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Abstract 

 

This paper highlights the essential role of central bank transparency in the 

transmission mechanism of monetary policy through the interest rate channel for 

emerging economies. It has been shown that the transmission mechanism of monetary 

policy is more effective when the central bank’s monetary policy is more transparent. 

By anchoring the inflation expectations, highly transparent central banks do not need 

to be aggressive in their policy rate actions in order to affect more effectively output 

and price dynamics implied by monetary policy shocks.  
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1. Introduction 

The transmission mechanism of monetary policy has attracted much attention in the 

last two decades both from policymakers and those in the public sector, especially 

because everyone realizes that important relationship exists between monetary policy 

actions and the public’s expectations. Besides the fact that every monetary policy 

impulse has a lagged impact on the economy, it is uncertain how exactly monetary 

policy impulses are transmitted to the price level or how real variables such as output 

develop in the short and medium terms. In this context, the understanding of how 

monetary policy affects the real economy is of great relevance, thus activating an 

important strand of literature that explores possible channels of monetary policy 

actions (inter alia: Brayton and Mauskopf, 1985;Bernanke, 1993; Gertler and 

Gilchrist, 1993; Kashyap and Stein, 1995; Reifschneideret al., 1999).More recent 

studies have been mainly focused on the bank lending channel and the housing market 

channel(Lown and Morgan, 2002; Case and Shiller, 2003;Hatzius, 2005;Benito et al. 

2006; Iacoviello and Minetti, 2008; Curdia and Woodford, 2009, Papadamou and 

Siriopoulos, 2012)
1
. Apart from the studies described above, more attention has been 

given about how the level of bank competition may affect the transmission 

mechanism of monetary policy transmission. In this context, Jeon et al. (2011) show 

that increased competition in the banking sector weakens the transmission of 

monetary policy. Gunji et al. (2009) examines the effect of the level of competition in 

the banking industry on monetary policy and, using disaggregated data, finds that a 

positive monetary policy shock is inversely related to bank loans.  

However, besides the exploration of the monetary policy transmission and its impact 

on inflation, and on output and the financial system, there are important policy 

implications for the policymakers that have not yet been examined in the existing 

literature. In this paper, we attempt to highlight the essential role of central bank 

characteristics in the transmission mechanism of monetary policy. The discussion of 

how monetary policy transparency may affect the economic efficiency through the 

possible transmission channels underlines an important issue that should be taken into 

account by policymakers when deciding on how to set policy instruments in order to 

have an accurate assessment of the timing and effect of their policies on the economy. 

                                                 
1
 For a comprehensive survey, see Boivin et al.  (2010). 
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The investigation of such a characteristic becomes more appealing in emerging 

economies environment since such economies have shifted from less transparent 

monetary policy actions to more transparent ones and consequently gained in 

credibility aspects
2
. 

Liu et al. (2008) first studied an aspect of monetary policy transparency, namely 

policy transparency, and specifically examined how the pass through of official rates 

to retail rates is affected by transparency. They found evidence that increased 

transparency can reduce the volatility of official policy rates and lead to more 

competition in the banking industry. As a result, future short-term rates become less 

uncertain, thereby enhancing the degree of pass-through of official rates to retail rates. 

In this line, Papadamou (2013) argues for the beneficial role of central bank 

transparency in the pass through from policy rate to Treasury bond rates in USA. 

Our study makes a step forward by using a broader index of transparency based on 

Eijffinger and Geraats (2006), which is available for a large number of central banks, 

and attempts to shed light on the transmission mechanism of a transparent monetary 

policy on the real economy. More precisely, our analysis will be based on the 

transmission channel of the interest rate. This channel can be explained through the 

effect of monetary policy on the real interest rate, assuming sticky prices over the 

short run period. In fact, a decrease in central bank’s policy rate translates into lower 

short-term real interest rates. As a result, the decline in real interest rates lowers the 

opportunity cost in terms of consumption and investment, causing private domestic 

demand and therefore GDP to expand. Even if we do not assume sticky prices, the 

interest rate channel may still be active since a decrease in central bank’s policy rate 

leads to higher price level and inflation expectations and lower real interest rates, 

resulting to more spending and output. To sum up, central bank transparency could 

provide the central bank with greater flexibility to stabilize economic shocks without 

risking higher short nominal rates. In this context, it is obvious that central bank 

transparency improves the effectiveness of monetary policy transmission mechanism 

through the interest rate channel. 

