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INGDP( - 1) 0.631 550 0.106 534 5.928 132 0.000 0
LNRD 0.296 374 0 131 292 2,257 370 0041 8
LNRD( - 1) 0.018 377 0.165 971 0110 722 0.9135
R - squared 0.966 688 Mean dependent var 10248 10
Adjusted B - squared 0.959 001 S D. dependent var 0.221 275
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