<HMBEAHBRABEEM R [74F > v - LY 2—] August—2002>

TFTILVTFICBITAMBEEL— Vo d & T

PrE - B

-

KUFFEIL, WK ED M B (Fiscal Theory of Price Level LT, FTPL) (Aiyagari=
Gertler (1985), Christiano=Fitzgerald (2000), Cochrane (1998), Leeper (1991), Sims (1994,
1998), Woodford (1994, 1995, 1998, 2001) (I#*) 123D, 77V FICBITAEF L
WIFBEOR )V — W2 DWW Tikam 3 Ao FTPL (X, B Ol R T 861 #9205 — e ik g
DPRFNIRELFEEZ SO LM TH B, WBL - SERUBER T OV — )b % BRI
9 FTPL O@IE 251, EECBITLHAROT 7 LI, WEHIL—)L L b Passive TH 5
(Leeper (1991) ) 72124 U5, #BEAliEDOIEREDORIETH 5, % Btk DIETE (Price
Indeterminacy) %} 2720121, MEBOR 2 EBIEBUR DO\ —F DIV — U2 Active
X% B BN D B SMBERP A HAFRETOHIFIZER L T A 3UE, Active 1272 1)
155 DITMEEBGE L2\ KAFZEIE, 1EROMBBERIZOWTHMT L, Active 7% W EUEL
BN —VEHRETDHEORL P EWLNIIT 5,

MEBORV—VERELS TR E, VA—T4T7 YBOREIE) I — T4 7V BUORIZIER]
SNb, UBEBHEN— VAT Iy b A b e LTRIET 2554, Wik 2 WA
W LTy, BUFOER 2 PRI 2S5 & X212, Z2OBORV—VIE, [V
— 74 7 YEKR] EEIEN S (Woodford (2001)), £l & L C, Sargent=Wallace (1981)
® Fiscal Leadership, EEEBKREDO L - TIREZET AV -V EZ LN 5,

—7, WAlAKBEDTED 2T UL, BIF @R FEHDSHZ S e wihE %, [
VA—=TAT VBORNV—IV] LR, TT7A4<) — - NT » ZAD#FE Z A/ ARIC (Exoge-
nously) P92 M BOV— VA, ¥ TIET 5, MBESRIZBIT S Taylor (1995) V—IL b,
Barro (1979) OB FH#EIL (Tax Smoothing) &, ZOHIEEIZA L, 72, EBEIFDH 5H
a2 bid, WAENGWBOEE 217> TWwhHD5, ZThaili b L, EHIILL T
TIAR) = - NT U AERELRT L) /P % (Locally) JEV) 71 —F 14 7 ¥ BUE
DEZLND,

DEDOMBESROZFHIHED S, HROMBESED) 1 —T 417 > ThHho720h, JEY
N—=T4T Y ThHolzOPIZONT, EEWIIONT S, ETIVIE, Xy 7 Eh/z4EH)
T, BWEERE, 71 vy —HRK, VI-TA4 T HLEVIEIE) =T T oW
BEEIV— VD5 bh, FNENOBEENV—IVO T T, PEHN (Deterministic) B X O
RN (Stochastic) ¥ I 2l —T 3 r&i7w, HEOTF— 5O & L KT 5, Bk
e % AR(DEAE & LTl i EAVEZR T E LTI 7 — A, o TV O&ED Y &

*1 HAOWMBEICHET 27 —% 2t L TF S o 7/NERZDEIZ (HARY) LRIBRRIIER (vt
A FERERRTCRT), Btk ©% { ORI T & o RN RIK (HASAT), MMOBKRRE CREMZ T X >
b N E o o BRI (P RY) OKERISH LT, HAUEHTHRETH 5,

* 2 RRORFRES SR
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19904F (FRFEMEBRENATIL) &5 VIZBEIZTE T — A% HhH ¥ Iab— 3 v Off
B, LFLIDTUIFTNARVERERZ LW, VI —T4 7 VEROZLBMEZ2 L C
WL EIICRZ B, AL, FREEMED S OBRENIED) L 7219904 F TIZow T,

