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Abstract.

The Research Mainly Aims to Identify the Effect of Administrative Ownership,
Financial Leverage and Company Size on The Financial Performance of Iraqi
Commercial Banks as Measured by the (Tobin's Q) Model. Research Hypotheses and
Knowing the Size of The Correlation, The Impact and The Level of Significance
Between the Research Variables Using the Statistical Programs (Statistical Package for
Social Sciences- (SPSS Vr.20), (Eviews-V9), (Amos). The Results of The Research
Showed: The Existence of a Statistically Significant Effect of Financial Leverage and
Company Size on Financial Performance, and the Absence of a Statistically Significant
Effect of Administrative Ownership on Financial Performance. as for the Relationship
Between Administrative Ownership, Company Size and Financial Leverage, it Had a
Statistically Significant Effect in The Company's Financial Performance.

Keywords: Administrative ownership, financial leverage, company size, financial
performance, Tobin’s Q.
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(sl LS o Tobin Q dxas @S il Jsal Jlaiin) 4S5 Qe Ladl agully cpal
(Melinda & Wardhani, 2020: 159)
Tobin’s Q= (total market value + total book value liabilities)/ (total book
value of assets)
Gl 8 daddiusall Ol juriall Gal8 (e olgiV] ey shiilaa) Gl cluda p LAl Ll
Al Cluda il HLid anlie JS0 bl b 65 (a5 sl )all Bale b lga e o5 Al
(Y 5 andiiall  Alan¥l zalijall I i) o jed clilnd) jae i aalll
Canall il yadie jae 55 2(1) Jsaadl

Sl [yt g s Sl el | @
MO Lol¥lasldl |1
LEV Jiisa L ) | 2
Size S dllans | 3
Per s e1aY) 4

otallh dlae) e jaadll
Ll Al (andy Cpfialill QB o 8l HUERY Duliall dum )Y) 5 i il
Gl 8 3258 af dsay ade (e U DA e @llyy LSO LimDla (e Sl
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Ganll < prial b gl slaa¥) 2(2) Jsaall
Descriptive Statistics
N [Minimum|{Maximum| Mean |Std. Deviation
Size 110 | 10.322 11.731 |11.08530 294228
Lev 110 202 841 52523 166734
MO 110 .000 726 10705 123878
Per 110 349 1.443 79775 203552
Valid N
(listwise)

110

.SPSS SLasy) G.-QU).,J\ e e YU cialill dlae) (e 1 juaall
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Lol e Dlad cllall dad el - ol clalial sae (2) a8 Jsaadl Gan
el aead Al ana Gl oe ) Jsaa) o Laadly Le aal 5 bl Gl il 5 bl
Ll prial) aren Cilin (A3 9380 0 3 ga g pde  ay Lae 38LIL 110 9o
) Sl ysria (g AN Jals )Y 4d shma (3) o) saad) G sbilt Y1 48 ghaaa 2
Candl Ol it (e i HY1 4d siiaa 1(3) Jsaall
Correlations

Size Lev MO | Per

i Pearson Correlation 1
Size - -

Sig. (2-tailed)
Loy Pearson Correlation | .261" 1

Sig. (2-tailed) .006

Pearson Correlation | -.100- | -.215-" | 1
MO - -

Sig. (2-tailed) | .297 | .024
Der Pearson Correlation | .772" | 578" |-.025-| 1

Sig. (2-tailed) | .000 | .000 | .797

**_ Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
*, Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
SPSS (Flas¥l zalinll e alaie Vi bl dlac] (e 1 Haadll
daala ol 5 < juaiall cp Tas Ay Gl 3sa g pie (3) A Jsaall e JaaDly
AdlaL alay) Gl Gyl G Je Ja ada
Aha 35n g p2e o Okl B Sl @) JUia) Jilat ol jal Ji 5 o dd) ANl i) 3
shall dalall Lol JA e el g ) 8 Aeadiiaal) ¢l yial) iy 8 add) Loy 53l
b, «Diagnostics Collinearityosbies <2 W 50 Test Multicollinearity
(VIF) Factor Inflationary Variance culill s’ Jalee Lea (p pdisey ald yiu¥h
(st WS 5 (4) ) Jsaall & daum gall s Tolerancedesdll e 3 )8l Jalas
litaal) <l yriall addl Jalaill laal :(4) Jsaall

