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Table 2. FX= HPM| Al 2 Fol=

Coefficients

5 s t D VIF
Constant 4.330 104.256 0.000
A3 () 0.004 0.546 13.464 0.000 3.391
Age('d) —0.001 —0.031 —1.127 0.260 1540
R EN) 0.002 0.062 2.658 0.008 1111
W) 0.004 0,013 0.356 0.722 2.752
FAF(NR) 0.046 0.108 3.283 0.001 2241
TN 0.002 0.131 5.555 0.000 1.138
95 Id +32(m) —0.001 0.000 —0.003 0.997 1175
294 Il S8 (m) —0.003 —0.047 —1.976 0.048 1174
=A1E(%) 0.135 0.086 3.607 0.000 1.180
A8 72 (m) —0.001 —0.071 —2.732 0.006 1.373
<dFdA(m) —0.001 —0.101 —4.359 0.000 1.110
A e R (T ) 0,012 0.057 2.161 0.031 1444
TAAA N L) —0.044 —0.088 —3509 0.000 1.290
AN 4) —0.023 —0.047 —1.9% 0.046 1.155
EAAE (L) 0,014 0.050 2.089 0.037 1.192
HANL) —0.091 —0212 —9.00 0.000 1.140
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