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Abstract: The research aims to indicate the extent
of the impact of tax policies on some of the
macroeconomic variables in Iraq, including the
gross domestic product, and that the Iragi economy
did not enjoy from different political variables
during the period studied. In some indicators or
macroeconomic policies in Iraq and its important
role in bringing about a kind of balance and
economic stability, quantitative analysis was used
by the (ARDL) model for time series after
conducting static tests for the variables used and
diagnostic tests for them. Several results were
reached, in the short term The results showed that
the sign is positive, meaning that tax revenues have
a direct effect on the gross domestic product at
constant prices in Irag. However, the results show
that this effect is not significant at the level of
confidence (5%).

As for the long-term results of the autoregressive

model, the sign is positive between (tax revenues)
and (gross domestic product at constant prices),
that is, it has a direct effect, and this means that an
increase in (tax revenues) by one unit leads to an
increase in GDP by (0.24%) at a confidence level
(5%).
The research recommended a set of
recommendations, most notably simplifying the tax
system and reducing complexities and
administrative procedures associated with it. This
will contribute to enhancing appropriateness and
transparency, and reduce compliance costs for
individuals and companies, and then stimulate
economic activity and investment.
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5 2 HRA (S g 9 3 o= s ) 3 9

(2) &2
(PP) O ol Bas gl s Hlddl) =3l 1(2) Jsaall
At Level LOG(Y1) LOG(X)
With t-Statistic | -1.3649 -4.1833
Prob. 0.588 0.0024
Constant
no **%kx
t-Statistic | -0.5547 -3.379
With Constant & Trend Prob. 0.9757 0.0707
no *
t-Statistic 2.743 1.4401
Without Constant & Trend Prob. 0.9979 0.96
n0o no
At First Difference d(LOG(X)) | d(LOG(Y1))
With t-Statistic | -6.8772 -6.0479
Prob. 0.000 0.000
Constant xx —
t-Statistic | -7.2347 -6.7414
With Constant & Trend Prob. 0.000 0.000
* k% **k*
t-Statistic | -5.8161 -5.7446
Without Constant & Trend Prob. 0.000 0.000
**% **%x

a: (*) Significant at the 10%; (**) Significant at the 5%; (***) Significant at
the 1% and (no) Not Significant
(EViews.12) Sbas) zali pll ) alia¥h ofialill dlae) (e : jaadll
I V) 23 s aladiud 2 Ca g 5V (5 a0 8 Ll i 5 bl o Sl T ks
o LY &y s it ) i) Jy s aay (ARDL) &iabitall e 3 gall e 3l ol gl
(EViews.12) Sbasy) zali il
sbaay) aal) gilil) & A puall cilal ) T il Lasald
Z3les bl andiing ¢ onlll) 3 saill e Uaid danliall da all oal ela) A 0 daal
(Schwarz s Akaike) stz Jia alaaiuV) dxilill dilas) paplidl 5 juleall G 5 (VAR)
Sl (A8l Jidat) il 50 G (63 2 gall) i aladid Sy il s e plg
(3) 8 Jsandl Bl ¢(X) sl il s (Y1)
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(Y1) _siall (VAR) z35ei oy eUai¥) da 53 5(3) Jsaal

VAR Lag Order Selection Criteria

Endogenous variables: LOG(Y1) LOG(X)

Lag | LogL LR FPE AlC SC HQ
0 |-13.5318 NA 0.008788 | 0.941319 | 1.032017 | 0.971836
1 52.307 | 119.707* | 0.00020* | -2.80651* | -2.53442* | -2.71496 *
2 |53.76489 | 2.473159 | 0.000243 | -2.65242 | -2.19893 | -2.49983
3 |55.63531 | 2.947323 | 0.000279 | -2.52335 | -1.88847 | -2.30973
* indicates lag order selected by the criterion

