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Abstract

Forward guidance policies are often argued to stimulate economic activity by re-

ducing nominal long term interest rates. We document why a lower nominal long rate

is neither necessary nor suffi cient for forward guidance to be successful. We deter-

mine the mechanisms behind widely varying long rate responses in existing empirical

structural models. Imperfect information about the rationale for forward guidance can

severely distort long rate effects and attenuate much of its expansive effect. These

results suggest caution in interpreting event-studies of forward guidance.
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1 Introduction

Forward guidance is one of the unconventional policy instruments introduced during the

recent economic crisis and is likely to become a more standard and permanent instrument

of monetary policy as suggested by, e.g., John Williams (2013a). In principle, inflation

targeting central banks that publish their expected interest rate path for the near future

have been using forward guidance as an implicit instrument in practice for a while.

Not many studies, however, provide a detailed discussion of the transmission channel of

forward guidance. For example, little is known about the impulse response function of an

announced shock to future monetary policy: empirical research aiming at identifying such a

shock is rare as this type of policy shock has not been part of the standard monetary policy

strategy until recently. From a theoretical perspective, there have been limited efforts to

understand the exact transmission mechanism of such a policy announcement. We provide

a detailed analysis of the transmission of this kind of policy interventions in the context of

models of varying complexity. We focus on three main issues: forward guidance’s effect on

the long term interest rate, the size of its macroeconomic effects and the implications of

imperfectly informed agents in the face of forward guidance policies.

To illustrate the relevance of these questions, consider the impact of forward guidance on

the long term interest rate. In its communication on forward guidance, the Federal Reserve

insisted that forward guidance supports the economy through lowering the long term interest

rate. However, if the central bank can effectively support the economy by indicating that

it will keep its short rate lower for a longer time than previously expected, this will have

a positive effect on inflation expectations and the expected future behavior of monetary

policy. The impact on the nominal long rate is therefore not unambiguously negative. In

order to motivate this point further, we refer to two well-known DSGE models that imply

opposing answers. According to the New York Fed DSGE model (Del Negro, Giannoni and

Patterson, 2014), a stimulating policy action through forward guidance induces a decline in

the nominal long rate: a decline that can be very large unless the future short rate policy

intentions are fine-tuned to yield “empirically estimated”long rate reactions. On the other

hand, policy simulations with the models of Smets and Wouters (2007) and Gali, Smets and
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Wouters (2011) produce positive responses in the long rate. Since it is not straightforward to

determine which model features precisely cause such differences, we analyze the features of

the transmission channel and the economic conditions that determine the impact of forward

guidance on the long rate.

We illustrate how any announced forward guidance policy can be decomposed in terms of

a series of announced future policy shocks relative to a historical or benchmark policy rule.

We explain how these announced policy actions operate in a basic 3-equation NK model,

and extrapolate afterwards to more sophisticated DSGE models. In a model that is purely

forward-looking, the forward guidance announcement directly controls the long term interest

rate response as the economic development further ahead in the future (after the policies

are implemented) is left unaffected. In more complicated models, endogenous persistence in

output, inflation and the policy rate are important determinants of the transmission channel.

The reaction of the economy, and of the long rate in particular, will depend on what happens

after the forward guidance is terminated and when the standard policy rule is re-activated:

will the economy still be in a depressed state, or will the economy be booming and inflation

rising during the exit period? We conclude that, depending on the alternative model features,

a successful forward guidance policy can lead to an increase in the nominal long rate, and

that communication about this policy should therefore concentrate on the real long rate

rather than on the nominal long rate.

Empirical event studies (Moessner, 2013; Williams, 2013b; Woodford, 2013) that estab-

lish the negative response of long rates to forward guidance should therefore be interpreted

with caution. Firstly, announcements of forward guidance are often combined with other

non-conventional policy actions (e.g. in terms of quantitative monetary stimulus) which

may have independent effects on long term interest rates. Secondly, forward guidance comes

with changing beliefs about underlying economic fundamentals. It is not always clear how

agents interpret announced forward guidance: is it a signal of additional monetary stimulus,

or rather a sign that the central bank’s economic outlook became worse? This leads to a

filtering problem that is particularly diffi cult in the short run, the frequency upon which

event studies rely entirely. We illustrate how this misperception of the announced forward

policy intentions under incomplete information can both attenuate the effectiveness of the
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stimulus and implies an initial negative long rate response.

