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Figure 1- exchange rate Shock in Free market using HP filter
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Table 1- Results of stationary test

o dpls g S ADF L] ,lado o U ADF L ,luse
l.b”‘:" pu Optim lag caw S8 S\ ad o
Variables name (SIC ,lx) ADF in level ADFat first diffrence
&S dloyus LI 2 -0.945 -4.87***
5)épSes  SHOCKLNOR 1 -3.96**
PR NRW; LGDP 1 -4 74%**
wleel eMgus osle  LLOAN 1 -3 -4.61***
N LNOR 0 -2.39 -3.56**
Mg Hlazil 3,90 39w ¢ LR 0 -2.15 -5.74%**
o gl
Critical value
17 -4.22 -3.61
SYA -3.53 -2.93
107 -3.2 -2.6
TN o > (gl dme oaimd s
70 o )3 (5o gxe sdimd LS
7N o )3 (g o xe odimd LS s
o ol s le
# Shows significe in 10% level.
%% Shows significe in 5% level.
% Shows significe in 1% level.
Source: Research findings
ARDL 4yl (595! gl =Y Jgu
Table 2- The primary results of ARDL
| Selected Model: ARDL(1,1,1,2,1,0)
i @b o S gl tojlel Lok
Variable name Coefficient Deviation eror T statistic  Prob
Sloj aidy K b (68 lo LI(-1) 0.106 0.148 0.715 0.481
31 55L 53 55 5 Ses SHOCKLNOR -2.086 0.74 -2.82 0.009
oy addy S LT L 5 5) 5 Ses SHOCKLNOR(-1) -1.39 0.76 -1.82 0.08
PR NRW; LGDP 15 0.523 2.89 0.08
Sloj aidy G L sl B wlg LGDP(-1) 0.76 0.504 1.52 0.14
bl EMps oxile LLOAN 0.214 0.381 0.561 0.58
Sloj aiby S, b ollas] & Mgus oo LLOAN(-1) 0.164 0.453 0.36 0.72
Sloj aidg 90 b ollacl OMgus oils LLOAN(-2) 0.896 0.349 2.566 0.016
5T 5L 3 5,0 &5 LNOR -1.57 0.728 -2.16 0.04
Sloj aidy o Ll L o 50 &y LNOR(-1) 2.071 0.764 2.72 0.012
Mg ezl 3590 9w & 5 LR 0.471 0.173 2.72 0.012
e 5l Loye C -47.48 9.3 5.1 00
adj R? F-statistics RESET LM BPG
0.996 807.7 0.154 (0.879) (009411‘; (0%47)

sl (g gize prlan odimd i S (gl il 515 slas]
5o glaazily 2isle

The numbers in parentheses are minus one representing a significant level.
Source: Research findings
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LI_, =-53-0.77shockLNOR + 2.54LGDP
(4.09)  (0.29) (0.4)
+1.42LIoan +0.52LR +0.55LNOR
(0.3) (0.18)  (0.08)
U3 slasl ) ARDL (58l o 3)uiksl lag gl plool s
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Table 3- The results short-term imbalances in the long-run ECM pattern
i i Gy 3 luitin! glas t o, Jleia !
Variables Coefficient Standard error T statistic _Prob.
3 S s D(SHOCKLNOR) -2.086 0.464 -4.49 0.000
Sl LB a g s D(LGDP) 1.512 0.352 4.29 0.000
ol OMpas oxile Oy D(LLOAN) 0.214 0.257 0.832 0.413
el Sesosle S0 L oANCL) -0.896 0.279 3216 0.004
Sloj iy o b

S5 55k 53 5l &5 ol D(LNOR) -1.575 0.368 -4.28 0.000
ECT CointEqg(-1)* -0.894 0.117 -7.64 0.000

suio0 claasl, sisle

Source: Research findings

S329U8S RS p3 1S Al 32 551 £ 5 9 8351 Sead (b 1 (o2 (152 ARDL (59501 0l 3wl oalod gl —€ g

