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Abstract
This study investigates the long-term and short-term relationships between capital market
development and economic growth in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia (KSA) for the period from January
1993 to December 2009. It employs a wide range of vector autoregression (VAR) models to evaluate
the importance and impact of capital market development on economic growth.
We used real GDP growth rates and None Oil GDP as proxies for economic growth and the stock
market index (SMI), the bank credits to the private sector (BCP) and the broad money supply (M2) as
proxies for the capital market development.
The VAR models indicate a positive and significant long-term causal relationship between capital
market development and economic growth. Granger causality tests show that economic growth
Granger-cause capital market development and vice versa when using the real GDP growth rate
variables.
The study implications are as follows. Firstly, investment in real economic activities leads to economic
growth. Secondly, the stock market might hinder economic growth due to its volatile and international
risk sharing nature, low free-floating share ratio, number of listed companies and the domination of
Saudi Individual Stock Trades (SIST) characteristics. Thirdly, policymakers should seek to minimise
stock market volatility and fluctuations, increase both the free-floating share ratio and number of
listed companies and shift investment domination toward corporate investors by considering its effect
on economic growth when formulating economic policies. Fourthly, the banking sector might hinder
economic growth due to its lack of small and medium enterprises lending and shareholder
concentration issues. Finally, policymakers should seek to encourage banks toward more involvement
in small and medium enterprises SMEs’ lending, which will strengthen the private sector role.
Keywords: Saudi Arabia, Capital Market Development, Economic Growth, VAR Model,
Cointrgration, Granger Causality
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1 Introduction
Economic development and growth issues continue to
capture the interests of academics and policy makers
around the globe. In recent times, the shift in
emphasis has been from the classical concepts of
maximising production outputs and wealth
distribution towards economic sustainability, as a
reaction to globalisation. This has resulted in major
economic reforms, especially among developing
countries as they expand their markets. Economic
sustainability is heavily tied to investment, which in
turn relies on the capital market. Hence, development
of a stable domestic capital market underpins
sustainability. Within the capital market, development
of the equity and debt markets is an important part of
any economic reform. Securities trading is the
dominant financial market function that mobilises
saving, allocates capital, exerts corporate control and

eases financial risks (Levine & Zervos 1996, 1998).
As a developing economy and a member of the
Group of Twenty (G-20), Saudi Arabia is not an
exception in this international trend. In the last three
Five-Year Saudi National Development Plans (2000–
2014), major legal, economic and financial reforms
were implemented to promote sustainable economic
growth. Such reforms were made to diversify the oilbased economy towards greater sustainability in line
with international economic practices (Ramady 2010).
Although industrialisation is relatively recent in
Saudi Arabia, it has witnessed a steady development
with distinguished accomplishments that are
attributed to the industrial sector and the support it
receives from the government owing to its important
role in achieving strategic and economic goals of the
country. The government’s support has covered
several spheres, including implementation of required
infrastructure, construction of Jubail and
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Yanbu industrial cities, construction of industrial
cities in various regions of KSA, establishment of the
Saudi Industrial Development Fund (SIDF), and
continued provision of other industrial support and
incentives. The private sector’s response to and
cooperation with the governmental plans and efforts
have had an effect on the actualisation of industrial
development.
In addition to the Saudi intention to move the
country’s income from non-renewable resources, the
conservative Islamic investment environment in Saudi
prohibit usury-interest on loans, which means a bigger
emphasis on raising capital through capital markets,
such as initial public offerings (IPOs) and sukuks
(Islamic bonds) than bank loans (Al-Bqami 2000).
To date, these reforms have not been replicated
in securities exchange practices; further, there are no
adequate capital market development and economic
growth relationship studies to provide guidance for
decision makers in the anticipated transformation.
This research attempts to fill this empirical gap.
The aim of the research is to determine the
relationship between capital market development and
economic growth in Saudi Arabia. Such study on the
capital market developments become because Saudi
Arabia is moving aggressively toward strengthening
the private sector role in the economy via
privatisation, establishment of the Capital Market
Authority (CMA) in 2003, and the creation of the new
seven economic cities.
The academic benefits of this research are; first,
this research will fill the significant gap in the
literature on the Saudi capital market and its
relationship to economic growth; second, this research
will offer updated findings on the relationship
between Saudi capital market development and
economic growth, as the extant empirical data
predates the radical changes in the capital market in
2003.
In addition, the practical benefits of this research
is to provide contemporary information on the Saudi
economy as a whole and the capital market,
particularly for Saudi decision makers, academics and
the industry.
2. Financial Market Developments and
Economic Growth
2.1 Capital market
The capital markets can be defined as a market that
specialises in offering long run loans to the economy
(Gurusamy 2009); It is also part of the financial
system that is responsible for channelling funds from
surplus to deficit areas of the economy (Levine &
Zervos 1998); Capital markets are the act of financial
intermediary institutions that facilitate capital
formation, mobilisation and channelling of capital
funds on long term basis to investors across the
economy (Obiakor & Okwu 2011). In addition,

capital markets combine markets and institutions that
specialise in the issuance as well as the trading of
financial instruments in the long run. Thus, for this
study we follow the views of Obiakor and Okwu
(2011) and Gurusamy (2009) on the capital market as
an institutional arrangement involving efficiently
mobilising and channelling long run financial
resources through a set of financial services that could
affect economic growth. Moreover, capital market
development can be defined as the capital market
capability at low cost to acquire information, enforce
contracts, facilitate transactions and create incentives
for the emergence of particular types of financial
contracts, markets and intermediaries (Levine &
Zervos 1998, Obiakor & Okwu 2011). Furthermore,
Randall Dodd offered an extended definition of
capital markets:
A more complete view of capital markets is, by
analogy, a four-legged table made up of securities
markets (issuing and trading bonds and equity
shares), banking industry (issuing loans and providing
payment and settlement services), insurance and
pension funds (providing future income and collateral
for lending), and derivatives markets (risk
management and price discovery). All four legs serve
to support the table, and it is no more stable than its
weakest leg. (Ocampo & Stiglitz 2008:290)
Note, the terms “capital market development”,
“financial development”, “financial intermediation”
are used interchangeably in this study. Capital market
development, however, should be thought of as a
broader concept that also includes financial
innovations that occur outside the banking system.
Because of the lack of data regarding non-bank
financial innovation in developing countries like
Saudi Arabia, the level of financial intermediation
effectively measures the degree of capital market
development by the banking system. For a
comprehensive survey of recent evidence see Levine
(1997).
2.2 Economic Growth
Economic growth can be quantitatively defined as an
increase in real gross domestic product (GDP). Many
factors could affect economic growth, for example
these include investment ratio (Pagano 1993,
Greenwood & Jovanovic 1990), human capital
(Romer 1986), research and development (Solow
1956, Darrat & Al-Sowaidi 2010). Economic
development and growth issues continue to capture
the interests of academics and policy makers around
the globe. In recent times, the shift in emphasis has
been from the classical concepts of maximising
production outputs and wealth distribution towards
economic sustainability, as a reaction to globalisation.
This has resulted in major economic reforms,
especially among developing countries as they expand
their markets. Economic sustainability is heavily tied
to investment, which in turn relies on the capital
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market. Hence, development of a stable domestic
capital market underpins sustainability (Levine &
Zervos 1998).
2.3 Capital Market Development &
Economic Growth Main Hypotheses
(Views)
According to modern growth theory, the financial
sector may affect long-run growth through its impact
on capital accumulation and the rate of technological
progress. Financial sector development has a crucial
impact on economic growth and poverty reduction,
especially in developing countries; without it,
economic development may be constrained, even if
other necessary conditions are met (DFID 2004).
The theoretical relationships between capital
market development and economic growth have been
analysed extensively in the literature and may be
summarised under four hypotheses or views:
First, the conventional view of the supply
leading hypothesis postulates that the direction of
causality flows from capital market development to
steady-state economic growth. In a world without
frictions caused by transaction, information, and
monitoring costs, no financial intermediaries are
needed. If those costs are sufficiently high, no
exchanges among economic agents will take place.
The need to reduce those costs for exchanges to take
place has led to the emergence of financial institutions
and markets constituting the financial sector. A welldeveloped financial sector provides critical services to
reduce those costs and thus to increase the efficiency
of intermediation. It mobilises savings, identifies and
funds good business projects, monitors the
performance of managers, facilitates trading,
diversification of risks, and fosters exchange of goods
and services. These services result in a more efficient
allocation of resources, a more rapid accumulation of
physical and human capital, and faster technological
innovation, thus inducing faster long-term economic
growth.
This view can be traced back to Schumpeter
(1912), Goldsmith (1969), McKinnon (1973), Shaw
(1973) King and Levine (1993) and Pagano (1993) all
of whom investigated the effect of capital market
development on economic growth (Demirhan,
Aydemir & Inkaya 2011; Levine & Zervos 1998).
Schumpeter’s (1912) important early study proposed
a causal link whereby capital markets promote
economic growth by funding entrepreneurs and
channelling capital to them with higher return
investments (Ake & Ognaligui 2010; Demirhan,
Aydemir & Inkaya 2011; Dritsaki & DritsakiBargiota 2005; Levine & Zervos 1998). Schumpeter’s
(1912) view was that economic change could not
simply be predicated on previous economic
conditions alone, although prevailing economic
conditions were a result of this. Similarly, Goldsmith
(1969) emphasised the effect of the financial structure

and development on economic growth.
Second, the demand following hypothesis
proposes that economic growth leads to capital
market development (Jung 1986). This view suggests
that as the economy grows, more financial
institutions, financial products and services emerge in
markets in response to a higher demand for financial
services (Zang & Chul Kim 2007, Athanasios &
Antonios 2010, Odhiambo 2010, Obiakor & Okwu
2011). If this hypothesis is correct, reform efforts
should sequentially emphasise the development of the
real sector, such as privatisation, labour market
reforms to increase employment, tax reforms to
provide a level playing field for investment, or legal
and regulatory reforms to encourage private sector
development.
The third vie is the ‘Feedback’ causality that
exists when there are a bi-directional causality
between capital market development and economic
growth (Hondroyiannis, Lolos and Papapetrou 2005,
Majid 2007, Demirhan, Aydemir & Inkaya 2011, AlMalkawi, Marashdeh & Abdullah 2012). A country
with a well-developed capital market could promote
high economic expansion through technological
changes, products and services innovation, which in
turn creates a high demand for the financial
institutions. As the financial institutions effectively
respond to this demand, these changes will stimulate
higher economic achievement. Both capital market
and economic developments are therefore positively
interdependent (Majid 2007).
The fourth vie is the ‘Independent’ causality
that capital market and economic growth is not
causally related (Stiglitz 1985, Mayer 1988, Boyd &
Smith 1998, Mosesov & Sahawneh 2005, Abu-Bader
& Abu-Qarn 2006). Large and well-developed capital
markets are insignificant sources of corporate finance
(Mayer 1988). Capital market liquidity will not
enhance incentives for acquiring information about
firms or exerting corporate governance (Stiglitz 1985,
1993). Risk sharing through internationally integrated
capital markets can actually reduce saving rates and
slow economic growth (Devereux & Smith 1994).
Capital market development can harm economic
growth by easing counter-productive corporate
takeovers (Morck, Shleifer & Vishny 1990a, 1990b;
Shleifer & Summers 1988).
2.4 Capital Market Development
Economic Growth Empirics

&

The literature review shows that the debate continues
in both theoretical and empirical studies regarding the
importance and causality directions of the relationship
between capital market development and economic
growth. For example, there are similar inconsistencies
in empirical data on Saudi Arabia: on one hand Darrat
(1999) investigated empirically the relationship
between financial deepening and economic growth
for three developing Middle-Eastern countries (Saudi
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Arabia, Turkey and the UAE). His empirical results
suggested that the economic stimulus of more
sophisticated and efficient financial markets in Saudi
Arabia become noticeable only gradually as the
economies grow and mature in the long-run, and
financial deepening may influence only some, but not
all, sectors of the economy. On the other hand Naceur
and Ghazouani’s (2007) analysis of data from 1991 to
2003 found that developing the capital market is not
important to the economies in 11 Middle Eastern and
North African (MENA) countries, including Saudi
Arabia. This resulted to their underdeveloped
financial systems and unstable growth rates.
The objective of this chapter is to provide policy
makers, academics and both profit and non-profit
organisations, who desire to undertake research in the
field or learn more about it, with an idea of the
theoretical and empirical relationship between capital
market development and economic growth as
proposed by key economists in the field. Therefore it
is important to determine how the capital market and
the economy are correlated. Other objective is to offer
a review of the relevant empirical research regarding
capital market development and economic growth. It
is essential to review the empirical literature, because
this will assist academics and the research community
to choose most appropriate data and methodologies
when investigating the significance of and
relationship between capital market development and
economic growth. It could also help policy makers to
decide which policy is best for the economy or, in
other words, to determine what advantages they might
acquire in terms of economic growth if they direct
their policy toward developing the capital market. An
empirical literature review also provides insights on
the inconsistent results regarding capital market
development and economic growth in the case of
Saudi Arabia.
There is evidence of a direct relationship
between capital market development and economic
growth. Large capital markets can lower the cost of
mobilising saving and thereby facilitate investment in
productive technologies (Greenwood & Smith 1997).
Bencivenga, Smith and Starr (1996) and Levine
(1991) find that capital market liquidity is important
for growth. Efficient capital markets may increase
investment through enhancing the flow of information
on firms, which also improves corporate governance
(Holmstrom & Tirole 1993; Kyle 1984). International
risk sharing through internationally integrated stock
markets improves resource allocation and increases
the economic growth rate (Obstfeld 1994).
There is also country-specific evidence of a
strong relationship between capital market
development and economic growth (Ghali 1999).
Hondroyiannis, Lolos and Papapetrou (2005) used
monthly data sets over the 1986–1999 period to
empirically assess how the development of the
banking system and the stock market relates to
economic performance in Greece. They used vector

autoregression (VAR) models and showed that there
was bidirectional causality between capital market
development and economic growth in the long run.
Error-correction models show that capital market
promote economic growth in the long run: for
example, Ghali’s (1999) study on Tunisia, Khan
Qayyum and Sheikh’s (2005) study on Pakistan and
Agra alla and Tuteja’s (2007) study on India.
However, large and well-developed capital
markets are insignificant sources of corporate finance
(Mayer 1988). Capital market liquidity will not
enhance incentives for acquiring information about
firms or exerting corporate governance (Stiglitz 1985,
1993). Risk sharing through internationally integrated
capital markets can actually reduce saving rates and
slow economic growth (Devereux & Smith 1994).
Capital market development can harm economic
growth by easing counter-productive corporate
takeovers (Morck, Shleifer & Vishny 1990a, 1990b;
Shleifer & Summers 1988).
Demirhan, Aydemir and Inkaya (2011) resolved
previous inconsistencies in empirical data on Turkey
by providing evidence of bidirectional causality
between capital market development and economic
growth. There are similar inconsistencies in empirical
data on Saudi Arabia: on one hand Darrat (1999)
investigated empirically the relationship between
financial deepening and economic growth for three
developing Middle-Eastern countries (Saudi Arabia,
Turkey and the UAE). His empirical results suggested
that the economic stimulus of more sophisticated and
efficient financial markets in Saudi Arabia become
noticeable only gradually as the economies grow and
mature in the long-run, and financial deepening may
influence only some, but not all, sectors of the
economy. On the other hand Naceur and Ghazouani’s
(2007) analysis of data from 1991 to 2003 found that
developing financial structures is not as important to
the economies in 11 Middle Eastern and North
African (MENA) countries, including Saudi Arabia,
due to their underdeveloped financial systems and
unstable growth rates. Thus, there appears to be no
existing research on the proposed topic of this study.
The empirical literature in the case of Saudi
Arabia with the exception of Masih et. al. (2009) is
limited to MENA and GCC regions. These crosscountry specific studies led to diverse results (Darrat
1999, Xu 2000, Al-Tamimi et al., 2002, Al-Yousif
2002, Omran and Bolbol 2003, Boulila & Trabelsi,
2004, Chuah & Thai 2004, Al-Awad & Harb, 2005,
Naceur & Ghazouani 2007, Masih et. al. 2009,
Goaied et. al. 2011, Kar et. al. 2011). These studies
shared the lack of a capital market variables that fully
reflect the banking sector and the stock market. Also
these empirics used annual data that both old and
short with low frequencies as low as 20 observations.
These noticeable remarks motivated this study on
Saudi Arabia to be country-specific, using long time
period, and more frequent and updated data.
Some empirics indicated a significant long run
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relationship in the capital market-economic growth
nexus. Al-Tamimi et. al. (2002) examined the
relationship between financial development and
economic growth by using VAR method for Arab
countries including Saudi Arabia over the period
1964-1998. The results indicate that capital market
development and real GDP growth are strongly linked
in the long-run. However, Granger causality tests and
the impulse response functions indicate that the
linkage is weak in the short-run. In addition, Xu
(2000) used a multivariate vector-autoregressive
(VAR) method to examine the effects of capital
market development on domestic investment and
output in 41 countries over the period 1960-1993. The
findings support the supply leading view. However, a
negative long term relationship between financial
development and economic growth is found in the
case of Saudi Arabia using data from 1962-1992.
In addition, couple of empirics supports the
independent view: Boulila and Trabelsi (2004) used a
sample of sixteen MENA countries for the period
1960–2002. They applied the bivariate vector
autoregressive (bVAR) model on these variables:
Real GDP per capita. Ratio of M3 to GDP, ratio of
credit allocated to the private sector, ratio of financial
savings to GDP. Ratio of M3 to GDP, ratio of credit
allocated to the private sector, ratio of financial
savings to GDP. They found no link between capital
market development and economic growth in the case
of Saudi Arabia over the period 1960-1999. Similar
results of no significant relationship between capital
market development and growth is found in the study
of Naceur and Ghazouani (2007) that applied a
dynamic panel model with GMM estimators on the
data of 11 MENA countries, hence data on Saudi
Arabia for the period 1991-2003.
Moreover, empirics that support the supply
leading view do exist. Omran and Bolbol (2003)
construct a growth equation that captures the
interaction between FDI and various indicators of
capital market development in the context of Arab
countries. They used averaged five years crosssectional data for the period 1975–1999. The
estimation model is based on the growth accounting
framework of the Cobb-Douglas production function
where y is the growth rate of GDP per capita in the
Arab world, and x represents capital market
development indicators of the banking sector and the
stock market. z is a vector of control variables that are
usually used in the estimation (initial per capita
income, human capital, investment/GDP, inflation
rate, government consumption/GDP, openness of
trade/GDP, and exchange rate), and is the error term.
They found that FDI has a positive impact on
economic growth, which depends on local conditions
and absorptive capacities, where capital market
development is one of the important capacities.
Likewise, empirics within the MENA region of
Al-Awad and Harb (2005) who used a sample of ten
MENA countries for the period 1969–2000 and by