As regards the size of the macroeconomic effects, it is widely documented in the literature

that forward guidance, and particularly extended periods of low interest rates pegs, can

produce extremely large impulse responses (and even sign reversals, e.g., Carlstrom, Faust

and Paustian, 2012) in model simulations. We show how DSGE models generate realistic

effects of forward guidance policies when they are formulated in a credible way, i.e. when

they are specified conditional on the future state of economy, extreme outcomes or unrealistic

impulse responses are avoided in such policy experiments (see also Coenen and Warne, 2013).

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 identifies the different channels at work

in simple forward-looking DSGE models. The effect of backward-looking components is

discussed in Section 3. The insights gained thus far help explain the very different out-

comes across various policy models, documented in Section 4. Section 5 shows the effect

of state-dependent rather than time-dependent forward guidance. The impact of imperfect

information on the response of the long rate and the macroeconomy is taken up in Section

6.

2 Forward guidance in a standard 3-equation NKmodel

In this section, we first explain how forward guidance can be understood in terms of a

series of announced interest rate deviations from the historical or the benchmark policy rule.

The impact of (changes in) forward guidance can therefore be decomposed in a series of

innovations to these announced shocks. We illustrate how we can recover these innovations

and how they affect the economy using the standard three-equation NK-model. We start

with a purely forward-looking version of the model in which the relation between forward

guidance and the long rate is mechanical. Then, we complicate the analysis by introducing

endogenous inertia in inflation, output an the policy rule. We document how the structural

parameters determine the response of the long yields, inflation and output. These insights

will help to understand the outcome of forward guidance simulations in larger empirical

DSGE models, that we will discuss in the next section.
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2.1 Conceptual issues

First, we introduce a standard three-equation model

yt =
h

(1 + h)
yt−1 +

1

(1 + h)
yt+1 −

(1− h)

σ(1 + h)
[rt − πt+1] + εyt

πt =
ι

(1 + ιβ)
πt−1 +

β

(1 + ιβ)
πt+1 +

(1− θ)(1− θβ)

θ(1 + ιβ)
yt

rt = ρrt−1 + (1− ρ)
[
φππt + φyyt−1 + φ∆y(yt − yt−1)

]
+ εr0t + εr1t−1 + εr2t−2 + ...+ εrnt−n

where y is the output gap, π is inflation and r denotes the short term nominal interest rate.

The model has both forward and backward-looking elements. The model simplifies to a

purely forward-looking model if the three sources of inertia (habits h, inflation indexation

ι, and policy smoothing ρ) are turned off (h = ι = ρ = 0). In that case the only structural

parameters are σ (inverse intertemporal substitution), θ (the Calvo probability) and the

policy response coeffi cients to inflation and output. The model features a standard IS shock

εyt and a contemporaneous policy shock ε
r0
t . As in, e.g., De Graeve, Emiris and Wouters

(2009), the long term (10 year) nominal interest rate is implied by the expectation hypothesis

and defined as

r10y
t =

1

40

39∑
i=0

Etrt+i.

Forward guidance is often related to the zero lower bound; in this case the forward guid-

ance states how long the short rate will remain at the lower bound. More generally, the

guidance can feature any interest rate path that the policy maker announces for the future,

e.g. the published interest rate intentions of inflation targeting central banks. In model

simulations forward guidance will matter only if the implied interest rate path deviates from

the interest rate dictated by the policy rule. In this case, the message from the forward guid-

ance will appear as announced deviations from this policy rule. Thus, the sole non-standard

feature in the above model is the presence of announced innovations to the policy rule,

εrit−i. These announced innovations from the policy rule effectively enable incorporating zero

lower bound-constraints (with innovations imposed on policy by the constraints) and forward

guidance (with innovations decided by policy), as shown in Laséen and Svensson (2011). We

consider a maximum horizon of n periods in the forward guidance communication.
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Defining the series
{
rFG0 , rFG1 , ..., rFGn

}
as the announced interest rate path (e.g. the zero

interest rate that will be retained for n periods), the policy rule can be written as

rt =

 ρrt−1 + (1− ρ)
[
φππt + φyyt−1 + φ∆y(yt − yt−1)

]
if t > n

rFGt otherwise.

The policy innovations εrit−i that implement such policies can be solved for recursively. For a

purely forward-looking model, this is simple as the economy will be in steady state at period

n+ 1. The solution for period n directly determines εrnt−n as the unique innovation that will

put the interest rate at the announced level rFGn . In period n − 1, the outcomes for n are

given and one can solve for the εr(n−1)
t−(n−1) that will give the announced interest rate rate for

n−1, rFGn−1. Rolling backward until t = 0 thus gives the entire path of innovations consistent

with the announced path.