: Collinearity Statistics
variable Tolerance VIF
Size 930 1.076
Lev .896 1.116
MO 952 1.051

.SPSS Slasy) GAU).A\ e e YU cfialll dlac) (e : aadll

g (s «(B) oo B (VIF) ol adiad Jalae o gaen O (4) 8 Jsaadl Cows
Aie dgag pae N udy 1385 (0.1) 0o ST Tolerance desill e 308l Jalas o
sl laniV) s o)l da gyl (e da i s g Gl il iy & addl Ja)al)
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Al 5ol il paie UL gagadall )il L) ol saly Caalll B8 LS 5 andal) a6l JLGA) 4
& WS il € s One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test dalas alaaiuly elld
1(5) o) sl
Glball apdall & 55801 LSS 2(5) Jsanll
One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test
Size Lev MO | Per
N 110 110 110 | 110
Mean 11.08530| .52523 | .10705 |.7977
Std. Deviation| .294228 | .166734 |.123878|.2035
Absolute .068 .079 194 |.086

Normal Parameters®®

VoS xtreme Positive | 044 | .079 | .161 |.053
Negative -.068 -.065 | -.194 |-.086
Kolmogorov-Smirnov Z 711 .829 2.032 |.902
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) 693 497 183 |.389

a. Test distribution is Normal.
b. Calculated from data.
SPSS Slasy) GAUJ'-'M e e YU sl dlae ) e ; jaadll
0.05 Ge ST &l yriall waes (Sig) dusine s sima O (5) o dsaall (e Jaadyy
corball sl i Wil O iy 13
sad) cilud B Lad) s GG
e 48530 W) ela¥1 8 4oyl ASlall dilan) AV 53 il ollia 1 d6Y) daca )
(Tobin’s Q) z2 sl
fY) Al sVl 23 sail delua A il oda LEAY
Pe?}t — bc. + bIMOLt + 'E"."J‘

- s
Jitall aiall e (5585 Ladie il i) 4o Jii il JlasiV) dllee <l =p,
il 4y gl Al il il
A1 iy g Gl pakian s csall b,
Aglbany) sl et le g il gUadl =
rek WS 5 (6) a8 Jsaall 8 LS i) culS SPSS lan ) zali yull aladinly g
¥ A ) a3 gail padle 1(6) Jsaal)
Model Summary®
Adjusted R|Std. Error of the
Square Estimate

1 |.025°| .001 -.009- 204430
SPSS ¥ gl e e VG il 9] e - yseadl

Model | R |R Square
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(R) LY dad & model summary o3 z3 51 Gadle (6) a8 Jsaall Gay
0o lax A a8 250,001 & R Square wasill Jeles i 5 €0.025 @iy g yerciall
S Std. Error of the Estimate il Uaad (s jlaall ol a1 (i 5 ciailiaa ) dualil)
Aglan¥) dalill e Juzadl @l S WIS cUad¥) (e g 5ill 138 (idll LS 5 0,20443
reb WS (Y1 A jal) Lial) (3l (7) ) saad) e sy s LS
s A jdll LAl ol 1(7) Jsasll

ANOVA’®
Model Sum of Squares| df |Mean Square| F | Sig.
Regression .003 1 .003 .066|.797°
1 | Residual 4513 108 042
Total 4,516 109

SPSS (Abaa¥l meli jll e aldie YU sl alae) (a1 juadll
5 0.066 <aly 4y sundll F dad {f ANOVAP o3le) (il (7) oy Jsaall oy
6 s Jie 3,92 Aalllly (1, 108) df 4oall s o B A guenall 4 paal) Leiad (g LS
8 Ul Uasll dad e ST 850,797 coxd Sig LAY 4 sina (5 siue (5 <95 Y0
.0.05 _laiay Wlu sasall s e laia¥) o slell
rob LS 5 (A oW A jall jlasa¥) Alls Clelaa (8) )y Jsaadl a5y 5 LS
s A el lasayl Al lalas 1(8) Jsaal)