Table 4- The standardized results of the ARDL model for the study of the linear effect of currency shock and exchange rate
on investment in agriculture

gye ) ) g s 3 lilin! o o
Variables Coefficient  Standardized coefficient
FE Slos aidy Sy b ()5 ayleyus LI(-1)** 0.106 0.107
HHE N P S SHOCKLNOR*** -2.086 -0.137
* leoj iy S, L) £ Sed SHOCKLNOR(-1)*  -1.389 -0.089
FRE Ly allsl g LGDP*** 1.512 0.215
loj atdy S L 31 Lallsl g LGDP(-1) 0.766 0.106
wlos! CMpus oile LLOAN 0.214 0.040
Sloj aady 5 b ollae) Mg oo LLOAN(-1) 0.164 0.030
FRK Sloj aidy g b plhacl cMgws osle  LLOAN(-2)*** 0.896 0.163
FXT 5l 5 50 65 LNOR** -1.575 -0.928
FHE Slag ddby Sy b olsT 5l 55 ) 6 LNOR(-1)*** 2.071 1.257
FRK Mg L] 390 g0 LR 0.471 0.071
NIV g C -47.483 -

TN o )d (g5 xe odims iy liss
#Represents significant at 10%
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Table 5- The results of the NARDL primary model

Selected Model: NARDL(L, 2, 0, 0, 0) |
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Variable Coefficient Standard error T statistic  Prob.
oy aidy Sy L (635 yloyus LI(-1) 0.371 0.104 3.577 0.002
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The numbers in parentheses are minus one representing a significant level.
Source: Research findings
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Table 6- Wald test result
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Test statistic Value Degree of freedom Prob
t-statistic -2.99 25 0.0062
F-statistic 8.95 (1 25) 0.0062
Chi-square AAY 1 0.0028

(316 3529 (siie 5 Cute S5d (e (SFgl) (B 3929 1po 4ns )8
Zero hypothesis: the existence of symmetry (there is no difference between positive and negative shocks)
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Source: Research findings
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Table 7- The results of short-term imbalances in the long-run ECM pattern, with taking into account exchange rate
asymmetry
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Variable name Variable coeficient  Standard error T statistic
) E e Sgb Ol D(SHOCKLNOR_POS) -0.667 0.255 -2.613 0.015
Sloj iy Sy b 5yl £y Cute Ssb olyis  D(SHOCKLNOR_POS(-1)) -0.702 0.252 -2.782 0.010
) B e Sgb Ol D(SHOCKLNOR_POS(-2)) -0.765 0.269 -2.845 0.009
ol CMpas ol LLOAN 0.951 0.122 7.802 0.000
STk 5 65 LNOR -0.700 0.098 -7.151 0.000
ECT CointEq(-1)* -0.629 0.083 -7.603 0.000
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Source: Research findings
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Table 8- Standardized results of the NARDL model for examining the nonlinear effects of currency shock and exchange rate
on investment
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Introduction: Developing economies suffer from high degree of macroeconomic uncertainty. Growth,
inflation, real exchange rates and other key macroeconomic variables are much more volatile, and the
consequences of this excess volatility for aggregate performance in several dimensions like growth, investment
and trade, have attracted some attention in recent empirical literature. In the case of investment, this concern has
been renewed by recent theoretical work identifying several channels through which uncertainty can impact
investment, under various assumptions about risk aversion, adjustment costs to investment and other factors.
Iran, has a high degree of uncertainty in the macroeconomic variables. One of the major challenges related to the
management of the foreign exchange market in Iran comes back to agricultural investment. Among different
investments in economic sectors, investment in agricultural sector possesses a special prominence and position
since investment in agricultural sector not only induce the growth of production and employment in this very
sector, but also encourages production and employment growth in other economic sectors. Therefore, identifying
effective factors on investment in agricultural sector and adopting suitable policies for increasing investment,
possesses a supreme prominence. In Iran, the notions of finance and investment have always been facing several

difficulties due to deep independence to oil revenues and instability of its price as well as high risk it involves;
and for this reason, investing in different sectors, including agriculture, has always experienced severe
fluctuations.