For a model with inertia, the calculations are more complicated as one has to start at a

horizon further in the future, and the required shock in period n will change if the announced

shock for n − 1 is changed too, requiring more iterations to converge on the corresponding

path of shocks.1

We investigate properties of forward guidance in this model for various parameter con-

stellations. For certain experiments, however, it is useful to have a benchmark calibration

which produces realistic outcomes. Particularly, since forward guidance is a type of mone-

tary policy intervention, we choose our benchmark calibration such that it produces a more

or less standard impulse response to instantaneous monetary policy shocks.2

The parameters of that calibration are given in Table 1. Note that the calibration features

a high degree of nominal stickiness and interest rate sensitivity of demand, together with

a high degree of persistence in all three dimensions: real (habit), nominal (indexation)

and policy (smoothing). The response to unanticipated shocks in the benchmark model

are contained in Figure 1. Observe that the latter closely matches the generally accepted
1A simple procedure implementing such paths uses the deterministic simulator in Dynare. Particularly,

using the simul function the announced interest rate path can be imposed and the corresponding interest

rate shock can be solved as part of the iterative solution method. Hebden, Lindé and Svensson (2010) and

Blake (2012) discuss the uniqueness of such shock combinations.
2Recent efforts to estimate DSGE models accounting for anticipated monetary policy shocks include

Milani and Treadwell (2012) and Gomes, Iskrev and Mendicino (2014).
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empirical monetary policy impulse response functions (e.g. in a DSGE context Christiano,

Eichenbaum and Evans, 2005; Smets and Wouters, 2003 and 2007; and in a VAR context

Christiano, Eichenbaum and Evans, 1999).

Table 1: Baseline calibration

β 0.99 θ 0.95

φy 0.125 h 0.85

φ∆y 0 ι 1

φπ 1.5 πss 2%

σ 1 rss 4%

ρ 0.85

Given the baseline calibration we now provide an example of a zero lower bound scenario

for the interest rate following a Great Recession style experiment. In Figure 2 the solid

blue line depicts the effect of a severe negative demand shock, εyt . The shock pushes output

4% below steady state while inflation bottoms out at 2% below steady state. The zero

lower bound on the interest rate for this calibration is located at -4%. The model’s policy

rule would dictate the central bank allows the interest rate to go negative, as the impulse

response goes below -4%. Since that cannot occur, the red dashed line shows the central

bank’s response when its behaviour is constrained by the zero lower bound. This happens

from t + 6 until t + 14. As the actual policy rate is above that implied by the policy rate,

this is absorbed by a series of anticipated restrictive policy shocks. Due to this series of

additional positive policy shocks, the actual output and inflation responses are -conform the

impulse response to monetary policy shocks- even worse than when the lower bound would

not bind.

Of course, this path may not be considered as optimal by monetary policy makers as it is

exogenously imposed on them by the zero lower bound. As a result, they may well choose to

resort to unconventional policies, e.g. some form of quantitative easing or forward guidance.

We here are concerned with the latter. Figure 2 (blue dashed line) shows what happens if

the central bank were to announce a policy that implements a zero short term interest rate

for two additional periods: one quarter before (t+ 5) and one quarter after (t+15) the ZLB
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binds in the red scenario. Thus, the central bank announces to keep the interest rate low

for a longer period than the lower bound binds. Observe how the implied anticipated shocks

change: the additional stimulus of longer zero interest rates boosts the economy, so the

restrictive shocks from t+ 6 to t+ 14 become smaller. Additionally, the extra shocks when

the bound would normally not be binding (i.e. periods t + 5 and t + 15) are expansionary.

This combination of less restrictive shocks and additional expansionary shocks can produce a

quantitatively large stimulus. This rationalizes why this forward guidance policy instrument

(e.g. additional quarters at the zero lower bound) can be very powerful.3 In the present

case, the announcement of forward guidance manages to fully offset the negative effects

of the binding constraint: output and inflation dynamics are virtually the same as in the

absence of the constraint.

The policy experiment in Figure 2 already indicates that, contrary to the language often

used in policy statements, long term nominal interest rates need not fall as a result of

expansive forward guidance. In view of fully appreciating the mechanisms at work, we now

turn to analyzing similar announced policy shocks in some very basic models.

2.2 Forward guidance in a purely forward-looking model

We start by discussing the impact of an isolated announced policy shock n quarters ahead

in the future. This impulse response is the building block to understand the full impact

of forward guidance about the whole interest path. Subsequently we consider the impact

of such a shock in combination with a constant interest rate path from the date of the

announcement until the period of the policy implementation.