Coefficients®
Unstandardized Standardized
Model Coefficients Coefficients t | Sig.
B Std. Error Beta
1 (Constant)  .802 .026 31.0751.000
MO -.041- 158 -.025- -.257- |.797

SPSS (Jlas¥l malill e alaie YU cfialill alae) (e juadll

il pidly ALl B sV Ailee Jie dad G (8) Jsaall e el
Aol ) bl el 8 Juiall aiall 5 s s 20,041 caady (Rula¥) ASLa)
) el G e il Gllla G B Jabeall 200 il i (B Jeladll
b Usiiall Undll Aad (0 58 5ST 250,797 caly T 4ilas) Sig 4 sine & Y Jiiusall
b (b ) e Laibe Sly g dal) il G ny 1385 0.05 @l s delaia¥) o slall
Lilas) Y1 ¢ g anel Caall)

Aibaa ¥l B sl capdall 5 5l (o) 5 5 S 7 yaall (1) @By JSEN G jm s
Orn A A e Sl JSE lassVI Jilat jlas) Jag b eladul (g o ylasaV) dlaledl
5 ol a5l i Ailan ) sl 5l 13 5 aiteadl) Bl Jsm Ll ¢ 558
Anlad) Hlasay) Aales 483
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Dependent Variable: Per
Dependent Variable: Per

15

10

s
o T T T T
a

Regression Standardized Residual

Expected Cum Prob
Frequency

2 0.4 os
Observed Cum Prob

Y Az 8l 8 g andall 53 5 (o) SN 2 paall (1) JSl
SPSS (Jlas¥l malill e alaie YU ol alae) (e jaadll
zasals Lulie L) laglal 8 4S50l anad dgliaa) AVs o L0 clla (400 Ao A
.(Tobin’s Q)

(Y hall iVl 23 el dela o5 il o3 LAY
Per;; = by + by Per;; + &,

1(9) pi) sl A LS il cilS SPSS  Slas Y zeali yall aladinly
Al A ) L) 23 5ail Gadla 1(9) s

Model Summary®

R |Adjusted R|Std. Error of the
Model| R .
Square| Square Estimate
1 |.772%| 596 593 129935

SPSS Jbas¥) mdbnll e alaie b afialll alae ) (e 1 sl

o (R) BlaLY) i G model summary ede) 73 5a3Y) (asle o3e ) Jsaall
Aalill (e dnil ye o 25 0.596 &l R Square waaill Jelas Gi 5 «0.772 iy (g yuial
oS Std. Error of the Estimate sl Uaal (g baall loai¥) Gl cdilasy)
LS Ailan¥) dalill (e Juzal elld S LS e UhdY) e ¢ oill 18 idil LS 5 0129935
toh WS g Al dpa Jall LSRN (3l (10) a8 JSGN ma g g

400N Ao all sl (s 2(10) Jsasl)
ANOVA’
Model ~ |SUmOf) g |Mean| o
Squares Square

Regression| 2.693 | 1 | 2.693 |159.502| .000°
1 Residual | 1.823 | 108 | .017
Total 4516 | 109
.SPSS Slasy) G.Au)g\ e e YU cialll dlae ) e : jaadll

159.502 cuxls 4 gunall F 4w F ANOVA o3e) ol (10) a8 dsaall
s 2.08 4lllls (92.7) df dall clas 385 Lsmnal) Al gaal) Leiad (e ST A
Uadl) dad o sl 45 0.00 <l Sig LAY & ginae (5 5iua (s %5 AV (5 siua
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San ¥ 73 5ai) Laide i e 1385 005 sy liku aanall s e laia¥)  slall & J gl
A A Al lassy) Ay i labaa (11) o SN e sas LS Apa jall JLiaY addiiall

