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Al &5 Sus Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test
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Akaike Information Criteria (top 20 models)
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:(F-Bound Test) agaall JLid) mias: (4) ad) Jsaa

Null Hypothesis: No long-run relationships exist
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ABSTRACT:

This research studied the impact of climate changes on the Summer Maize Yield In Egypt
during the period (1995-2022), with the aim of determining the extent to which productivity
changes due to climate change, and to identify the extent to which the actual reality matches with
the economic theory which emphasizes that climate change leads to the agricultural productivity
change, statistical tests were carried out to ensure the existence of a long —term equilibrium
relationship between the impact of climate changes on Summer Maize Yield productivity in
Egypt using the autoregressive distributed lagged mythology(ARDL), as it was found that there
is inverse relationship between the climate changes and the Summer Maize Yield productivity,
which is a relationship consistent with economic logic as shown.
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