, + 0.258478 Im,
+ 0.123597 GCF, + 0.373511 LO,

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The study found the all independent variable had significant at
level 1%. The study also found that the exports, imports, gross
capital formation and labor had positive effect on economic
growth in the Arab countries during the period 1995 to 2013.
The coefficient of determination R2 is 0.999 which means that
the explanatory variables explained a total variation of 99
percent of the dependent variable (GDP). The exports were a
significant at the level of 1% and positive effect on economic
growth in the Arab countries. Also the elasticity of exports in
the Arab countries during the study period reached 0.30%, if
the exports increased by 100% in the Arab countries the
economic growth increased by 30 percent. The imports were
significant at the level 1% and positive effect on economic
growth in the Arab countries. Also the elasticity of imports in
the Arab countries during the study period recorded 0.29 %, if
the imports increased by 100% in the Arab countries the
economic growth increased by 29 per cent during the period
1995 to 2013. The gross capital formation also was significant
at level of 1% and had positive effect on the economic growth
in the Arab countries. Also the elasticity of gross capital
formation in the Arab countries during study period recorded
0.12%. It means if gross capital formation increase by 100%
the GDP in Arab countries increased by 12 percent during the
period 1995 to 2013.

The labour was significant at the level 1%, and had positive on
the economic growth in the Arab countries. Also the elasticity
of labour in Arab countries was 0.37% during the period 1995
to 2013. It means the labour in Arab countries increased by
100% the GDP increased by 37 per cent, during the study
period.

Conclusion and Policy Recommendations

The study aimed to find estimated the effect exports and
imports of the economic growth in the Arab countries during
the period 1995 to 2013, through a form of panel data which
includes economic growth measured by GDP as the dependent
variable, and a number of independent variables, which
included exports, imports, labor and Gross capital formation,
in 17 Arab countries. The countries studied were Jordan,
United Arab Emirates, Bahrain, Tunisia, Algeria, Saudi
Arabia, Sudan, Oman, Qatar, Kuwait, Lebanon, Djibouti,
Mauritania, Egypt, Morocco, Yemen and Palestine. Number of
countries which could have been part of the sample was
omitted due to lack of sufficient data on some of the variables
under investigation. The study the exports, imports, labor and
gross capital formation had a positive effect on economic
growth in Arab countries during the period 1995 to 2013. The
study recommends the following policy measures for the
economic growth in Arab countries. As long as the gross
capital formation plays a key role in economic growth in the
Arab countries, Arab countries must encourage increase in
gross capital formation, to increase its contribution to
economic growth. Support for growth-led export in Arab
countries Thus effort should be direct towards policies that will
enhance economic growth such as industrialization, in order to
impact more on exports, the need to approach the Arab
countries, to economic openness to enhance the role of exports
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and imports in the economic growth policy. Also Arab
countries need to focus on vocational education, through the
holding of professional training courses, because of its
important role in raising the productivity of the worker in Arab
countries. It is important indicator for measuring the efficiency
and effectiveness of the work element in achieving a certain
level of the output in the production process. There is need to
increase the imports of technology for increasing labor
productivity which can directly promote economic growth, and
thus improve the standards of living in the Arab countries.

REFERENCES

Afaf, Abdull J. Saaed & Majeed, Ali Hussain 2015. Impact of
Exports and Imports on Economic Growth: Evidence from
Tunisia, Journal of Emerging Trends in Economics and
Management Sciences, ISSN: 2141-7024, VOL 6, NO
2,p.13-21.

Abugamea, Gaber, 2015. External Trade and Economic
Growth Relationship under Trouble: Time Series Evidence
from Palestine, Swift Journal of Economics and
International Finance, VO 1(2), pp. 010-016.

Al-Sawaee, Khaled 2008. Export Led Growth Hypothesis Case
Study of West Asia Region, Journal Of Dirasat, Deanship
Of Academic Research, VOL 35, NO. 2, Jordan University

Elbeydi, Khaled, Hamuda, Abdulbaset & Gazda, Vladimir
2010. The Relationship between Export and Economic
Growth in Libya Arab Jamahiriya, Theoretical and Applied
Economics, Volume XVII, No. 1(542), pp. 69-76

Kalaitzi, A. 2013. Exports and Economic Growth in the United
Arab Emirates, Submitted to: RIBM Doctoral Symposium,
Manchester Metropolitan University Business School.

Feder, G. 1982. On Export and economic Growth, Journal of
Development Economic, p.59.73

Alexiou, Constantinos 2001. Effective Demand and
Unemployment the FEuropean Case: Evidence from
Thirteen Countries, p6, accessed from www.epic.ac.uk/
documents/ ICAlexiou.pdf.