VI =T 4T YBORDPA I T 720 BETEDTE

X5, HEOF—2 L FRD v Il —2a vORREEONLET— 7D DIZHL T,
VAR E 7V X BHERH 24TV, A 27OV ARSI B OIIRE i 5 (Canzoneri, Cumby
=Diba (2001)), EHT 2D, F'FA4 <Y — - NFTLADAL ) R—3 3 VHPEL L4
DA YISV ARICEBTH S, EOTITAR) — - NF L ADY 3y 723 LT, FHS
NDHA VARSI, )V A—F 4 7 YBOEDO T T, BUFEBRA L, WilikiE
WD Y e SREWIMES AN 72 SN D DT, 4V 7 LIk AEEHEROLEFR SNk
WETTHL, —H, FEVI—T 4T VBERDOLGEDA YNV ARIRE, T <) — -
INTG ¥ ZADRFHBE D IERITHATS 5o BUF @KL, BAIEOBIFEFAIFKIC
Dl MBI O BRAEMEICE LW L EERTLDT, 7947 — - NTUANP
EDOZFIMEZ b O, TOIEDY 3 v 7 I ZHIFEB 2 AKIE 5, 2, ADRYIMH
MEzbO7I94<)— - NFLYADY a v 7L, BIMEEZRVSESL, EH512LTY,
FOL X IIYMABEDL T 7256 Sh, EFEEZOMILTFHEINS,

VAR 2B} ik 4F & LT, Christiano, Eichenbaum=Evans (1999) (LL'F, CEE &
WEFR) 12 & B2EBDNERFIZ & 5 Cholesky 77 f#, MO EMM#H#E 4 ¥ o & & { Blanchard=
Quah (1989) (F L <, BQ) O#ll#y, #hFh %+, CEEDEIC LI, FEY 71—
TAT VEEIE, NENL T IAT) - NTG U RAEFRELTWLDT, (79147 —
SN VA, BEY) ONEFICERELENL ZEHPLETH L, FNIHLT, U —
TAT VEEE, BHFHEBEDOY a v 21l T4 — - NG UV ADERRHE LT
WBDT, (BUfEE, 7794~ — - NF U RA) OEBIEPLEE b, —77, BQD
WS, FF) =T T VBSED—DTH A Barro (1979) DOREECEHELICH Tk F
%o MBFEHEALIE, AT IA< ) — - NTF U AD Y 3y 2 BERNIE, 7547V
— NT VR EEGZ WL EBERL TS, LA > T, ibBFEMGRE 2 E
ENBEGEITIE, TI9A4A<)— - NT UV REBIFEEDO EB»HHK A VAR ETIIVICE
WT, 794 <) — - NF L ADA JX—3 3~ (Innovation) 257 T A< — - )NT
A2 G- 2 AR s va LiE I EE Z T L v,

VAR ETNWIZBUIT B A SV ARIGEABICET AT -5 32— ary OO
ok E, 2 ZE L CTHBEBEEDS) =74 7 VR TH - 2 jekrsEm {, Dk
CEBI9VMEFEE T, VI—TAT7 VESRPEB L TV LIZHLNTH 5,

FTPL [Z &1L, 7LV TFICBWT, S@BOR2% BRI F3REaofilfIcEm L Twb
RIT, MBESEIZDEDONLDIE, FFV I —T 1 T VBEENV—IVORMTH 5, &
AT, BIFEBORTZEC LI, R EIE) =74 7 VBERDPE T L, &2
HD, FEOEFENFED S, HEOHROMBEGRIZ) I —T4 7 YBIRTH S Z LibHh
5720 BIZIAE, 19974EFE O B Briak o dis:, 20024F B EE 54T O30k 72 &, BFEOH
BoE e e s s,