using panel cointegration approach concluded that the
long-run capital market development and economic
growth may be related to some level. In addition, the
evidence of unidirectional causality that runs from
capital market development to economic growth can
be seen in Saudi Arabia in the short-run. However,
Kar et. al. (2011) researched a sample of fifteen
MENA countries over the period 1980–2007. They
used GMM method and found a unidirectional
relationship runs from economic growth to capital
market development when using the ratio of private
sector credit to income as a proxy for capital market
development. Different results were found using a
similar GMM method, Goaied et. al. (2011)
investigated 16 MENA countries using annual data
over the period 1962-2006. They found a negative and
signification relationship in the long run when using
bank based variables.
A recent country-specific study on Saudi Arabia
concluded a supply leading view done by Masih et.
al. (2009). They examined the relationship between
capital market development and economic growth by
applying VAR method and using annual data from
1985-2004 (20 observations). Note, they only used
banking based measurement as proxies for the capital
market development variable.
Furthermore, bidirectional relationship was
found in the early study of Darrat (1999) who
investigated the relationship between financial
deepening and economic growth for three developing
Middle-Eastern countries (Saudi Arabia, Turkey and
the UAE). He applied Granger-Causality tests and
VAR method over the period of 1964-1993 for Saudi
Arabia. The study found long run bidirectional
relationship between financial deepening and
economic growth in the case of Saudi Arabia.
Likewise, Al-Yousif (2002) examined the nature and
direction of the relationship between financial
development and economic growth employing a
Granger-causality test within a VECM method. He
used both time-series and panel data from 30
developing countries including Saudi Arabia for the
period 1970-1999. The study found bidirectional
causality between capital market development and
economic growth. Similar results found by Chuah and
Thai (2004), they used real non-hydrocarbon GDP in
order to capture the real impact of bank based
development variables on economic growth for six
GCC countries including Saudi Arabia. Chuah and
Thai (2004) used annual data over the period 19621999 for Saudi Arabia. They applied a bivariate time
series model and concluded that capital market
development provides critical services to increase the
efficiency of intermediation, leading to a more
efficient allocation of resources, a more rapid
accumulation of physical and human capital, and
faster technological innovation.
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Table 2.1. Empirics Included Saudi Arabia
Author(s)
Darrat
(1999)

Xu (2000)
Al-Tamimi
et. al.
(2002)

Empirical study
Are financial deepening and
economic growth causality
related? Another look at the
evidence
Financial development,
investment, and
economic growth

Sample
Saudi
Arabia,
Turkey
& UAE,

Period

Method

1964-93

Granger-Causality
tests within VAR
model

1960-93

VAR

1964-98

VAR

17Arab
countries

1975-99

OLS & Causality
tests

Supply-leading view

10 MENA
countries

1969-2000

J-J & Granger
panel
cointegration tests

Supply-leading view in
short term

6 GCC
countries

1962-1999

bVAR

Supply-leading view

41 Countries

Finance and Growth: Evidence
8 Arab
from Some
countries
Arab Countries

Foreign direct investment,
financial
development, and economic
growth: evidence
from the Arab countries
Financial development and
Al-Awad &
economic growth in
Harb (2005)
the Middle East
Financial Development and
Chuah &
Economic Growth:
Thai
Evidence from Causality Tests
(2004)
for the GCC
countries
Financial Development,
Islamic Banking and
Goaied et. al.
Economic Growth Evidence
(2011)
from MENA
Region
Financial development and
economic growth
Kar et. al.
nexus in the MENA countries:
(2011)
Bootstrap panel
granger causality analysis
Financial development and
economic growth:
Al-Yousif
another look at the evidence
(2002)
from developing
countries
The Causality Issue in the
Boulila &
Finance and Growth
Trabelsi
Nexus: Empirical Evidence
(2004)
from Middle East
and North African Countries
Stock markets, banks, and
Naceur and
economic growth:
Ghazouani
empirical evidence from the
(2007)
MENA region
Causality between financial
development and
economic growth: an
Masih et. al.
application of vector error
(2009)
correction and variance
decomposition methods
to Saudi Arabia
Omran &
Bolbol
(2003)

Results
Feedback view
Supply-leading view, a
negative long term
relationship
Positive and signification
relationship in the long
run when using bank
based variables

16 MENA
countries

1962-2006

GMM

Negative and
signification relationship
in the long run when
using bank
based variables

15 MENA
countries

1980-2007

GMM

Demand-following view

30
Developing
countries

1970-99

VECM

Feedback view

16 MENA
countries

1960–2002

bVAR

Independent view

11 MENA
countries

1991-2003

GMM

Independent view

Saudi Arabia

1985-2004

VAR

Supply-leading view

3 Data, Scope and Variables
This study investigates the relationship between
capital market development and economic growth of
the Saudi economy over the period January 1993 to
December 2009. The secondary monthly data (204

observations) of the variables selected for the VAR
models are collected from the IMF, SAMA and the
Saudi stock exchange Tadawul.
We used real GDP growth rate (GDP) and real
non-oil GDP growth rate (NOGDP) as proxies for
economic growth; Stock market development (SMI)
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proxied by the Tadawul All share index (TASI), the
broad money supply (M2) and bank credit (BCP) of
local commercial banks for the private sector as
proxies for capital market development. Controlled
by (1) a short term interest rate (IR), the Saudi Arabia
Interbank Offered Rate (Isa3); (2) inflation (INF) in
the Saudi economy measured by the consumer price
index (CPI);
(3) world oil price (OP) proxied by the UKBrent crude price oil.
3.1 Economic Growth Variables
Economic growth in Saudi Arabia has been based, to
a large extent, on the development of hydrocarbon
(oil and gas) resources. The production of
hydrocarbon sector, while having met world demand,
has also been conditioned by the need to finance
domestic development. To a more limited extent,
economic growth has also reflected the development
of non-hydrocarbon sector in response to the
economic diversification policy initiated in the
late1970s aiming at minimising the negative effects
of international oil price fluctuations. The
development of the non-hydrocarbon sector is based
mostly on the development of industries using the
abundant hydrocarbon resources as inputs, such as
petrochemicals, fertilisers, electricity generation for
aluminium production. It has also been derived from
growth in industries that are not based on
hydrocarbon and that are important in specific
countries. To measure economic growth in Saudi
Arabia, we use two proxies.
3.1.1 Real GDP Growth Rates (GDP)
Economic growth is defined as the increase in a
nation’s ability to produce goods and services over
time as is shown by increased production levels in the
economy. This thesis employs real GDP growth rates
as a proxy for economic growth as it focuses on actual
domestic production per person, which has a bearing
on the general elfare of a country’s citizens.
Following the empirical study of King and Levine
(1993), the variable of economic growth (GDP) is
measured by the rate of change of real GDP. Due to
the unavailability of monthly data for GDP in Saudi
Arabia, monthly figures are obtained from annual data
through geometric interpolation, following Darrat and
Al-So aidi’s (2010) empirical study.
3.1.2 Real Non-Oil GDP Growth Rate
(NOGDP)
The proxy for economic growth refers to real non-oil
GDP growth rate. A distinguishing feature of the oil
exporting countries such as Saudi Arabia is the
substantial contribution of the oil sectors to the
overall economy. This sector averages 60 per cent of
the Saudi total economy. While financial

intermediation affects all sectors of the economy, it
may be argued that the performance of the oil sector
reflects more global economic conditions than
domestic capital market development. Therefore, total
GDP may not accurately capture the impact of capital
market development on economic performance. To
address this concern, the oil sector of the economy is
removed from GDP to form the non-oil GDP growth
rate proxy (Chuah & Thai 2004).
The testing of this relationship with non-oil GDP
growth rate is an attempt to see, in a broad
perspective, whether capital market development may
be seen as a way to meet the policy challenge facing
Saudi Arabia to diversify its economy into non-oil
sectors so as to reduce their vulnerabilities to
international oil price fluctuations. Due to the
unavailability of monthly data for GDP in Saudi
Arabia, monthly figures are obtained from annual data
through geometric interpolation, following Darrat and
Al-So aidi’s (2010) empirical study.
3.2 Capital Market Development (CMD)
Variables
The nonfinancial sector is less developed than the
banking sector. Therefore, this study is not using the
following stock market related variables used in the
literature review.
3.2.1 Stock Market Index (SMI)
The All-Share Index and the number of listed
companies have a positive significant effect on
economic growth (Asiegbu & Akujuobi 2010,
Athanasios & Antonios 2010). This is supported by
Ol eny and Kimani’s (2011) findings that imply that
the causality between economic growth and the stock
market runs unilaterally from the NSE 20-share index
to the GDP. From their results, it was inferred that the
movement of stock prices in the Nairobi stock
exchange reflect the macroeconomic condition of the
country and can therefore be used to predict the future
path of economic growth. Similarly, the study by
Kirankabes and Başarir (2012) found that there is a
long-term relationship between economic growth and
the ISE 100 Index, and a one-way causality
relationship with the ISE 100 towards economic
growth.
Tadawul All Share Index (TASI) is the only
general price index for the Saudi stock market. It is
computed based on the calculation that takes into
account traded securities or free-floating shares.
According to Saudi capital law, shares owned by the
following parties are excluded from TASI
calculations: the Saudi government and its
institutions; a foreign partner, if he or she is not
permitted to sell without the prior approval of the
supervision authority; a founding partner during the
restriction period; and owners who hold 10% or more
of a company’s shares listed on the Saudi stock
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market (Tadawul website 2013). At the end of 2010,
free-floating shares on the TASI index accounted for
41% of total issued shares. TASI reflects the
performance of all the 146 listed companies within
fifteen sectors in the Saudi stock market taking into
account the free-floating shares. Thus, it is expected
to provide better insight into the overall performance
of the Saudi stock market in response to fundamental
changes within the Saudi economy.
The stock markets are very small, shallow, and
illiquid. The secondary market for government papers
is limited, the private capital markets nascent and
insurance and pension funds not fully developed.
Foreign investment in the nonbank financial sector,
similar to the banking sector, is restrictive. The stock
market data are on only available from 1985. The
bond and ETF markets are established in 13 June
2009 and 28th March 2010 respectively.
3.2.2 Bank Credit to Private Sector (BCP)
The banking sector, which constitutes the core of the
Saudi Arabian financial sector possess a number of
common features. It is very concentrated and
government dominated. However, as part of the
policy to promote the private sector, divestiture of
some state-owned banks has taken place in recent
years. Banks are closely regulated and supervised, and
are compliant or largely compliant with most Basel
Core Principles as well as with international standards
on anti-money laundering and the combating of
terrorism financing. Banks face little changes in
competition due in part to the restrictive policy for
new bank entries during the past decades. In 2001,
GCC banks were allowed to establish in other GCC
countries; but as of end-2003, only a few banks have
been licensed. Entry of non-GCC banks is still under
consideration.
Banks are profitable and efficient. They offer a
wide range of financial instruments for deposits and
loans. In recent years, they have introduced new
products (mortgage in Saudi Arabia), broadened or
intensified their activities (private and investment
banking, project financing, and Islamic banking),
adopted new technologies (ATM, internet banking),
and updated their financial skills.
Banks also benefit from well functioning
payment systems which have been updated to
international standards to ensure prompt registration,
clearing, and settlement of transactions. Credit
bureaus have been introduced in some countries, and
are underway in others. Deposit insurance schemes
exist in some countries and they have been considered
for some time in others; although in the latter, bank
deposits are implicitly guaranteed by the
governments.
The bank credit to the private sector as a ratio of
nominal GDP (BCP) represents more accurately the
role of intermediaries to channel funds to private
sector and it is more closely associated with

investment and hence economic growth. Levine,
Loyaza and Beck (2000) emphasised that BCP is (1) a
good representation of the role of capital
intermediaries in channelling funds to private market
participants. (2) BCP can be an indicator of the
functioning of the capital market because it is a
measure of the quantity and quality of investment. (3)
BCP excludes credit to the public sector which better
reflects the extent of efficient resources allocation.
Commercial banks, in the modern economy,
create most of the money supply by issuing loans.
Therefore, when banks create an excess supply of
money, the prices of assets, goods, and services tend
to rise. Conversely, when not enough money is
created, the prices of assets, goods, and services
decrease. Thus, it is reasonable to hypothesise that a
strong positive relationship exists between asset
prices and bank lending.
Thus, this study will use BCP as a measurement
for capital market development by following the steps
of Omran and Bolbol (2003), Boulila and Trabelsi
(2004), Chuah and Thai (2004), Al-Awad and Harb
(2005), Naceur and Ghazouani (2007), Masih et. al.
(2009), Goaied et. al. (2011) and Kar et. al. (2011).
The link between commercial banks in the Saudi
economy is unique, in the sense that banks have a
significant position in both the debt and equity
markets since the intermediation function of the Saudi
stock market was restricted by the law to commercial
banks (SAMA 1997). Banks are the second largest
supplier of credit in the Saudi economy after the
government’s mutual funds (Ramady 2010, SAMA
2011).
Bank credit to the private sector is used, for
example, in King and Levine (1993), Gregorio and
Guidotti (1995), Demetriades and Hussein (1996) and
Khan and Senhadji (2000). However, bank credit to
the private sector may be negatively correlated with
growth as a result of negative correlation between
bank credit and nonbank financial intermediation.
The latter situation stems from the possibility that
financial innovation may induce a substitution away
from credit to stock market and other forms of direct
financing. This possibility is unlikely to occur in the
GCC countries because the stock markets have not
been fully developed and direct financing of firms by
bonds is still nascent and sufficiently long time series
for these proxies are not available. As a result, this
paper does not include measures of stock and bond
markets as part of financial development.
In this study, it is vital to include BCP to help
determine the effect of credit banks’ lending
behaviour on the Saudi economy. Examining the
historical relationship between bank lending
behaviour and the economy may also provide the
Saudi authority with reliable knowledge about the role
of bank loans in transmitting financial shocks to the
real sector. In other words, understanding this channel
may help authorities to stimulate bank loans as a way
to boost real activity in the local economy.
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3.2.3 Broad Money Supply (M2)
Darrat (1999), Al-Yousif (2002) and Kar et. al.
(2011) used the degree of financial deepening is the
inverse of the broad-money velocity, that is, the ratio
of broad money stock (M2) to nominal GDP. This
measure, suggested by McKinnon (1973) and Shaw
(1973), and recently used by King and Levine (1993)
is often called the monetisation variable (Z), which
could measure the size of the financial market or
‘financial depth’. An increase in this variable
indicates further expansion in the financial
intermediary sector relative to the rest of the economy
since it implies faster accumulation of a wide range of
financial assets (primarily saving accounts). As is
typical with any empirical measurement of economic
phenomenon, these proposed proxies are not perfect
measures of the degree of financial deepening. In
particular, changes in K and Z may not solely reflect
financial deepening. For example, currency
substitution could ignite similar changes in K.
Nevertheless, in the absence of better alternatives,
researchers continue using K and Z to approximately
monitor financial development in various countries.
M2 is a broad measure of the money supply in
the Saudi economy, and consists of the narrow money
supply (M1) components, time deposits and savings
deposits. Examining this measure is expected to give
a comprehensive view of the role that the money
supply plays in explaining movements in the Saudi
economy.

