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The Rise and Fall of Current Account Deficits

in the Euro Area Periphery and the Baltics
Joong Shik Kang and Jay C. Shambaugh

One feature of the economic crisis in Europe is
that a number of countries ran very large cur-
rent account deficits heading into the crisis.
While increases in domestic absorption explain
some of the deficits, there were also important
movements in transfers and net income bal-
ances for many countries. When transfers declined, households and firms bor-
rowed so as to maintain the same level of spending. This was part of a persistent
failure to adjust to trade deficits, which, along with rising net-income payments,
led to growing current account deficits. Since the crisis, tangible progress has been
made through lower wages and/or higher productivity relative to trading partners
(“internal devaluation”), contributing to narrowing deficits. Going forward, these
countries still need to continue adjustment to generate growing tradable sector
employment and to prevent imbalances from returning as output gaps close. Doing
so against a backdrop of austerity, low growth in the euro area, and low inflation
in their trading partners has been very challenging.

(continued on page 2)

Two Sides of the Same Coin? Rebalancing and
Inclusive Growth in China

Il Houng Lee, Murtaza Syed, and Xin Wang

China’s remarkable growth
has been hailed as the greatest
development story of all time.
However, its success is some-
what undermined by a sharp
rise in income inequality.
While most countries have also become less equal since 1990, the deterioration has
been especially severe in China’s case and has left it among the most inequitable
societies in the world. Could China’s growth model—with its emphasis on exports
and investment, and its more recent dependence on credit—itself be at fault?

Since embarking on its reform and opening-up policy, China has made
remarkable strides in lifting incomes and reducing poverty. On the eve of its
reforms, nearly 85 percent of its population lived on less than $1.25 a day, the fifth

(continued on page 4)
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The Rise and Fall of Current Account Deficits in the
Euro Area Periphery and the Baltics
(continued from page 1)

On the eve of the global financial crisis, a number of
euro area periphery countries (Greece, Ireland, Portugal,
and Spain) along with the Baltic countries (Estonia, Latvia,
and Lithuania) faced large and growing current account
deficits. Our first research paper (Kang and Shambaugh,
2013) untangles some of the different developments across
countries. Two main explanations in the literature are: (i)
deteriorating export performance due to a steady deteriora-
tion of competitiveness and (ii) a domestic demand-driven
boom stemming from excessive optimism, capital flow-driv-
en cheap credit, as well as fiscal excess.

Conventional price indicators show deterioration of their
competitiveness since the inception of the euro: significant
appreciation of the CPI-based real effect exchange rates
(REER) and sizable increase of unit labor costs (ULCs) in
these countries increased sizably relative to other euro area
countries. However, several quantity measures indicate that
export performance remained stable before the recent global
crisis. The exports-to-GDP ratio for many of these countries
remained relatively stable or increased in the 2000s. The
merchandise export market share declined in the 1990s,
but was flat in the euro era (1999-2007) except for Ireland,
whose economy was shifting toward a service economy. The
Baltics’ market share grew throughout.

These patterns hint that other factors may have driven
large current account deficits. The seemingly contradictory
pattern between large increases in ULC (economy-wide) and
non-deteriorating export sector performance can be partly
understood by looking at ULC for tradable and non-tradable
sectors separately. There was a limited increase in tradable
sector ULC, consistent with the export sector maintaining
its performance in most of these countries. But, a sizable
increase in non-tradable sector ULC led to a large deteriora-
tion of economy-wide ULC. Thus, the trade balance may
have deteriorated due to surging imports arising from a
domestic demand boom while exports remained strong. In
fact, the Baltics and, to some extent, Spain, Greece, and Ire-
land, experienced large capital inflows and optimism-driven
booms, which raised ULCs in the non-tradable sector and
increased imports.

However, the current account worsened far more than
the trade balance in many of these countries (Figure 1). In
fact, Portugal’s trade balance improved over this period. The

Figure 1. Current Account Development
(in percent of GDR, 1999-2007)
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current account moved for reasons beyond trade: declining
transfers and rising net income payments contributed to a
worsening current account balance even without much dete-
rioration of the trade balance. This substantial deterioration
of non-trade components of the current account has received
less attention thus far in the literature than movements in
the trade balance.

“However, several quantity measures indicate
that export performance remained stable
before the recent global crisis.”

In theory, a transfer of wealth from abroad should lead
to an increase in consumption and investment and a shift
toward trade deficit. A decline in these transfers should
lead to a reduction in consumption and a return to trade
account balance as the country adjusts to its lower income.
However, that does not happen if there is habit persistence
and households and firms maintain the same level of spend-
ing by borrowing when transfers decline. Output and ULC
would remain flat, but the current account would deteriorate
as consumption and imports do not decline. For example,
in Portugal and Greece, loans replacing declining transfers
led to a persistent failure to adjust to trade deficits that were
present and led to growing current account deficits through
both declining transfers and subsequently rising net income
payments. In both countries, trade deficits have been in
excess of 5 percent of GDP since the early 1980s. At many



times, though, current accounts have been close to balance.
When the transfers declined, however, the trade balances
did not.

Additionally, by running persistent current account
deficits, all of these countries saw rising net income deficits
as they had to pay more to support their growing external
debt as well as FDI-related income outflows. Nearly all of
these countries had large current account deficits when the
euro launched. As these deficits accumulated, the cost of
financing external debt became a larger and larger feature of
the current account. The net income balance worsened by an
average of 2 to 3 percent of GDP over this period. Thus, even
if countries returned trade balances to their 1999 levels, the
current account deficits would be much larger than before.