BARW I 7 — T4 7 v BEER E LT, BlzIE, BRA & CHEBRELZTIE TS
CEDUHRETH A )0 4 ¥ 7 LHELT, ERBERDY BRI THO FEOMFE D 5k
BT, ERMERAY Active 2 BUR IV — )b, WIELELH AS Passive 2 1) /1 — 7 4 7~ BUR 1 Z#n

—141—




TI7LVTFICBITAMEERL—-LVED DT

g g, MERBETL2THA 9,

WhWwn [74 Y XEk] LIRLY, WEROIE) 7 —7 4 7 VESKIE, ) — Fod
SRR S MR K1, BBCEHC X o CREEHERONT, HEOIELIFUR
CIEEERLTWS, 7, [FE7 4 v X%hH] (Giavazzi=Pagano (1990, 1995)) 7%
LT M BOEE ORATREEANOREIE, VA —T 4 T VBORO T T, & LAA Y
TL—varE@ L TEENFROKTIZOLA S, 512, Krugman (1998) D FiE§
BAYT V=Y ay ¥ =574 Y FOBEIIOWTFIPL I, KEIZBE 2 M4 &
FRB LMD [73—F (Accord)] O & 512, Ay & BB L ORssER s h
L% blE, TTVORMIZE>TERDHLIYFEL LD I L 2MRT %o

BLE& Y, FTPLCHES (IR =71 7 VDI T 5 720121, BT 0422
BTHLIEDDhD, 1) RFICIE) =T 7 VBETH S, 2) MBS T
(Time—Consistency) % {7z~ <, A4 DHFFBRIZH->7233Iy b x> N ThHD, 3)
A 7Vb—=vay - ¥=07r4y7OEANIBCVTE, BEEREPRETEDOTa—-F

DHIFR E L TRITNIER S v,

[. I FC®HIC

FTILVOHEITTLARICBNT, L LwE
Bl - BFBOBOR S A3 NI oW T, Ead A 2 7
Vo £ YT b= ay - ¥=rT 4y
FEhsb, LY—20D%A (Regime Change)
b LB, RECHLSRYODH D (L
MY 7% 3CHK X, Krugman (1998), Svensson (2000),
Woodford (2001)). AMFFE b [F U M #E &= #% %
WAL, WliKkEDOMEHE (Fiscal Theory of
Price Level L T, FTPL) (Aiyagari=Gertler (1985),
Christiano=Fitzgerald (2000), Cochrane (1998),
Leeper (1991), Sims (1994, 1998), Woodford
(1994, 1995, 1998, 2001) (7)) 12D %X, 7
TV TIBITEZET LWHBEBORL — VIO
THEET %,

FTPL |25 W\ T, B O iRy 3 H i 4 =
VWl AKEDO T I TR E 2 ixH 2 724,
LERTHEE Y =7y MITAERBURIC L -
THlERZ 25 [ 4 BAfit&DIEPE (Price In-
determinacy) ]| OREZ P2V EHICT 57
DI, MEBOR P EMBOR DO W NIr—FH D
— V7% Active (2% 2 WLBED D % (Leeper (1991)) o

B - SREGED BT DV — IV & BRI
FTPL O#E 6%, EEICBITAHAD T 7
Vi, #%BMEOIEFEDHETH b, SHIEL
KA AFTELXOORPOTIZH D L X, Ac-
tive 127 D155 D%, WEBERLV — IV L7\,
K TIX, T7LhLHEAT L2012 &
) MBI N — VERETHRENE V)
Hb, wEOHAROMBIECE D, Woodford
(2001) DEMRIZBWT, VI —F 41 T Y EK
Tholzh, HAVIIIE) I—T 14 T VEIRT
HoT2DMPITONT, FERIEWIZH L 2IZT 5,
—fRICHBECROIRIE L L CiE, 7u0—0%
BTHHTITA4<) — - NT U ADLYMBURE,
A by 7 DERKTH B BHHER »EER &%
ZAbNBN, TITHRH) DIX, HEND L WIZ
BENTIAT) — - NT U ARIRIEE T LM
BRIV —VTH D, BEBOEV— VBT Iy
hx o bk LTHRET 254, Vi 2 Wik
OB LT, BIFOBEEN 2 P 5K
A2 E3N5E X2, ZOBHRNV—VIE, [V
H—=T AT YEGR] EMHENG, —, Wik
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WD T UL, B O @R P 5 H R
M7z SN WipEx, IFV =747 VEUR
V— )b &5,