LR: sequential modified LR test statistic (each test at 5% level)
FPE: Final prediction error
AIC: Akaike information criterion
SC: Schwarz information criterion
HQ: Hannan-Quinn information criterion
(EViews.12) Gbas ) malill ) alin¥h Ghalll dlae) (e : jiadll
4.).11.@;‘)_“ ).\a.nsﬂ‘ Eﬁuu ‘JJSAS\ CJ}A—\!‘ ww\ C».\UA“TAS} :GSM&JY\ Jg-\m‘ @Lﬁ 2
Zhsadll b aniiuall (Lo peall Culal Y1) Jiid) i) S Cus (%97) Caily #35aill
O Sy Lai ¢(AU) sl Jlaay) Aol zilill) 8 o il e 9697 sl (o (S
Oe Al (%3) ) e Wgsaadl 2 z3sall b lgle) je B ol Jll g AY) il il ()5S
sl
ol elly e 3 90e 5 (0.973) du z3saill maaaall yaadll Jalee o Sl (e
O Y 5 (Yo1) 48 (5 sinsa die &y gina il 5 (623.07) s (U5 (F) Abona) e
Ldaiil 5 il 8 Jlad (S0 daladind Sy 3 gaill O ) ady 98 5 aladie a2 gl
Sl sl il jusial I Y1 el &5 1(4) Jsaad)

Dependent Variable: LOG(Y1)
Method: ARDL

Variable Coefficient | Std. Error | t-Statistic | Prob.*

LOG(Y1(-1)) 0.900997 | 0.046206 | 19.49976 | 0.000

LOG(X) 0.023993 | 0.014493 | 1.655517 | 0.1076

C 1.496213 | 0.69543 | 2.151494 | 0.0391
R-squared 0.974964 Mean dependent var | 18.87083
Adjusted R-squared | 0.973399 S.D. dependent var | 0.264791
S.E. of regression | 0.043187 | Akaike info criterion | -3.36474
Sum squared resid | 0.059683 Schwarz criterion -3.23143
Log likelihood 61.88303 | Hannan-Quinn criter. | -3.31872
F-statistic 623.0764 Durbin-Watson stat | 2.366874

Prob(F-statistic) 0.000

(EViews.12) Sbasyl zeli pll ) SiaYh oafalill dlae) (a1 jaadll
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Ao ssay LAl A3 ((F-Bounds Test) 2saall HLadl aladiuly & idal) Jalsil) jid) 3
Lo () i) i o3l pall 8 laaY! sl zlill 5 A puall calal 0¥ cm a1 s ) 58
(710) & sina (s sine e Liall s Llal) el (0 e 85 ¢(3.80) o (F) (Sany) Y|
I Y O sl o s @ jidia JalS5 A8De 3 g 5 i) Sy i) o2 e 2Ly
(5) a dsaall kil (3l pall 8 Jlaay) sl gl g dpy juall

izl JolSil A8de sl o (5) Jsaall

| F-Bounds Test Null Hypothesis: No levels relationship |
Test Statistic | Value Signif. 10) | 1)
Asymptotic: n=1000
F-statistic | 3.809348 10% 3.02 3.51
k 1 5% 3.62 4.16
2.50% 4.18 4.79
1% 4.94 5.58
Actual Sample Size 35 Finite Sample: n=35

(EViews.12) Gbasyl malisdl ) alinYh cpialll dlae) e joaall

(oY) oy uiall Ja¥) AL sha 5 5 ppail) A8l LAl 1dal) B mal s ALy sl ABVal) 4

r ) il iy s JaY) B ymall) ABMal) ]

el il e oo a5l Led Ay puall ) oY) o e 138 5 il 3530 G gl caig o
6 sine ic (5 sima e AN O il el (il pa s (31 el (A AHEN SlaulL lea!
(%5) 48

S35 Al A o4 5 ¢(-0.099) s st (ECM) Uadl) gmomsi Jalna 2 (o i) a5 o
Al gk 483le 2 g of WSl 5 (5 ) 5 pucall Ja ) Aaiiil) 028 2S5 (%5) (5 siuse die dlan] AV
Jashall 531 il Balaiaal 5 yuall JalY) eladl momaal (e ¢ AT inay s & el G daY)
LaJii g sual 5 et DA G (Baw) el 8a 5 (e (%10) JDA At Cigan Al 3 JaY)
(6) AL Jsaall kil