The apparent move towards more transparency in monetary policymaking practices 

has been supported by the fact that more transparency in policy actions is consistent 

                                                 
2
See Mohanty and Turner (2008) for recent developments concerning the monetary policy transmission 

mechanism in emerging market economies. 
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with a better anchoring of inflation expectations (van der Cruijsen and Demertzis, 

2007),with the exception of the achieving accountability by delimiting the democratic 

deficit of having unelected officials in the contact of monetary policy. In this context, 

a large strand of the related empirical literature emphasizes the beneficial role of 

transparency for macroeconomic performance (Kuttner and Posen, 1999; Cecchetti 

and Krause, 2002; Chortareas et al. 2002; Fatás et al., 2006;Demertzis and Hughes 

Hallett, 2007; Dincer and Eichengreen, 2007, Spyromitros and Tuysuz, 2012), and 

asset prices variability (Papadamou et al. 2014) but ignores its effect on the timing of 

the transmission mechanism which is usually characterised by long, variable and 

uncertain time lags
3
. 

In this paper, using a vector autoregressive approach for panel data (PVAR) and by 

decomposing our sample of 23emerging economies under low and high levels of 

transparency of central banks, we can emphasize the changes in the effects of 

monetary policy shocks on macroeconomic variables. By utilizing the recent 

development of quantitative measures for transparency, we can show that the 

transmission mechanism of monetary policy through the interest rate channel is more 

effective when central bank’s monetary policy is more transparent. The effectiveness 

can be achieved through inflation expectations formation.  

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 describes the methodology 

and data. Section 3 demonstrates how the transparency of the central banks affects the 

transmission mechanism of monetary policy through the interest rate channel. Section 

4 concludes. 

 

 

 

2. Methodology and Data  

In order to investigate the traditional interest rate channel under periods of high versus 

low transparency by central banks, panel-data vector autoregression (PVAR) 

methodology is used. Our sample consists of annual data for 23 countries
4
 over the 

period 1998-2010, a period with significant changes in the level of central banks 

transparency.  

                                                 
3
  For a more detailed survey of the existing empirical literature on central bank transparency, see van 

der Cruisjen and Eijffinger (2007). 
4
  The countries studied are: Argentina, Brazil, Bulgaria, Chile, China, Czech Republic, Estonia, 

Hungary, India, Indonesia, Latvia, Lithuania, Malaysia, Mexico, Pakistan, Philippines, Poland, Russia, 

Slovak Republic, Slovenia, South Africa, Thailand, Ukraine. 
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Firstly, we estimate the PVAR model without decomposing periods under high and 

low transparency. Impulse response analysis and variance decomposition is applied. 

Secondly, the same analysis is applied on a PVAR model that treats differently 

interest rate shock in periods of low versus high transparency. Therefore, our general 

first order PVAR model is defined as follows: 

titititi epfZZ ,1,10,   ,   (1) 

where in the first version of the model tiZ , is a four variable vector {GDP, GDP 

DEFLATOR, SR, LR}. GDP is the logarithm of the Gross Domestic Product in 

constant prices; GDP DEFLATOR the logarithm of the GDP deflator; LR is the bank 

lending rate that usually meets the short- and medium-term financing needs of the 

private sector; SR, the money market overnight rate, is our proxy for the monetary 

policy rate. 

In our model the VAR procedure is applied to panel data allowing for “individual 

heterogeneity” in the levels of the variables by introducing fixed effects, denoted by fi 

in equation (1). The well-known ‘Helmert procedure’ (see Arellano and Bover, 1995) 

is applied to remove only the forward mean, i.e. the mean of all the future 

observations available for each country-year.
5
  Moreover, our model allows for 

country-specific time dummies tp , which are added to equation (1) to capture 

aggregate, global shocks (e.g. an oil shock) that may affect all countries in the same 

way. Subtracting the means of each variable calculated for each country-year 

eliminates these dummies.  

On the one hand, impulse response analysis may reveal useful information about the 

transmission mechanism in our sample. More specifically, the impulse-response 

functions describe the reaction of one variable to the innovations in another variable 

in the system, while holding all other shocks equal to zero. The standard errors of the 

impulse response functions are calculated and confidence intervals are generated 

using Monte Carlo simulations. Our attention is focused on all the variables’ reactions 

to an interest rate shock. Therefore, it is assumed that the Central Banks have full 

control over the money market rate in that they can give an isolated, random shock to 

this variable, along with the shock identified by the Choleski decomposition. This is 

                                                 
5
This procedure is followed in order to avoid the mean-differencing procedure commonly used to 

eliminate fixed effects that would create biased coefficients. A Helmert procedure preserves the 

orthogonality between transformed variables and lagged regressors, and the latter can be used as 

instruments and the coefficients are estimated by system GMM. 
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equivalent to transforming the system in a ‘recursive’ VAR for identification 

purposes. A major advantage of the Choleski decomposition is that it does not impose 

theoretical priors on the model. 