Saudi economy are not substitutes but rather are
independent.
Most empirical studies related to the Saudi
economy use a short or a long term interest rate of the
US market as a proxy for the Saudi market due to the
Saudi exchange rate policy. However, this study do
not use this variable for the reasons mentioned earlier.
3.3.2 Inflation (INF)
In line with, Bekaert and Harvey (1997), Darrat
(1999), Al-Tamimi et. al. (2002), Omran and Bolbol
(2003), Naceur and Ghazouani (2007) and Goaied et.
al. (2011) they used inflation rate as an important
variable on the economy. Fisher (1930) believes that
the real and monetary sectors of the economy are
independent, and claims that the nominal interest rate
fully reflects the available information concerning the
possible futures values of the rate of inflation. Thus,
he hypothesises that the real return on interest rates is
determined by real factors such as the productivity of
capital and time preference of savers, hence, the real
return on interest rates and the expected inflation rate
are independent.
Thus, investors may benefit from this study to
learn how to allocate their recourses more efficiently
to protect the purchasing power of their investments,
especially during inflationary periods. However, there
are no enough available data on this variable that predate 1980.
3.3.3 Oil Price (OP)

3.3 The Control Variables (CV)
3.3.1 Interest Rate (IR)
In line with the literature review most empirics used
real interest rate to measure financial repression. For
example, Khan Qayyum and Sheikh (2005) found that
changes in real interest rate exerted positive
(negative) impact on economic growth. However, the
response of real interest rate is very small in the short
run.
Investigating the relationship between the
interest rate and the Saudi economy is of particular
interest to researchers for at least two reasons. First,
the Saudi Monetary Authority works in a unique
institutional environment in which charging interest is
prohibited by Islamic law. That is, Islamic law does
not consider money as an asset, and thus, money is
viewed only as a measurement of value. For that
reason, SAMA, the central bank in Saudi Arabia, has
no direct control over the interest rate (Ramady 2010).
Second, the Saudi currency has been pegged to the
US dollar at a fixed exchange rate since 1986. This
restriction makes local monetary policy conditional
on the monetary policy of the US. In such an
environment, interest rate based assets are not the
primary alternative for the majority of investors in the
Saudi economy. Money and capital markets in the

Oil price was used in empirics associated with oil
producing countries such as Mosesov and Sahawneh
(2005) on the UAE and Naceur and Ghazouani (2007)
on the MENA region.
The Saudi economy is a small oil-based
economy that possesses nearly 20 per cent of the
world's known petroleum reserves and is ranked as
the largest exporter of petroleum (OPEC 2013). The
oil sector in the Saudi economy contributes more than
85 per cent of the country’s exports and government
revenues (SAMA 2013). As a result, oil revenue plays
a vital role in all major economic activities in Saudi
Arabia. Hence, the Saudi economy also imports
almost all manufactured and raw goods except for oil
from developed and emerging countries.
Even though high oil prices impose a positive
impact on the economy this may indirectly harm the
economy through its influence on the prices of
imported products. In other words, a high oil price
may be fed back to the local economy as imported
inflation, which increases future interest rates.
This study uses the Brent oil price rather than
other oil benchmarks - and Dubai-Oman oil prices mainly because it is used to price two-thirds of the
crude oil internationally traded.
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4.

Methodology

4.2.5 VAR(5)

In this study the method of vector autoregressive
model (VAR) is adopted to estimate the effects of
stock and credit market development on economic
growth. In order to test the causal relationships, the
following multivariate model is to be estimated.
Y = f (CMD, CV)
(4.1)
Where:
Y = Economic Growth variables.
CMD = Capital Market Development variables.
CV = Control variables.
4.1 Analytical Framework
The analytical framework of this study can be
modelled in VAR form for the proposed empirical
investigation:
Yt = α + Φ Yt-1 + εt (4.2) εt IID (0, Ω)
Where:
Ф = a matrix of AR (1) coefficients
Ω = a covariance matrix of the error terms
Yt = a vector, which contains Y, CMD and CV
Many researchers use Vector Autoregression
(VAR) modelling (Agrawalla & Tuteja 2007; Ake &
Ognaligui 2010; Demirhan, Aydemir & Inkaya 2011;
Khan, Qayyum & Sheikh 2005). The VAR model,
according to Juselius (2006), is a flexible model for
the analysis of multivariate time series. It is a natural
extension of the univariate autoregressive model for
dynamic multivariate time series. The VAR model is
especially useful for describing the dynamic
behaviour of economic and financial time series. Due
to these advantages, VAR and vector error correction
models (VECM) were generally used in previous
studies. However, VAR models may require a large
lag length to adequately describe a series; thus, there
is a loss of precision due to the extent of the
parameters estimated.
4.2 VAR Models
4.2.1 VAR(1)
GDP = f (SMI, IR, INF, OP)

(4.3)

4.2.2 VAR(2)
GDP = f (BCP, IR, INF, OP)

(4.4)

4.2.3 VAR(3)
GDP = f (M2, IR, INF, OP)

(4.5)

4.2.4 VAR(4)
NOGDP = f (SMI, IR, INF, OP)

(4.6)

NOGDP = f (BCP, IR, INF, OP)

(4.7)

4.2.6 VAR(6)
NOGDP = f (M2, IR, INF, OP)
(4.8)
Where: GDP = Real GDP Growth Rates.
NOGDP = Real Non-Oil GDP Growth Rate.
SMI = Stock Market Index.
BCP = Bank Credit to Private Sector.
M2 = Broad Money Supply.
IR = Interest Rate.
INF = Inflation Rate.
OP = Oil Price.
All variables are in logarithm except GDP
because of some negative values.
5. Results
5.1Descriptive Analysis
Table 5.1 summarises the basic statistical features of
the data under consideration, including the mean, the
minimum and maximum values, standard deviation,
kurtosis, skewness and the Jarque-Bera test for the
data in their levels. This descriptive statistics provide
a historical background for the behaviour of the data
in this study. For instance, the standard deviations
indicate that GDP, SMI, BCP, IR and OP are more
volatile than M2 and INF (see Table 5.1). This is
perhaps because the nature of the oil-based economy
dependents on the fluctuations of the oil prices
(SAMA 2013). Furthermore, the standard deviation
indicates that the inflation rate (INF) is the least
volatile compared to other macroeconomic variables
during the same time.
P-values associated with the Jarque-Bera
statistics, a test for departures from normality, show
that the sample skewness and kurtosis are
significantly different from zero and three
respectively (Table 5.1). Given that the kurtosis of
GDP, SMI, BCP, M2, INF and OP variables are all
less than three, the distributions of these variables
exhibit non-normality (Stock & Watson 2006). The
positive values of the skewness tests for GDP, SMI,
BCP and FDI suggest that these variables have long
right tails, while negative values of the skewness tests
for NOGDP and IR suggest that these two variables
have long left tails (Stock & Watson 2006).
Although there is no indication of causation, the
results reported in Table 5.2 reveal information on the
strength of the relationships connecting the
macroeconomic variables. In particular, Table 5.2
shows a positive relationship between both of the
economic growth variables (GDP and NOGDP) and
the rest of the macroeconomic variables in the timeseries (SMI, BCP, M2, INF and OP). On the other
hand, a negative relationship exists between all the
variables in the series with the interest rate (IR).
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Table 5.1. Statistical features of the Macroeconomic variables

Mean
Median
Maximum
Minimum
Std. Dev.
Skewness
Kurtosis

GDP
2.619588
2.645867
7.946421
-1.102634
2.177265
0.356721
2.490407

NOGDP
1.199035
1.309770
1.656937
-0.227042
0.471524
-1.503642
4.426502

SMI
8.063292
7.768527
9.878306
7.041587
0.788889
0.599593
2.002002

BCP
5.394410
5.187218
6.618427
4.491553
0.642629
0.621988
2.027919

M2
IR
INF
12.63631 1.273278 4.627449
12.48041 1.577301 4.610257
13.65092 1.955241 4.834002
12.03999 -1.599868 4.548790
0.487986 0.683222 0.064257
0.677363 -1.713942 1.853055
2.212334 6.241557 5.613883

OP
3.385611
3.244349
4.897093
2.282382
0.620824
0.517218
2.220229

Jarque-Bera
Probability

6.533817
0.038124

94.16865
0.000000

20.68942
0.000032

21.18555
0.000025

20.87348
0.000029

189.1936
0.000000

174.8249
0.000000

14.26385
0.000799

Sum
Sum Sq. Dev.

534.3960
962.3182

244.6031
45.13402

1644.912
126.3362

1100.460
83.83340

2577.807
48.34039

259.7486
94.75871

943.9996
0.838184

690.6647
78.24084

204

204

204

204

204

Observations

204

204

204

Table 5.2. Covariance Analysis
Correlation
Probability
GDP
NOGDP
SMI
BCP
M2
IR
INF
OP

GDP
1.000000
----0.538188
0.0000
0.551938
0.0000
0.369023
0.0000
0.366674
0.0000
-0.184546
0.0082
0.077054
0.2733
0.377939
0.0000

NOGDP

1.000000
----0.641640
0.0000
0.539090
0.0000
0.561516
0.0000
-0.232547
0.0008
0.226045
0.0012
0.557204
0.0000

SMI

BCP

1.000000
----0.872268 1.000000
0.0000
----0.851604 0.994213
0.0000
0.0000
-0.380673 -0.511778
0.0000
0.0000
0.412037 0.760032
0.0000
0.0000
0.899214 0.918510
0.0000
0.0000

5.2 Long-Run Analysis
5.2.1 Unit Root Test
The results from the augmented Dickey-Fuller (1979)
(ADF) unit root test, and Phillips-Perron (1988) (PP)
tests provide additional support for treating all the
individual series as non-stationary in their levels but
stationary in their first differences.
5.2.2 Optimal Lag Tests
We precede our analysis using 3 lags suggested by
Schwarz information criterion (SC) and HannanQuinn information criterion (HQ).
5.2.3 Cointegration Test
Following the rough guide in the EViews 7 User's
Guide II (2012), and since we believe that all of the

M2

IR

INF

OP

1.000000
-----0.561539
0.0000
0.780904
0.0000
0.912904
0.0000

1.000000
-----0.499872
0.0000
-0.413084
0.0000

1.000000
----0.618628
0.0000

1.000000
-----

data series have stochastic trends, the analysis
proceeds to examine the long run and short run
relationships between the economic growth variables
and the rest of the macroeconomic variables in the
system assuming a linear trend in the VAR and the
cointegrating relationship only has an intercept.
Hence, in the presence of more than cointegration
vector Johansen and Juselius (1990) suggested that
the first eigenvector is the most useful to use in
examining the long run relationship between variables
in the system (Mukherjee and Atsuyuki, 1995).
The major implications derived from these two
tests are:
(1) The macroeconomic variables in the system
share a long run relationship. Hence each variable in
the system tends to adjust proportionally to remove
short run deviations from the long run equilibrium.
(2) There is at least one direction of causality
among the variables in the system as expected by the
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Granger representation theorem.
Finding a long run relationship between the
economic growth variable (NOGDP) and the capital
market development variables in the Saudi economy
is consistent with a large body of empirical studies
including Levine (1991); King and Levine (1993);
Atje and Jovanovic (1993) Levine and Zervos
(1996,1998); Demirguc-Kunt and Levine (1996);
Arestis et al (2001); Al-Yousif (2002); Thangavelu
and James (2004); Mosesov and Sahawneh (2005);
Abu-Sharia (2005); Abu-Bader and Abu-Oarn
(2006); Athanasios and Antonios (2010); Mishal
(2011); Demirhan, Aydemir and Inkaya (2011); and
Al-Malkawi et al. (2012).
VAR (1):
D(GDP) =

D(RGDPR) =

However, there is only a negative and significant
relationship between the economic growth variable
(GDP) and the capital market development variable
(SMI).
Given that there is at least one cointegration
vector among the variables in the system, the analysis
normalises the cointegrating vector on (GDP,
NOGDP). Equations (5.1-5.6) presents these findings,
which indicate, in general, that all capital market
development variables included in the VAR
models are statistically significantly contributing
to the long run relationships with the economic
growth when using NOGDP variable.
(5.1)

A(1,1)*(B(1,1)*GDP(-1) + B(1,2)*LSMI(-1) + B(1,3)*LIR(-1) + B(1,4)*LINF(-1) + B(1,5)*LOP(-1) + B(1,6)) +
C(1,1)*D(GDP(-1)) + C(1,2)*D(GDP(-2)) + C(1,3)*D(GDP(-3)) + C(1,4)*D(LSMI(-1)) + C(1,5)*D(LSMI(-2)) +
C(1,6)*D(LSMI(-3)) + C(1,7)*D(LIR(-1)) + C(1,8)*D(LIR(-2)) + C(1,9)*D(LIR(-3)) + C(1,10)*D(LINF(-1)) +
C(1,11)*D(LINF(-2)) + C(1,12)*D(LINF(-3)) + C(1,13)*D(LOP(-1)) + C(1,14)*D(LOP(-2)) + C(1,15)*D(LOP(-3))
+ C(1,16)
- 0.00179720602569*( GDP(-1) - 1.76668529906*LSMI(-1) - 0.353315200157*LIR(-1) - 7.40096025985*LINF(-1)
- 0.296731969874*LOP(-1) + 47.3433452632 ) + 1.48090630713*D(GDP(-1)) - 0.159900957692*D(GDP(-2)) 0.370311818447*D(GDP(-3)) + 0.00327814943376*D(LSMI(-1)) + 0.0437628631718*D(LSMI(-2)) +
0.0437245379792*D(LSMI(-3))
0.0128262318107*D(LIR(-1))
+
0.00108704944885*D(LIR(-2))
+
0.00552818338651*D(LIR(-3))
0.17652891817*D(LINF(-1))
0.148810619315*D(LINF(-2))
0.00620030889853*D(LINF(-3)) + 0.0147960720268*D(LOP(-1)) - 0.00478542745239*D(LOP(-2)) 0.00536411925617*D(LOP(-3)) - 0.0009139834765

(5.2)

VAR (2):
D(RGDPR) =

D(RGDPR) =

A(1,1)*(B(1,1)*GDP(-1) + B(1,2)*LBCP(-1) + B(1,3)*LIR(-1) + B(1,4)*LINF(-1) + B(1,5)*LOP(-1) + B(1,6)) +
C(1,1)*D(GDP(-1)) + C(1,2)*D(GDP(-2)) + C(1,3)*D(GDP(-3)) + C(1,4)*D(LBCP(-1)) + C(1,5)*D(LBCP(-2)) +
C(1,6)*D(LBCP(-3)) + C(1,7)*D(LIR(-1)) + C(1,8)*D(LIR(-2)) + C(1,9)*D(LIR(-3)) + C(1,10)*D(LINF(-1)) +
C(1,11)*D(LINF(-2)) + C(1,12)*D(LINF(-3)) + C(1,13)*D(LOP(-1)) + C(1,14)*D(LOP(-2)) + C(1,15)*D(LOP(-3))
+ C(1,16)
- 0.00104868081916*( GDP(-1) + 0.292659428027*LBCP(-1) - 0.166643334979*LIR(-1) - 9.26056180223*LINF(1) - 2.5893231905*LOP(-1) + 47.6427682274 ) + 1.51473447189*D(GDP(-1)) - 0.208510644915*D(GDP(-2)) 0.354571261551*D(GDP(-3))
+
0.00885338309744*D(LBCP(-1))
- 0.100133163851*D(LBCP(-2))
+
0.0985660628442*D(LBCP(-3))
- 0.0128577409165*D(LIR(-1))
0.000321993972595*D(LIR(-2))
+
0.00440330334655*D(LIR(-3))
0.128329711138*D(LINF(-1))
0.103576536977*D(LINF(-2))
0.196954741946*D(LINF(-3))
+
0.0207210040137*D(LOP(-1))
+
0.0108269907915*D(LOP(-2))
+
0.00503480475442*D(LOP(-3)) - 0.000606057158487

(5.3)