Our second research paper (Kang and Shambaugh, 2014)
discusses the need for relative prices to adjust for these
countries, the progress that so far has been made, and the
link between the different paths to the imbalances and the
adjustment path.

Regardless of the underlying causes of external imbal-
ances, as the crisis hit, they needed depreciation to reduce
the large current account deficits. Although deterioration
of competitiveness in their export sector was not a major
factor behind large deficits, they still needed depreciation
for a number of reasons. First, for some economies, the large
trade deficits have been a persistent problem for several
decades. Thus, while trade performance did not worsen dur-
ing the 2000-07 period, it still needed to improve. Second,
the persistent large deficits generated large net income pay-
ment needs, requiring improved export sector performance
to meet these net income payment needs. Third, as output
remains below potential, export improvements are needed
to avoid a reemergence of external imbalance as they recover
toward full potential output. Fourth, as unemployment rates
still remain very high, the production and employment in
the tradable sector need to be increased.

To achieve both internal and external balances, they need
real depreciation in order to shift spending toward domestic
goods and services, to reorient productive resources to the
tradables sector, and to increase output to their potential
levels. However, given that they use the euro (or fix their
currency to the euro), depreciation has to be achieved via
a fall in domestic prices relative to trading partners’ prices
(“internal devaluation”). One way to achieve these goals
is for tradable goods ULC:s to fall. This makes them more
attractive to produce relative to non-tradables and makes
them less expensive than foreign tradable goods.
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Figure 2. ULC Adjustment Between Tradable and
Non-Tradable Sectors
(log difference, peak to the latest)
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We find that there has been considerable variation across
countries in the ULC adjustment process with some early
adjusters (Ireland and the Baltics) cutting wages more rap-
idly and others only slowly improving productivity (largely
through labor shedding). Comparing wage dynamics before
and after the crisis, it is apparent that countries with large
wage run-ups prior to the crisis have experienced more
compressed wages after the crisis. Looking across sectors,
in every country but Greece, ULCs have declined more in
the tradables sector, and real outputs in the tradables sector
are higher than the pre-adjustment levels (Figure 2). But,
employment remains below the precrisis level even in the
tradables sector in all countries, implying that internal
devaluation is taking place, but against the backdrop of a
prolonged period of low growth. Low global and regional
growth is making the adjustment far more difficult.

ULCs in these economies have declined more relative to
those in trading partners, with economy-wide ULC-based
REER depreciating by about 10 to 25 percent since the
beginning of the adjustments with nearly all the improve-
ment coming from relative ULC changes, not the nominal
exchange rate. GDP deflator-based REERs also depreciated,
though somewhat less than ULC-base REERs, implying
that relative prices have not declined as much as relative
labor costs possibly due to larger profit margins. These price
effects are also seen in the trade account. A rebound of real

(continued on page 4)
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The Rise and Fall of Current Account Deficits in the
Euro Area Periphery and the Baltics
(continued from page 3)

exports, together with import compression, has contributed
to significant improvement in current account balances.

Have the relative price adjustments been sufficient enough
to rebalance external accounts? Maybe not. Unemployment
rates still remain very high in most of these countries. That
is, the adjustment is not yet triggering benefits to the overall
economy, partly because the adjustment is taking place within
an environment of low growth, and partly because the adjust-
ment itself is not generating enough demand to strengthen
the economies. We find that output gaps could be quite large
when we use the estimates of country-specific Okun’s law
coefficients and even relatively high estimates of the steady
state level of the unemployment rate, implying that cyclically-
adjusted current account deficits could still be fairly sizable

in many of these countries. Large output gaps would be good
news for fiscal adjustment as there is more room for growth
recovery, but it implies a greater need for relative price adjust-
ment (either falling prices in these countries or faster price
growth in trading partners) to avoid a reemergence of large
external imbalance and to reach full employment.
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Two Sides of the Same Coin?
Rebalancing and Inclusive Growth in China
(continued from page 1)

largest poverty incidence in the world. Today, this propor-
tion has fallen to around 13 percent, well below the develop-
ing country average.

However, a subtext to this success is that it has come at the
cost of rising inequality. According to the World Bank, Chi-
na’s Gini index—which ranges from 0 (perfect equality) to
100 (perfect inequality)—increased from 0.29 in 1981 to over
0.42 in 2005. Notwithstanding a downtick since 2009, offi-
cial Chinese estimates report a Gini coefficient of over 0.47
in 2012, higher than in the United States. Over this period,
geographical and wage disparities have increased sharply, as
have capital incomes—from property and entrepreneurial
activity—which are always more unequally distributed but
were virtually non-existent in China prior to its reforms. As
a result of this rise in inequality, those in lower parts of the
income distribution have not seen their living standards rise
as much as others.

Of course, rising inequality has been a near global phe-
nomenon in the last two decades, with the important excep-
tion of Latin America. Across the globe, there is increasing
dissatisfaction with the quality of recent economic growth,
which is often seen as benefiting certain groups more than
others. This is clearly reflected in rising disparities between

different groups, with the rich getting richer and faster than
the poor. The economics literature has attributed this mainly
to globalization, skill-biased technological change, and the
decreasing bargaining power of workers.