Following previous literature concerning monetary policy transmission mechanism, 

we assume that money market rate affects economic activity and prices with a lag and 

is simultaneously affected by these two variables. Output measured by the GDP is 

likely to be the most exogenous country-level variable, while prices are likely to 

become flexible with some delay. The lending rate is assumed to be the most 

endogenous variable in the system, thus capturing all available information (i.e. all the 

contemporaneous shocks to other variables)
6
. 

On the other hand, variance decompositions may additionally present useful 

information about our model. More specifically, this methodology shows the percent 

of the variation in one variable that is explained by the shocks received by another 

variable, as accumulated over time. The variance decompositions show the magnitude 

of the total effect. We report the total effect accumulated over the 10 years, but longer 

time horizons produce equivalent results. 

The main objective of the paper is to compare the response of all variables to the 

money market rate in periods of low versus high levels of central bank transparency. 

To achieve this, we consider high transparency periods when the level of 

transparency, measured by the index proposed by Eijffinger and Geraats (2006)
7
 and 

updated by Dincer and Eijffinger (2013), is higher than the average of the 

transparency index for our sample
8
. Moreover as can be seen in Table 1, this value of 

transparency splits our sample data in two almost equally subparts. According to 

Table 1 the minimum level of transparency is 6 while the maximum is 13 over the 

high transparency period. In case of low transparency periods the level of 

transparency varies between 1 and 5.5. The mean values for the two sub-periods are 8 

and 3.74 respectively. 

An alternative way to investigate the effect of transparency on the transmission 

mechanism is to divide countries into two sub-samples based on their average level of 

transparency in the period being examined. However, the above approach does not 

                                                 
6
The order of LR and SR variables in our PVAR model does not affect our results. 

7
According to Eijffinger and Gerrats (2006), the transparency index varies between the values of 1 to 

15. Fifteen indicates a central bank with the highest level of transparency when conducting monetary 

policy operations.  
8
In our sample of 23 emerging countries, the average level is 5.89. 
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take into account that one central bank may change its transparency level between the 

1998-2010 period
9
. In such a context, useful dynamics concerning transparency may 

be hidden. 

Therefore two different variables, one corresponding to low and one to high 

transparency levels will replace the money market variable in our VAR. In our new 

second VAR model, itZ is a five variable vector [GDP, GDP DEFLATOR, HT_SR, 

LT_SR, LR], where all variables are defined as before except that HT_SR is 

calculated as DSR  , and LT_SR is calculated as )1( DSR  . The dummy denoted 

D, is constructed taking the value of one over periods where the level of transparency 

index is above the sample average of 5.89 and zero elsewhere
10

. 

The impulse responses across our two periods (i.e. ‘high’ and ‘low’ periods of central 

bank transparency) are compared to investigate any differences in the transmission 

mechanism of monetary policy to real economy. Moreover, the results from variance 

decomposition may also indicate differences attributed to different levels of 

transparency. 

 

3. Empirical Results 

By analyzing our empirical findings, Figure 1a presents the impulse response function 

of all variables in the first model to an interest rate shock
11

 without distinguishing 

between high and low transparency periods. As expected from economic theory, a 

positive interest rate shock has a significant negative effect on output and prices with 

a time lag. In this respect, short and medium term lending rates are affected positively 

and significantly. Figure 1b presents the results from the second PVAR model. For 

reasons of comparison, the left column presents the impulse responses to an interest 

rate shock in periods of high central bank transparency while the right column reports 

the results over periods of low central bank transparency. 

In a high transparency period, economic agents have more accurate information about 

the monetary policy actions directly affecting their decisions
12

. The response of LR to 

                                                 
9
 During the selected period, we observe significant changes in central bank transparency levels for the 

countries used in our investigation.  
10

 As a robustness check, values closed to the mean value 5.89 are considered and the results are similar 

concerning the steepness of the responses between high and low transparency periods. 
11

  By saying interest rate shock, a one standard deviation shock is meant. 
12

A strand of the literature extracts inflation expectations from inflation-indexed financial market 

instruments, and investigates the relationship between inflation expectations and macroeconomic 
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a monetary policy shock is lower over a high transparency period versus low 

transparency period. Moreover, the initial positive effect dies quickly under high 

transparency periods. It seems that the public recognizes the temporary or permanent 

nature of the monetary policy shock. Our findings concerning LR reaction imply 

lower persistence in inflation expectations during the periods of high transparency. 

