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1965 1966 GDP
2.2 1990 GDP 37.0%
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1970 1980 1990 1995 2000 2004
42 83 200 297 449 548
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GDP 9.6% 48.0% 59.1% 82.0% 118.2% 143.6%
(1966 IGDP 2.2%)
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(2002) 1950 1970
1970 1990
1955-59 1960-64 1965-69 1970-74
0.8346 0.8685 0.8204 0.4740
0.2468 0.3216 0.3610 0.1802
1975-79 1980-84 1985-89 1990-93
0.3144 0.2813 0.2416 0.0241
0.0944 0.0722 0.0621 0.0592
(2002)
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47 )
, -35.44 -34.26 -61.58 52.32
(-10.46%%*) (-11.32%%) (-11.84%%)  (8.00**)
o, Yp ( 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.036
(7.21%%) (13.18*%) (17.99%%) (25.86*%)
a, Sp( 4970 2090 3855 2730
(28.47*%) (13.40*%) (14.39*%) (8.10%%)
a, Rp( 8280 7274 10956 -7434
(16.88**) (16.60*%) (14.55%%) (-7.85%%)
a, -23.21 -34.27 -59.81 -36.85
(-6.69**) (-11.06*%*) (-11.23%%)  (-5.50%*%)
a 27.43 -1.65 65.87 66.89
(9.26**) (-0.62) (14.48%*%) (11.70*%)
R 0.675 0.486 0.458 0.527
O O t-value
2) **is significant with 99.0% level,
(2) g
€) /
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(6) Y,
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