Dinardo, John & Johnston, Jack 1997. Econometrics Methods,
Fourth Edition, McGraw- Hill Companies, Inc, New York,
ISBN 0-07-913121-2, p.397.

Hsiao, Cheng 2003. Analysis of Panel Data, Second Edition,
United Kingdom the University Press, Cambridge, p96.

Verbeek, Marno 2000. A Guide to Modern Econometrics,
British Library Cataloguing in Publication Data, ISBN 0-
471-89982-8.

Chmelarova, Viera 2007. The Hausman Test, and Some
Alternatives with Heteroskedastic Data, Unpublished Ph.D.
theses, State University, USA, p6.

Green, William 2002. Econometric Analysis, Fifth Edition,
Upper Saddle River, New Jersey, Prentice Hall, p299.

Abdali, Abid 2005. The impact of exports on economic growth
In Muslim countries, Journal of Islamic Economics
SalehKamel Center at the University of Alazhar, the ninth
year, n (27)

Sangho, Hyunjoon & Donghyun 2007. The Effect of Imports
and Exports on Total Factor Productivity in Korea, The
Research Institute of Economy, Trade and Industry From
http://www.rieti.go.jp/en/

Appendix
Table 6. The Exports in Arab Countries- 1995-2013 Billion USD

Year 1905 | 1996 | 1907 | 1998 | 1000 ( 2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 2004
—— EX 348 | 366 | 357 | 335 [ 353 [354 | 379 455 4584 5.96
Exof GDP | 31.72 | 5287 | 4931 [ 44585 | 4337 (4180 | 4210 | 4748 | 474 3227
IRE EX 2052 | 38.65 | 4215 35.77 | 38.55 | 52.00 | 983.68 | 991.06 | 1120.14 [ 1273.90
Exof GDP | 44000 | 5234 | 5347 [ 4727 | 4565 | 4984 | 40116 | 4950 | 3592 63.57
BHR EX 438 54 5.0 40 52 7.2 6.6 7 8.0 10.3
ExofGDP | §1.99 | 8791 | 79.08 [ 64.60 | 78.87 | 79.18 | 73.61 | 72.22 | 7206 78.61
N EX 8.1 82 5.1 84 87 8.5 9.4 04 10.8 132
Exof GDP | 44000 | 42.11 | 39.11 [ 3852 | 3798 | 39.55 | 4282 | 4078 39.48 42.22
pza EX 109 | 140| 149| 109| 130 226 20.1 2002 26.0 347
Exof GDP | 26.19 | 20.76 | 3091 | 2258 | 26.81 | 41.18 | 3662 | 35.50 38.25 40.05
AT EX 335| 635| 630| 435 561 | 823 73.0 716 99.0 131.9
Exof GDP | 37.57 | 40.26 | 3939 | 2084 | 3483 | 43.65 | 3988 | 41.18 46.12 50.99
DN EX 0.7 0.7 0.6 08 0.8 20 1.5 21 26 38
ExofGDP | 497 | 745| 534 670 778 (1598 | 1140| 13.98 14.83 17.76
oAy EX 6.1 1.6 7.9 59 76| 105 10.1 09 10.8 127
Exof GDP | 4404 | 4081 | 5004 [ 41.97 | 4869 | 5369 | 5170 | 49.10 49.76 51.38
QaT EX 3.6 4.0 53 3.2 74| 119 116 11.7 145 204
Exof GDP | 4434 | 4373 | 4828 [ 51.10 | 60.04 | 67.28 | 6589 | 6034 61.70 64.17
EWT EX 142] 165| 160) 114| 138 213 179 17.0 24.9 338
Exof GDP | 52.35 | 5228 | 5285 [ 43.86| 4504 | 5647 | 5130 | 4462 52.09 56.92
LEN EX 142| 165| 16.0| 114 138 213 179 17.0 24.9 338
Exof GDP | 52.35 | 5228 | 5285 43.86 | 4594 | 5647 | 51.30| 4462 52.00 56.92
EGY EX 13 1.8 23 24 24 24 2.8 31 34 1.6
Exof GDP | 10.81 | 12.85)| 1453 [ 13.76 | 1406 | 1418 | 1560 | 16.10 16.74 36.22
MAR EX 88 94 04 98| 105]| 104 11.1 122 143 16.7
Exof GDP | 2376 | 22.75 | 2510 ) 2441 [ 2632 | 2798 | 2941 | 30135 28.66 20.37
YEM EX 1.0 23 2.5 1.7 27 4.0 3.5 40 3 5.0
Exof GDP | 2237 | 38.51 | 3628 | 2654 [ 3484 [ 41.41 | 3590 | 37.00 3644 36.38
BSE EX 0.6 0.5 07 0.7 08 0.9 0.6 0.3 0.5 0.6
ExofGDP | 17.12 | 16.01 | 1730 | 18.05 [ 1760 | 20.52 | 1538 | 1344 12.98 13.79
a1 EX 012 019 020 021 020 019 0.21 0.23 0325 025
Exof GDP | 30.14 | 38.52 | 38.83 [ 40.45| 3732 | 35.06 | 37.30| 3857 3991 36.97
MAR EX 03z 021 020] 035 061 | 0.55 0.36 0.55 0.59 0.71
Exof GDP | 1526 | 1434 | 1453 | 2520 [ 4354 (4219 | 4300| 4161 38.00 38.84
EX 178.6 | 206.1 | 2163 | 172.2') 2088 | 2978 | 286.6 | 293.0 362.6 467.4
“FB [ ExofGDP | 343 [ 350[ 355] 203 326 408 39.9 40.4 3 48.7