VAR (3):
D(RGDPR) =

D(RGDPR) =

A(1,1)*(B(1,1)*GDP(-1) + B(1,2)*LM2(-1) + B(1,3)*LIR(-1) + B(1,4)*LINF(-1) + B(1,5)*LOP(-1) +
B(1,6)) + C(1,1)*D(GDP(-1)) + C(1,2)*D(GDP(-2))
+
C(1,3)*D(GDP(-3))
+
C(1,4)*D(LM2(-1))
+C(1,5)*D(LM2(-2)) + C(1,6)*D(LM2(-3)) + C(1,7)*D(LIR(-1)) + C(1,8)*D(LIR(-2)) + C(1,9)*D(LIR(3)) + C(1,10)*D(LINF(-1)) + C(1,11)*D(LINF(-2)) + C(1,12)*D(LINF(-3)) + C(1,13)*D(LOP(-1)) +
C(1,14)*D(LOP(-2)) + C(1,15)*D(LOP(-3)) + C(1,16)
0.000138886897223*( GDP(-1) + 0.968158512723*LM2(-1) - 0.263857820774*LIR(-1) - 10.0320975533*LINF(1)-5.75497472121*LOP(-1) + 51.4078481577 ) + 1.50899406532*D(GDP(-1)) - 0.173964679883*D(GDP(-2)) 0.385726321604*D(GDP(-3))
+ 0.0455698971217*D(LM2(-1)) + 0.253032025605*D(LM2(-2)) 0.0252147952512*D(LM2(-3))
-0.00934317195848*D(LIR(-1))
0.000820650405583*D(LIR(-2))0.00172555822101*D(LIR(-3))
0.110032505443*D(LINF(-1))
0.0347867690477*D(LINF(-2))
0.0853591131399*D(LINF(-3))+0.0286838973307*D(LOP(-1)) + 0.00972534403679*D(LOP(-2))
+
0.00429022203878*D(LOP(-3)) - 0.00300481437013

(5.4)

VAR (4):
D(RNOIL) =

D(RNOIL) =

A(1,1)*(B(1,1)*LNOGDP(-1) + B(1,2)*LSMI(-1) + B(1,3)*LIR(-1) + B(1,4)*LINF(-1) + B(1,5)*LOP(-1) +
B(1,6)) + C(1,1)*D(LNOGDP(-1)) + C(1,2)*D(LNOGDP(-2)) + C(1,3)*D(LNOGDP(-3)) + C(1,4)*D(LSMI(-1)) +
C(1,5)*D(LSMI(-2)) + C(1,6)*D(LSMI(-3)) + C(1,7)*D(LIR(-1)) + C(1,8)*D(LIR(-2)) + C(1,9)*D(LIR(-3))
+ C(1,10)*D(LINF(-1)) + C(1,11)*D(LINF(-2)) + C(1,12)*D(LINF(-3)) + C(1,13)*D(LOP(-1)) +
C(1,14)*D(LOP(-2)) + C(1,15)*D(LOP(-3)) + C(1,16)
- 0.000985545647958*( LNOGDP(-1) + 0.759102743443*LSMI(-1) - 0.198248676173*LIR(-1) 4.07994215652*LINF(-1) - 2.19036998715*LOP(-1) + 19.2397473113 ) + 1.64819382976*D(LNOGDP(-1)) 0.489950771976*D(LNOGDP(-2)) - 0.201257983605*D(LNOGDP(-3)) + 0.00564669471079*D(LSMI(-1)) +
0.00438411657755*D(LSMI(-2)) + 0.00431212309293*D(LSMI(-3)) + 0.00306493386399*D(LIR(-1)) 0.000235896365299*D(LIR(-2))
- 0.00222836651304*D(LIR(-3))
- 0.123107433756*D(LINF(-1))
0.0636532196547*D(LINF(-2)) - 0.0439096303692*D(LINF(-3)) - 0.00666281573893*D(LOP(-1)) 0.00350771290205*D(LOP(-2)) - 0.00214987390671*D(LOP(-3)) + 0.000401437621344
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(5.5)

VAR (5):
D(RNOIL) =

D(RNOIL) =

A(1,1)*(B(1,1)*LNOGDP(-1) + B(1,2)*LBCP(-1) + B(1,3)*LIR(-1) + B(1,4)*LINF(-1) + B(1,5)*LOP(-1) +
B(1,6)) + C(1,1)*D(LNOGDP(-1)) + C(1,2)*D(LNOGDP(-2)) + C(1,3)*D(LNOGDP(-3)) + C(1,4)*D(LBCP(-1)) +
C(1,5)*D(LBCP(-2)) + C(1,6)*D(LBCP(-3)) + C(1,7)*D(LIR(-1)) + C(1,8)*D(LIR(-2)) + C(1,9)*D(LIR(-3)) +
C(1,10)*D(LINF(-1)) + C(1,11)*D(LINF(-2)) + C(1,12)*D(LINF(-3)) + C(1,13)*D(LOP(-1)) + C(1,14)*D(LOP(2)) + C(1,15)*D(LOP(-3)) + C(1,16)
0.000965408577069*(
LNOGDP(-1)
+
1.09855630459*LBCP(-1)
- 0.132186020658*LIR(-1) 8.11174983846*LINF(-1) - 1.9595517293*LOP(-1) + 37.2204824303) + 1.67058640794*D(LNOGDP(-1))
- 0.537868607607*D(LNOGDP(-2)) -0.173617810544*D(LNOGDP(-3)) - 0.00991715324502*D(LBCP(-1)) +
0.0115741281591*D(LBCP(-2)) - 0.0166563009356*D(LBCP(-3)) + 0.00276505885787*D(LIR(-1)) 9.23488218473e-05*D(LIR(-2))
0.00235175947012*D(LIR(-3))
0.116535496131*D(LINF(-1))
0.0698183801019*D(LINF(-2))
0.0423674684253*D(LINF(-3))
0.0044037105407*D(LOP(-1))
0.00202884873897*D(LOP(-2)) - 0.000327631913615*D(LOP(-3)) + 0.00060631065353

(5.6)

VAR (6):
D(RNOIL) =

D(RNOIL) =

A(1,1)*(B(1,1)*LNOGDP(-1) + B(1,2)*LM2(-1) + B(1,3)*LIR(-1) + B(1,4)*LINF(-1) + B(1,5)*LOP(-1) +
B(1,6)) + C(1,1)*D(LNOGDP(-1)) + C(1,2)*D(LNOGDP(-2)) + C(1,3)*D(LNOGDP(-3)) + C(1,4)*D(LM2(-1)) +
C(1,5)*D(LM2(-2)) + C(1,6)*D(LM2(-3)) + C(1,7)*D(LIR(-1)) + C(1,8)*D(LIR(-2)) + C(1,9)*D(LIR(-3)) +
C(1,10)*D(LINF(-1)) + C(1,11)*D(LINF(-2)) + C(1,12)*D(LINF(-3)) + C(1,13)*D(LOP(-1)) + C(1,14)*D(LOP(2)) + C(1,15)*D(LOP(-3)) + C(1,16)
- 0.000687200999305*( LNOGDP(-1) + 3.08295034883*LM2(-1) + 0.00987930170814*LIR(-1) 11.9892166942*LINF(-1) - 3.106999132*LOP(-1) + 25.834680305 ) + 1.673609996*D(LNOGDP(-1)) 0.5369869769*D(LNOGDP(-2)) - 0.177344037017*D(LNOGDP(-3)) + 0.0273581857273*D(LM2(-1)) 0.00880678375625*D(LM2(-2))
-0.0176647320278*D(LM2(-3))
+
0.00213330131843*D(LIR(-1))
0.000982716625643*D(LIR(-2))
- 0.00301730414714*D(LIR(-3))
- 0.122548182321*D(LINF(-1))
0.0607138579366*D(LINF(-2)) - 0.0597315575112*D(LINF(-3)) - 0.00479899427036*D(LOP(-1)) 0.00266084682408*D(LOP(-2)) - 0.000114161865417*D(LOP(-3)) + 0.00043601065477

The normalised cointegrating vectors given in Equations (5.1-5.6) suggest the following results.
5.2.3.1 VAR (1)
A significant and negative long-run relationship
between GDP and SMI is found in this study. This
result is in alignment with the empirical studies by
Athanasios and Antonios (2010) and Olweny and
Kimani’s (2011) findings imply that the causality
between economic growth and stock market runs
unilaterally from the NSE 20-share index to the GDP.
From the results, it was inferred that the movement of
stock prices in the Nairobi stock exchange reflect the
macroeconomic condition of the country and can
therefore be used to predict the future path of
economic growth; Kirankabes and Başarir (2012)
found that there is a long-term relationship between
economic growth and the ISE 100 Index, and a oneway causality relationship with the ISE 100 towards
economic growth. Asiegbu and Akujuobi (2010)
found that the All-Share Index and number of listed
companies have a positive significant effect on
economic growth.
The negative relationship results do make sense
because:
1. At the end of 2009, free-floating shares on
the TASI index accounted for 37.9 per cent of total
issued shares.
2. The number of listed companies is very little
compare to the size of the market as the Arab, Middle
East and North Africa biggest capital market. Kolapo
and Adaramola (2012)
3. Recommended that the regulatory authority
should initiate policies that would encourage more
companies to access the market and also be more
proactive in their surveillance role in order to check
sharp practices which undermine market integrity and
erode investors’ confidence.

4. The stock market is still characterised by a
high degree of sectoral concentration and the
dominance
of
banking,
electricity
and
telecommunications, with six companies accounting
for nearly 70 per cent of the total market
capitalisation.
5. 90 per cent of investors are Saudi individuals
who are characterised by irrational exuberance and
herd mentality (Al-Twaijry 2007; Ramady 2010).
As a young and rapidly developing stock market,
a positive relationship with the economic growth
might exist once it has matured as observed in the
literature. The establishment of the CMA has helped
to overcome some of the previous obstacles in
expanding the capital market, namely an increase in
the number of listed companies, increase in the
number of shareholders, expansion of brokerage and
investment advisory services and licensing of nonbank financial institutions. The benefits of the CMA
could be felt in several areas: potential to draw back
Saudi resources invested abroad, growth of non-oil
financial services sector, improvement in risk
management practices and response to the
infrastructure services demand. The Saudi stock
market has made some progress in opening up to
foreign investors through swap facilities and there are
some developments in expanding the use of ETFs and
index funds.
5.2.3.2 VAR (2)
A positive long-run relationship (although statistically
insignificant) between GDP and BCP is found in this
study. These results are in alignment with the
‘independent’ vie that argues that capital market and
economic growth is not causally related (e.g. Stiglitz
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1985, Mayer 1988, Boyd and Smith 1998, Boulila &
Trabelsi 2004, Mosesov & Sahawneh 2005, AbuBader & Abu-Qarn 2006, Naceur & Ghazouani 2007).
These empirics were mostly conducted in the
developing Middle East and North Africa (MENA)
countries. In addition, this is supported by Mohamed
(2008) who related this result to the inefficient
allocation of resources by banks, the absence of
proper investment climate, and to the poor quality of
credit disposal of the banking sector. Furthermore,
this lack of relationship between BCP and GDP can
be related to the banking environment in Saudi Arabia
that is characterised of;
1. The issue of shareholder concentration is one
of the major concerns for the Saudi banking sector, as
it is for most other publicly listed Saudi joint stock
companies. The trend towards far fewer shareholders
is unmistakable and there are several implications.
First, holding a higher concentration of shares in
fewer hands might enable some business groups to
influence
day-to-day operations
and
bank
management through board representation. Second,
the concentration of shares in a few hands with block
votes ‘de-democratises’ the role of annual general
meetings in joint stock companies. Concentration
eliminates transparency and leads to joint stock
companies operating like partnerships.
2. The issue of competition, the same three
banks, NCB, SAMBA and Al Rajhi, dominated,
although Riyad Bank came a close fourth. Despite
new entrants into the Saudi banking sector, the top
three continued to dominate, the only erosion being
seen in their loan and asset share. Studies conducted
in the area of bank concentration and economic
efficiency indicates that a high concentration ratio
may induce banks to charge borrowers with higher
interest rates than when there is a low banking
concentration. According to Saudi studies, the noninterventionist policy of SAMA in this area of bank
regulation could hamper the growth of companies,
particularly SMEs, due to more restrictive credit
conditions by the banks within a system of imperfect
competition (Essayyad, Ramady & Al Hejji 2003).
3. Saudi banks have traditionally a low loansto-deposit ratio and thus more liquidity compared to
other Western institutions. The majority of bank
lending as of less than a year’s duration, which is
not conducive to long-term industrial investment and
planning. Filling a need for long-term investment
capital was the prime reason for the Saudi
government’s establishment of its o n lending
agencies.
4. Saudi banks suffer from widening assetliability maturity mismatch, raising major concerns
about banks’ liquidity risk as ell as credit risk.
5. Consumer loans represented around 38 per
cent of all private sector loans. According to SAMA
(2011), the majority were for financing motor
vehicles and ‘other’ unspecified personal loans; real
estate and credit-card financing remained steady.

Commercial banks are the second largest
supplier of credit in the Saudi economy after the
government’s mutual funds and special purposes
banks. In the modern economy, they create most of
the money supply by issuing loans. Therefore, when
banks create an excess supply of money, the prices of
assets, goods, and services tend to rise. Conversely,
when not enough money is created, the prices of
assets, goods, and services decrease (Ramady 2010).
5.2.3.3 VAR (3)
A positive long-run relationship (although statistically
insignificant) between GDP and M2 is found in this
study. These results are contrasted with, King and
Levine (1993), Levine and Zervos (1998), Al-Yousif
(2002), Ake and Ognaligui (2010), Demirhan,
Aydemir and Inkaya (2011), Dritsaki and DritsakiBargiota (2005), the cointegration tests revealed is a
significant and positive relationship for M2. Still, the
existing theoretical and empirical studies show no
consensus regarding the relationship between the
money supply (M2) and GDP (Jung 1986, Demirhan,
Aydemir & Inkaya 2011).
5.1.3.4 VAR (4)
A significant positive long-run relationship between
RNOIL and SMI is found in this VAR model. This is
contrasted to the VAR (1) model result and in line
with empirical studies by Athanasios and Antonios
(2010) and Ol eny and Kimani’s (2011) findings
imply that the causality between economic growth
and stock market runs unilaterally from the NSE 20share index to the GDP. From the results, it was
inferred that the movement of stock prices in the
Nairobi stock exchange reflect the macroeconomic
condition of the country and can therefore be used to
predict the future path of economic growth;
Kirankabes and Başarir (2012) found that there is a
long-term relationship between economic growth and
the ISE 100 Index, and a one-way causality
relationship with the ISE 100 towards economic
growth. Asiegbu and Akujuobi (2010) found that the
All-Share Index and number of listed companies have
a positive significant effect on economic growth.
5.2.3.5 VAR (5)
A significant positive long-run relationship between
RNOIL and BCP is found in this VAR model. Similar
to the VAR (2) model result however significant this
result is in line with Chuah and Thai (2004), they
used real non-hydrocarbon GDP in order to capture
the real impact of bank based development variables
on economic growth for six GCC countries including
Saudi Arabia. Chuah and Thai (2004) used annual
data over the period 1962-1999 for Saudi Arabia.
They applied a bivariate time series model and
concluded that capital market development provides
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critical services to increase the efficiency of
intermediation, leading to a more efficient allocation
of resources, a more rapid accumulation of physical
and human capital, and faster technological
innovation.
5.2.3.6 VAR (6)
A significant positive long-run relationship between
RNOIL and M2 is found in this VAR model. This
result is in line with, King and Levine (1993), Levine
and Zervos (1998), Al-Yousif (2002), Ake and
Ognaligui (2010), Demirhan, Aydemir and Inkaya
(2011), Dritsaki and Dritsaki-Bargiota (2005), the
cointegration tests revealed is a significant and
positive relationship for M2. Still, the existing
theoretical and empirical studies show no consensus
regarding the relationship between the money supply
(M2) and GDP (Jung 1986, Demirhan, Aydemir &
Inkaya 2011).
This result is contrasted to the VAR (3) and with
Darrat (1999) who investigated the relationship
between financial deepening and economic growth for
three developing Middle-Eastern countries (Saudi
Arabia, Turkey and the UAE). He applied GrangerCausality tests and VAR method over the period of
1964-1993 for Saudi Arabia. The study found no long
run relationship between financial deepening variable
(M2) and economic growth in the case of Saudi
Arabia.
5.3 Short-Run Analysis
Having established that most of the macroeconomic
variables in the analysis are cointegrated, the
fundamental question that needs to be asked is: what
is the nature of the dynamic relationship between
these variables in the short run? This question can be
answered using the causality tests. The following sub
sections present the results for these methodologies.
5.3.1 Causality Tests
The short run analysis is performed using a vector
error correction model as developed by Engle and
Granger (1987). Granger (1988) states that using a
VECM rather than a VAR in differences will not
result in any loss in long run information, as is the
case for the Granger (1969) causality test. The
following two sections present the results of both the
VECM and Granger causality tests.
5.3.1.1. VECM Causality Tests
In this section, a VECM is estimated to
investigate the short and long run dynamic
adjustment of a system of cointegrated variables. The
estimation equation (5.7) is:
∆Xt = δ + ∑+
+ vt