Even within this global setting, however, China stands out.
The rise in inequality has been particularly pronounced, leav-
ing China—which was a highly equal society on the eve of its
economic reforms—among the most unequal countries in the
world today (Figure 1). Its experience is also a departure from
Asia’s past record, contrasting sharply with the three-decade
record of equitable growth in Japan, the Newly Industrial-
ized Economies, and the ASEAN countries between the 1960s
and 1980s. “Growth with equity” was the mantra during this
period, as the Asian tigers, unlike Latin America, successfully
combined speedy economic growth with relatively low—and
in many cases falling—inequality. This ensured that the eco-
nomic gains from growth were shared widely.

To summarize, China’s development has been highly
proficient in lifting people out of poverty but has tended to
benefit the relatively well-off even more. As a result, China’s
growth has been less inclusive than in most other develop-
ing regions, including Latin America and a number of its
Asian peers (Balakrishnan, Steinberg, and Syed, 2013). This
is a worrying phenomenon. The academic literature and
recent events in different parts of the world have highlighted
the detrimental impact of high inequality on economic and
social stability and the sustainability of growth.



Our recent paper (Lee, Syed, and Wang, 2013) uses the
Shapley value decomposition technique to assess the fac-
tors behind the rise of inequality in China. This procedure
addresses shortcomings of older techniques, notably that
only certain measures of inequality could be used and
simultaneous decomposition into different factors was
difficult. In broad terms, the Shapley procedure allows the
derivation of an exact additive contribution for each factor
to total inequality.

We find that, in many ways, inequality may have been an
inevitable by-product of China’s investment and export-led
growth model. As described below, the model that China
has followed in the last three and a half decades has to some
extent involved a trade-off between rapid rates of growth
and worsening inequality (see also Fan, Kanbur, and Zhang,
2009; and Dollar, 2007).

China’s growth model has created wealth through invest-
ment-induced capacity growth, largely in the manufacturing
sector. In terms of sectors, this rapid capital accumulation
in manufacturing has kept the value added per worker in
the industrial sector high throughout the last few decades. A
large share of this value added, however, went to the corpo-
rate sector as wages were suppressed by the strong influx of
young workers into the labor market associated with China’s
demographics and the move of migrant workers into urban
centers, where industries were concentrated. More broadly,
by favoring capital, China’s growth model has tended to
benefit the corporate sector more than workers, and thus less
of the benefits of growth, accrued to household income.

“We find that, in many ways, inequality may
have been an inevitable by-product of China’s
investment and export-led growth model.”

The east coast developed first for geographical reasons,
benefitting from trade and foreign direct investment. This
unbalanced growth strategy in turn propagated income
gaps based on skills, sectors, and location. Between Chinese
households, those who were living in urban centers had access
to better education and medical facilities, by virtue of residing
in industrial centers where wealth was generated. Moreover,
coastal provinces—China’s export heartlands—also provided
more opportunities for nonagricultural employment and
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Figure 1. Asia: Change in Gini Index, Last Two Decades'
(in Gini points, since 1990)
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income. Thus, the central and western regions historically
have had a slower pace of income growth when compared to
the export heartlands on China’s eastern coast, and this adds
to the widened income gaps between provinces.

Explicit policies also contributed to rising disparities within
geographical areas. Because of the household registration
system (hukou), migrant workers had less access to social ser-
vices. Larger corporations could afford to pay their employees
better, not only because of gains from natural economies of
scale but also because they enjoyed better and cheaper access
to financing under China’s state-led banking system.

In addition, this model has become more dependent on
liquidity rather than productivity gains during the period
around the global crisis, exacerbating disparities. Monetary
policies that create excess liquidity beyond that warranted
by cyclical considerations can have a differential impact on
different sectors of the economy, benefiting those with access
to credit and those holding assets whose price rises beyond
fundamentals (Han and Lee, 2012). Ample liquidity in China
has also facilitated investments in some inland provinces that
have become less efficient and wasteful, generating relatively
more profit for the corporate sector, with relatively temporary
and limited spillover onto household incomes (Lee, Syed, and
Xueyan, 2013). Yet another channel is through controls in
the financial system, under which resources on the order of

(continued on page 9)
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Seven Questions on the Monetary Transmission Mechanism

in Low-Income Countries
Andrew Berg, Luisa Charry, Rafael A. Portillo, and Jan Vicek

Many central banks in low-income countries (LICs) are
attempting to modernize their monetary policy frameworks,
having largely overcome earlier challenges of fiscal domi-
nance, multiple exchange rates, and high inflation. But the
way forward for monetary policy is clouded by uncertainty
about the monetary transmission mechanism (MTM). Do the
attributes of many LICs imply that forward-looking monetary
policy frameworks are unfeasible or unwise in these coun-
tries? A narrative approach to identifying monetary policy
shocks in four countries reveals a clear MTM and suggests
that much of the observed variation in the MTM may be due
to differences in the policy framework.

Question 1. Why worry about the monetary transmission
mechanism (MTM) in low-income countries (LICs), in
particular?

The environment for monetary policy in many LICs has
undergone a fundamental transformation in recent decades,
with much lower inflation, fewer signs of fiscal dominance,
and an end black market exchange rate premia. And now, as
we describe in Berg and others (forthcoming), many central
banks in low-income countries in Sub-Saharan Africa are
modernizing their monetary policy frameworks.

At the same time, their economies are profoundly differ-
ent from those of emerging market and advanced countries,
with among other features much smaller financial sectors, a
high incidence of supply shocks, and a large share of food in
consumption. Monetary policy frameworks have also been
very different, with greater reliance on monetary aggregates
to conduct policy.