Source: http://data.albankaldawli.org/indicator/NE.EXP.GNFS.ZS, Cont'd




35452 Dr. Bader Shahda Said Hamdan and Dr. Sameer Abu Mudallala, The effect of exports and imports on economic growth in the
Arab Countries:A panel data approach

Cont'd Table 6

iar 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2000 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2012
S EX 663 | 811 928| 1242] 1093 1274 1374 1434| 1431
ExofGDP | 32.71 | 33.87 | 3423 | 3651 | 4588 | 4823 | 4763 | 4623 | 4248
mE EX 1221 1524 [ 1867 | 2488 | 2000 2353 | 3148| 3646| 3050
Exof GDP | 6790 | 68.63 | 72.38 | 78.87 | 79.65 | 78.75| 0061 | 97.91| 9340
e EX 134 157 173 72| 157 179 229 220 242
Exof GDP | 8380 | 8464 | 7068 | 82358| 6847 | 69.54| 7000| 7430| 7371

i EX 145 | 158 199 252 199| 22| 226 223 221
Exof GDP | 4493 | 4603 | 51.09| 5617 4583 | 5005 49.19| 49.18| 4699
T EX 487| 571| 635| 80| 485| 620 776| 7i1| 697
ExofGDP | 4721 | 4881 | 47.07| 4797 | 3537 | 3844 3897| 3774 3314
_— X 1874 2355 2493 | 3200 202.1| 261.8| 376.2| 3604| 3808
Exof GDP | 57.05 | 59.83 | 50.04 | 6211 | 47.00 | 49.70| 36.10| 5442| 5208
By EX 5.1 68| 100 131 85| 130] 118 63 6.4
Exof GDP | 10.18 | 10.07 | 2180 | 2410 1507 | 19.74| 17.57| 1002] 058
oney EX 181 200 238| 356| 245 3335| 477 493 396
Exof GDP | 5828 [ 56.17 | 5648 | 5848|5064 5713 68.67| 6359 7486

QaT EX 200 382 480 07| 03| 51| 1217 1439 1482
Exof GDP | 65.00 | 6282 | 6028 | 6136 | 5144 | 3900 | 7167| 7362| 7201

EWT EX 517 666| 728 984| 630 770 n128] 1301 1258
Exof GDP | 63.98 | 6354 | 6341 | 66.76| 39.47| 6667 | 73.22| 7473| 7136

158 EX 51.7| 666| 28| 984| 630 770| 1128] 1301| 1258
Exof GDP | 6398 | 6554 | 6341 | 6676| 5047 6667 7322| 7473 | 7156

EGY EX 81| 80| 94 114 120 138 145 244 352
Exof GDP | 37.82 | 36.68 | 38.23 | 3965 | 34.12 | 36.26| 36.23| 3649| 3687

MAR EX 192 224 260 333| 261 302 353 344 340
Exof GDP | 3231 | 3420 | 35.75 | 3748|2870 33.24| 3558| 3591| 3365
YEM export 69| 79| 18 102 71 93 00 84 04
Exof GDP | 40090 | 41.26 | 3032 | 3350 | 2548 2018 3303| 2610| 26.24