(kWS
A A jal) jlasa¥) Adls O lelaa 1(11) Jisaal)
Coefficients®
Unstandardized |Standardized
Model Coefficients Coefficients t Sig.
B Std. Error Beta
1 (Constant)| -5.124 469 -10.924-| .000
Size 534 042 172 12.629 | .000

SPSS Jbas¥) zdi nll e alaie YU sl dlae) (e jadll

paa) Jitall el dalall s Br jlasiVi dlalae Jie G G (11) b Jsaall G
(B dalxall Ao 5) alill il 8 Jiiad) aaiall 3l us ) 0.534 sy (A8,
3 Jiall g i) il (g skl elllia G I By Jalaall A gl dagll i
s sl Ay latey (AS,A) aaa) JEiaal) uddl 830l @) G Al 3 le
Oy s AY @l el JS i ae (Al oY1) il jusiall 8 9453.4 laiay 33 )
Wadll Zad (g0 DSy sl (A5 0.00 sl 3,80 aaa il T oosbias) Sig 4 sins
e it Sy iy Al iy O (Sa 1385 005 Julls Lelaia¥) ashell 3 J gl
Lilas) 391 ¢ gl Gaal) dia 3 J o8

diban V) 8 sl capdall w5 il o (530 5 (5 ) 2 5l (2) pB ) JSEN (a2
O L..SM‘} UL (e L;.ILU S HlasaW) Jalsg sl da g pd elaniad Cpmg o lasay) ddaledl
GV 5 e rnhll )il ai dilaa¥) sl G cudy 13 5 aiial) Jadll Jga Lladll ¢ 55
Anladl lasay) ddalea 483 iy

Dependent Variable: Per
Dependent Variable: Per

Expected Cum Prob
Frequency

04 06
Observe d Cum Prob -
Regression Standardized Residual

A A il )l aal) w55l (s 1S 2 aall 1(2) JSa
SPSS Slasy) malill e alaie YU cpbialill dlae) (e : juaal)
zasaly Lulie 48500 olol 8 Allall 4l HU dglian) AV 0 il clla (AR Aol AN
.(Tobin’s Q)
‘53(}“ GL-AJ\ )‘JA_\\}“ CJ}A.\‘ ix:i.:\m ed 4.*4)3&\ 53 )\_u;‘}[j
Per;y = by + byLev; + &,

(12) (’§J C.a\lﬂ\ <l SPSS Lra\.a.a;‘)!\ GAU),\]\ e\d';lu:\_u
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AN Lz 8l Sldl) 3 gadl (adle 1(12) Jsaall
Model Summary”

R | Adjusted R |Std. Error of the
Model R .
Square| Square Estimate
1 578° 334 328 .166830

.SPSS (Alas¥) malinll e aldie YU sl dlae) (e : juadll
o (R) LY dad G model summary e3e) 73 s padle o3le ) Jsaall Gy
Aalill (e ddass sie a8 850,334 &l R Square waail) dalas Gl 5 ¢0.578 cualy (py yuiial)
O\ Std. Error of the Estimate &l Uadl g bl il as¥) G5 cdglaay)
LS Aglan ) Aalil) (e Juzadl @ll (S LS ¢Uad¥W) (e & 53l 138 (ids) iS5 0.16683
1ol LaS 5 AN dpm J31 s ol (13) i) Jsaad) ra s g
AN Ay Al Hlial Gl (13) Jsaad)

ANOVA’
Model Sum of Squares| df |Mean Square| F Sig.
Regression 1.510 1 1.510 54.266 | .000°
1 | Residual 3.006 108 .028
Total 4516 109

