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The model that we estimated to answer the research question and develop the
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_ , , can create a new baseline for engagement
Growth = By + B1sanction type 4+ 3, sanction severity + u with the target of:

In the model, the dependent variable "growth" is composed of the GDP per capita (current
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testing rejects the null seen in the Russian economy, the Ruble was debility by more than 20% against the dollar and
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