S iV 73 sad i (e 1 AYS (ARDL) gl il ¢pa ey 1JaY) Al gha 483y

Led o o ¢(Aalal) VU  aa¥) sl zilll) 5 (G paall ol 30¥1) G das 50 5 LIV G

(ol il By () (505 Bas) 5 8o 5 (A el clal W) 33l 3 Of i 138 5 o2 ke il

(11) o) dsaall Sl ((%5) A8 (s sia Yo (%60.24) Anss JaaY]

(Y1) a¥) ol il jpaial il g dyghall Jal) il 1(6) J sl
ARDL Long Run Form and Bounds Test

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic | Prob.

C 1.496213 0.695430 2.151494 | 0.0391
LOG(Y1(-1))* -0.099003 0.046206 -2.14267 | 0.0398
LOG(X)** 0.023993 0.014493 1.655517 | 0.1076

* p-value incompatible with t-Bounds distribution

** Variable interpreted as Z = Z(-1) + D(2).
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Levels Equation
Case 2: Restricted Constant and No Trend

Variable Coefficient | Std. Error | t-Statistic | Prob.
LOG(X) 0.242349 0.086641 | 2.797157 |0.0087
C 15.11278 1.415510 | 10.67656 | 0.0000

EC = LOG(Y1) - (0.2423*LOG(X) + 15.1128)

(EViews. 12) Fhasy) galial) ) Sl lialil) slae) (e 1 jsadl
sdandinl) ¢ Lndy)
(Breusch-Pagan LM ) (3130l Ll y¥) sy A 0aia V) wl il a5 1 8130 Bl ¥ Joid)
Tpm b i Wil iy 138 (%5) e ainall AV (5 sinse o ST a5 (0.481) a8 ded
Zasadll () iy 138 el ol Z3saill b 0 Ll asa g axe o Gali Sl aasll
(13 ) AlSie (g ey ¥ bl sadind) bl
Gl Gulad aae HLaAY Adlda¥) sl Giamy oildll udlad aae LAA) G
die daieall AVAl (5 e e ST 85 ¢(0.299) W38 4a (Breusch-Pagan-Godfrey)
zasadll We A uilatia e (il 25a g ade (i i A aaall A 5 Jaa Ll iny 138 (%5)
zasadll Ly 3 Guilaie e ool an o Y dl ) LSS Qs iy« AT ey ¢ paial) il
(12) ) Jsaall Sl ds g jaall ASiall bl
J5Y) 350 dpapdiill il LEaY) 1(12) Jsaal)
Breusch-Godfrey Serial Correlation LM Test:
Null hypothesis: No serial correlation at up to 2 lags
F-statistic 0.749628 Prob. F(2,30) 0.4812
Obs*R-squared 1.66588 | Prob. Chi- square(2) | 0.4348
Heteroskedasticity Test: ARCH
F-statistic 1.113203 Prob. F(1,32) 0.2993
Obs*R-squared | 1.143015 Prob. Chi-Square(1) 0.2850
(EViews.12) Sbas) zali pll ) alia¥h ofialill dlae) (e : jaadll
axe (e (331l ((squares CUSUM of) s (CUSUM) ¢nolia¥l (pda aladtiul o8
Ja¥) Clalaa alasil (sae aail s caad) 038 8 deddiuall ULl 8 40 < yad 2 5a
O ey e Hlaadl Sl Jaall Y il s o uadll JaY) Cldae <l i ae Jy shall
AV (5 st die (V) aad) s Ao W) aall) dajall s gand) Jals jedai a6 jiiue UL
(3) «(2) A8 JSEY il (%)5)
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Y1 - zis Ll <lil CUSUM of Squares s CUSUM 1Laal +(2) Jeal)
(EViews.12) Fbaa¥) el nll ) YL Gaialill dlae) (a1 jadll
Sl yilall g clalifind) ;agl ) Caall

sclatiiiay) Y

JSy i 38 (2021-2004) 3538l 8 jall L@V 8 4y juall i) of 4l Hall & ekl 1
g€ (s gpld L am Lo (5 (S e ¥) DAY die pa ) Ealaa) sy al