SPSS Flas¥ mali nll e alaie YU sl dlae ] (e 1 aadll
5 54.266 <l 4 sundll F dad 5 ANOVA odlel ol (13) Jsaadl Gay
G sina vie 2,08 sl 5 (92.7) df duall Gla s Gis & guaall A gaall Liad (e S
& Jsiiall Uadll dad e jraal (25 0.00 cxly Sig JLEAY) 4 sine (5 sie Gl 5 %5 AV
el Alas¥) 3 sal) A jady Le 138 5 0.05 laiay Ll 2aaall 5 A laia¥l a skl
LS5 2 A ll lasiV) Al O lalas (14) ad) Jsaall mngys WS Apa i) Lgal

A"
AN Lz 8 lasiV) Al e 1(14) Jsaall
Coefficients®
Unstandardized |Standardized
Model Coefficients Coefficients | t | Sig.
B |Std. Error Beta
1 (Constant) | .427 .053 8.087| .000
Lev .706 .096 578 7.367(.000

SPSS (Flas¥l el e alaie Yl pfiald) slac] (e @ jaadll
Jiiad) uially Aalally By laad¥) Aalae Jas el O (14) a8 Jsaall oy
Jalaall Aol 53) alill el 3 Jiinal) yuaiall 55 s 3l 5 0,706 <aaly (bl Zadl )
3 Jiisall 5 i) o paiall sk il clllia G NBy Jalaall dus sall Gl yuiiiy (B
G s Baals Ax o ey (Adlal) Axd) ) Sl il 3l o) GF oAl B e
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Ols s AY @l el JS i ae (Al elaY1) il jusiall 8 9470.6 laiay 33 3
Uasll dad (o L8 sl a5 0.00 cady W) Axdl )l juaiad T ailias) Sig 4 sizs
e bt Sy @iy Al iy O (Sa 1385 0,05 Julls Lelaia¥) ashell 3 J gl
Lilean) SY) ol Ginll A 8 J 5

dibaa¥l (8l gll adall a5 530 Gaw (o5 s S 7 el (3) @8 JSEl) (a2
O sy B Ge Al JSG Hlasa¥) dilas sl da gl elagiul (s ¢ laady) daleal
@A s ¢ expdall a5l aii Aplaal sl G iy 138 5 sl Tadll Jga L& ¢ 55
Anlad) Hlasay) Adales 483

Dependent Variable: Per
Dependent Variable: Per
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Observed Cum Prob Regression Standardized Residual

Al Az ) ) g xgadall a5l 5 g ) SN ) (3) Sl
SPSS (Slaa¥ malill e alaie Y Giialill slae) (a1 jacadl)
AVy 50 Ll Al dad) g AS il ana g Aoyl ASL G A8l sday) N duia Al
(Tobin’s Q) zasals Lulia Ml ¢1aY1 & dplias)
Jilai s 5 Path Analysis Jbsall Jalad aladiul sl ducajill s2a LA) (sl
iy g i) i) 8 W ils (s die Al G il G A8 e ) jlay 3ah
:(4) JE PLARN c_al_"ul\ QilS  AbaaVIAMOS el

- €
.00 B
5 47
oo Size — Per

Lev

Anal ) A Jall LAY el ol 3l 2(4) S
AMOS Shaa¥) zalinll e alaie Vi gahalil dlac) (e 2 aadll
Aal ) A Jall sl 5 (15) @) Jgasdl i s
Aagl ) A Jall lid) &8 :(15) Jsaal)
Covariances Estimate | SEE. | C.R. P
4yl <--> | aaa -004 | .003 | -1.043 | .297
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Covariances Estimate | S.E. | C.R. P
pa <--> | A=l .013 .005 | 2.640 | .008
a)h) <--> | Axd) ) -.004 .002 | -2.194 | .028
Regression Weights Estimate | S.E. | C.R. P
£12Y) <--- 4l 223 078 | 2.853 | .004
glayl <--- FEEN 466 .033 | 14.001 | .000
clay) <--- | A=)l 527 .060 | 8.812 | .000
AMOS Shas¥) zalill e aladie Vi Gialill slae) (e 1 aadl)
DAl s )50 L oS Alid) @l sl e BN G oSl Jsaad) (e a3l
Ja il @y el 31 AS,A0 L) elal) il il b A oY) AL Jid) paial
O Ol aay e laia¥) aslall (& J gl Uadl) (5 siss (g0 Ji 585 0.004 4 sina 5 Lilias)
A58l aaad Gl o V) A il sl il s gl ) ol sl e Jls e
0.05 e Jil 5 5 Leie IS 0.000 &) Lagihs gina (5 sinan AV (5 gina il Alall dadl )
sl A 8 J g oy JUlL
il 53l g ClaELY) 12l 5l gaal