VHh =74 T YEERELTIE, Wbwb [¥
P HEER] 2 &oEBkE 0 LRERET 2
V= dHb, v—A Mk S (Maastricht
treaty and the Stability Pact) A E KT S, 2%
fE 5% D 4 GDP 160% LL N~ D #i], 19854
DRKELV—HVBHETOS I 0= K< ik
(Gramm-Rudman-Hollings Act), & 512, E
RS (IMF) 12X 2 MEEANORE S &
%5b3r7 43 aFY) T 14— (Conditionality)
b, CO#HMEICAL, HRTY, 19974 12T
U 72 [ B B & S D HEE 12 B 3 5 S B i vk
(MH#FE) 32054 TOMBEKILV -V TH
5720 =, V=T 4T VEIHKE LT,
TIAY) — - NT  ADBIEE I ARIC (Bx-
ogenously) P> AW EIL — V2%, BTIEE 5,
M EBURIZB1T A Taylor (1995) )V—)L, Barro
(1979) DOFBLTHEL (Tax Smoothing) &, =
DHEIMFIZA S,

—1K, HROMBERIZ)I—T1 7 Th
572D, VI =T ATV THolzDhy 2
T, Ry ZFEnizLERTE, BT R
B, 714 vy =X, VT4 T Hb
WIIIEY) =T T U HEEBUR OV — Vv B A
ETNEEZ D, TNETNOBIKILV— VDT T,
ETFIVOPER (Deterministic) B £ U
B9 (Stochastic) ¥ I 2L —3 3 v &47w, H
EDOF—F Ly Ial—TarOERELND
T—=F D DI LT, VARETINVIZL B
FHEATV, A YOV A RIBEBOILIRE s
B FORMMEE I LT, HEOMBEGE
W) =T 4T v CTHorleDh, ) H—T+
7 v TH oD h % HW T A (Canzoneri,
Cumby=Diba (2001))., ZDiER, P& Ld,
IRFEE D © ORI KDY L 7219904 £ T2
DWTIE, HROWMEESRV — VA I —T 4
T UYBERTH 722 EVHL IR A, FTPL
WX, F7LTICBWTERBEED % BH
THRLOUOHFICER L TWAIKRT, BB

FIZbeoonsrnlix, ) HI—F1 7 B
V—=VORHTH DL, £ZAHH, HEOHAD
ML, VA —T1 T VEETH o7, fl
ZAE, 19974F- B 0 W B s S, 20014F-BE D
EEFAT D30I MHe % &, BEOW BUEE 21T,
VA =T 4T VEOROEED, S4R-LNTE
T EpEiEIN S,

ZNTIE, L0k % BARN W BEBOR»E
ZAHNDBDD NADPEHIITHIRES 2 R
%4 (Time—Consistency) % i 72 97 BUR C 7
UL, BRIV —ILELToOaIy P AV M
B2 5, Bl IE, BB & IR A
ETFAZLEWRETHA ) A V7 LHAEL
T, @RBEE» % BRI FRO TROHK 25 %k
N7-BREC, &RIBUR DS Active 72 BUR )V — L,
W BCER 28 Passive 72 V) 1 — 74 7 ¥ BOK 2z
g, MERBET 53T Tho,