This result is in line with the findings by Chortareas et al. (2002). 

Highly transparent policymakers do not need to be aggressive, as far as policy rate 

management concerns, in order to affect inflation expectations. This can be observed 

by comparing the SR reactions under high and low transparency regimes. Taking into 

account the above analysis, we can proceed to the investigation of the monetary 

policy effect on output and prices respectively. Even if the time reactions of GDP and 

GDP deflator to a monetary policy shock are identical, this shock has a more 

important impact (higher magnitude) on GDP and GDP deflators under high 

transparency versus low transparency periods. These findings are consistent with the 

view that inflation expectations are managed more effectively under high 

transparency levels. In this respect, inflation expectations formation affects output and 

price dynamics implied by monetary policy shocks. 

Tables 2a, 2b report the results from the variance decomposition analysis for models 

one and two respectively. The total effect accumulated over the 10 years is reported. 

Table 2a indicates that the money market rate explains a significant amount of the 

GDP, GDP deflator and LR variability respectively. The results presented in Table 2b 

indicate that the high output and prices variability explained by SR is mainly 

attributed to the high transparency periods. This result confirms the effectiveness of 

monetary policy under periods of high transparency. This implies the beneficial effect 

of transparency on the formation of inflation expectations. 

 

4. Conclusions 

While most of recent studies highlight the different channels in the transmission 

process, little attention has been paid to the characteristics of the central bank’s 

monetary policy. This paper addresses the issue of the effectiveness of the 

transmission mechanism of monetary policy through the interest rate channel under 

                                                                                                                                            
variables at high frequency (Swanson, 2006; Galati et al., 2011). In effect, this type of measure allows 

examining changes in expectations over a relatively short horizon. 
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high or low periods of transparency for a sample of 23 countries over the period 1998-

2010, a period with significant changes in transparency. Using a panel VAR analysis, 

we show that the transmission of a positive interest rate shock on GDP, GDP deflator 

and LR is more effective under high versus low periods of transparency. The 

argument for transparency is that private sector agents can learn and then anticipate 

what the authorities’ reactions will be in any given set of macroeconomic conditions. 

Therefore, under a credible and transparent central bank, fighting of inflation may be 

more effective. Agents will incorporate policy statements more quickly into their own 

plans and any necessary adjustment in market behavior will be carried out with lower 

cost and monetary authorities can have a clearer picture about the magnitude of their 

effects on the real economy. 

The increased level of transparency by the central bank helps the public identify the 

temporary or permanent nature of a policy shock. The pursuit of more transparent 

policies increases the ability of monetary authorities to offset economic shocks 

through an efficient management of inflation expectations. Given the time lag 

between monetary policy actions and real economy responses, our findings indicate 

that the response of macroeconomic variables to monetary policy decisions becomes 

faster and monetary authorities can have a clearer picture about the duration of their 

actions, and their effects on the real economy. For further research it will be 

interesting to investigate central bank independence as another important 

characteristic of the central bank in the interest rate channel. 

 

Acknowledgements This research paper was co-financed by the European Union 

European Social Fund and Greek national funds through the Operational Program 

“Education and Lifelong Learning” of the National Strategic Reference Framework 

and the Research Funding Program “THALES – Investing in a knowledge society 

through the European Social Fund” (MIS 380292). Finally, we would like to thank 

participants of the 18
th

 International Conference on Macroeconomic Analysis & 

International Finance in Crete May of 2014 for their helpful comments. 

 

 

 



10 

 

 

REFERENCES  

 

Arellano, M.,  Bover, O.,  1995. Another look at instrumental variables estimation of 

error-component models. Journal of Econometrics 68, 29–51. 

Benito, A., Thompson, J., Waldron, M., Wood, R., 2006.House Prices and Consumer 

Spending.Bank of England Quarterly Bulletin. 

Bernanke B.S., 1993.Credit in the macroeconomy. Quarterly Review, Federal Reserve 

Bank of New York, Spring, 50-70. 