slalitiu) g gitidl) S

Al (S dun 4S8l Al (e a8 8 N Jal gl (e e samar Ml oY) il
L pSaill AS AL (S W A A ) Ly aSaill

AS il Ll elaY) 8 4y o) ASlall dplany) Aalill (e Jlo 15 2m g ane i) iy
(Tobin’s Q) g3 sails Lulis

Lulie L) Laglal 3 4S5 aaad dilan) dalidl e Ja T8l lin &) i) cay
(Tobin’s Q) z3saly

AS il Jal ehaY) 8 ALl Al 0 Agliaa ) Aalill e Jla T8l dla &) bl iy
(Tobin’s Q) g3 sails Lulis

Aalill e Jhy Ll Al Gl 5 AS 5N aaa g Aol ALl G 38D () i) iy
(Tobin’s Q) z2sals Lulie Mall ¢laY1 & dylian)
rcilpa g Ll

el a1 5 AS 8N aaa 5 A oY) ASLNS 3 Jigal) Jal sall dpaaly SN dge 35 55 pun
() 1Y) Bl prn b

Led ol et it 5 Ladiall coladall a5 JMA (e Lgana 33 30 o jluaal) laial 5 )5 pua
LY als e sl

Ll 8 s al clelad i Jall oo e 5 jisall Jal sadl HLad cilan¥) e 2 3all ) gl
A8 =
J.ALAAM

iy 2l jaladd) Yl
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A0S/ peativall daslall ¢ pfivale Al GlaBy) Cilaa ol 48 gl dadll e LeadSail
Aoladll ad - SLaBY) 53 10

& 5isall dalsall ¢(2018) e Flaw Gl ade by ¢ s el el @llad sl

Tobin's Q zasail alaiuly cphandi dia ) g A da ol ALl e Gl Al W claY)
3 22all 25 alaall iy HlaY) o slell 4y yal) Aladll

Uy ) gud) daalosall IS 53l elal 3 A4Sl S @ilaasa S ¢(2018) alle a2 (ol

Josall ) B dpapad ((2020) daall 2 a2 eVl e g A8 SOl e (e

Aae oo dddlas oolae e 8 Alla Ay /W) el 3 LSl dga sSall
1 19JJ:J\ 26 M\ 6:\:1‘)‘.3:2” ?)M\J ALaidy)

LglSail 5 dpeLaia¥) A unal) 3l Gl (2019) (33 5 3an 55 oS panly ¢Olabs

483320 (14 alaall a5 Fslas il 50 Alaa cajliaddl W) elaY1 e

Gl sall J el e 355540 Jal 2l ¢(2020) a2« dsas mle a2 wash

J2axd) cpaladll ¢daalaiayy) k"_ﬂ.u\‘)ﬂ\} Jle ! 5l dss c‘).\\‘);j\ Lﬁ 2\_1.(:\_14.43\

Bl 52) Ll eha¥) kil A jheall G530 sall kil e ) ((2017) obie s e

¢7 Aaal ddaabaiay g 4 HlaYy) (’M el dlsa c(L;'ﬂA]\ ddadlaa ) 3 (e due ;\)_Y Aol
1 22l

<Tobin's Q bz plasinly G| CWA | I PR elaly i) ¢«(2012) ¢2es el gl ‘tf‘fd‘ .

20 2=l ¢7 alaall dddla g Aalaa Gl jy Aas

G\Ji}“ ugu&ﬁ@z\:\uﬂ\ :\_UM\ 99 4(2018) ("73)5 [RIVEN cu)m} U:p..mj\ e Laa caila .