Some variant of inflation targeting is the obvious bench-
mark for those countries with an independent currency. But
how can a central bank emphasize an inflation objective as
its nominal anchor if it does not know how monetary policy
influences the macroeconomy?

Question 2. What is the evidence that transmission
in LICs is radically different?

Mishra and others (2012) argue that transmission in
LICs is “weak and unreliable.” They note that the cor-
relation between short and long rates is generally much
weaker in LICs than in emerging markets or advanced
countries, and that vector-auto-regression (VAR) based
evidence in developing countries tends to find insignificant
effects of “monetary policy shocks” on inflation and output.

In ongoing work, we are investigating the question posed in
Mishra and others (2012) as to whether this evidence reflects
the techniques or the “facts on the ground.” Early results
suggest that there are indeed reasons to worry about the
application of some standard empirical techniques in condi-
tions typical of LICs. In particular, data scarcity and regime
changes imply that periods of consistent policy regime with
adequate data are very short, rarely longer than say 10 years.
Simulations suggest that 10 years is generally too short to get
significant coefficients in a standard small VAR quarterly
data, even if data are measured correctly and monetary policy
is correctly identified. And indeed the regimes in the region
have not been stable (Berg and others, forthcoming).

It is worth remembering that even in the United States,
where data series are long and structural change less impor-
tant, it took many years and dozens of papers before anoma-
lies such as the “liquidity puzzle” (that a monetary policy
tightening seemed to lower interest rates) and the “price
puzzle” (that a monetary tightening seemed to increase sub-
sequent inflation) were solved in VARs.

Question 3. What else can be done to identify the MTM?

As Summers (1991) and Romer and Romer (1989) argue,
views on the real effects of monetary policy in the United States
have been more influenced by the narrative arguments of Fried-
man and Schwartz (1963) and by reference to the real effects of
the “Volcker disinflation,” than by formal statistical analysis.
Thus, much of our research has focused on country-specific
analyses rooted in detailed consideration of particular episodes.

In Berg and others (2013), we examine a significant tighten-
ing of monetary policy that took place in October 2011 in
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Figure 1. Kenya and Uganda: Selected Macro-Variables Jan. 2010-Dec. 2013
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Source: IMF Working Paper 13/197.

four members of the East African Community (EAC): Kenya,
Uganda, and Tanzania, as well as the somewhat different
experience of a fourth EAC country, Rwanda. The events we
studied took place in the context of sizeable commodity price
shocks, one peaking in 2008 and the second in 2010-11, as
well as the global financial crisis. Policymakers generally did
not tighten in the face of the first shock, a response validated
by the collapse of these prices and of external demand in
2009. The second boom was more persistent and, perhaps
inspired by the earlier episode, policy remained accommoda-
tive in most of the countries in question.

Throughout 2011, concerns increased about the adequacy
of the policy stance. However, it was unclear when a tight-
ening might come or how strong it would be. Thus, when
it came it was at least partly unexpected—“unusual” in the
language of Friedman and Schwartz (1963). We can thus ask,
what did this large monetary policy tightening shock do?

Question 4. What happened, then, when policy
was tightened?

We find clear evidence of the monetary policy transmis-
sion mechanism, especially in Kenya and Uganda: after a

B’b Q@ %Q;Q 5‘b @fbﬁ %Q;Q B‘b Q@ (;})Q 5‘b

W @‘bﬂ c}& W &‘bﬁ %Q:Q gb @‘bﬁ %Q»Q gb

Inflation
40

32
24

16

@\Q\Q\\’\\\("\‘L\"’(’J

11103 12Q1 12Q3
W @‘bﬂ "OQ’Q W @@ %Q:Q w @‘Zﬁ %Q;Q gb

large policy-induced rise in the short-term interest rate,
lending and other interest rates rise, the exchange rate tends
to appreciate, output growth tends to fall, and inflation
declines (Figure 1).

Question 5. But what about the special features
of LIC economies?

There can be no question that the unusual features of LIC
economies can make a large difference to the MTM. The
trick, however, lies in figuring out what matters when.

For example, in our narrative case studies in Berg and
others (2013), there were several “dogs that didn’t bark,”
i.e., features that did not manifest themselves as critical but
which had received substantial attention from policymakers
and analysts. For example, the depth of the financial sector
did not distinguish the two countries with the clearest trans-
mission (Kenya and Uganda) from the two others. In terms
of the size of the financial sector, Kenya is the outlier, with a
much larger financial sector than the other three (Figure 2).
Yet the MTM looks quite similar in Kenya and Uganda and
somewhat different in the other two countries.

(continued on page 8)
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Seven Questions (continued from page 7)

Question 6. What did seem to influence the MTM?

The feature that seems to most clearly distinguish the four
countries we examined was the nature of the policy regime
itself. Uganda had just officially announced an “Inflation
Targeting-Lite” regime in July 2011, after attempting “flex-
ible money targeting” from late 2009. Kenya, meanwhile, also
announced in September 2011 operational reforms designed
to emphasize the role of the central bank policy interest rate
in the conduct of policy. Meanwhile Tanzania and Rwanda
during this period placed primary emphasis on reserve money
growth as an operational target with broad money aggregates
as intermediate targets, while also announcing a central bank
policy rate. Rwanda added substantial exchange rate interven-
tion to the mix, such that the nominal exchange rate exhibited
little volatility around a steady rate of depreciation.