2.2.1 Announced shock in isolation

Figure 3 contains the impulse responses to an announced reduction in the policy rate of 100

basis point 8 quarters ahead.4

3Eggertson and Woodford (2003) show how a commitment by the central bank to stay longer at the zero

lower bound after recovery sets in can help boost the economy.
4Thus, across parameterizations the reduction in the short rate rt+8 is the same, but the amount of the

shock εr8t−8 may differ. In Appendix we show very similar results when keeping shock size constant across

8



We here only consider one particular horizon at which the expansion is announced, viz.

t+8. The effects of announcements at shorter horizons can be read from the same graphs by

simply shifting periods. For instance, the impulse response from t+ 8 onward looks exactly

the same as an impulse response to a standard unannounced shock εr0t from t = 0 onward.

Similarly, to know the effect of an announcement today of an expansion in t+ 4 it suffi ces to

relabel period 4 in Figure 3 as period 0 (and subsequent periods accordingly). This is true

because the model is purely forward-looking.5

In the simple forward-looking model there are only four parameters that matter: the

intertemporal elasticity of substitution which determines the elasticity of demand to the

interest rate; the elasticity of inflation to the output gap and the monetary policy reaction

coeffi cients to inflation and output.6 Each of these has a direct and clear effect on the

transmission of a monetary policy shock. Particularly, the impact of an announced interest

rate decline in the future affects the economy via the interest rate elasticity of demand 1
σ
.

The closer σ is to 1, the larger is the impact of policy shocks on demand, and therefore the

higher the resulting boom is. Higher aggregate demand stimulates economic activity which

increases the marginal production cost for the firms and thus implies inflation. The extent

to which this happens is controlled by the degree of price stickiness θ, which determines the

elasticity of inflation to output, or the slope of the Phillips curve.

The forward-looking nature of the model implies that these output and inflation effects

start materializing before the actual shock takes place. Thus, if the announcement is credible

and agents believe that the future short rate will be different from what they expected before,

their decisions will be affected immediately. With aggregate demand and inflation responding

to the announced shock starting today, there will also be an endogenous policy response of

different model parameter values.
5Depending on the calibration, this also holds true for longer announcement horizons. However, for

longer horizon announcements, output may start to react in a cyclical way especially if the policy reaction

to inflation is very strong and the real short rate switches sign over the announcement period. All the effects

described in the present paper occur at horizons shorter than those that generate “unusual equilibria”of the

sort discussed and in Laséen and Svensson (2011) and Carlstrom et al. (2012).
6In the calibrations considered here we set φy = φ∆y. Hence, in the purely forward-looking model

monetary policy responds to contemporaneous output, while the response to growth is absent.
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the central bank via the standard reaction function. This policy rule will induce a stabilizing

endogenous policy response in short term interest rates that tries to offset the impact of the

announced future exogenous disturbance.7 In other words, the central bank endogenously

and immediately leans against the boom it causes by its announced future expansion. This

explains the behaviour of the short rate prior to t+ 8.

One important question for our objective in this paper is understanding the response of

the nominal long term interest rate. The behaviour of the short rate exhibited in Figure 3 has

important implications for the response of long rates. Specifically, the long rate combines the

announced exogenous shock in the short rate (which exerts a downward effect on long rates)

and the endogenous response of the short rate to the induced inflation and output effects.

Importantly, it turns out that under various parameterizations the endogenous reaction in

the short rate dominates the exogenous shock effect. This is a first -perhaps surprising-

result: long rates today can increase in response to the announcement of a future expansion.

What determines the long rate response then? The relative strength of the endogenous

channel is crucial. It is driven by two components. On the one hand, the strength of the

monetary transmission mechanism, through σ and θ, determines the extent to which output

and inflation react to a given change in policy. On the other hand, how strong the central

bank responds to a given change in those variables is determined by φπ and φy.

Thus, the long rate is more likely to increase when the output and inflation effects of

the shock are maximized. This occurs in cases with high elasticity of intertemporal substi-

tution/low risk aversion (σ ↓) and low price stickiness (θ ↓). In Figure 3 (panel: long rate),

these cases correspond to the subplots toward the northwest. Conversely, in the bottom

right corner calibration with low elasticities of both output and inflation, monetary policy

shocks have very small effects. As a result, the central bank need not respond much today,

thereby reducing the strength of the endogenous channel.

Turning to the policy response, different lines within a given subplot correspond to dif-

ferent policy rules. The first three rules solely respond to inflation, φy = 0. Consider, for

instance, the upper left corner calibration (θ = 0.5, σ = 1). A dovish central bank (φπ = 1.1)

7Under a fully optimal monetary policy, the central bank would exactly offset the announcement and

there is no room for policy induced surprises.
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allows inflation to increase substantially in response to the announcement-induced boom.