Boivin, J., Kiley, M.T., Mishkin, F.S., 2010. How Has the Monetary Transmission 

Mechanism Evolved Over Time?Handbook of Monetary Economics, in: Benjamin 

Friedman M. & Woodford M. (ed.), Handbook of Monetary Economics, volume 3, 

chapter 8, 369-422. 

Brayton, F., Mauskopf, E., 1985.The federal reserve board MPS quarterly 

econometric model of the US economy. Economic Modelling 2, 170-292. 

Case, K.E., Shiller, R.J.,  2003. Is There a Bubble in the Housing Market? Brookings 

Papers on Economic Activity  2, 299-342. 

Cecchetti, S.G., Krause, S., 2002. Central bank structure, policy efficiency, and 

macroeconomic performance: exploring empirical relationships. Federal Reserve 

Bank of St. Louis Review July/August, 47-60. 

Chortareas, G., Stasavage D., Sterne G., 2002. Does it pay to be transparent? 

International evidence from central bank forecasts.Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis 

ReviewJuly/August, 99-117. 

Curdia, V., Woodford, M., 2009. Credit Spreads and Monetary Policy. NBER 

Working Paper Nr. 15289. 

Demertzis, M., Hughes-Hallet, A., 2007.Central Bank Transparency in Theory and 

Practice.Journal of Macroeconomics 29, 760-789. 

Dincer, N., Eichengreen, B. 2013. Central bank transparency and independence: 

updates and new measures. Bank of Korea.Working Paper No.2013-21. 

http://ideas.repec.org/a/fip/fednqr/y1993isprp50-70nv.18no.1.html
http://ideas.repec.org/s/fip/fednqr.html
http://ideas.repec.org/h/eee/monchp/3-08.html
http://ideas.repec.org/h/eee/monchp/3-08.html
http://ideas.repec.org/s/eee/monchp.html
http://ideas.repec.org/a/eee/ecmode/v2y1985i3p170-292.html
http://ideas.repec.org/a/eee/ecmode/v2y1985i3p170-292.html
http://ideas.repec.org/s/eee/ecmode.html
http://ideas.repec.org/a/fip/fedlrv/y2002ijulp47-60nv.84no.4.html
http://ideas.repec.org/a/fip/fedlrv/y2002ijulp47-60nv.84no.4.html
http://ideas.repec.org/s/fip/fedlrv.html


11 

 

Dincer, N., Eichengreen, B., 2007. Central bank transparency: where, why, and with 

what effects? NBER Working Paper Nr. 13003. 

Eijffinger, S.C.W., Geraats, P.M., 2006. How transparent are central banks? European 

Journal of Political Economy22, 1–21. 

Fatás, A., Mihov I., Rose, A.K., 2007.Quantitative Goals for Monetary Policy.Journal 

of Money, Credit and Banking 39, 1163-1176. 

Galati, G.,  Heemeijer, R., Moessner, R., 2011. How do inflation expectations form? 

New insights from a high-frequency survey.BIS Working Papers No 349. 

 

Gertler, M. Gilchrist, S. 1993. The Role of Credit Market Imperfections in the 

Monetary Transmission Mechanism: Arguments and Evidence. Scandinavian Journal 

of Economics 95, 43-64. 

Gunji, H., Kazuki, M., Yuan, Y., 2009.Bank competition and monetary policy. Japan 

and the World Economy21, 105-115. 

Hatzius, J., 2005. Housing Holds the Key to Fed Policy. Goldman Sachs Global 

Economics Paper No. 137 (New York: Goldman Sachs, February). 

Iacoviello, M., Minetti, R., 2008. The credit channel of monetary policy: Evidence 

from the housing market. Journal of Macroeconomics 30, 69-96. 

Jeon, BN., Olivero, MP., Wu, J., 2011. Do foreign banks increase competition? 

Evidence from emerging Asian and Latin American banking markets. Journal of 

Banking & Finance 35, 856-875. 

Kashyap, A.K., Stein, J.C., 1995. The impact of monetary policy on bank balance 

sheets. Carnegie-Rochester Conference Series on Public Policy 42, 151-195. 

Kuttner, K.N., Posen, A.S., 1999. Does talk matter after all? Inflation targeting and 

central bank behavior. Staff Reports 88, Federal Reserve Bank of New York. 