We argue in the paper that these differences in regime
may have shaped the MTM. In Tanzania, for example, the
observed increase in the policy rate (and tightening through
quantity instruments) did not translate into higher lend-
ing rates, but other aspects of the MTM (credit growth,
exchange rate, inflation, possibly output) seemed to respond.

Question 7. Does this mean that the monetary
policy problem is very similar in LICs and Emerging
Markets (EMs)?

Not so fast. It surely remains the case that, while the main
elements of the MTM seem to be there in recognizable form
in some important cases, LIC central banks face a number of
unusual, albeit not unprecedented, challenges.

Other work in the IMF’s Research Department has focused
on the role of food price shocks (Andrle and others, 2013) and
of money targeting (Andrle and others, 2013b) in a forward-
looking policy framework. The bank-dependent financial sys-
tems shaped the nature of and response to the global financial
crisis in LICs, which manifested in sudden stops of capital,
increases in the country risk premium, adverse movements in
the terms of trade, and a flight to safety domestically (Baldini
and others 2012). One important implication is that various
credit and money aggregates moved in complex and superfi-
cially contradictory ways, complicating the task of inferring
the stance of monetary policy from these aggregates. Another
is that monetary policy may have fairly limited scope to buffer
the real effects of such shocks.

More work remains to be done on the role of limited
financial markets and the banking system. Research under-

Figure 2. Kenya, Rwanda, Tanzania, and Uganda:
Size of the Financial Sector
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Source: IMF Working Paper 13/197.

way jointly with the Bank of Uganda involves collecting
a large set of loan-level observations to understand some
aspects of the MTM that cannot be readily observed with
the aggregate data, such as the role of credit rationing.

Finally, the topic of exchange rate management is an
important one in LICs, perhaps even more so than in more
developed countries. Central banks have been using steril-
ized intervention along with more standard instruments,
and Benes and others (2013) and Ostry and others (2012)
are beginning to come to grips with the question of when
and how to do so effectively. A related and under-researched
topic is the strength of monetary transmission and the role
of monetary policy in pegged regimes with limited capital
mobility (See for example Blotevogel, 2013).

Despite these important uncertainties, we believe that our
results should be encouraging for those central banks that
are attempting to move toward more forward-looking policy
frameworks. It also suggests that models that embed the
standard MTM, albeit carefully modified and augmented to
capture critical country-specific features, can be useful.
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Rebalancing and Inclusive Growth in China
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Figure 2. Inequality in China: Contribution of Factors
(in percent of overall Gini during 20009)
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4 percent of GDP are transferred from households and small
and medium enterprises (SMEs) to large corporations every
year (Lee, Syed, and Xueyan, 2012).

Income gaps were inevitable under the growth model
described above. Rising skill premia pushed up the wages
of managers who were in relatively short supply compared
to the large influx of young and migrant workers, larger
corporations were able to pay better due to stronger com-
petitiveness and better access to finance, while those in the
manufacturing sector received higher pay than those who
remained in the agricultural sector because of productivity
differences. Geographically, being at the source of wealth
creation, those in urban centers received better wages and
social services than in rural areas, while those in the east
coast areas prospered relative to inland provinces because of
external trade and their larger productive capital stocks.

Consistent with these effects, we find that among Chinese
households, the most important factors explaining income
inequality are education, access to health insurance, and
labor market variables, including sector of employment
and enterprise size (Figure 2). Across China’s provinces,
differences in per capita incomes are driven by the relative
level of urbanization, financial access, privatization, and

June 2014

capital-intensity. Importantly, we find that public spending
can dampen geographic disparities, as it has done since the
“Go-West” Policy of 2000.

Based on these findings, a number of policies could help
broaden the benefits of growth in China. These include pru-
dent monetary policy, higher public spending on health and
education, deregulation and reforms to increase competi-
tion, measures to raise labor incomes and assist vulnerable
workers, and better access to finance for both households
and SMEs, including in rural areas.

Apart from arresting the rising tide of inequality in
China, many of these policies also have the potential to
rationalize savings and boost household incomes, reduc-
ing the bias toward capital and large corporations, and
unshackling consumption. In this way, they would have the
positive side effect of facilitating the needed rebalancing
of China’s growth model toward households, workers, and
consumption.

References

Balakrishnan, R., C. Steinberg, and M. Syed, 2013, “The Elusive
Quest for Inclusive Growth: Growth, Poverty, and Inequality
in Asia,” IMF Working Paper 13/152 (Washington:
International Monetary Fund).

Dollar, D., 2007, “Poverty, Inequality, and Social Disparities dur-
ing China’s Economic Reform,” World Bank Policy Research
Working Paper 4253 (Washington: World Bank).

Fan, S., R. Kanbur, and X. Zhang, 2009, “Regional Inequality
in China: An Overview;” in Regional Inequality in China:
Trends, Explanations and Policy Responses, (London:
Routledge).

Han, L. and I. Lee, 2012, “Optimal Liquidity and Economic
Stability,” IMF Working Paper 12/135 (Washington:
International Monetary Fund).

Lee, I, M. Syed, and L. Xueyan, 2012, “Is China Over-

Investing and Does it Matter?” IMF Working Paper 12/277
(Washington: International Monetary Fund).

, 2013, “China’s Path to Consumer-Based Growth:
Reorienting Investment and Enhancing Efficiency,” IMF
Working Paper 13/83 (Washington: International Monetary
Fund).

Lee, I., M. Syed, and X. Wang, 2013, “Two Sides of the Same
Coin? Rebalancing and Inclusive Growth in China,”

IMF Working Paper 13/185 (Washington: International
Monetary Fund).