PST export 07| 07| 11 12 11 14 18 19 21
Exof GDP | 1497 [ 1500 1037 1746|1559 1534[ 17.19] 1639[ 1661
DI export 020 031 048] 048] 051 053] 033] 038 064
Exof GDP | 4062 | 39.80 | 57.00 | 48.04 | 4254 | 4606| 42.77| 4285| 4395

i export 080 122] 162 189 177 167 194 139] 160
Exof GDP | 4081 | 4020 | 4822 | 4683 | 48.30 | 38.44| 3794| 32.78| 3337

export 6148 | 7606 | 898.7 | 12092 | 8770 | 10772 | 1402.2 | 15848 [ 15586

ARB [ ExofGDP | 330 344[ 550 583 489 s13] se3| 77| 48

Source: http://data.albankaldawli.org/indicator/NE.EXP.GNFS.ZS

Table 7. The import in Arab countries 1995-2013, Billion USD

Yer 1095 | 1996 | 1997 | 1908 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004
jop | IM%ofGDP | 7286 | 78.17| 7138|6434 | 6125|6860 6724 | 6671| 6843 8155
M 490 | 542[ 519 509| 499| 580 603| 639 697| 942

vee | IM%of GDP | 41.04 | 4625)| 4802 4830 (4253|3773 | 40.71 | 4357 4638 53.05
M 2608 | 34.03[37.86 | 3655|3592 (3938 4205 | 4785| 5767|7843
peR | IM%ofGDP | 70.47 | 7620|6051 |63.89 | 6296|5663 | 5342 | 5839| 3603 | 62.13

M 412 465| 441 305| 417] 513 479 562 621 817
v | DM%ofGDP | 48.81 | 43.61| 4130|4146 3003|4201 | 4674 | 4436| 4291 | 4473
M 80| B854| 859 004| 916] 921| 1031 | 1031| 11.78) 1395

pza | DM%ofGDP [29.00 | 23.04|2134 |2252 [3368|2135| 22.02 | 2363 23.88| 25.63
M 1211 1124|1028 | 1085 [ 1132 | 1170 | 1205 | 1455| 1620 21.88
sap | DM%of GDP | 2788 | 26.79 (2618 | 2664 2329|2490 | 2407 | 2378| 2412) 2410
M 30.71 | 42.25[43.20 | 3883 | 37494693 4406 | 4433| 5174|6235
spN | IM%ofGDP | 980 | 1575[12.51 | 1517|1693 (1342 | 1280 | 1742 17.17) 20.03

M 136) 142) 146| 171) 181 ) 164| 160 258| 303| 430
ouy | IM%of GDP | 35.56 | 35.7738.50 4972|3756 2500 | 2933 | 2792| 32.80| 3887
M 491 | 546( 6.11| 700| 590( 505 371 562) 709| 963
qar | IM%of GDP | 4333 | 39.78 | 36.17 | 39.96 | 25.69 | 2233 | 20.08 | 28.13| 2847) 26.20
M 353 | 360 400 410 3.18| 397| 510 545 670 832

KWT | DM%ofGDP | 41.96 | 30.19(30.50|51.09 (3944 |30.15| 3554 | 3661 3446|3238
M 1141 1234 112,02 | 1326 [ 11.88 | 1137 | 1240 | 1396| 1650 1925
LEN | IM%ofGDP |62.33| 552547554095 3675|3594 | 3995 | 3404 3735|5830
M 730 756( 749) 06| 639| 620 705 6.60| 7501222
EGY | IM%of GDP (2770 | 26202400 (2571|2331 2282 | 2233 | 2267| 2438 2059
M 1666 | 1772|1953 2181|2114 | 2278 | 2180 | 1992| 2022 2333
MAR | IM%of GDP | 30.05 | 25.01)28.18 | 281120643335 | 3194 | 3236| 3149|3432
M 1117 10721050 112511781235 | 1205) 1304| 1569 1955
VEM | DM%of GDP | 41.96 | 4743 (4510 | 47.16 [37.16 | 3403 | 3500 3773| 3794|3546
M 170) 274) 308| 208) 284 328| 345 403 447 492

PSE | IM%of GDP | 7436 | 7325(73.04 | 7094 | 7875|6712 6734 | 6282| 6342) 7250
M 24| 250| 275| 289 336( 290 2170| 223 131| 314

DT | IM%ofGDP |51.22 | 50.39)5033 [ 5345 | 4836|5038 | 4577 4375| 49407 5417
M 025 025 025| 027| 026( 028) 026| 026 031 036

uaR | DM%ofGDP | 4623 | 4531[42.51)38099 |3662 (4530 4663 | 4227 4681 66.61
M 065| 065( 060 054| 051 059 060 056 073] 122
IM%ofGDP | 334| 318 305) 320 282| 278| 309| 319| 330| 356
AL M 1739 | 182.7)1857 | 1879 | 180.6 2033 | 2220 | 2315| 2703 3415