G age S A Ay 8 cilS  Maal) Al gl 5 Ay puall culal ¥ A ginal) 4831 2
cdban ) laall il dasill o yige g1 (A @l (g D yuall clal ¥ el G

b 5l Ll Ay yuzal) ) Y o 138 5 il 5 8 G i) iy el oY) 83
e Al e o ) jedat (el aa s (31l 8 ARG L dleal) el &) e
(%5) 455 (5 sisa 2ic (5 siza

(B el I V1) G L s 5 LSV G (I JlasiVI 23 sad il (e Jyshall JaY) 3 4
il V1) 3ol o ey 138 5 sk Ll Led o) ol (A JlanL  MeaV) el zilill)
485 (5 glue die (%0.24) Ay Jaa¥) Asall &3l 30k ) ) g2 Bas) 5 33 g0 (Ao pall
(%5)

Dell 3 Aad 859690 U ysad 38 ale (S 23 saill 4 il 38 o gl il 5

Aoulll JSLEA aras (e 73 sadl) A GlIIS i) ¢ 4o kil 6
iba gil) Ll

A Yl Slel pal¥ls Claiadll Qi (o gl alladll Jasadi oy 1o pal) allail) dagesi ]
3O el JUieY) Gl (e iy 5 488G 5 Aae D) 3y 3 (8 agass 1280 4 Al all
i)y aliaB®Y) L) Jiay & ey Syl
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o033 Bl Andla a3 JlaiinY) o i gy i Clubis i ang 1 plaTiul) aandi
Y e il pall e (mis Je Ga i 8 om mal Sy AaiaY) s At gl J) seY)
Aplai®y) ghlidl o 4 sall Gleladll 8 o jlaiind) Lo ol pall (s §f 5 jalivl
RYHEN|
) Jal g Aelad) 531 gall () 30 5 (Gl Ay pacall byl aladiiod Cangy s ) ¢ 50 i) gaia
() yual) 3acl8 pan 53 395k e (il puall (e A gSall il ) 50l oSy GBIl 8
L) paall an BelS uuat g e o piall G edl) AsslSa
G5 b OOV Gad ) gty Alile Ay el bl (585 o g e laia ) Alaall
e Cilidall 4 a8 o jm el 308 MR (e I3 Gaa Sy L V) 5 ) il s 5 5
Stas J8Y) ciladally &5 jlae el il e e d das San
B e Agy puall lulpnd) il (5 90 aniy Jalad ol ja) iy 1 aiueall apill 5 Jdaill
5 Ay el bl Jan g o)y claladl) aaad e @lld acluy G el (8 U
(i sl Alai®Bl 3 paiall ilalaa U
& aiaill Aallae g Ay ypaal) Aubaad) PR e e 3 laadl g & jabiall g il ) 48 e
AL
Aalles Jal e &80 padl 5l 6 Sl By jlae s Jladll Jd e ol il e gl aie |
Aals)all dpabaidy) JSUil)
oilaall
Al jalaal) V)
Uy poman A Aia¥) Jisa¥) Qa3 Gda g A el Aubad) QA dane il pagaa 3,
2014 ¢ alal Ay pall Aagdll oy @ d5 <2014 ol ) 5iSa
2000 ¢da_aiSuy) (QliSH 4y ;0iSul) S ye el dubial) Gl s anall 2o aala
A pal) Aagill Hla dpalaidy) dpaiill guiat 8 Adlal) Aulandl 3 caal gl de dndae il o
1993 s_alll
090 (B Al o o Al LB -l e 3 - A jall LalaBY) &y plaill (g padl) B o
2002 3 alall Ay jall Aagill Hla ¢ elaial) 5 gaba®@y) 4l sall
- Giiad 8 Ay peal) Al 05 Aala®y) Lpaill a3V e Gl ) aS) 5 el Z3a o
2014 Guaddl (e (558 col ) 53S0 Al (A laa A )2
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