The huge increase in inflation implies -despite a low response coeffi cient- a large and long-

lasting increase in the short term interest rate prior to the horizon of the announced shock.

This implies a strong endogenous channel: short rates prior to the expansion horizon in-

crease. Their upward effect on long rates will counter (and even overturn) the downward

effect of the announcement itself. Now compare this to a hawkish central bank (φπ = 3) that

keeps inflation in the early periods in check. Here the response of short rates remains small,

implying a much smaller endogenous upward effect on long rates (though in this calibration

still large enough to overturn the exogenous channel).

When monetary policy also responds to output the relative response as well as the relative

timing of output and inflation effects matter. In Figure 3, more flexible prices and higher

inflation effects imply that the output effect is smaller. Depending on the reaction coeffi cient

to both indicators, the outcome for the long rate can depend positively or negatively on the

price stickiness. For our calibration, it seems that more flexible inflation dominates the

output channel, since endowing the policy rule with a non-zero output response does not

seem to switch the sign of the long rate response. That said, for the more relevant parameter

constellations in Figure 3 (θ ↑, σ ↓) the effect of responding to output is quantitatively

substantial. Note particularly how the nominal long rate response is high compared to the

other policy rules (stronger endogenous response), which implies less of a fall in the real long

rate and thus contributes to a milder boom in output.

The equilibrium outcome of the shock for output -taking into account the inflation and

policy response- is summarized by the long real rate reaction. As implied by the Euler

equation, the output response mirrors the outcome for the long real rate. Both the real long

rate and output can increase or decrease following an announced shock: a higher interest

elasticity of demand (σ ↓), and more price stickiness (θ ↑) increase the real demand effect.

2.2.2 Announced interest path plus additional shock

We now turn to the impact of an announced shock in combination with a constant interest

rate path from the date of the announcement until the period policy implementation. This

can be thought of as a projection under a fixed interest rate path but with a change in the
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interest rate path only in the future. This sheds light on mechanisms also present in case

of an announced prolongation of the forward guidance horizon, a policy that many central

banks have recently adopted by announcing to stay longer than initially announced at the

zero lower bound.

Suppose that the central bank announces the same drop in the short rate in t + 8, but

promises to keep interest rates unchanged prior to that date. In other words, the following

policy is announced:
{
rFG0 , rFG1 , ..., rFGn

}
= {0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,−1}.

Essentially, the constant path implies that the endogenous reaction is neutralized by fur-

ther expansionary shocks. Particularly, the central bank now chooses shocks
{
εr0t−0, ε

r1
t−1, ..., ε

r8
t−8

}
that implement the announced path. Figure 4 shows, for one particular calibration, how such

a policy changes the impulse responses relative to an announced impulse in t+8 without the

promise to keep the path fixed. We saw earlier that an announced shock will endogenously

entice the central bank to increase its short rate before the actual policy implementation.

Eliminating that increase implies a series of intermediate announced expansive policy shocks,

as seen in the bottom right subplot. This has two important effects. First, the expansive

nature of these shocks implies that output and inflation effects will be reinforced. Second,

the nominal long rate response now only depends on the exogenous shock.

2.2.3 Discussion

Summing up, the forward-looking model exemplifies how 1) the announcement of a future

policy expansion generates an immediate endogenous response, which may well overturn

standard negative long term interest rate responses, 2) when combined with a fixed interest

rate path, this endogenous channel is effectively turned off.

An important implication is that an extension of the forward guidance horizon beyond

what is thus far announced need not lead to a decrease in long term interest rates. To see

that, let us return to Figure 2. Consider a situation where we are at present below the ZLB.

Effectively, this means the economy is hit by a series of restrictive monetary policy shocks

(shown by the red dashed line in the bottom right subplot of the figure). At this point, lift-off

from the ZLB is expected at t+ 14.8 Now suppose the central bank announces it intends to

8Though not by a large amount, the short term nominal interest rate in t+ 15 is in fact positive. Hence
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keep interest rates at zero for longer (presumably in view of providing additional stimulus).

The effect of this policy will work through the mechanisms described earlier. First, the

exogenous effect of an announced shock will tend to reduce nominal long rates. Second,

however, that additional stimulus also implies, through the endogenous channel, that the

short rate in the intermediate periods will rise, as seen in Figure 3. This means that the

restrictive policy shocks that implemented the ZLB initially now become less restrictive (i.e.

the switch from the red to the blue line in the bottom right subplot of Figure 2). Figure 4

(top left and bottom right subplots) exemplifies how future expansions under a constrained

intermediate path will induce such effects. Another way of stating the same thing is that

the shadow rate (i.e. the short rate that would apply if nominal rates were allowed to go

below zero) becomes less negative due to the prolongation of forward guidance. Through this

endogenous channel, prolongation of the time spent at the ZLB may thus imply an increase

in nominal long term interest rates.