Materials and Methods: Data on agricultural investment in Iran were provided by annual statistics from
1978-2016. All of the following data were gathered from the statistical office of the Central Bank of Iran
including Investment in agricultural sector in Rials using a constant price of 2011 = 100, Annual real GDP using
a constant price of 2011 = 100, Short run interest rate on bank facilities and loan, and loans given to agricultural
sector by banks.

NARDL Method When the order of integration is not the same for all variables then we use the lagged
variables as proposed by Pesaran et al. (2001). Imagine two variables and their relation as follow:

=X+ X +U, X, =Xo+ X+ X,

To check the asymmetries, we have to make a separate series for appreciation and depreciation as proposed
by Bahmani-Oskooee and Soharabian (1992). A series of exchange rate will be divided in its positive
movements or appreciation, as indicated by X, , and negative movements or depreciation, as indicated by X[,

t t
and is given as follows: X = ZAXJ+ =Max(AX,0),X; = ZAX; = Min(AX;,0)
j=1 j=1
To check the impact of positive and negative movements of one variable on the other variable, Equation

_ +\/ + -\ — +\/ + -\ —
above will be transformed as: 4 _'BO Y +'B° Y +ﬂ1 X +ﬁ1 X

The non-linear ARDL model can be described as follows Y, = igoj i:(é’+ [ HOX ) e

Results and Discussion: In order to study the nonlinear effect of exchange rate and its shock on investment
in agricultural sector, a NARDL model has been used. The results of Ramsey Reset Test show that the model is
well-specified. LM test has been applied to investigate auto correlation. The results of LM test also reveal that
the zero hypothesis is not rejected, and the final model does not have the problem of consistent correlation. The
Breusch-Pagan-Godfrey Test (BPG) has been employed to investigate the phenomenon of heteroskedasticity.
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The results of this test also indicate that for the final model, the zero hypothesis is not rejected, and therefore the
pattern do not have the problem of Heteroskedasticity. Positive shocks of exchange rate have shown a negative
impact on agricultural investment in the current and previous two periods. While negative shocks of exchange
rate have had a positive effect on current investment. NARDL pattern is a method which considers the short-run
dynamics among the variables and estimates the long-run relationships as well. In this pattern first the dynamic
model, then the long-run relation and error correcting pattern are fitted. The results of the Wald test show that the
hypothesis of symmetry between positive and negative shocks is rejected and hence the effect of currency shocks
is asymmetric. In the long run, changes in positive currency shocks have had a negative effect on investment.
Results of F test also approve the long run relation. HO is rejected and the presence of long-run relation is
confirmed. The presence of co-integration among a set of economic variables provides a statistical base for using
the error correction pattern. In the short term, current currency shocks and the previous two period currency
shocks have had a negative and significant impact on agricultural investment. In Short term, changes in negative
shock had no effect on investment. Also, after 1.5 periods, the short-term imbalances are adjusted in the long
run.

Conclusion: This study used a non-linear autoregressive distributed lag (NARDL) model to check an
asymmetrical relationship between Exchange volatilities and agricultural Investment. In current study, the
Hodrick Prescott filter has been used to derive exchange rate volatilities. Results have shown that: 1) there is a
negative and significant relationship between exchange rate shocks and investment in the agricultural sector in
the short and long term. 2) With respect to negative impact of exchange rate on investing in agricultural sector, if
this exchange rate increases remain stable, investment in the agricultural sector would decline very severe. Given
the direct and historical impact of investing in the current period, investment will also be a problem for future
years. Since given loan have had a positive impact on the investment, it is suggested that government increases
these loans and facilities. The purpose of this policy is to prevent current investments decreases. 3) With respect
to negative reaction of investment to US-Dollar-denominated shocks, the decline in US-Dollar dependency and
the use of other high-yielding currencies such as the EURO currencies are appropriate. There are asymmetrical
linkages between these two variables therefore negative exchange rate volatilities have positive effect and
positive exchange rate volatilities have negative and significant effect on agricultural investment. The effect of
negative shocks was less than the positive ones.
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