Source: http://data.albankaldawli.org/indicator/NE.IMP.GNFS.ZS. Cont'd
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Cont'd Table 2
Year 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2000 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013
jor | DMPoof GDP [ 9421 | 8787 | 91.76| 8751 | 6908 | 69.03 | 7386| 7426| 7196
M 1186| 1323| 1570 1923 | 1645| 1824 2130| 2303 | 3423
re | IMPoof GDP | 5197 | 5085 | 6441 | 6965| 7381 | 7225| 7252 | 7538| V&7
NV 0386 ) 11293 | 166.13 | 21971 | 187.14 | 206.66 | 251.96 | 280.65 | 312.50
pur | IMPoof GDP | 6442 | 6246 | 5811| 6331( 4950 | 50094 | 4780 | 4786 | 4643
M 1029 1156 | 1263 | 1628| 1135| 1310 1388 | 1472 | 1527
v | IMPoof GDP | 4532 4791 | 5209 | 5922 4854 | 5481 5638 | 3836 | 5616
M 1463 | 1647 | 2062 | 2656 | 2109| 2435( 2591 | 2640 | 2639
pza | IMPof GDP | 2407| 2192 | 2487| 2871 | 3595| 3142 2874 2911 | 3028
™M 2484 2565| 3357 49.10) 4933 | 5065| 5721| 5948 | 6344
sar | IMPaof GDP | 2490 | 3011 | 3493 | 33909 3777 | 3307 2957 | 2932 | 3089
M B1.80 ) 11349 ) 14526 | 176.68 | 162.07 | 17420 | 197.98 | 215.21 | 231.17
sov | MY of GDP | 2840 2667 | 2267 1959 2000| 17.23| 1554 | 1685 | 1614
™ 7.53 955| 1040| 1068| 1063 11.31| 1046| 1084 | 1074
ovy | IMPeof GDP | 3106 3166 3900 3718| 3465| 3269 3443| 3647 5245
M 965| 1178 | 1683 | 2264| 1676| 19.17| 2393 | 2827 | 4178
Qar | M of GDP | 2066 | 35.75| 3584 | 28.07| 2901 | 2375| 2579 | 2879 | 2801
it | 1321 | 2177 | 2857 | 3236( 3837 | 2072 437 5479 | 5895
EWT | Meof GDP | 2827 2417 | 2832 | 2502| 2039 | 3035| 23500| 2628 | 2655
™ 2284 2454 3249 3821 3113 | 3504 3989 | 4574 | 4668
IBN | IMPaof GDP | 5855 5797 | 63.06| 6986| 5863 | 61.86| 64.18| 77.06| 7116
NV 1246 ] 1264 1550 2014 2060| 2351 ] 2572| 3320| 3156
ECY | MY of GDP | 3261 | 31.57| 3483 | 3864 3160 2659 2469 | 2585 | 2478
M 2025] 3393 4544 6291 | 5971 5820 5826| 6793 | 6740
MAR | IMPoof GDP | 3702 | 3068 | 4486| 5087| 3969 | 4307 4869 | 5031 | 4686
NV 22.57] 2604 337 4521 3608| 3909 4830| 4825 | 4866
YEM | Mo of GDP | 5588 | 4082 | 3650 3843 | 3502 | 3481| 3602 4208 36390
M 6.01 7.79 936| 1168( 1000| 1105| 1052| 1346 | 1300
FSE Ml of GDP | 73907 7502 7781 | 6961 | 6801 | 5006| 5469 5585 | 54
m 338 3.69 4729 465 494 526 5.72 6.20 6.80
L Mo of GDP | 5096 | 5733 [ 7715 | 6913 | 4710 4239 5321 | 5238 | 6163
™ 0.36 044 0.65 0.69 0.56 0.48 0.66 0.71 0.90
sar | IMPoof GDP | 8248 5174 5813 | 6704| 5676 | 61.18| 6325 86357 | 7945
M 1.80 1.57 195 2.70 2.08 2.65 324 4.19 4.02
V%% of GDP 358 36.2 41.0 425 435 41.1 399 412 43.1
SR NV 4225( 5059 | 6702 | 8808 7807 ([ 8629( 92930( 11309 | 12268
Source: http://data.albankaldawli.org/indicator/NE.IMP.GNFS.ZS