ZOMOBERWIRS L&, EZBRR LD,
FTPL (Z7iEE DR %, PIRIT R ETFB L
T 24 BFTFHRICET HECRV —VIZBWWT,
LHATFREL O OFIFIZE T, Active 12725
TEDNTELWIRIELEEZ D, WBODOIE) 71—
FATUEEE, 74 ABGE] LR RY,
) 71— ROBSIER 72 SN w912, Bk
THETH) ZLICX Y, REEBEEARONE,
BEDHEZIFOAL 2 & 2 E ML Twb Ik
74 v X%h%E ] (Giavazzi =Pagano (1990, 1995))
AR & 5 5 B EGEE O R REEN OB ST,
FEVA =T 4T VEKDOTTIE, LLAS VT
L= 3 » % U CEERTFROKTICO %D
%o F72, Krugman (1998) OFiET 21 » 7
L—=yay - %=r54 0 7OEAIIONT,
FTPL 1, " ORERAT & M B IR & D1 i A% B
ENBEHHIE, FILOWRICE > TEHZDD
LYHEE DI ERRET L, DF ), KENC
BULMBEL FRB EOBO [7T32—F (Ac-
cord) | TFH, BIEOHRIZBWTH L5
N5,

MY =T 14 T VBEEN— Va2 ETL,
4l R A% Taylor )V — )V IZHL & 5 Active 72
BV — v x FE i L 7260121E, WS v (1980
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A LLFE o K E (Woodford (2001)), < — A
MUk FSEAOTTORRMN P JRTT (ECB)
(Svensson (2000), Woodford (2001))). —7,
FVH—T AT VBORICE o TT 7 L ETRL
7ZBIE RO E v, 2RI DT,
FIPL (2D KR I — T4 7 Y BUR DY) §
57201218, LTOFUDPLETH L, 1) 7
FIHIZIE) I =714 7V BOR TR Tld e bk
v, 2) KW S (Time—Consistency) %
7z _<, A2 ICE 723 Iy b
AYRTHRLTE RSB, 3) A1 v T7L—2

3 =TT A Y TOEAIIBNTIE, ME
W E R TE D7 a2 — AR E L ThRl)
T B 7w,

DUT s, 1T FTPL O B i 5 3%
CEREEAHMAL, - 1 CHEECEORIE
IZOWTHliNth, M—2TY I =717 VI
WEIRD I —T 4 7 VERDOK BN D CTEE
Wik T 50 NICE->T, FIPLIZBL CEE
A %479 o 212, VICBWTHARDT 7
VT2 EEYEIEL, ITHEmEiE5,

I. Yilik#EDOB B GG (FTPL) — R E R L BUREE —

£9, FIPLIZOWTHMAT 5, € ORRE
K THHEFRNV -, BUFOTHEBIFIIMR T,
HEME 5 Ch 2% Bk EDIETE (Price
level Indeterminacy) D RIEIZDWTH filiiL s
N e Vo

I—1. BERIV—IL
I—1—1. 2Rk%

ERIBUR IS T A2 ERMZBORV— L & L T,
DF oz & » TR E A Taylor v — ) (Tay-
lor (1993)) "% %, #EFETH 5% HFT
DY =y &, A7 LEr L GDP ¥
YTy =y PHRODLNV—INTH b

L=Ph

+1.57,+0.5(,—3,")

A7 VRIZPPLHBEE, 427 LD
1% bESALzE &I, fas—t> b, ZEFAT
FHrepl& B, Smslfiozir) »2xEbT,
Taylor V— VD 4E1.5, 250 1%DA > 7
VEREFIIH LT, 0.5%72 1 EEFTHRET
LA EEERTLDT, Active 7 A RElEL

W= Vs EYs —F, BRE» 1LY
INEWELER IV — VI, Passive LK & Wb
%o

I—1—2. BEECR

—0, WBESRICET 5 )V — VI EEEsR )V
—VICHRZ &, HEVRBAMEA TR,
Yt P B RN, b FAY 2 M BOBOR v — v
Thbo MEDEN A ¥ - A5 ET A HF—
BEd, —DOOMBOV—IVEEZDLIENTEZA,
Taylor (1995, 2000) |* &AlECE & [k, T
DRD LD HBESHO V-V ZHRRL, Bl%E
DF—FIZBI2HTIETVOARZIEZRLTWY
%0