where ∆Xt is an nx1 vector of variables and δ is an
(nx1) vector of constants. Π is the error- correction
mechanism, which has two components: Π=αβ′
here α is an (nx1) column vector representing the
speed of the short run adjustment to the long-run
equilibrium, and β′ is a (1xn) cointegrating vector
with the matrix of long run coefficients. Γ is an (nxn)
matrix representing the coefficients of the short run
dynamics. Finally, vt is an (nx1) vector of white noise
error terms, and p is the order of the auto-regression.
Interestingly, Equation 5.7 has two channels of
causation. The first channel is through the lagged
exogenous variables’ coefficients. The second channel
of causation is through the error correction term. The
ECT captures adjustment of the system towards its
long run equilibrium.
Since the VECM technique is a more general
case of the standard VAR model, the analysis
proceeds to determine the lag length, , for the
dynamic terms, i.e., the lagged variables in first
difference form, the number of cointegrating vectors,
and the structural cointegrating vector of the VECM.
The optimal lag is p = 3 based on the previous
equations (4.3-4.8).
The VECM short run results shows only a
unidirectional relationship run from M2 to NOGDP
this results are consistent with First, the conventional
view of the supply leading hypothesis postulates that
the direction of causality flows from capital market
development to steady-state economic growth. In a
world without frictions caused by transaction,
information, and monitoring costs, no financial
intermediaries are needed. If those costs are
sufficiently high, no exchanges among economic
agents will take place. The need to reduce those costs
for exchanges to take place has led to the emergence
of financial institutions and markets constituting the
financial sector. A well-developed financial sector
provides critical services to reduce those costs and
thus to increase the efficiency of intermediation. It
mobilises savings, identifies and funds good business
projects, monitors the performance of managers,
facilitates trading, diversification of risks, and fosters
exchange of goods and services. These services result
in a more efficient allocation of resources, a more
rapid accumulation of physical and human capital,
and faster technological innovation, thus inducing
faster long-term economic growth
This view can be traced back to Schumpeter
(1912), Goldsmith (1969), McKinnon (1973), Shaw
(1973) King and Levine (1993) and Pagano (1993) all
of whom investigated the effect of capital market
development on economic growth (Demirhan,
Aydemir & Inkaya 2011;
Levine & Zervos 1998). Schumpeter’s (1912)
important early study proposed a causal link whereby
capital markets promote economic growth by funding
entrepreneurs and channelling capital to them with
higher return investments (Ake & Ognaligui 2010;
Demirhan, Aydemir & Inkaya 2011; Dritsaki &
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Dritsaki-Bargiota 2005; Levine & Zervos 1998).
Schumpeter’s
(1912) view was that economic change could
not simply be predicated on previous economic
conditions alone, although prevailing economic
conditions were a result of this. Similarly, Goldsmith
(1969) emphasised the effect of the financial structure
and development on economic growth.
5.3.1.2 Granger Causality Tests
This section presents Granger causality test results for
the short-run relationship between both of the
economic growth variables (RGDP & RNOIL) and
the capital market development variables of (SMI,
BCP & M2). Since these variables are cointegrated.

As concluded earlier, the Granger causality test is
appropriate to examine the short-run dynamic
relationships between these five variables.
The reported results of the Granger causality test
(1969) in Table 5.3 are based on a (3) lag model that
was suggested by SC and HQ previously in the VAR
models. The result of the (3) lags models shows a
bidirectional relationship between GDP and SMI, and
a unidirectional relationship from GDP to BCP. In
addition, M2 found to Granger-cause both of the
economic growth variables (GDP &NOGDP) at the
10 per cent significant level. This is another evidence
of none existence census among scholars along with
the influence of methodology, data period, frequency
and variables used in the study on results.

Table 5.3. Pairwise Granger Causality Tests (Sample: 1993M01 2009M12)
Lags: 3
VAR (1)
Null Hypothesis:
SMI does not Granger Cause GDP
GDP does not Granger Cause SMI
VAR (2)
Null Hypothesis:
BCP does not Granger Cause GDP
GDP does not Granger Cause BCP
VAR (3)
Null Hypothesis:
M2 does not Granger Cause GDP
GDP does not Granger Cause M2
VAR (4)
Null Hypothesis:
SMI does not Granger Cause NOGDP
NOGDP does not Granger Cause SMI
VAR (5)
Null Hypothesis:
BCP does not Granger Cause NOGDP
NOGDP does not Granger Cause BCP
VAR (6)
Null Hypothesis:
M2 does not Granger Cause NOGDP
NOGDP does not Granger Cause M2

6. Conclusion
This study aimed to determine the relationship
between capital market development and economic
growth in Saudi Arabia. The study is particularly
significant because Saudi Arabia is moving
aggressively towards strengthening the private sector
role in the economy via privatisation, its
establishment of the CMA in 2003, and the creation
of seven new economic cities.
This study provided a comprehensive theoretical
consideration of how the financial system and stock
market development could affect real economic
growth. In finance theory, there are four basic
functions and channels in which the stock market may
influence economic growth:

Obs
201

F-Statistic
2.82713
2.75884

Prob.
0.0398
0.0435

Obs
201

F-Statistic
1.28443
6.00138

Prob.
0.2810
0.0006

Obs
201

F-Statistic
2.54884
0.49871

Prob.
0.0571
0.6836

Obs
201

F-Statistic
1.29748
0.88313

Prob.
0.2766
0.4508

Obs
201

F-Statistic
1.90116
1.49050

Prob.
0.1307
0.2184

Obs
201

F-Statistic
2.60196
1.82815

Prob.
0.0533
0.1434

(1) the stock market provides investors and
entrepreneurs with a potential exit mechanism;
(2) capital inflows in both foreign direct
investment and portfolio are potentially important
sources of investment funds; (3) the provision of
liquidity through an organised stock market
encourages both international and domestic investors
to transfer their surplus from short-run assets to the
long-run capital market; and (4) the stock market
provides important information that improves the
efficiency of financial intermediation generally.
In contrast, the endogenous growth model in
economic theory illustrates that stock market
development may affect economic growth through an
increase in the saving rate, the channelling of more
savings to investment, and the improvement of capital
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productivity with better resource allocation towards
their most productive use. Thus, savings channeled
through the stock market is allocated more efficiently,
and the higher capital productivity leads to higher
economic growth.
This study investigated the relationship between
financial market development and the real GDP
growth rate per capita of the Saudi economy from
January 1993 to December 2009. The secondary data
was collected from the IMF, SAMA and TadawuL.
The VAR model was used to estimate the effects of
stock and credit market development on economic
growth. In order to test the causal relationships, the
following multivariate model was estimated:
Y = f (CMD, CV)
Where:
Y = Economic Growth variables (GDP &
NOGDP).
CMD = Capital Market Development
variables (SMI, BCP & M2).
CV = Control variables (IR, INF & OP).
Controlling variables from previous studies were
also used. All variables were in logarithm except GDP
because of some negative values:
The VAR model is a flexible model for the
analysis of multivariate time series. It is a natural
extension of the univariate autoregressive model for
dynamic multivariate time series. The VAR model is
especially useful for describing the dynamic
behaviour of economic and financial time series. In
addition to data description, the VAR model is also
used for structural inference and policy analysis. VAR
models and VECMs were generally used in previous
studies. They also offered a feasible approach to this
study due to the robustness and rigour of the data.
This study investigates the relationship between
capital market development and economic growth of
the Saudi economy over the period January 1993 to
December 2009. The secondary monthly data (204
observations) of the variables selected for the VAR
models are collected from the IMF, SAMA and the
Saudi stock exchange Tadawul.
We used real GDP growth rate (GDP) and real
non-oil GDP growth rate (NOGDP) as proxies for
economic growth; Stock market development (SMI)
proxied by the Tadawul All share index (TASI), the
broad money supply (M2) and bank credit (BCP) of
local commercial banks for the private sector as
proxies for capital market development. Controlled by
(1) a short term interest rate (IR), the Saudi Arabia
Interbank Offered Rate (Isa3); (2) inflation (INF) in
the Saudi economy measured by the consumer price
index (CPI);
(3) world oil price (OP) proxied by the UKBrent crude price oil.
These variables were statistically analysed,
starting with descriptive statistics and then
undertaking long-run and short-run analyses using
Johansen-Juselius cointegration tests, the VECM and

the Granger causality test. The results from the ADF
and PP unit root tests provided additional support for
treating all the individual series as non-stationary in
their levels but stationary in their first differences.
The analysis was preceded by the use of 3 lags
suggested by the SC and HQ tests.
The VAR models indicate a positive and
significant long-term causal relationship between
capital market development and economic growth.
The VECM short-run results showed a unidirectional
relationship run from M2 to NOGDP. This is
consistent with the supply-leading view, which states
that economic growth follows financial development.
Granger causality tests show that economic growth
Granger-cause capital market development and vice
versa when
(4.1) using the real GDP growth rate variables.
These results are consistent with previous studies of
developing countries.
A well-developed capital market will lead to
economic growth and vice versa. The Saudi capital
market should develop through increases in the
number of listed companies and the free-float shares
ratio, as well as the shift towards financial and
corporate invertors’ market orientation. The banking
sector needs to focus on more small and medium
business
lending,
ith
less
shareholders’
concentration. These improvements will strengthen
the role of the private sector to shift the Saudi
economy into sustainability away from an oil-based
economy.
References
1.
2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

734

Abdeen, Adnan & Shook, Dale 1984, The Saudi
financial system in the context of Western and Islamic
finance, John Wiley & Sons, New York, NY.
Abdul-Hadi, Ayman & Shafiq, Fayyad 1988, Stock
markets of the Arab world: trends, problems and
prospects for integration, Routledge, London.
Abu-Bader, S & Abu-Qarn, AS 2006, Financial
development and economic growth nexus: time series
evidence from Middle Eastern and North African
countries, Discussion Paper 06–09, Monaster Centre for
Economic Research, Ben Gurion University of the
Negev, Beer-Sheva, Israel.
Abu-mustafa, N 2007, ‘A revie
of regulation,
opportunity and risk in Gulf Cooperation Council stock
markets: the case of Ku ait’, International Research
Journal of Finance and Economics, vol. 8, pp. 134–146.
Acaravci A, Ozturk I & Acaravci, SK 2007, ‘
Finance-growth nexus: evidence from Turkey,
International Research Journal of Finance and
Economics, no. 11, pp. 30–40.
Agar al R 2000, ‘Capital market development, corporate
financing pattern and economic gro th in India’,
Working paper, no. 20, Institute of Economic Growth,
Delhi, India.
Agar al, Sumit 2001, ‘Stock market development and
economic growth: preliminary evidence from African
Countries’,
Memo,
http://publicpolicy.subr.edu//JSDA/Spring).
Agra alla, R & Tuteja, S 2007, ‘Causality bet een stock
market development and economic growth: a case study

Corporate Ownership & Control / Volume 11, Issue 2, 2014, Continued – 7

9.

10.

11.
12.

13.

14.

15.
16.
17.

18.
19.

20.
21.

22.

23.

24.

25.
26.

of India’, Journal of Management Research, vol. 7, no. 3,
pp. 158–168.
Aitken, Brian, Gordon H. Hanson and Ann E. Harrison,
1997, ‘Spillovers, foreign investment, and export
behaviour’, Journal of International Economics, vol. 43,
pp. 103–132.
Ake, B & Ognaligui, RW 2010, ‘Financial stock market
and economic growth in developing countries: the case of
Douala Stock Exchange in Cameroon’, International
Journal of Business and Management, vol. 5, no. 5, pp.
82–88.
Akeel, M 2006, ‘Ne CMA rules restricts expats from
IPOs’, Arab Ne s, vie ed 21 April 2010,
http://www.arabnews.com/node/282238
Akinlo, Anthony Enisan & Egbetunde, Tajudeen 2010,
‘Financial development and economic gro th: the
experience of 10 Sub-Saharan African countries
revisited’, The Revie of Finance and Banking, vol. 2,
no. 1, pp. 17–28.
Alajekwu, Udoka Bernard & Achugbu, Austin A 2012,
‘The role of stock market development on economic
gro th in Nigeria: a time series analysis’, African
Research Review, vol. 6, no. 24, pp. 51–70.
Al-Awad & Harb, Nasri. 2005. 'Financial development
and economic growth in the Middle East', Applied
Financial Economics, vol. 15, pp. 1041–1051.
Al-Dukheil, Abdulaziz M 1995, The banking system and
its performance in Saudi Arabia, Saqi Books, London.
Al-Dukheil, Abdulaziz M 2002, Saudi stock market, The
Consulting Center for Finance & Investment, Saudi
Arabia, Riyadh.
Alexander, P 2009, ‘Sukuk market faces stern test of
maturity’, The Banker, vie ed 21 April 2010,
http://www.thebanker.com/news/fullstory.php/aid/6727/S
ukuk_market_faces_stern_test_of_maturity.html?current
_page=2.
Al-Farsi, Fouad 1982, Saudi Arabia: A case study in
development, Routledge and Kegan Paul International,
London.
Al-Malkawi, Husam-Aldin N, Marashdeh, Hazem A &
Abdullah, Naziruddin 2012, ‘Financial development and
economic growth in the UAE: empirical assessment
using ARDL approach to co-integration’, International
Journal of Economics and Finance, vol. 4, no. 5, pp. 105–
117.
Al-Omar, F 1996, ‘Privatization in the Gulf Cooperation
Council (GCC) countries: the need and the process’,
Islamic Economic Studies, vol. 2, no. 2, pp. 35–55.
Al-Suhaimi, Jammaz 2002 ‘Consolidation, competition,
foreign presence and systematic stability in the Saudi
banking industry’, SAMA, Riyadh.
Al-Tamimi, Hussein A., Al-Awad, Hassan. & Charif, A.
Husni. 2002, ‘Finance and Gro th: Evidence from Some
Arab Countries’, Journal of Transnational Management
Development, vol. 7, no. 2, pp. 3-18.
Al-Twaijry, A 2007, Saudi stock market historical view
and crisis effect: graphical and statistical analysis,
retrieved
21
November
2011,
http://beepdf.com/doc/210906/saudi_stock_market_histo
rical_view_and_crisis_effect__grap hical_and_.html
Al-Yousif, Yousif Khalifa 2002, ‘Financial development
and economic growth: another look at the evidence from
developing countries’, Revie of Financial Economics,
vol. 11, pp. 131–150.
Ang, J 2008, Financial development and economic
growth in Malaysia, Routledge, Abingdon, England.
Antonios, A 2010, ‘Financial development and economic

27.
28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.
36.
37.

38.

39.

40.

41.
42.
43.

44.
45.