Lown, C.S., Morgan, D.P., 2002. Credit effects in the monetary mechanism.Economic 

Policy Review, Federal Reserve Bank of New York May, 217- 235. 

http://ideas.repec.org/a/mcb/jmoncb/v39y2007i5p1163-1176.html
http://ideas.repec.org/s/mcb/jmoncb.html
http://ideas.repec.org/s/mcb/jmoncb.html
http://www.bis.org/author/gabriele_galati.htm
http://www.bis.org/author/peter_heemeijer.htm
http://www.bis.org/author/richhild_moessner.htm
http://ideas.repec.org/a/eee/japwor/v21y2009i1p105-115.html
http://ideas.repec.org/s/eee/japwor.html
http://ideas.repec.org/s/eee/japwor.html
http://ideas.repec.org/a/eee/jbfina/v35y2011i4p856-875.html
http://ideas.repec.org/a/eee/jbfina/v35y2011i4p856-875.html
http://ideas.repec.org/s/eee/jbfina.html
http://ideas.repec.org/s/eee/jbfina.html
http://ideas.repec.org/p/fip/fednsr/88.html
http://ideas.repec.org/p/fip/fednsr/88.html
http://ideas.repec.org/s/fip/fednsr.html


12 

 

Mohanty, M., S., Turner, P., 2008. Monetary policy transmission in emerging market 

economies: what is new? BIS Working Papers No 35. 

Papadamou, S., 2013.Market anticipation of monetary policy actions and interest rate 

transmission to US Treasury market rates. Economic Modelling, 33, 545-551. 

Papadamou, S., Sidiropoulos, M., &Spyromitros, E. (2014).Does Central Bank 

Transparency Affect Stock Market Volatility Journal of International Financial 

Markets, Institutions & Money, 31, 362-377. 

Papadamou, S., Siriopoulos, C., 2012.Banks’ lending behavior and monetary policy: 

evidence from Sweden. Review of Quantitative Finance and Accounting 38, 131-148. 

Reifschneider, D., Tetlow, R., Williams, J., 1999. Aggregate disturbances, monetary 

policy, and the macroeconomy: the FRB/US perspective. Federal Reserve Bulletin, 

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve System (U.S.) Jan, 1-19. 

Spyromitros, E., Tuysuz, S.,2012.Do Monetary Policy Transparency, Independence 

and Credibility Enhance Macro-financial Stability? International Journal of 

Economics and Finance4, 44-54. 

Swanson, E., 2006. Would an Inflation Target Help Anchor U.S. Inflation 

Expectations?. FRBSF Economic Letter, Number 2006-20, August.  

Van der Cruijsen,C., Demertzis, M., 2007. The impact of central bank transparency 

on inflation expectations.European Journal of Political Economy 23, 51-66. 

http://ideas.repec.org/a/kap/rqfnac/v38y2012i2p131-148.html
http://ideas.repec.org/a/kap/rqfnac/v38y2012i2p131-148.html
http://ideas.repec.org/s/kap/rqfnac.html
http://ideas.repec.org/a/fip/fedgrb/y1999ijanp1-19nv.85no.1.html
http://ideas.repec.org/a/fip/fedgrb/y1999ijanp1-19nv.85no.1.html
http://ideas.repec.org/s/fip/fedgrb.html


13 

 

Tables and Figures 

 

Figure1a Impulse Response Analysis to a monetary policy shock  

(Without distinction between low and high transparency) 
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Figure1b Impulse Response Analysis to a monetary policy shock  

(Distinction between low and high transparency) 
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Table 1 Descriptive statistics about the level of central bank transparency 

Criteria Obs Mean Std. Dev. Min Max

All Sample 291 5.89 2.69 1 13.5

If transparency index >=5.89 143 8.12 1.72 6 13.5

If transparency index < 5.89 148 3.74 1.40 1 5.5  
 

 

Table 2a Variance Decomposition Results for high transparency periods 

PERIOD GDP GDPDEFL SR LR

GDP 10 56.38% 1.31% 32.89% 9.41%

GDPDEFL 10 23.81% 29.85% 31.39% 14.94%

SR 10 2.46% 14.31% 82.39% 0.84%

LR 10 1.00% 12.83% 63.94% 22.23%  
Notes: Percent of variation in the row variable explained by column variable 

 

 

Table 2b Variance Decomposition Results for low transparency periods 

PERIOD GDP GDPDEFL SR LR

GDP 10 86.82% 4.33% 6.34% 2.51%

GDPDEFL 10 41.70% 42.35% 14.16% 1.79%

SR 10 7.87% 16.76% 73.83% 1.54%

LR 10 5.48% 21.50% 60.16% 12.86%  
Notes: Percent of variation in the row variable explained by column variable 

 

 