Actual Budget Surplus to GDP=f(Output Gap)
=+ Structural Budget Surplus to GDP
=0.5"Output Gap+ Structural Budget Sur-

plus to GDP

1) Benhabib,Schmitt—-Grohe="Uribe (2000) &, Taylor )V — LD FIZBWT, B BRFEIE Y O OREIZDH
5 [REEOR] P3HFET 5 2 & 2 BWITR L7,
2) /N - ATH - HE (2002) 1, BARIICBIT S Taylor OMBEESEL— NV EEHIIL T 5,
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I—2. ZEMEKEDIERE

LHFATHRICET 2 ERMBOEV — Vi =i
(—EDF—=7v ) zH/RICED, LTo
X9 R HEHER) 7 AD-AS ETNVIZBWT, %H
Wik e (2 IE P
275,

(Price Level Indeterminacy)

AS Curve:y,=y*+a(p,—E,_ p)+e,
IS Curve:y,=o,—o7,tu,

LM Curve:m,—p,=—ci,ty,tv,
Fisher Equation:i,=7,+ (Ep _ —p,)

Nominal Interest Rate Rule : itZiT

y 92 GDP,

y* : E4JEH GDP,
p L —WiikEE,
roLEEATE,
m . H BT,

i BB,

e R a v,

u ISTav 7,

v (LM a v 7,

b LI, M A AT H I, T
TORRIZBWTH,=p +rZW729 1P, 15,
IHPMAKEEZ R B0 ETMIZB VT LM i
ML, WG DPREIC & > THST (Trrele-
vant) (2% > TWwh, FEBE, —a— - 740
7o, IM#f O B wvwv s T - E TV &R
LTw2% (Romer (2000), Taylor (2000)),

I—3. BRFOFEHK

WMECYR &R RglifTid, 2hehoNg v A -
Yo MEALTWRA, MG S 7z (Consoli-
dated) BUMfZRET 2751213, BUFOTH
AT & 7% B

. T
T . By
reasury . G,+ =T+
P,
BT_B T
tiH‘f’RCBt
P,

M M

. B,
Central Bank : 7+RCBt=
P,
. M M
lt—lBt—l _‘_Htth—l
P, P,
G D WBG I,

i A HA T,

B . EfER TR,

PRk,

T  IBUY

RCB : W ugiifT o [ A1 4,

BY LT o EE IR TR,

H AT —=F-<f—,
W B4 /2B 5 % 3 0 & 213 Expenditure %,
4313 Revenue % b9, HIGRITO LA Y
LB OFE T EEDZALD, 0% IHIE
AL 2 EKbT,

. it*lBtfl
Consolidated Government . Gt-i-i:

_npT M
Bt_Bt 7Bt

JE B X BLHF @ Expenditure, #4534 13 Revenue %
DL, HlOE=HZ, KL (Seignior-
age) T EMKT 5,

WA SNIEHFO@ERFN (Intertemporal) F

HHIFEE, Non-Ponzi Game Condition GEEC
B, ]

— =20 ) L C,

P )

3) Takeda (2001) (X, MEYR & REPITOMK T — L 1B T AHRICED X, HRgITOMT M & B R
fE L A%, Inflation & Taxation DAHEIZ G- 2 BB ZOWTEE L, BT D Consolidation |2 DWW TEEE L TWw

%
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EziTtﬂﬂ_Gtﬂﬂ_ H,

P, i0IL_ (1+7,) P(1+i)
= it+1-_‘rth+1+i
iZOPtHMH;:o( 1 +”t+j>

T\ IBUE ¢ We I B 5 BUF O K E BB,
HD D —IHII M B O )5 | BUEAME, 5=
TH & 55 TH D 7% L Seigniorage @ H 5 | 3 7E i it
ERDY BEHATHIIAA ORERAIZH
TOHLRBEMZEXDTOT, BIFIZTEREEITIC
Yo TAAIZA 7 LB (Inflation Tax) % if
LTWaZLilhb,