LaLaBY) o glall (g jall Alaa ¢dd SI) Cuian) Joza A duindal 4l jy/daaliy) Gl Hall )
4222l (15 alaad) ¢dn HlaYl g
Ay daps sl ) ((2021) ames oY) (llay zlla (sar (Aol 5 saled) 2 Al ¢ an
2 23l 2 alaall (Jlae W1 5 Jlall a1l Alas ¢ Jall ¢1aY) 85 5 all Jal gl (0 agund)
Aial) jalaal) Ll
. Abbas, N., Ahmed, H., Malik, Q. A., & Waheed, A., (2018), Impact of investment
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Tobin’s Qs | AS,&l ana oY) Asld) LI Zad) ) | o Ci_yaall
0.890278 25.855 0.726246016 0.500231214 | 2011
0.884192 26.314 0.581232693 0.363461609 | 2012
0.787747 26.598 0.010599928 0.351021111 | 2013
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0.490730 26.654 0.109012402 0.291429537 | 2017
0.548839 26.871 0.109012402 0.425839112 | 2018
0.522392 26.754 0.099950601 0.378158122 | 2019
0.570499 26.884 0.090211268 0.422805615 | 2020
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0.932541 26.515 0.124328197 0.642658363 | 2011

0.953807 26.664 0.130150455 0.688083589 | 2012

0.930836 26.978 0.360741622 0.642032422 | 2013

0.939588 27.049 0.328996359 0.492085467 | 2014

0.798341 27.036 0.328996359 0.490221723 | 2015 kel
0.758064 27.083 0.328996359 0.498498655 | 2016 Sl
0.689593 27.075 0.328996359 0.506572353 | 2017

0.648976 27.132 0.328996359 0.533670436 | 2018

0.635493 26.996 0.328996359 0.508093688 | 2019

0.636428 27.071 0.328996359 0.535811632 | 2020

0.889437 25.942 0.000558997 0.429143247 | 2011

0.790480 26.544 0.000871397 0.541405155 | 2012

0.919069 27.019 0.001683931 0.689298286 | 2013

0.937677 27.146 0.002014944 0.572379031 | 2014

0.770615 27.007 0.002014944 0.513972497 | 2015 Sl Yl
0.679814 27.084 0.002014944 0.502737569 | 2016 | ~ -
0.721482 27.127 0.001249760 0.526939358 | 2017

0.671236 26.988 0.001986432 0.509564844 | 2018

0.835428 27.173 0.001986432 0.594436738 | 2019

0.913327 27.519 0.001986432 0.656045748 | 2020

0.966924 26.234 0.011093920 0.453681155 | 2011

1.098146 26.405 0.001285955 0.511988963 | 2012

0.825055 26.537 0.001241711 0.412921784 | 2013

0.734270 26.831 0.000904338 0.367009559 | 2014

0.586151 26.751 0.000904338 0.339097453 | 2015 gl
0.617901 26.773 0.000904338 0.334761114 | 2016 S
0.348955 27.450 0.000014884 0.20221305 | 2017

0.625048 26.819 0.000014784 0.360376051 | 2018

0.650281 26.832 0.000014784 0.394495641 | 2019

0.679464 27.148 0.000014784 0.501167009 | 2020

0.820172 26.563 0.133564435 0.652750282 | 2011

0.913010 26.775 0.112146315 0.646262624 | 2012

0.977208 27.384 0.011818425 0.609315524 | 2013

0.905323 27.428 0.033115816 0.574634684 | 2014

0.790408 27.421 0.006786361 0.601745616 | 2015 ol el
0.772159 27.410 0.000274746 0.603834096 | 2016 | <77 &
0.662054 27.126 0.000013700 0.468124595 | 2017