735

growth: a comparative study between 15 European
Union member-states’, International Research Journal of
Finance and Economics, no. 35, pp. 143–149.
Ardic, O. P & Damar H. E 2006, ‘Financial sector
deepening and economic gro th: evidence from turkey’,
MPRA Paper No. 4077.
Arestis, P, Demetriades, P & Luintel, K 2001, ‘Financial
development and economic growth: the role of stock
markets’, Journal of Money, Credit and Banking, vol. 33,
no. 1, pp. 16–41.
Asante, Stephen, Agyapong, Daniel & Adam, Anokye M
2011, ‘Bank competition, stock market and economic
gro th in Ghana’, International Journal of Business
Administration, vol. 2, no. 4, pp. 33–41.
Aslan, O & Küçükaksoy, I 2006, ‘Relationship bet een
financial development and economic growth; An
econometric application on Turkey's economy’, Istanbul
University Faculty of Economics and Statistics, Journal
of Econometrics, no. 4, pp. 12–28.
Asiegbu, BC & Akujuobi, C 2010, ‘Performance
indicators of capital market and the economic growth of
Nigeria’, Interdisciplinary Journal of Contemporary
Research In Business, vol. 2, no. 2, pp. 399–417.
Athanasios, V & Antonios, A 2010, ‘The effect of stock
and credit market development on economic growth: an
empirical analysis for Italy’, International Research
Journal of Finance and Economics, no. 41, pp. 33–42.
Athapathu, AR & Jayasinghe, P 2012, ‘Stock market
performance and economic growth: the case of Sri
Lanka’, Research Paper, 4 April, University of Colombo,
Sri Lanka, pp. 83–92.
Atje, Raymond & Jovanovic, Boyan 1993, ‘Stock
markets and development’, European Economic Revie ,
no. 37, pp. 632–640.
Austrade. 2010, ‘Islamic Finance’, Austrade, Australia.
Auty, RM 2001, Resource abundances and economic
development, Oxford University Press, Oxford, UK.
Azzam, H 1997, The emerging Arab capital markets,
Kegan Paul International, New York. Azzam, H 2002,
The Arab world: facing the challenges of the new
millennium, IB Tauris, London.
Balaam, David & Veseth, Michael 2008, Introduction to
international political economy’, 4th edn, Pearson
Prentice Hall, New Jersey.
Bange, M 1996, ‘Capital market forecasts of economic
growth: new tests for Germany, Japan, and the United
States’, Quarterly Journal of Business and Economics,
vol. 35, no. 4, pp. 3–17.
Barna, F & Mura, PO 2010, ‘Capital market
development and economic growth: the case of
Romania’, Annals of the University of Petroşani,
Economics, vol. 10, no. 2, pp. 31–42.
Barro, Robert J 1990, ‘The stock market and investment’,
Review of Financial Studies, vol. 3, pp. 115–31.
Beck, T & Levine, R 2004, ‘Stock markets, banks, and
gro th: panel evidence’, Journal of Banking and
Finance, vol. 28, pp. 423–442.
Bekaert, G & Harvey, C 1997, Growth, capital markets:
an engine for economic growth, National Bureau of
Economic Research, Cambridge, MA.
Bekaert, G, Harvey, C & Lumsdaine, R 2002, ‘Dating
the integration of orld equity markets’, Journal of
Financial Economics, vol. 65, no. 2, pp. 203–247.
Bekaert, G, Harvey, C & Lundblad, Christian 2001,
‘Emerging equity markets and economic development’,
Journal of Development Economics, vol. 66, pp. 465–
504.

Corporate Ownership & Control / Volume 11, Issue 2, 2014, Continued – 7

46.

47.

48.

49.
50.
51.

52.
53.

54.

55.

56.
57.
58.
59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.
65.

Benjelloun, H & Abdullah, A 2008, ‘Index funds and
diversification in Saudi Arabia’, International Journal of
Islamic and Middle Eastern Finance and Management,
vol. 2, no. 3, pp. 201–212.
Bencivenga, V, Smith, BD & Starr, R 1996, ‘Equity
markets, transaction costs, and capital accumulation: an
illustration’, World Bank Economic Revie , vol. 10, no.
2, pp. 241–265.
Bernanke, BS 2003, ‘Monetary policy and the stock
market: some empirical results’, Remarks by Governor at
the Fall 2003 Banking and Finance Lecture, Widener
University, Chester, Pennsylvania,
Bertola, Giuseppe 1993, ‘Factor shares and savings in
endogenous gro th’, American Economic Revie , vol.
83, pp. 1184–1198.
Biggs, B 2006, Hedgehogging, John Wiley & Sons, New
Jersey.
Binswanger, M. 1999, Stock markets, speculative
bubbles and economic growth: new dimensions in the coevolution of real and financial markets Growth, Edward
Elgar, Cheltenham.
Bisisu, Adnan 1984, Offshore banking in Bahrain,
Bahrain Chamber of Commerce and Industry Press,
Bahrain.
Bis as, Shankar 2008, ‘Gate ay to gro th’, World
Finance,
viewed
21
April
2010,
http://www.worldfinance.com/home/special-reportshome/gateway-to-growth
Bjornland HC & Leitemo, K 2009, ‘Identifying the
interdependence between US monetary policy and the
stock market’, Journal of Monetary Economics, vol. 56
no. 2, pp. 275–282.
Blanchard, O 2003, Macroeconomics, Prentice Hall
Series in Economics, Massachusetts Institute of
Technology, MA.
Blanchard, OJ & Quah, D 1989, ‘The dynamic effects
aggregate demand and supply disturbances’,
American Economic Review, vol. 79, no. 4, pp. 655–673.
Bodie, Z 1976, ‘Common stocks as a hedge against
inflation’, Journal of Finance, American Finance
Association, vol. 31, no. 2, pp. 459–70.
Bodie, Zvi, Kane, Alex & Marcus, Alan J 2002,
Investments, McGraw-Hill Higher Education, New
York.
Bolbol, AA, Fatheldin, A & Omran, MM 2005,
‘Financial development, structure, and economic gro th:
the case of Egypt, 1974–2002’, Research in International
Business and Finance, vol. 19, no. 1, pp. 171–194.
Botta, A & Vaggi, G 2011, ‘Palestine: a theoretical
model of an investment-constrained economy’, Research
paper of the Faculty of Economics, University of
Insubria, Varese, Italy.
Bonin, J, Hasan, I & Wachtel, P 2005, ‘Privatization
matters: bank efficiency in transition countries’, Journal
of Banking and Finance, vol. 29, nos. 8–9, pp. 2155–
2178.
Boulila, Ghazi, & Trabelsi, Mohamed. 2004. ‘The
Causality Issue in the Finance and Growth Nexus:
Empirical Evidence from Middle East and North African
Countries’, Revie of Middle East Economics and
Finance, vo. 2, no. 2, pp. 123-38.
Boycko, M, Shleifer, A & Vishny R 1996, ‘A theory of
privatisation’, Economic Journal, vol. 106, March, pp.
309–319.
Boyd, J & Smith, B 1998, ‘The evolution of debt and
equity markets in economic development’, Economic
Theory, vol. 12, no. 3, pp. 519–560.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.
76.

77.
78.
79.

80.

81.

82.
83.

736

Brasoveanu, L, Dragota, V, Catarama, D & Semenescu,
A 2008, ‘Correlations between capital market
development and economic growth: the case of
Romania’, Journal of Applied Quantitative Methods, vol.
3, no.1, pp. 64–75.
Bro n, J, Earle, J & Telegdy, Á 2010, ‘Employment and
wage effects of privatisation: evidence from Hungary,
Romania, Russia and Ukraine’, Economic Journal, vol.
120, no. 545, pp. 683– 708.
Buch, C. Kleinert, J. Lipponer, A. Toubal, F.
2005,’Determinants and effects of foreign direct
investment: evidence from German firm-level data’,
Economic Policy, pp. 51–110.
Calderón, C & Liu, L 2003, ‘The direction of causality
bet een financial development and economic gro th’,
Journal of Development Economics, vol. 72, no. 1, pp.
321–334.
Capasso, S 2006, ‘Stock market development and
economic gro th’, World Institute for Development
Economic Research, Research paper no. 2006/102.
Caporale, GM, Ho ells, P & Soliman, AM 2004, ‘Stock
market development and economic growth: the causal
linkage’, Journal of Economic Development, vol. 29, pp.
33–50.
Caporale, GM, Howells, P & Soliman, AM 2005,
‘Endogenous gro th models and stock market
development: evidence from four countries’, Revie of
Development Economics, vol. 9, no. 2, pp. 166–176.
Chapra, U 2009, ‘The global financial crisis: can Islamic
finance help?’, Ne Horizon, IIBI, viewed 21 April
2010,
http://www.newhorizonislamicbanking.com/index.cfm?s
ection=academicarticles&action=vie w&id=10733
Chadhury, Kiren Aziz 1989, ‘The price of ealth:
business and state in labor remittance and oil economies’,
International Organization, vol. 43, Winter, pp. 101–45.
Chadhury, Kiren Aziz 1997, The price of wealth:
economies and institutions in the Middle East, Cornell
University Press, Ithaca, NY.
Chen, N, Roll, Richard & Ross, Stephen A 1986,
‘Economic forces and the stock market’, Journal of
Business, vol. 59, no. 3, pp. 383–403.
Choe, Chong oo & Moosa, Imad 1999, ‘Financial
system and economic gro th: the Korean experience’,
World Development, vol. 27, no. 6, pp. 1069–1082.
Choi, In 1992, ‘Effects of data aggregation on the po er
of tests for a unit root: a simulation study’, Economics
Letters, vol. 40, no. 4, pp. 397–40.
Choong, Chee Keong, Zulkornain Yusop, Siong Hook
La & Khim Venus Sen 2003, ‘Financial development
and economic growth in Malaysia: the stock market
perspective’, Economics Working Paper Archive at
WUSTL.
Christopoulos, DK & Tsionas, E 2004, ‘Financial
development and economic growth: evidence from panel
unit root and cointegration tests’, Journal of Development
Economics, vol. 73, pp. 55– 74.
Chuah, H. L. & Thai, V. 2004. ‘Financial Development
and Economic Growth: Evidence from Causality Tests
for the GCC countries’, IMF Working Paper, no.
WP/04/XX.
Claus, Iris, Haugh, David, Scobie, Grant & Tornquist,
Jonas 2001, ‘Saving and gro th in an open economy’,
Treasury Working Paper 01/32.
Collier, Paul & Gunning, Jan Willem 1998, ‘Exploring
African economic performance’, WPS97-2.2 CSAE
Working Papers Series.

Corporate Ownership & Control / Volume 11, Issue 2, 2014, Continued – 7

84.

Cordesman, AH 2003, Saudi Arabia enters the twentyfirst century, Greenwoods Publishing Group, Cincinnati.
85. Cordesman, AH & Al-Rhodhan, KR 2006, The changing
dynamics of energy in the Middle East, Greenwood
Publishing Group, Cincinnati.
86. Cunado J & Garcia, FP 2005, ‘Oil prices, economic
activity and inflation: evidence for some Asian
Countries’, Quarterly Revie of Economics and Finance,
vol. 45, no. 1, pp. 65–83.
87. Darrat, Ali 1999, ‘Are financial deepening and economic
gro th causally related? Another look at the evidence’,
International Economic Journal, vol. 13, no. 3, pp. 19–35.
88. Darrat, Ali & Al-So aidi, Saif 2010, ‘Information
technology, financial deepening and economic growth:
Some evidence from a fast gro ing emerging economy’,
Journal of Economics and International Finance, vol. 2,
no. 2, pp. 28–35.
89. De Gregorio, Jose & Guidotti, Pablo E 1995, ‘Financial
development
and economic
gro th’,
World
Development, vol. 23, no. 3, pp. 433–448.
90. Demetriades, Panicos & Hussein, Khaled 1996, ‘Does
financial development cause economic growth? Timeseries evidence from 16 countries’, Journal of
Development Economics, vol. 51, pp. 387–411.
91. Demirguc-Kunt, Asli & Levine, Ross 1996, ‘Stock
markets, corporate finance, and economic growth an
overview, World Bank Economic Review, vol. 10, no. 2,
pp. 223–239.
92. Demirhan, E, Aydemir, O & Inkaya, A 2011, ‘The
direction of causality between financial development and
economic gro th: evidence from Turkey’, International
Journal of Management, vol. 28, no. 1, pp. 3–19.
93. Devereux, M & Smith, G 1994, ‘International risk
sharing and economic gro th’, International Economic
Review, vol. 35, no. 4, pp. 535–550.
94. DFID (Department for International Development) 2004,
‘The importance of financial sector development for
gro th and poverty reduction’, Policy division orking
paper, Policy Division.
95. Dickey, D & Fuller, W 1979, ‘Distributions of the
estimators for autoregressive time series ith a unit root’,
Journal of the American Statistical Association, vol. 75,
pp. 427–431.
96. Don a P & Odia J 2010, ‘An empirical analysis of the
impact of the Nigerian capital market on her socioeconomic development’, Journal of Social Science, vol.
24, no. 2, pp. 135–142.
97. Dornbusch, Rudiger & Fischer, Stanley 1980, ‘Exchange
rates and current account’, American Economic Revie ,
vol. 70, pp. 960–971.
98. Dornbusch, Rudiger & Fischer, Stanley 1994,
Macroeconomics, McGraw Hill, USA.
99. Dritsaki, C & Dritsaki-Bargiota, M 2005, ‘The causal
relationship between stock, credit market and economic
development: an empirical evidence for Greece’,
Economic Change and Restructuring, vol. 38, no. 1, pp.
113–127.
100. Ellahi, N & Khan, MA 2011, ‘Testing finance growth
nexus: an auto regressive distributed lag (ARDL)
methodology approach for selected SAARC countries’,
South Asian Journal of Management, vol. 18, no. 2, pp.
76–91.
101. Eltony, M. Nagy 2003, ‘Can an Oil Based Country be
Diversified? A Case study of Ku ait’, Journal of Energy
and Development, vol. 27, no.2.
102. Enders, W 2004, Applied econometric time series, 2nd
edn, John Wiley & Sons, New York.

103. Enders, W 2010, Applied econometric time series, 3rd
edn, John Wiley & Sons, New York.
104. Engle, R & Granger, C 1987, ‘Cointegration and error
correction: Representation, estimation and testing’,
Econometrica, vol. 55, pp. 251–276.
105. Ehteshami, A 2003, ‘The politics of participation in the
oil monarchies’, in Tom Najem & Martin Hetherington
(eds) Good Governance in the Middle East Oil
Monarchies, Routledge Curzon, London.
106. Essayyad, M, Ramady, M & Al Hejji, M 2003,
‘Determinants of bank profitability of petroleum
economy: the case of Saudi Arabia’, Petroleum
Accounting and Financial Management Journal, vol. 22,
no. 3, pp. 69–101.
107. E ah, S, Esang, A & Bassey, U 2009, ‘Appraisal of
capital market efficiency on economic growth in
Nigeria’, International Journal of Business and
Management, vol. 12, no. 4, pp. 219–228.
108. EVie s 2012, ‘User’s guide I & II’, Version 7.0.
109. Faff, RW & Brailsford, TJ 1999, ‘Oil price risk and the
Australian stock market’, Journal of Energy Finance &
Development, vol. 4, no. 1, pp. 69–87.
110. Falcom 2010, viewed 17 May, www.falcom.com.sa
111. Fama, EF 1981, ‘Stock returns, real activity, inflation,
and money’, The American Economic Review, vol. 71,
no. 4, pp. 545–565.
112. Fasnacht, D 2009, Open innovation in the financial
services: growing through openness, flexibility and
customer integration, Springer, Berlin.
113. Fattouh, B 2006, ‘Middle East crude pricing and the
Oman crude oil futures contract: a critical assessment’,
Middle East Economic Survey, vol. 49, no. 37,
http://www.middleeastoil.net/Oxford%20Energy%20Co
mment.pdf.
114. Filer, Randall K, Hanousek, Jan & Campos, Nauro F
1999, ‘Do stock markets promote economic gro th?’,
William Davidson Institute, University of Michigan,
Working Paper Series no. 267.
115. Fischer, Stanley 2003, ‘The importance of financial
markets in economic gro th’, Speech at the International
Derivatives and Financial Market Conference, The
Brazilian Mercantile and Futures Exchange (Citigroup,
Campos
do
Jordao,
Brazil),
http://www.piie.com/fischer/pdf/fischer081103.pdf
116. Fisher, I. 1930, The theory of interest, Macmillan, New
York.
117. Fisher, I. 1933. ‘The debt-deflation theory of Great
Depressions’, Econometrica, vol. 4, pp. 337-357.
118. Fisher, G., Hughes, R. Griffin, R. and Pustay, M. 2006,
International Business: managing in the Asia-Pacific,
Pearson Education. Australia.
119. FitzGerald, V 2006, ‘Financial development and
economic gro th: a critical survey’, Background paper
prepared for the World Economic and Social Survey
2006: diverging growth and development.
120. Frankel, JA 1983, Monetary and portfolio-balance
models of exchange rate determination in economic
interdependence and flexible exchange rates, MIT Press,
Cambridge, MA.
121. Goaied, Mohamed. & Sassi, Seifallah, 2011, 'Financial
Development, Islamic Banking and Economic Growth
Evidence from MENA Region' International Journal of
Business and Management Science, vol. 4, no. 2, pp.
105-128.
122. Garcia, Valeriano & Liu, Lin 1999, ‘Macroeconomic
determinants of stock market development’, Journal of
Applied Economics, vol. 11, pp. 29–59.