I—4. FTPL DBCREIEE

FTPL (2B % b 70 1) B WS LI, Co-
chrane (1998) T % %%, EA#MEIZKRIT %, FTPL
DWERIL, Aiyagari and Gertler (1985), Leeper
(1991), Sims (1994) < Woodford (1994, 1995,
1998, 2001) Z=&TH b, % HWIHKEDIER
7€ (Price Level Indeterminacy) % [MEEE &
THATE, IX_THEEL VLS,

TTIVORTEELREEZRIT O, B
DOFHEHF, &0 bIFERENFERHTH
b HAALS D &, —MMMAKAE XBUT O ik
BT ERFHR LBV — L E DA EDEIC L
STREFLEEZTL WV, LITFTIE, fRENE
ET IV TH S Leeper (1991) (ZHIL T FTPL %
G S i RS

Leeper (1991) (&, #MAEIDORHMEEL, BV
— VEARE L 72t Em ) (Deterministic) € 7
VTHDHDT, FIPL IZBT 5 LHR D CTld i
bEHZET IV E VR B, AENEANDR#EL
I,

max Y. [log ¢, Tlog m,]
le,m,blt=0

7 T

t—1

Mt Bt Mt*l Bt*l
s.L. ct+f—i—f—|—rt:y+7+R —
Pt Pt Pt t

— PSSt & AT RS ¢,.=y—g £ U, Fisher
S e BEHEME SR SN 5,

_ Tt+1
R=
By
R,
ﬂ%::C
R

BUff O —KE R BT 5 FREHIRAE,

Mt Bt Mt —1 Bt —1
Tty =g+ R
Pt Pt Pt Pt

MR 7 P R AU,

o

X s —1
;_g (0 oy R ) U7 8T
t

[=)

<

M

tHs+1 ths)

P

t+s+1

22T, UTOL) RBORNV—VEEZ D, &
BhEGE L — L & LT,

R Zao-i-om'

t t

W EsEL— V& LT,

T =Y T,

FiEorm 0oL > T, LHANFER,
FHEERES m, —WAKE P, FEEER
E b, 17 LEIDAEROZHENPE S
Nb, LOOFBRAMRIE, b, #IZBTHLUT
D ODOITEH SN D,

7rt+1:oz0,6’+a/6’77t
ao-i-omt
bte——————+7,+b,_,=g+c

ozo-i-omt* 1 Wt*/B

_l’_

01
B

R 72 (Recursive) 2 DRIX, af, %—'y

L% b, H— (Unique) D# 355 (Saddle—Path

Equilibrium) DFEED 720 D+ 55518, —)

DIEDS unit  circle D, B2 H 5 Z

EThHb, Melhani+se,

Regime 1 : Active monetary policy and pas-
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sive fiscal pollicy
when| ag| > 1and‘%—7‘< 1.

Regime 2 : Passive monetary policy and ac-

tive fiscal policy
when|agl < 1 and‘%*'y‘ >1.

Regime 3 : Passive monetary policy and pas-

sive fiscal policy
when| a3 < land‘%—7‘< 1.

Regime 4 : Active monetary policy and active

fiscal policy

whenl| ag| > land‘%*'y‘ >1.