IMF Research Bulletin

IMF Working Papers

Working Paper 14/23
Aggregate Stability and Balanced-Budget Rules
Matteo Ghilardi; Raffaele Rossi

Working Paper 14/24

Do Forecasters Believe in Okun’s Law? An Assessment
of Unemployment and Output Forecasts

Laurence M. Ball; Jodo Tovar Jalles; Prakash Loungani

Working Paper 14/25
What Is Shadow Banking?
Stijn Claessens; Lev Ratnovski

Working Paper 14/26

Regional Labor Market Adjustments in the
United States and Europe

Mai Dao; Davide Furceri; Prakash Loungani

Working Paper 14/27

Foreign Investor Flows and Sovereign Bond Yields in
Advanced Economies

Serkan Arslanalp; Tigran Poghosyan

Working Paper 14/28
The U.S. Manufacturing Recovery: Uptick or Renaissance?
Oya Celasun; Gabriel Di Bella; Tim Mahedy; Chris Papageorgiou

Working Paper 14/29

Emerging Market Local Currency Bond Yields and Foreign
Holdings in the Post-Lehman Period—A Fortune or
Misfortune?

Christian Ebeke; Yinqiu Lu

Working Paper 14/30

Monetary and Macroprudential Policies to
Manage Capital Flows

Juan Pablo Medina Guzman; Jorge Roldos

Working Paper 14/31

Information Rigidities: Comparing Average and Individual
Forecasts for a Large International Panel

Jonas Dovern; Ulrich Fritsche; Prakash Loungani;

Natalia T. Tamirisa

Working Paper 14/32
Judicial System Reform in Italy—A Key to Growth
Gianluca Esposito; Sergi Lanau; Sebastiaan Pompe

Working Paper 14/33

Commodity Price Shocks and Imperfectly Credible
Macroeconomic Policies in Commodity-Exporting
Small Open Economies

Juan Pablo Medina Guzman; Claudio Soto

Working Paper 14/34
Debt and Growth: Is There a Magic Threshold?
Andrea Pescatori; Damiano Sandri; John Simon

Working Paper 14/35

Rising BRICs and Changes in Sub-Saharan Africa’s
Business Cycle Patterns

Oumar Diallo; Sampawende J.-A. Tapsoba

Working Paper 14/36

Assessing Countries’ Financial Inclusion Standing—
A New Composite Index

Goran Amidzic; Alexander Massara; André Mialou

Working Paper 14/37

Asia’s Stock Markets: Are There Crouching Tigers
and Hidden Dragons?

Fabian Lipinsky; Li Lian Ong

Working Paper 14/38

Why Was Asia Resilient? Lessons from the Past

and or the Future

Phakawa Jeasakul; Cheng Hoon Lim; Erik J. Lundbéck

Working Paper 14/39

Tracking Global Demand for Emerging Market
Sovereign Debt

Serkan Arslanalp; Takahiro Tsuda

Working Paper 14/40
Estimating Sri Lanka’s Potential Output
Ding Ding; John Nelmes; Roshan Perera; Volodymyr Tulin

Working Paper 14/41
Managing Income Tax Compliance Through Self-Assessment
Andrew Okello

Working Paper 14/42
Quality, Trade, and Exchange Rate Pass-Through
Natalie Chen; Luciana Juvenal

Working Paper 14/43

From Volatility to Stability in Expenditure: Stabilization
Funds in Resource-Rich Countries

Naotaka Sugawara

Working Paper 14/44

Efficient Energy Investment and Fiscal Adjustment

in Senegal

Salifou Issoufou; Edward E Buffie; Mouhamadou Bamba Diop;
Kalidou Thiaw

Working Paper 14/45
Deep Roots of Fiscal Behavior
Serhan Cevik; Katerina Teksoz



Working Paper 14/46

The Regulatory Responses to the Global Financial Crisis:
Some Uncomfortable Questions

Stijn Claessens; Laura E. Kodres

Working Paper 14/47

Disentangling India’s Investment Slowdown
Rahul Anand; Volodymyr Tulin

Working Paper 14/48

Assessing Bias and Accuracy in the World Bank-IMF’s Debt
Sustainability Framework for Low-Income Countries
Andrew Berg; Enrico Berkes; Catherine A. Pattillo; Andrea
Presbitero; Yorbol Yakhshilikov

Working Paper 14/49

Fiscal Limits, External Debt, and Fiscal Policy in
Developing Countries

Huixin Bi; Wenyi Shen; Shu-Chun S. Yang

Working Paper 14/50

Debt Sustainability, Public Investment, and Natural
Resources in Developing Countries: The DIGNAR Model
Giovanni Melina; Shu-Chun S. Yang; Luis-Felipe Zanna

Working Paper 14/51

Surging Investment and Declining Aid: Evaluating
Debt Sustainability in Rwanda

Will Clark; Birgir Arnason

Working Paper 14/52

Trade Integration and Business Cycle Synchronization:

A Reappraisal with Focus on Asia

Romain A Duval; Kevin C. Cheng; Kum Hwa Oh; Richa Saraf;
Dulani Seneviratne

Working Paper 14/53
Safe-Haven Korea?—Spillover Effects from UMPs
Jack Ree; Seoeun Choi

Working Paper 14/54

How can Korea Boost Potential Output to Ensure
Continued Income Convergence?