0.554804 27.083 0.000013700 0.456245774 | 2018

0.517962 27.032 0.000013700 0.44147946 | 2019

0.480867 26.959 0.000013700 0.398643023 | 2020

1.080987 27.228 0.079377227 0.793569145 | 2011

1.038162 27.431 0.077374239 0.770753158 | 2012

1.048077 27.375 0.178233241 0.738071779 | 2013

0.770049 27.250 0.060180399 0.550453774 | 2014

0.777136 27.238 0.060180399 0.588281951 | 2015 | | 91 5l
0.740320 27.175 0.199809518 0.570717363 | 2016 S5
0.754859 27.341 0.199809518 0.637900876 | 2017

0.706566 27.409 0.199632719 0.665978646 | 2018

0.631907 27.213 0.199632719 0.593926607 | 2019

0.637440 27.197 0.199632719 0.591134487 | 2020

1.443035 27.209 0.022115603 0.622695155 | 2011 il
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1.211967 27.283 0.180055002 0.560785648 | 2012 Dlaiinl
1.020092 27.350 0.101296617 0.551133898 | 2013

0.825860 27.115 0.104307345 0.468917087 | 2014

0.701994 26.992 0.100741672 0.491695403 | 2015

0.603529 26.989 0.100741672 0.426857538 | 2016

0.560186 26.976 0.000000700 0.427339355 | 2017

0.463182 26.969 0.000000700 0.410813441 | 2018

0.460335 27.273 0.000000700 0.430298657 | 2019

0.694197 27.127 0.000000700 0.65448218 | 2020

1.071794 26.329 0.120415940 0.597348572 | 2011

1.097805 26.733 0.073406910 0.385537854 | 2012

1.196295 27.394 0.082714290 0.645025482 | 2013

0.918696 27.507 0.084621941 0.680871518 | 2014

0.933798 27.704 0.071167512 0.731631053 | 2015 il
0.963739 27.730 0.071162688 0.739567169 | 2016 il
0.929662 27.906 0.071162688 0.779637335 | 2017

0.910758 28.080 0.078538034 0.810206438 | 2018

0.923255 28.010 0.078542034 0.808645029 | 2019

0.888106 27.884 0.078590034 0.777419178 | 2020

0.916261 26.279 0.13025239%4 0.655243215 | 2011

0.892744 26.882 0.130252394 0.529726503 | 2012

0.847775 27.053 0.130265420 0.534443759 | 2013

0.668300 26.576 0.130265420 0.244740812 | 2014

0.454187 26.624 0.115417955 0.281468543 | 2015 Jm sl
0.697021 26.740 0.170616439 0.352189479 | 2016

0.492119 26.824 0.170616439 0.311018694 | 2017

0.449958 26.739 0.170616439 0.351359105 | 2018

0.443982 26.740 0.198589560 0.34548527 | 2019

0.404291 26.708 0.198589560 0.321701805 | 2020

1.289365 27.498 0.000002997 0.840483205 | 2011

0.996899 27.894 0.000002997 0.840655016 | 2012

1.039230 28.199 0.000003000 0.834969878 | 2013

1.052028 28.234 0.006810707 0.839989961 | 2014

1.015496 28.069 0.006810707 0.826729904 | 2015 Sk
0.953915 27.814 0.006810707 0.764398515 | 2016 |
0.885849 27.717 0.006410707 0.745960309 | 2017

0.825563 27.739 0.007989727 0.760454887 | 2018

0.824637 27.756 0.007989827 0.75842611 | 2019

0.876060 27.981 0.007989727 0.803853249 | 2020

0.857348 25.848 0.209723180 0.369472125 | 2011

0.850570 26.322 0.153473128 0.412577626 | 2012

0.970441 26.462 0.201415990 0.367528969 | 2013

0.976527 26.763 0.199480220 0.380949935 | 2014

0.919793 26.635 0.199498144 0.276538953 | 2015 Ll
0.880209 26.586 0.199486780 0.240591865 | 2016 | =~ "
0.891041 26.690 0.199498144 0.314378235 | 2017

0.893967 26.738 0.199498144 0.344564602 | 2018

0.594826 26.582 0.199498144 0.230943459 | 2019

0.510976 26.532 0.199498144 0.210824422 | 2020
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