This does not necessarily mean that if nominal long rates increase the forward guidance

prolongation will have detrimental effects on the real economy. But it does show that the

channel through which policy is often argued to work is not necessarily operative.

In the experiment of Figure 4 we saw how the nominal long rate reaction to a future

announcement with a fixed intermediate path depends exclusively on what is going to happen

after the intermediate period is terminated. But since the present model is purely forward-

looking, nothing happens after the announced shock (i.e. from t + 9 onwards, all IRFs are

back to baseline). Therefore, the long rate response is entirely driven by the announced

exogenous shock in t+ 8.

Such an extreme form of front-loading is, however, particular to purely forward-looking

models. In more general models backward-looking model features do imply post-implementation

effects. These will exert additional effects on nominal long rates. Thus additional questions

become relevant: Will the short rate increase faster or more slowly once the standard pol-

icy reaction function kicks in again? Is the economy (and inflation) boosting during that

period? Or will the economy cool down as soon as the stimulus from the central bank is

terminated? We now study such effects by activating the backward-looking components of

the ZLB only binds until t+ 14.

13



the model described in Section 2.1.

2.3 Forward guidance with persistence

Persistence can come from different blocks of the model. We here consider the effects of out-

put persistence (through habits h), inflation persistence (through indexation ι) and monetary

policy inertia (through smoothing in the policy rule, ρ). We present results conditional on

one particular calibration of the parameters in the forward-looking model: that underlying

Figure 2. Of course, there exist potential interactions between parameters that scale inertia

and parameters that characterize the forward-looking model. We indicate such interactions

where relevant.

A general feature of models with backward-looking components is that real transmission

will extend beyond the announcement date. As a result, an endogenous channel similar to

the one found in the forward-looking model arises. The central bank policy rule responds to

fluctuations after the announcement. That response will trigger movements in the short rate,

which will transmit to long rates. As a result, to the extent that the economy is booming

when the forward guidance period ceases, this may exert an additional positive impact on

long term nominal interest rates.

2.3.1 Announced shock in isolation

Figure 5 contains the impulse responses to an announced shock in t + 8 in the backward-

looking model. Two particular calibrations in these figures are noteworthy. First, the (ρ = 0)-

response in the upper left corresponds to the exact same policy rule as in the forward-looking

model (which in Figure 3 can be found in the bottom right corner). Second, the (ρ = 0.75)-

response in the bottom right corresponds to the more realistic calibration that underlies

Figure 2.

The response of the long rate clearly exhibits post announcement-period dynamics. These

were absent in the forward-looking model, where all the effects of the announced shock are

front-loaded.

For very high degrees of indexation the sign of the long rate response can change. The
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quantitative impact, however, remains somewhat limited. Recall that high price stickiness

(θ) is one crucial parameter to generate a negative response in the long rate in the forward-

looking model. This is a retained feature in the backward-looking model. The long rate

reaction is much more positive in case of lower stickiness. The reason is intuitive: lower

stickiness implies a stronger inflation response. In the forward-looking model this implies an

endogenous leaning against the wind policy by the central bank in the periods prior to the

announced shock. Once inertia are incorporated in inflation dynamics (higher indexation ι),

this also translates in significant inflation post-announcement. As a result, the endogenous

channel will push short and long term rates upward also after the forward guidance period

ends.

Habits (h) and a positive policy response to output growth (φ∆y) generate similar effects

to the above, though in this case through the persistence in output dynamics. The persistence

parameter ρ determines the size of the shock to some extent: with more persistence in the

policy rule, the policy shock is perceived as more persistent and therefore the effects are

reinforced (more positive or more negative overall).

As before, the long rate response summarizes the short rate response. The endogenous

response in the short rate is uniformly positive prior to the shock. In the post forward

guidance period, the endogenous response can be initially negative (mostly in cases with

high persistence in the policy rule ρ), but often turns positive afterward.

In the present calibration the endogenous reaction remains quantitatively limited because

both output and especially inflation is very insensitive to the exogenous shock.

The long real rates are almost uniformly negative and very similar across parameteri-

zations. Again, they mirror the real output effects, which are notably smoother in case of

higher habit.

Importantly, observe that the announced shock induces a boom in all these calibrations.