Sonali Jain-Chandra; Longmei Zhang

Working Paper 14/55

Inflation Persistence in Brazil—A Cross-Country Comparison
Shaun K. Roache

Working Paper 14/56

Financial Crises in DSGE Models: Selected Applications
of MAPMOD

Jaromir Benes; Michael Kumhof; Douglas Laxton

Working Paper 14/57
Financial Crises in DSGE Models: A Prototype Model
Jaromir Benes; Michael Kumhof; Douglas Laxton

June 2014

Working Paper 14/58

Strengthening Post-Crisis Fiscal Credibility:
Fiscal Councils on the Rise—A New Dataset
Xavier Debrun; Tidiane Kinda

Working Paper 14/59
Fiscal Policy in Latin America over the Cycle
Alexander Klemm

Working Paper 14/60

Global Financial Shocks and Foreign Asset Repatriation:
Do Local Investors Play a Stabilizing Role?

Gustavo Adler; Marie-Louise Djigbenou; Sebastian Sosa

Working Paper 14/61

Exchange Rate Flexibility and Credit during Capital Inflow
Reversals: Purgatory...Not Paradise

Nicolas E. Magud; Esteban Vesperoni

Working Paper 14/62

Cross-Country Experience in Reducing Net Foreign
Liabilities: Lessons for New Zealand

Ding Ding; Werner Schule; Yan Sun

Working Paper 14/63

India: Defining and Explaining Inclusive Growth
and Poverty Reduction

Rahul Anand; Volodymyr Tulin; Naresh Kumar

Working Paper 14/64

Income Inequality, Fiscal Decentralization, and Transfer
Dependency

Caroline-Antonia Goerl; Mike Seiferling

Working Paper 14/65

Comparing the Performance of Logit and Probit

Early Warning Systems for Currency Crises in Emerging
Market Economies

Fabio Comelli

Working Paper 14/66

Official Demand for U.S. Debt: Implications for
U.S. Real Interest Rates

Iryna Kaminska; Gabriele Zinna

Working Paper 14/67

Does Demand Volatility Lower Growth and Raise Inflation?
Evidence from the Caribbean

Magda E. Kandil

Working Paper 14/68

India’s Recent Macroeconomic Performance:
An Assessment and Way Forward

Muneesh Kapur; Rakesh Mohan

(continued on page 13)




IMF Research Bulletin

RECOMMENDED READINGS FROM THE IMF BOOKSTORE

Caribbean Renewal
Tackling Fiscal and Debt Challenges
edited by Charles Amo-Yartey and Therese Turner-Jones

“This fascinating and timely book documents in detail a variety of options for
tackling fiscal and debt challenges in the Caribbean. It is a model of how both
international and domestic case studies can combine with economic theory to
deepen our understanding of the challenges of debt reduction. A must read for all
policymakers in the Caribbean and other developing countries.”
—Dr. Winston Moore
Department of Economics, University of the West Indies, Cave Hill, Barbados

Managing Economic Volatility in Latin America
edited by Gaston Gelos and Alejandro Werner

How has Latin America coped with external shocks and economic vulnerabilities
in the aftermath of the global financial crises? Managing Economic Volatility in
Latin America looks at how the region has fared in recent years in an environment
of uncertainty. It presents a collection of novel contributions on capital flows,
terms of trade, and macroeconomic policy in Latin America.

The Eastern Caribbean Economic and Currency Union
.., TheEsstom Carbean Macroeconomics and Financial Systems
[iisindaingiciba edited by Alfred Schipke, Aliona Cebotari, and Nita Thacker

“This book sets out to present a comprehensive survey and review of the major
macroeconomic issues of relevance to the ECCU and it accomplishes this

with great success! The level and scope of the analysis will make it attractive
to policymakers and regional academics. Particular chapters can be used to
augment standard readings for courses on macroeconomics and Caribbean

— = economic development.”

—Dr. Lester Henry
Lecturer in Economics, University of the West Indies,
St. Augustin, Trinidad and Tobago

For more information on these titles and other IMF publications, please visit www.imfbookstore.org/rbj




June 2014

IMF Economic Review

“The IMF Economic Review has been uniquely successful in publishing papers that rigorously analyze real international mac-
roeconomic problems and in a manner that has immediate policy relevance. This success is owed to a great extent to the high
quality of the editorial board, which is able to identify papers that are both relevant for policy and are executed using state-of-
the-art tools so as to make the analysis compelling.”

—Gita Gopinath, Professor of Economics at Harvard University

IMF Economic Review emphasizes rigorous analysis with an empirical orientation of interest
to a broad audience, including academics and policymakers.
Featured article

The IMF Economic Review is pleased to share this recent highlight, which is free to read
online through August 31, 2014:

Crisis Protectionism: The Observed Trade Impact
By Christian Henn and Brad McDonald

Visit the journal website to:

« Read this and other sample content
o Read author guidelines and submit your papers online
« Find subscription and pricing information

http://bit.ly/IMFEconRev

IMF Working Papers (continued from page 11) Working Paper 14/73
Public Investment, Public Finance, and Growth:
The Impact of Distortionary Taxation, Recurrent Costs,
Working Paper 14/69 and Incomplete Appropriability
Global Liquidity and Drivers of Cross-Border Bank Flows Christopher Adam; David Bevan
Eugenio Cerutti; Stijn Claessens; Lev Ratnovski )
Working Paper 14/74

Working Paper 14/70 The Role of Country Concentration in the

Monetary Policy Coordination and the Role of International Portfolio Investment Positions for