737

Corporate Ownership & Control / Volume 11, Issue 2, 2014, Continued – 7
123. Gelb, AH 1989, ‘Financial policies, gro th and
efficiency’, World Bank Working Paper 202, June.
124. Ghali, K 1999, ‘Financial development and economic
gro th: the Tunisian experience’, Revie
of
Development Economics, vol. 3, no. 3, pp. 310–322.
125. Ghirmay, T 2004, ‘Financial development and economic
growth in sub-Saharan African countries: evidence from
time series analysis’, African Development Review, vol.
16, no.3, pp. 415–432.
126. Goldsmith, RW 1969, ‘Financial structure and
development’, Studies in Comparative Economics, no. 9,
Yale University Press, New Haven, CT.
127. Graff, M 1999, ‘Financial development and economic
gro th: A ne empirical analysis’, Dresden discussion
paper in economics, no. 05/99,
128. Graff, M 2001, ‘Financial development and economic
gro th: ne data and empirical analysis’, METU Studies
in Development, vol. 28, no. 1, pp. 83–110.
129. Granger, CWJ 1969, ‘Investigating causal relations by
econometric models and cross spectral methods’,
Econometrica, vol. 37, no. 3, pp. 428–438.
130. Granger, CWJ 1986, ‘Developments in the study of
cointegrated economic variables’, Oxford Bulletin of
Economics and Statistics, vol. 48, pp. 213–228.
131. Granger, CWJ 1988, ‘Some recent developments in a
concept of causality’, Journal of Econometrics, vol. 39,
pp. 199–211.
132. Granger, CWJ & Ne bold, P 1974, ‘Spurious
regressions in econometrics’, Journal of Econometrics,
vol. 2, no. 2, pp. 111–120.
133. Greenwood, J & Jovanovic, B 1990, ‘Financial
development, gro th, and the distribution of income’,
The Journal of Political Economy, vol. 98, pp. 1076–
1107.
134. Green ood, J & Smith, B 1997, ‘Financial markets in
development, and the development of financial markets’,
Journal of Economic Dynamics and Control, vol. 21, no.
1, pp. 145–181.
135. Gronski, Ortrun Anne 2001, Stock markets and
economic growth: evidence from South Africa, Peter
Lang, Frankfurt.
136. Grossman, Gene M & Helpman, Elhanan 1994,
‘Endogenous innovation in the theory of gro th’, Journal
of Economic Perspectives, vol. 8, pp. 23–44.
137. Grossman, S & Hart, O 1986, ‘The costs and benefits of
o nership: a theory of vertical and lateral integration’,
Journal of Political Economy, vol. 94, no. 4, pp. 691–
719.
138. Gujarati, Damodar 1995, Basic econometrics, McGrawHill, New York. Gurusamy, S. 2009, Capital Markets,
2nd edn, Tata McGraw-Hill, New Delhi
139. Hacker SR & Hatemi, A 2006, ‘Tests for causality
between integrated variables using asymptotic and
bootstrap distributions: theory and application’, Applied
Economics, vol. 38, pp. 1489– 1500.
140. Hakkio, CS & Rush, M 1991, ‘Cointegration: ho short
is the long-run?’, Journal of International Money and
Finance, December, pp. 571–581.
141. Handa, J & Khan SR 2008, ‘Financial development and
economic growth: a symbiotic relationship’, Applied
Financial Economics, vol. 18, no. 13, pp. 1033–1049.
142. Han are, K 2009, ‘Profitability prospects bright for
Saudi banks’, Sukuk.net, vie ed 21 April 2010,
http://sukuk.net/news/articles/1/Profitability_prospects_b
right_for_Saudi_banks.html
143. Harrison, Ann. 1997, ‘Determinants and Consequences
of Foreign Investment in Three Developing Countries’,

144.

145.
146.

147.

148.
149.
150.

151.
152.

153.
154.
155.

156.

157.
158.

159.

160.
161.

162.

738

in Mark Roberts and James Tybout, (eds.), Industrial
Evolution in Developing Countries. Oxford University
Press, New York.
Hassounah, M, n.d., ‘Saudi Arabia: climate for change:
banking on recovery and prosperity’, The Washington
Post,
viewed
21
April
2010,
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wpadv/specialsales/spotlight/saudiarabia/images/Saudi_Ara
bia_Climate_For_Change.pdf
Hayashi, F 2000, Econometrics, Princeton University
Press, NJ.
Hegelan, A & Palmer, M 1999, ‘Bureaucracy and
development in Saudi Arabia’, in T Niblock & R Wilson
(eds), The political economy of the Middle East, vol. 5,
pp. 1–22, Edward Elgar, Cheltenham.
Helpman, E., Melitz, M.J. and Yeaple, S.R.
2004,’Exports versus FDI ith heterogeneous firms’,
American Economic Review, vol. 94, no. 1, pp. 300–316.
Henry, PB 2000, ‘Stock market liberalisation, economic
reform, and emerging market equity prices’, The Journal
of Finance, vol. 55, pp. 529–564.
Holmstrom, B & Tirole, J 1993, ‘Market liquidity and
performance monitoring’, Journal of Political Economy,
vol. 101, no. 4, pp. 678–709.
Hondroyiannis G, Lolos S & Papapetrou, E 2005,
‘Financial markets and economic gro th in Greece,
1986–1999’, International Financial Markets, Institutions
and Money, vol. 15, pp. 173–188.
Halıcıoğlu, Ferda 2007, ‘The financial development and
economic gro th nexus for Turkey’, MPRA Paper No.
3566.
Hossain, S & Kamal, M 2010, ‘Does stock market
development cause economic growth? A time series
analysis for Bangladesh economy’, Journal of
International Finance and Economics, vol. 10, no. 2, pp.
87–95.
Huang, RD, Masulis, RW & Stoll, HR 1996, ‘Energy
shocks and financial markets’, Journal of Futures
Markets, vol. 16, no. 1, pp. 1–27.
IFIS, 2013, http://www.islamicfinanceservice.com.
Im, S, Pesaran, H & Shin, Y 1997, ‘Testing for unit roots
in heterogeneous panel’, Department of Applied
Econometrics, University of Cambridge.
IMF
(International
Monetary
Fund)
1999,
‘Improvements in global financial system hinge on
transparency and management of risk’, IMF Press
(Survey 5 September, p. 110) New York.
IMF 2006a, ‘Financial system stability assessment’,
International Monetary Fund Publication Services, June,
no.06/199, pp. 1–43.
IMF 2006b ‘IMF executive board concludes 2006 Article
IV consultation
ith Saudi Arabia’, updated 27
September,
viewed
21
April
2010,
http://www.imf.org/external/np/sec/pn/2006/pn06108.ht
m.
Jones, ZD 2009, ‘Strong Saudi sukuk marks turning
point’, Maktoob Business, vie ed 21 April 2010,
http://business.maktoob.com/20090000006998/Strong_S
audi_sukuk_marks_turning_point_/ Article.htm.
Johany, Ali D, Berne, Michel & Mixon, Wilson Jr 1986,
The Saudi Arabian Economy, John Hopkins University
Press, Baltimore, MD.
Johansen, S & Juselius, C 1990, ‘Maximum likelihood
estimation and inference on cointegration: with
applications to the demand for money’, Oxford Bulletin
of Economics and Statistics, vol. 52, no. 2, pp. 169–210.
Johansen, S 1988, ‘Statistical analysis of cointegrating

Corporate Ownership & Control / Volume 11, Issue 2, 2014, Continued – 7

163.
164.
165.

166.
167.
168.

169.

170.

171.
172.

173.
174.

175.
176.

177.

178.
179.

180.
181.

vectors’, Journal of Economic Dynamics and Control,
vol. 12, pp. 231–254.
Johansen, S 1991, ‘Estimation and hypothesis testing of
cointegration vectors in Gaussian vector autoregressive
models’, Econometrica, vol. 59, no. 6, pp. 1551–80.
Johansen, S 1995, Likelihood-based inference in
cointegrated vector autoregressive models, Oxford
University Press, Oxford.
Jung, WS 1986, ‘Financial development and economic
gro th: international evidence’, Economic Development
and Cultural Change, vol. 34, no. 2, pp. 333–346.
Juselius, K 2006, The cointegrated VAR model:
methodology and applications, Oxford University Press,
Oxford, England.
Kar, M & Pentecost, EJ 2000, ‘Financial development
and economic growth in Turkey: further evidence on the
causality issue’, Economic Research Paper No. 00/27.
Kar, Muhsin. Nazlıoğlu, aban. & Ağır, Hüseyin. 2011,
Financial development and economic growth nexus in
the MENA countries: Bootstrap panel granger causality
analysis', Economic Modelling, vol. 28, pp. 685–693.
Karam, Souhail 2009, ‘Saudi Arabia plans sukuk, bonds
market: regulator’, Arabian Business.com, 6 June,
viewed
21
April
2010,
http://www.arabianbusiness.com/bahraininvestor/feature/
557926?marketid=Bahrain
Kargbo, SM & Adamu, PA 2009, ‘Financial
development and economic gro th in Sierra Leone’,
Journal of Monetary and Economic Integration, vol. 9,
pp. 30–61. Katos, A 2004, Econometrics: Theory and
practice, Thessaloniki, Greece.
Khan, A 2000, ‘The finance and gro th nexus’, Federal
Reserve Bank of Philadelphia Business Review, pp. 3–14
Khan, A, Qayyum, A & Sheikh, S 2005, ‘Financial
development and economic gro th: the case of Pakistan’,
Pakistan Development Review, vol. 44, no. 4, pp. 819–
837.
Kikeri, S, Nellis, J & Shirley, M 1992, Privatization: the
lessons of experience, World Bank, Washington, DC.
King, RG & Levine, R 1993a, ‘Finance and gro th:
Schumpeter might be right’, Quarterly Journal of
Economics, vol. 108, no. 3, pp. 717–738.
King, RG & Levine, R 1993b, ‘Finance, entrepreneurship
and gro th: theory and evidence’, Journal of Monetary
Economics, vol. 32, no. 3, pp. 513–42.
Kirankabeş, Mustafa Cem & Başarir, Çağatay 2012,
‘Stock market development and economic gro th in
developing countries: an empirical analysis for Turkey’,
International Research Journal of Finance and
Economics, no. 87, pp. 134–146.
Kolapo, FT & Adaramola, AO 2012, ‘The impact of the
Nigerian capital market on economic growth (1990–
2010)’, International Journal of Developing Societies,
vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 11–19.
Koutsoyiannis, A 1985, Theory of econometrics, 2nd
edn, Macmillan Press, London.
Kremers, JJM, Ericsson, NL & Dolado, J 1992, ‘The
po er of cointegration tests’, The Journal of
Econometrics, vol. 52, pp. 389–402.
Kugler, Maurice. 2006,’ Spillovers from foreign direct
investment: Within or bet een Industries?’, Journal of
Development Economics, vol. 80, no. 2. pp. 444–477.
Kularatne, C 2001, ‘An examination of the impact of
financial deepening on long-run economic growth: an
application of a VECM structure to a middle-income
country context’, Trade and Industrial Policy Strategies,
annual forum.

182. Kwiatkowski, D, Phillips, P, Schmidt, P & Shin, Y 1992,
‘Testing the null hypothesis of stationarity against the
alternative of a unit root’, Journal of Econometrics, vol.
54, pp.159–178.
183. Kyle, A 1984, ‘Market structure, information, futures
markets, and price formation’, in G Story, A Schmitz &
A Sarris (eds), International agricultural trade: advanced
readings in price formation, market structure and price
instability, Westview Press, Boulder, CO.
184. Laurenceson, James 2002, ‘The impact of stock markets
on china's economic development: some preliminary
assessments’, Memo, The University of Queesland,
Brisbane.
185. Leahy, Michael, Schich, Sebastian, Wehinger, Gert,
Pelgrin Florian & Thorgeirsson, Thorsteinn 2001,
‘Contributions of financial systems to gro th in OECD
Countries’, OECD Economic Department Working
Papers No. 280.
186. Lesova, P 2008, ‘Saudi Arabia takes big step to ard
opening market’, Market Watch, 28 August, viewed 21
April 2010, http://articles.marketwatch.com/2008-0828/news/30728220_1_foreign-investors-stock-marketgcc
187. Levine, R 1991, ‘Stock markets, gro th, and tax policy’,
Journal of Finance, vol. 46, no. 4, pp. 1445–1465.
188. Levine, R 1997, ‘Financial development and economic
gro th: vie s and agenda’, Journal of Economic
Literature, vol. 35, pp. 688–726.
189. Levine, R & Zervos, S 1996, ‘Stock market development
and long-run gro th’, World Bank Economic Revie ,
vol. 10, no. 2, pp. 323–339.
190. Levine, R & Zervos, S 1998, ‘Stock markets, banks, and
economic gro th’, American Economic Revie , vol. 88,
no. 3, pp. 537–558.
191. Levine, R, Loyaza, N & Beck, T 2000, ‘Financial
intermediation and gro th: causality and causes’, Journal
of Monetary Economics, vol. 46, pp.31–77.
192. Lopez de Silanes, F (1997), 'Determinants of
privatization prices', Quarterly Journal of Economics,
vol. 112, no. 4, pp. 965–1025
193. Liu, X., Siler, P., Wang, C. and Wei, Y. 2000,
‘Productivity spillovers from foreign direct investment’,
Journal of International Business Studies. Third Quarter,
pp. 407–425.
194. Lucas, Robert E 1988, ‘On the mechanics of economic
development’, Journal of Monetary Economics, vol. 22,
pp. 3–42.
195. Luintel, Kul B & Khan, Moshahid 1999, ‘A quantitative
reassessment of the finance-growth nexus: evidence from
a multivariate VAR’, Journal of Development
Economics, vol. 60, pp. 381– 405.
196. Lütkepohl, H 2005, Ne introduction to multiple time
series analysis, 2nd edn, Springer, Berlin.
197. Mah, JJ 2000, ‘An empirical examination of the
disaggregated import demand of Korea: the case of
information technology products’, Journal of Asian
Studies, vol. 11, pp. 237–244.
198. Majid, MS 2007, ‘Does financial development and
inflation spur economic gro th in Thailand?’,
Chulalongkorn Journal of Economics, vol. 19, no. 2, pp.
161–184.
199. Masih, Mansur. Al-Elg, Ali. & Madani, Haider. 2009,
‘Causality bet een financial development and economic
growth: an application of vector error correction and
variance decomposition methods to Saudi Arabia’,
Applied Economics, vol. 41, no. 13, pp. 1691-1699.
200. Mayer, C 1988, ‘Ne issues in corporate finance’,

739

Corporate Ownership & Control / Volume 11, Issue 2, 2014, Continued – 7

201.
202.
203.

204.
205.
206.

207.

208.

209.

210.

211.

212.
213.
214.

215.

216.

217.

218.

219.

European Economic Review, vol. 32, no. 5, pp. 1167–
1188.
Mazur, EM & Alexander, R 2001, ‘Financial Sector
Development and Economic Gro th in Ne Zealand’,
Applied Economics Letter, vol. 8, pp. 545–549.
McKinnon, R 1973, Money and capital in economic
development, Brookings Institutions, Washington, DC.
Melo, Jaime de 1988,’Commutable General Equilibrium
Models for Trade Policy Analysis in Developing
Countries: A Survey’, Journal of Policy Modeling, vol.
10, no. 4, pp. 469-503.
Minier, JA 2003, ‘Are small stock markets different?’,
Journal of Monetary Economics, vol. 50, pp. 1593–1602.
Minsky, H. P. 1959. ‘A Linear model of cyclical gro th’,
Review of Economics and Statistics. vol. XLI, pp. 137145.
Mishal, Zakia 2011, ‘Financial development and
economic gro th: evidence from Jordan’, Economy
Journal of Business & Economic Studies, vol. 17, no. 2,
pp. 20–34.
Mishra, PK 2009, ‘Capital market development and
economic gro th in India: a causality analysis’, Working
paper series, Institute of Technical Education and
Research, Jagamara, Bhubaneswar, Orissa, India.
Mishra et al. 2010, ‘Capital market efficiency and
economic gro th: the case of India’, European Journal of
Economics, Finance and Administrative Sciences, no. 27,
pp. 130–138.
Mohamed, SE 2008, Finance-growth nexus in Sudan:
empirical assesment based on an application of the
autoregressive distributed LAG (ARDL) model, Arab
Planning Institute, Kuwait.
Mohd, Rosylin, Shabri, Yusof M & Majid, Abd 2008,
‘To ards an Islamic international financial hub: the role
of Islamic capital market in Malaysia’, International
Journal of Islamic and Middle Eastern Finance and
Management vol.1, no. 4, pp. 313–329.
Mohtadi, H & Agar al, S 1997, ‘Stock market
development and economic growth: evidence from
developing countries’, Research paper, Department of
Economics, University of Wisconsin, Milwaukee, WI.
Molivor, Donald & Abbondante, Paul 1980, The
economy of Saudi Arabia, Praeger, NY.
Morck, R, Shleifer, A & Vishny, R 1990a, ‘Do
managerial objectives drive bad acquisitions?’, Journal of
Finance, vol. 45, no. 1, pp. 31–48.
Morck, R, Shleifer, A &Vishny, R 1990b, ‘The stock
market and investment: is the market a sidesho ?’,
Brookings Papers on Economic Activity, vol. 2, pp. 157–
215.
Mosesov, A & Saha neh, N 2005, ‘UAE: financial
development and economic gro th’, Skyline Business
Journal, vol. 1, pp. 1–11.
Mukherjee, TK & Atsuyuki N 1995, ‘Dynamic relations
between macroeconomic variables and the Japanese
stock market: an application of a vector error correction
model’, Journal of Financial Research, vol. 18, pp. 223–
237.
Mundaca, BG 2009, ‘Remittances, financial market
development, and economic growth: the case of Latin
America and the Caribbean’, Revie of Development
Economics, vol. 13, no. 2, pp. 288–303.
Naceur, B & Ghazouani, S 2007, ‘Stock markets, banks,
and economic growth: empirical evidence from the
MENA region’, Research in International Business and
Finance, vol. 21, no. 2, pp. 297–315.
Nashashibi, Hikmat 1983, ‘The role of Arab capital

220.
221.