This happens despite the fact that nominal long rates occasionally increase. This showcases

how the success of forward guidance does not hinge on reduced long term nominal rates.

As a final note, in the backward-looking model it is not necessarily the case that different

horizons for the shock can be read from the same graphs. In fact, there is a small difference.

For instance, in case of high indexation coupled with high habits the long rate response
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to a shock in t + 8 is uniformly positive, as is apparent from the lower right subplot in

Figure 5. When the timing of the shock is t + 4, however, the long rate initially responds

negatively. The reason is that the boom in output is now smaller and takes place earlier.

This implies that the entire endogenous channel is quantitatively smaller, and that the pre-

implementation endogenous response does not build up as long. Both contribute to a lower

nominal long rate response.

2.3.2 Announced interest path plus additional shock

We now consider the case of keeping the policy rate fixed in the intermediate period, prior

to the implementation of the shock. The short rate impulse response in Figure 6 illustrates

what happens in this scenario. Particularly, the short rate is kept constant during two years

at its previously announced path and is followed by a negative shock. These scenarios are

particularly informative as to what happens, for instance, when policy is constrained by the

zero lower bound and then announces to keep the rate low for one extra period.

As in the forward-looking model, such a policy effectively shuts down the intermediate

period endogenous channel. However, the post forward guidance endogenous channel is still

operative and crucial for the outcomes here. In fact, it is obvious that now the dynamics that

follow after the forward guidance period become crucial to determine the long rate response.

With no persistence in the policy rule, the short rate turns positive immediately after the

shock as it reacts more to the expansionary effects. These effects will be stronger with more

persistence in the economy both on the real side (habit) and the nominal side (indexation).

If there is more persistence in the policy rule the short rate response will be lower for the

subsequent periods as well. It will, however, exceed the outcome with no inertia later on as

the endogenous reaction to the expansionary effects dominate. Here too, this response will

be stronger the more persistence there is in the economy.

It naturally follows that long rate response will be higher in calibrations characterized by

more persistence (through habit, indexation and policy). As before, these responses would

shift upward if price stickiness was lower, or if the intertemporal elasticity of substitution

was higher (σ lower).

From the impulse responses for output and inflation, it is clear that more persistence
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(h, ι, ρ, φ∆y) generates much stronger post-forward guidance output and inflation effects.

Thus, the higher output, output growth or inflation during that period, the stronger the en-

dogenous reaction will be. If the economy exits the forward guidance period with a booming

economy and high inflation, the expected policy reaction will be much more restrictive which

can induce a positive long rate response. If, on the other hand, the economy displays a strong

front-loading of the effects (similar to the purely forward-looking model), the economy risks

to be already on a declining growth and inflation trend when exiting the guidance period,

thus contributing to lower interest rates. Note that persistence in the inflation process, more

than the habit process for the real economy, plays a very important role.

3 The long rate reaction to forward guidance in fully-

specified DSGE models

We now consider three estimated medium-scale DSGE models. These are the models of Del

Negro et al. (2014, henceforth DGP), Smets and Wouters (2007, SW) and Gali et al. (2012,

GSW). The policy studied is one where the central bank announces to keep interest rates

fixed for five quarters, followed by an expansive shock in t+ 6: {0, 0, 0, 0, 0,−0.5}.

The response of the long term nominal interest rate across these models is shown in

the upper right subplot of Figure 7. The DGP model implies a negative nominal long rate

response. Although the scenarios they consider are somewhat different, DGP argue that

the fall is implausibly large from a quantitative perspective (relative to observed long rate

changes on policy dates).

This negative long rate response contrasts with the response in the other two models,

where it is positive. Apparently, the fall in long rates found in DGP is model-dependent.

This has two immediate implications. First, perhaps there is not as much a puzzle, as there

is a need to dig into understanding how various structural features matter for transmission

of forward guidance to long term rates. The previous section did as much in the canonical

NK model. The remainder of this section further documents which frictions matter mostly

for long rate outcomes between these medium-scale models.
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A second implication concerns empirics. Most of the empirical evidence we have thus far

on forward guidance comes from event studies around policy dates where forward guidance

was not necessarily the sole policy change. For instance, ample changes in QE were com-

municated alongside forward guidance statements. As a result, the measured change in long

term interest rates is affected by all policies. Since long rates may well increase following

forward guidance (as shown earlier), and other policies could arguably cause a decrease in

long rates (e.g. QE), measured changes only capture a net effect of multiple, and possibly

opposing forces. This is further complicated by the potentially unclear informational con-

tent of the policy intervention: is the announcement signaling additional bad news about

the state of the economy, or is it really additional stimulus given a particular state of the

economy (i.e. announcing exogenous expansive policy shocks). This suggests caution when

interpreting results of event studies. Importantly, as also apparent from the earlier analysis,

the success of forward guidance does not hinge on a particular nominal long rate response.