Central Banks the European Union Members

Rakesh Mohan; Muneesh Kapur Tuliia Brushko; Yuko Hashimoto

Working Paper 14/71 Working Paper 14/75

Bank Funding Costs for International Banks China’s Monetary Policy and Interest Rate Liberalization:
Rita Babihuga; Marco Spaltro Lessons from International Experiences

Working Paper 14/72 Wei Liao; Sampawende J.-A. Tapsoba

Commercial Property Price Indexes: Problems of Working Paper 14/76
Sparse Data, Spatial Spillovers, and Weighting Transmission of Financial Stress in Europe:
Mick Silver; Brian Graf The Pivotal Role of Italy and Spain, But Not Greece

Brenda Gonzélez-Hermosillo; Christian A. Johnson

IMF Working Papers and other IMF publications can be downloaded in full-text format from the Research at the IMF website:
http://www.imf.org/research.




IMF Research Bulletin

M. Ayhan Kose
Editor

Prakash Loungani
Co-Editor

Patricia Loo
Assistant Editor

Tracey Lookadoo
Editorial Assistant

Multimedia Services
Composition

The IMF Research Bulletin
(ISSN: 1020-8313) is a quar-
terly publication in English
and is available free of
charge. The views expressed
in the Bulletin are those of
the author(s) and do not
necessarily represent those
of the IMF or IMF policy.
Material from the Bulletin
may be reprinted with
proper attribution. Editorial
correspondence may be
addressed to The Editor,
IMF Research Bulletin,

IMF, Room HQ1-9-612,
Washington, DC 20431
USA; or e-mailed to
resbulletin@imf.org.

For Electronic Notification
Sign up at
www.imf.org/external/cntpst
to receive notification of new
issues of the IMF Research
Bulletin and a variety of other
IMF publications. Individual
issues of the Bulletin are
available at www.imf.org/
researchbulletin.

IMFSTARRBIREUSS IO NNOTE

Creating a Safer Financial System:
Wil the Volcker,

Staff Discussion Notes

Staff Discussion Notes showcase new policy-related analysis
and research by IMF departments. These papers are general-
ly brief and written in nontechnical language, and are aimed
at a broad audience interested in economic policy issues. For
more information on this series and to download the papers

Liikaren Structural Measures Help?
s el ki, Cpl Pty v Lo
- B b, bl L e, 2l e D
No. 14/01
e & =

No. 14/02

in this series, please visit: www.imf.org/external/pubs/cat/
createx/Publications.aspx?page=sdn

Macroprudential Policy in the GCC Countries
Zsofia Arvai, Ananthakrishnan Prasad, and Kentaro Katayama

Redistribution, Inequality, and Growth
Jonathan D. Ostry, Andrew Berg, and
Charalambos G. Tsangarides

No. 14/03

Monetary Policy in the New Normal

Tamim Bayoumi, Giovanni DellAriccia, Karl Habermeier,
Tommaso Mancini-Griffoli, Fabian Valencia, and

an IMF Staff Team

Seven Questions (continued from page 8)

Policy Analysis System: An Application
to Kenya,” IMF Working Paper 13/239
(Washington: International Monetary Fund).

Baldini, A., J. Benes, A. Berg, M. Dao, R. Portillo,
2012, “Monetary Policy in Low Income
Countries in the Face of the Global Crisis: The
Case of Zambia,” IMF Working Paper 12/94
(Washington: International Monetary Fund).

Benes, J., A. Berg, R. Portillo and D. Vavra,

2013, “Modeling Sterilized Interventions
and Balance Sheet Effects of Monetary
Policy in a New-Keynesian Framework,”
IMF Working Paper 13/11 (Washington:
International Monetary Fund).

Berg, A., S. O'Connell, C. Pattillo, R. Portillo,
and F. Unsal, forthcoming, “Monetary Policy
Issues in Sub-Saharan Africa,” in Celestin
Monga and Justin Yifu Lin, eds., Oxford
Handbook of Africa and Economics, (Oxford:
Oxford University Press).

Berg, A., L. Charry, R. Portillo, and J. Vlcek,
2013, “The Monetary Transmission
Mechanism in the Tropics: A Narrative
Approach,” IMF Working Paper 13/197
(Washington: International Monetary Fund).

Blotevogel, R., 2013, “Measuring and Mending
Monetary Policy Effectiveness Under

Capital Account Restrictions—Lessons from
Mauritania,” IMF Working Paper 13/77
(Washington: International Monetary Fund).

Friedman, M. and A. Schwartz, 1963, A Monetary
History of the United States of America,
(Princeton: Princeton University Press).

Mishra P, P. Montiel and A. Spilimbergo,
2012, “Monetary Transmission in Low-
Income Countries: Effectiveness and Policy
Implications,” IMF Economic Review, Vol.60,
No. 2. pp. 270-302

Ostry, J. D., A. Ghosh, and M. Chamon, 2012,
“Two Targets, Two Instruments: Monetary
and Exchange Rate Policies in Emerging
Market Economies,” IMF Staff Discussion
Note 12/01 (Washington: International
Monetary Fund).

Romer, C. and D. Romer, 1989, “Does Monetary
Policy Matter? A New Test in the Spirit
of Friedman and Friedman.” In NBER
Macroecononomics Annual, Vol. 4, pp.
121-84. (Cambridge: National Bureau of
Economic Research).

Summers, L., 1991, “The Scientific Illusion
in Empirical Macroeconomics.”
Scandinavian Journal of Economics,
Vol. 93, No. 2, pp. 129-48.