LY —241& 213, Aiyagari and Gertler (1985)
TlEE N L, “polar
non—Ricardian” & ’:{X# %, Polar Ricardian re-
gime X, WbhW3 [¥AF ) XL OF—2A
24 L, Polar non-Ricardian regime {3\
T, MBEORDS A v 7 LR 2 &L HER
ZROTL IV, SRMBORPFEEELRICEE L
HB2bZEhb, LY—L3IZBVWTIE, &
B OB EIIE U724 ORI RS,
[ L E b 7267, ZABEMEOIFTEDr—
AN TS, LY=L 4TI, MWL E D
NEEE R D,

: M 2 . 13
b
Ricardian” regime, “polar

. MEBEENV—IV

FTPL IC XN, 771 - 254 I Vi [4
Hfits OIEPE | OMETH Y, £oRk <

7%, HADOKFEBROMETH 5, €02,

ED XD BMEBGEL — VR BEETARETH
5o LTI, MEESKDREIZOWTE

BL78, VA—TAT7YBOK - E) =T+
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P
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M—2. Yh—F«T7>vs. EVH—F«7
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(2) “Locally” Ricardian Fiscal Policy
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Tlgloo(l—H')T

Z @ Non-Ponzi—-Game Condition (%, BUffDHE
R0 2 FEGIRI SN2 SN 200K TH D,
Wity - | - EHENSOTRYEOT T,
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AT VHETH D, LIRd 2 ¥ & B Rk
= AN, [T EEA] \SHIET %,
COHBEIZET S =T 1 T YEEORE
BiL, ~—A b VUt b5 (Maastricht treaty and
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(2) Tax Smoothing of Barro (1979)
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(3) “Locally” Non-Ricardian Policy
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(4) Monetary Targeting as a Fiscal Policy Rule
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Ricardian Model, Deterministic Simulation, 1970-1998.

DEBT SEIGNIORAGE SURPLUS
100 25 8
80 204
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1.04
20 N4 I\
0.5
o] \WY
-20 0.0
-40 T T T T T 0.5 T T T T T -8 T T T T T
1970 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 1970 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 1970 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995
—— Actual ——DEBT (Baseline) —— Actual —— SEIGNIORAGE (Baseline) —— Actual —— SURPLUS (Baseline)

Ricardian Model, Stochastic Simulation, 1970-1998.

DEBT+2S.E. SEIGNIORAGE £ 2S.E. SURPLUS +2S.E.
100 25 8
80 2.0
60
1.54
40
1.04
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0
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1970 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 1970 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 1970 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995
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Ricardian Model, Stochastic Simulation, 1970-1998, Seigniorage exogenous.

DEBT+2S.E. SEIGNIORAGE +2 S.E. SURPLUS+2S.E.
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[— Actual —— DEBT (Scenario 1 Mean) | [— Actual —- SEIGNIORAGE (Scenario 1 Mean) | [— Actual —= SURPLUS (Scenario 1 Mean) |
N—2—2. FUH—TFT 17 BRDT—X 19904EEFTHY I 2L —v 3> (M12) T,
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Ricardian Model, Deterministic Simulation, 1970-1990.
DEBT SEIGNIORAGE SURPLUS
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Ricardian Model, Stochastic Simulation, 1970-1990.
DEBT+2S.E. SEIGNIORAGE £ 2 S.E. SURPLUS +2S.E.
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T4 T VBOROZLEEZ LR L Tnb LX) ICR
Ao 2D, RFEEED S ORI
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BORAM I T T REMED B Ve L L 72 d°
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L S S B S S S O B B S
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Ricardian Model, Stochastic Simulation, 1970-1990, Seigniorage exogenous.

DEBT+2S.E.
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DEBT+2S.E.
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Response of DEBT to SURPLUS Response of SURPLUS to SURPLUS
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Response to Cholesky One S.D. Innovations + 2 S.E.
Response of SURPLUS to SURPLUS

Response of DEBT to SURPLUS
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Response to Cholesky One S.D. Innovations + 2 S.E.

Response of SURPLUS to SURPLUS
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Response to Cholesky One S.D. Innovations =+ 2 S.E.
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Response of DEBT to SURPLUS
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Response to Cholesky One S.D. Innovations + 2 S.E.

Response of SURPLUS to SURPLUS
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Response to Cholesky One S.D. Innovations + 2 S.E.

Response of SEIGNIORAGE to SURPLUS Response of SURPLUS to SURPLUS Response of DEBT to SURPLUS
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