222.
223.

224.
225.

226.

227.

228.

229.
230.

231.

232.
233.

234.
235.

236.
237.
238.

740

markets in investing the financial surpluses’, Middle East
Banking Finance. Arab Press Service, vol. 3, pp. 195–
208.
Nasib, Hannan 2008, ‘Islamic finance: a global
proposition’, Capco, vie ed 21 April 2010,
http://www.capco.com/node/218
Naughton Shahnaz & Naughton, Tony 2000, ‘Religion,
ethics and stock trading: The case of an Islamic equities
market’, Journal of Business Ethics vol. 23, no. 2, pp.
145–159.
Ndako, U 2010, ‘Stock markets, banks and economic
gro th: time series evidence from South Africa’, African
Finance Journal, vol. 12, no. 2, pp. 72–92.
Ngugi, R, Amanja, D & Maana, I 2009, ‘Capital market,
financial deeping and economic gro th in Kenya’,
Research paper for Centre for the Study of African
Economies, Oxford University, Oxford, England.
Niblock, T & Malik, M 2007, The political economy of
Saudi Arabia, Routledge, New York.
No butsing, Baboo M 2009, ‘Stock market development
and economic gro th: the case of Mauritius‘,
International Business & Economics Research Journal,
vol. 8, no. 2, pp. 77–88.
Nyong, MO 2003, ‘Predictability and volatility of stock
return in three emerging markets: Nigeria, South Africa
and Brazil’, Nigeria Journal of Economics and
Development Matters, vol. 2, no. 1, pp. 12–29.
Obiakor, R & Ok u, A 2011, ‘Empirical analysis of
impact of capital market development on Nigeria’s
economic growth (1981–2008) (Case study: Nigerian
stock exchange)’, De La Salle University Business &
Economics Review, vol. 20, no. 2, pp. 79–96.
Obstfeld, M 1994, ‘Risk-taking, global diversification,
and gro th’, American Economic Revie , vol. 84, no. 5,
pp. 1310–1329.
Ocampo, Jose Antoinio & Stiglitz, Joseph 2008, Capital
Market Liberalization and Development, Oxford
University Press Inc. New York.
Odhiambo, N 2010, ‘Finance-investment-growth nexus
in South Africa: an ARDL-bounds testing procedure’,
Economic Change and Restructuring, vol. 43, no. 3, pp.
205–219.
Omran, Mohammed & Bolbol, Ali 2003, ‘Foreign direct
investment, financial development, and economic
gro th: evidence from the Arab countries’, Revie of
Middle Ea st Economics and Fina nce, vol. 1, no. 3, pp.
231–49.
Osinubi, T 2000, ‘Does stock market promote economic
growth in Nigeria?’, Research paper for University of
Ibadan, Ibadan, State of Oyo, Nigeria.
Ol eny, TO & Kimani, D 2011, ‘Stock market
performance and economic growth empirical evidence
from Kenya using causality test approach’, Advances in
Management and Applied Economics, vol. 1, no. 3, pp.
177–220.
OPEC 2013, ‘Saudi Arabia’
Oxford Business Group (OBG) 2007, ‘The Report:
Emerging Saudi Arabia 2007’, OBG, vie ed 6 January
2013,
http://www.oxfordbusinessgroup.com/country/Saudi%20
Arabia/2007
Quartey, P & Prah, F 2008, ‘Financial Development and
Economic Gro th in Ghana: is there a causal link?’,
African Finance Journal, vol. 10, no. 1, pp. 28–48.
Pagano, Marco 1993, ‘Financial markets and gro th’,
European Economic Review, vol. 37, pp. 613– 622.
Patrick, Hugh. 1966, Financial Development and

Corporate Ownership & Control / Volume 11, Issue 2, 2014, Continued – 7

239.

240.

241.
242.
243.

244.

245.

246.

247.

248.
249.

250.

251.
252.
253.
254.

255.

256.
257.

Economic Growth in Underdeveloped Counties,
Economic Development and Cultural Change, vol. 14,
pp. 174-189.
Pesaran, M. H. & Shin, Y. 1995, ‘Long-run structural
modelling. Cambridge, Department of Applied
Economics’, University of Cambridge, DAE Working
Paper No. 9419.
Pesaran, M. H. & Pesaran, B. 1997, Working with
Microfit 4.0: an interactive approach, Oxford University
Press, Oxford.
Pesaran, MH, Shin, Y & Smith, RJ 2001, ‘Bounds testing
approaches to the analysis of level relationships’, Journal
of Applied Econometrics, vol. 16, pp. 289–326.
Parker, M. 2006, ‘Role of Islamic finance in Saudi
industry’, Arab Ne s, 6 December, vie ed 21 April
2010,
Phillips, P. C. B. & Perron, P. 1988, ‘Testing for a unit
root in time series regression’, Biometrika, vol. 75, pp.
335–346.
Rahman, M & Salahuddin, M 2010, ‘The determinants of
economic growth in Pakistan: does stock market
development play a major role?’, Economic Issues, vol.
15, part 2, pp. 68–86.
Ram, Rati 1999, ‘Financial Development and Economic
Gro th: Additional Evidence’, The Journal of
Development Studies, vol. 35, no. 4, pp. 164–174.
Ramady, A. M 2007a, ‘Saudi capital market 2006: a
turbulent year’, Arab Ne s, 1 January, vie ed 21 April
2010,
http://www.arabnews.com/?page=6&section=0&article=
90560&d=1&m=1&y=2007
Ramady, A. M 2007b, ‘Saudi stocks: on a roll and a
bubble’, Arab Ne s, 10 December, vie ed 21 April
2010, http://www.arabnews.com/node/306569
Ramady, A. M 2010, The Saudi Arabian economy:
policies, achievements, and challenges, 2nd edn,
Springer, New York, NY.
Ray, H, Bis as, J & Roy, MK 2009, ‘Capital market:
levels of development and impediments to growth: some
international evidences’, IUP Journal of Applied Finance,
vol. 15, no. 5, pp. 5– 22.
Robinson, J. 1952, The Generalization of the General
Theory’, in the Rate of Interest and Other Essays.
MacMillan, London.
Rostow, Walt, W 1960, The stages of economic growth:
a non-communist manifesto, Cambridge University
Press, UK.
Romer, Paul 1986, ‘Increasing returns and long-run
gro th’, Journal of Political Economy, vol. 94, pp. 1002–
1037.
Romer, Paul 1990, ‘Endogenous technical change’,
Journal of Applied Economics, vol. 98, pp. 71– 101.
Rousseau, PL & Wachtel, P 2000, ‘Equity markets and
growth: cross-country evidence on timing and outcomes,
1980–1995’, Journal of Banking and Finance, vol, 24,
pp. 1933–1957.
Ryan, Nick 2008, ‘The rise and rise of Islamic finance’,
The Market, 2 August, viewed 21 April 2010,
http://www.enterpriseireland.com/NR/rdonlyres/D71D37D9-9ABB-45E1835453601A09F4D6/0/TheRiseandRiseofIslamicFinance.pdf
Sadorsky, P 1999, ‘Oil price shocks and stock market
activity’, Energy Economics, vol. 21, no. 5, pp. 449–469.
amiloğlu, Famil & Savaş, Bilal 2010, ‘Financial
development and economic growth in Turkey: an ARDL
bounds testing approach’, Çankırı Karatekin University

the Institute of Social Sciences, no.1, pp. 25–34
258. AME Info 2007, ‘Mega projects boost for Saudi
banking’, AME info.com, vie ed 21 April 2010,
http://www.ameinfo.com/127518.html.
259. SAMA 2004, A case study on globalization and the role
of institution building in the financial sector in Saudi
Arabia, Riyadh.
260. SAMA 2013, Database, www.sama.gov.sa.
261. Saudi Stock Exchange 2013, official website,
http://www.tadawul.com.sa.
262. ‘Saudi Arabia: Shariah index shows increasing trends
to ard Islamic investment’ 2009, Sukuk.net, 26 January,
viewed 21 April 2010, http://sukuk.net/news/articles/1/
SaudiArabiaShariah_index
_shows_
increasing
trend.html
263. Schmith, S (n.d.), ‘Expanding trade financing
opportunities through Islamic finance’, ITA, vie ed 21
April
2010,
<http://www.ita.doc.gov/td/finance/publications/Islamic_
Banking.pdf>
264. Schumpeter, JA 1912, The theory of economic
development, Oxford University Press, Oxford, England.
265. Sch arz, GW 1978, ‘Estimating the dimension of a
model’, Annals of Statistics, vol. 6, pp. 461–464
Seetanah, B 2008, ‘Financial development and economic
growth: an ARDL approach for the case of the small
island state of Mauritius’, Applied Economics Letters,
vol. 15, pp. 809 – 813.
266. Sellin, P 2001, ‘Monetary policy and the stock market:
theory and empirical evidence’, Journal of Economic
Surveys, vol. 15, no. 4, pp. 491–541.
267. Shahbaz, M, Ahmed, N & Ali, L 2008, ‘Stock market
development and economic growth: ARDL causality in
Pakistan’, International Research Journal of Finance and
Economics, no. 14, pp. 182–195.
268. Shaheen, A 2010, ‘Saudi Arabia five-year plan to create
jobs, expand services’, Gulf Ne s, 11 August, vie ed 20
November
2011,
http://gulfnews.com/business/economy/saudi-arabia-fiveyear-plan-to-create-jobs-expand-services-1.666670
269. Shaw, ES 1973, Financial deepening in economic
development, Oxford University Press, New York.
270. Sfakianakis, J 2011 (11 May), ‘Holding back: state
spending focus restrains private sector, diversification’,
Banque Saudi Fransi, viewed 20 November 2011,
http://www.saudibrit.com/2011/05/20/saudi-arabiaeconomics-%E2%80%93-may-2011-%E2%80%93-bsf/
271. Shoult, A & Anwar, H 2009, Doing business with Saudi
Arabia, 4th ed, GMB Publishing, London, UK.
272. Shleifer, A & Summers, L 1988, ‘Breach of trust in
hostile takeovers’, in A Auerbach (ed.), Corporate
takeovers: causes and consequences, University of
Chicago Press, Chicago, IL. Shuaa Capital 2008, ‘The
project: King Abdullah economic city, equity investment
report’, 15 April.
273. Sililo, Mulambo 2010, ‘Stock market development and
economic gro th: a case for Zambia’, University of
Stellenbosch, South Africa.
274. Sinha, Dipendra & Macri, Joseph 2001, ‘Financial
development and economic growth: The case of eight
Asian countries’, MPRA Paper No. 18297, posted 2
November 2009.
275. Singh, Ajil 1997, ‘Financial liberalisation, stock markets
and economic development’, The Economic Journal, vol.
107, pp. 771–782.
276. Solo , Robert M 1956, ‘A contribution to the theory of
economic gro th’, Quarterly Journal of Economics, pp.

741

Corporate Ownership & Control / Volume 11, Issue 2, 2014, Continued – 7

65–94.
277. Solo , Robert M 1994, ‘Perspective on gro th theory’,
The Journal of Economic Perspectives, vol. 8, pp. 45–54.
278. Soufi, Wahib Abdulfattah & Mayer, Richard 1991, Saudi
Arabian industrial investment: an analysis of
government-business relationship, Quorum Books, New
York.
279. Stern, Nicholas 1989, ‘The economics of development: a
survey’, The Economic Journal, vol. 99, no. 397, pp.
597–685.
280. Stern, Nicholas 1991, ‘The determinants of gro th’, The
Economic Journal, vol. 101, pp. 122–133.
281. Stiglitz, JE 1985, ‘Credit markets and the control of
capital’, Journal of Money, Credit and Banking, vol. 17,
no. 2, pp. 133–152.
282. Stiglitz, JE 1993, ‘The role of the state in financial
markets’, in M Bruno & B Pleskovic (eds) Proceedings
of the World Bank Annual Conference on Development
Economics, World Bank, Washington, DC.
283. Stoica, O 2002, The role of the capital market in
economic development, University of Iasi, Romania.
284. Sule, K & Momoh, C 2009, ‘The impact of stock market
earnings on Nigerian per capita income’, African Journal
of Accounting, Economics, Finance and Banking
Research, vol. 5, no. 5, pp. 77–88.
285. S an, Trevor W 1956, ‘Economic gro th and capital
accumulation’, Economic Record, vol. 32, pp. 334–61.
286. Tachi ou, AM 2010, ‘Stock market development and
economic growth: the case of West African Monetary
Union’, International Journal of Economics and Finance,
vol. 2, no. 3, pp. 97–103.
287. Unalmış, Deren 2002, ‘The causality bet een financial
development and economic gro th: the case of Turkey’,
Research Department Working Paper No. 3, The Central
Bank of the Republic of Turkey.
288. Van Nieuwerburgh, Buelens, S & Cuyvers, F 2006,
‘Stock market development and economic growth in
Belgium, Explorations in Economic History, vol. 43, no.
1, pp. 3–38.
289. Viney, Christopher 2003, Financial institutions,
instruments and markets, McGraw-Hill Australia,
Australia.
290. Vogel, R & Buser, S 1976, ‘Inflation, financial repression
and capital formation in Latin America’, in R McKinnon
(ed.), Money and finance in economic growth and
development: essays in honor of Edward S. Shaw,
Marcel Dekkar, New York.
291. Wannocott, R & Wonnocott, TH 1972, Econometrics,
John Widey & Sons, New York.
292. Were, M, Nzomoi, J & Rutto, N 2012, ’Assessing the

293.
294.

295.
296.

297.

298.
299.
300.
301.
302.

303.

304.
305.

742

impact of private sector credit on economic performance:
evidence from sectoral panel data for Kenya’,
International Journal of Economics and Finance, vol. 4,
no. 3, pp. 182–190.
Wilson, Rodney 1983, Banking and Finance in the Arab
Middle East, Macmillan, London.
Wilson, R, Malik, M, Al-Salamah, A & Al-Rajhi, A
2004, Economic development in Saudi Arabia,
Routledge Curzon, London.
Wilson, R 2008, ‘Innovation in the structuring of Islamic
sukuk securities’, Humanomics, vol. 24, no. 3, pp. 170–
181.
Wong, WK, Penm, J, Terrell, RD & Lim, CKY 2004,
‘The relationship bet een stock markets of major
developed countries and Asian emerging markets’,
Journal of Applied Mathematics and Decision Sciences,
vol. 8, no. 4, pp. 201–218.
Wong, A & Zhou, X 2011, ‘Development of financial
market and economic growth: review of Hong Kong,
China, Japan, the United States and the United
Kingdom’, International Journal of Economics and
Finance, vol. 3, no. 2, pp. 111–115.
Wooldridge, JM 2006, Introductory econometrics: a
modern approach, 3rd edn, Lachina Publishing Services,
Ohio.
World Bank 2009, World development indicators.
Washington, DC.
Wurgler, Jeffrey 2000, ‘Financial markets and the
allocation of capital’, Journal of Financial Economics,
vol. 58, pp. 187–214.
Xu, Z 2000, ‘Financial development, investment, and
economic gro th’, Economic Inquiry, vol. 38, no. 2, pp.
331–344.
Yang, Jia Lynn 2007, ‘Saudi Arabia s stock collapse’,
Fortune 17 January, CNN Money.com, viewed 21 April
2010,
http://money.cnn.com/magazines/fortune/fortune_archive
/2006/12/11/8395382/index.htm
Yartey, AC & Adjasi, CK 2007, ‘Stock market
development in Sub-Saharan Africa: critical issues and
challenges’, International Monetary Fund Working Paper
IMF WP/07/209, Washington, DC.
Zang, H & Kim, YC 2007, ‘Does financial development
precede gro th? Robinson and Lucas might be right’,
Applied Economic Letters, vol. 14, pp. 15–19.
Zivengwa, T, Mashika, J, Bokosi, FK & Makova, T
2011, ‘Stock market development and economic growth
in Zimbab e’, International Journal of Economics and
Finance, vol. 3, no. 5, pp. 140–150.