Instead, in the models studied here the real long term interest rate response is what matters

for output dynamics.

So what explains the substantial difference between the DGP model on the one hand,

and the SW and GSW models on the other? The remaining panels of Figure 7 contain the

responses for variables other than the nominal long rate. Note that the short rate response in

DGP remains negative throughout, whereas it becomes positive in (G)SW shortly after the

guidance period ends. This suggests that the endogenous channel is relatively unimportant

in DGP. This could be because the economy responds fairly little to the monetary expansion,

or because monetary policy responds little to the demand effects.

To shed light on this, Table 2 contains differences across these models in terms of struc-

tural parameters. It shows how, compared to (G)SW, the DGP model is characterized by

a high degree of nominal stickiness (low price and wage elasticities), absence of indexation,

and a policy rule with a strong inflation but low output (growth) response. In view of as-

sessing which frictions are key, numbers in bold typeface in Table 2 document counterfactual

long rate responses: those that occur if we impose the DGP values of certain structural

parameters in SW and GSW.

Consider what happens to the long rate response when plugging DGP’s degree of nominal
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(wage and price) stickiness in SW and GSW. The long rate response in SW jumps into

negative territory: from +0.030 to -0.035. Similarly, in GSW the long rate falls by -0.053

following the announcement with DGP stickiness, compared to an initial increase of +0.104

in GSW. No other friction generates as large a negative effect on the long rate response as

nominal stickiness. It accounts for more than half (!) of the difference between (G)SW and

DGP. The reason nominal stickiness is essential is easily understood. DGP have a very high

nominal price and wage stickiness. Therefore, the inflation response to an expansive forward

guidance shock in SW+DGP stickiness will be lower than in the original SW, as is apparent

from Figure 8. This implies that the endogenous short rate response after the exit from

forward guidance will have to increase by less. As a result, the long rate will increase by

less, or even decrease. In sum, by preventing the strong rise in inflation observed in SW, a

strong contributor to the endogenous channel is shut down in DGP.

While the counterfactuals go in the same direction for indexation, it has a quantitatively

smaller impact: the long rate response is now only about 0.035 lower for both SW (-0.003)

and GSW (+0.063). The reason for the absence of indexation contributing to a lower long

rate response comes from increased front-loading. In DGP, the effects on inflation and output

peak earlier in time, while the fixed-rate path is still in effect. This implies that both output

and inflation will be on a downward trend when the forward guidance period ends (see Figure

8). As a result, during the exit phase, the endogenous policy contribution will demand lower

short term interest rates compared to the SW model, where inflation is still higher and

output growth is still positive.

Of all the remaining differences in parameters across models, the only block of the model

that can also generate a substantially negative nominal long rate response is the policy rule.

The main difference between rules in the different models is that DGP is characterized by

a very small response to output and output growth. The policy response to output was

quantitatively important in the purely forward-looking model already, although it did not

alter the sign of the long rate response. Here, changes in the response to real dynamics do

turn a positive response in (G)SW into a negative one.

Compared to SW, DGP also contains a financial accelerator, while GSW incorporates

a labor market block. None of these turn out to drive the long rate differences in a quan-
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titatively important sense. Other parameter differences, such as habits and investment

adjustment costs, also do not seem to be able explain why long rates fall in DGP, while they

rise in the alternative models.

As argued in Carlstrom et al. (2012), prolonged fixed rate paths in NK models can give

rise to substantial sensitivity. This is particularly true for models with ample backward-

looking components, such as the above medium-scale DSGE models. Figure 9 shows that

sensitivity, by extending the horizon an additional period further. One can observe a rather

strong quantitative sensitivity of the outcomes, particularly for GSW. One way of preventing

such extremes is by means of conditional, or state-dependent, forward guidance. We now

turn to such policies.

4 Conditional forward guidance scenarios in GSW

In this section, we consider the macroeconomic effects of forward guidance when the duration

of the announced policy rate is conditioned on the future state of the economy. In light of its

enhanced communication strategy regarding the future short-term interest rate to improve

transparency and to support economic recovery, the FOMC switched from date-based to

state dependent forward guidance in December 2012 by announcing that no increase in the

federal funds rate should be expected “at least as long as the unemployment rate remains

above 6− 1/2 percent, inflation between one and two years ahead is projected to be no more

than a half percentage point above the Committee’s 2 percent longer-run goal”9.

As stated by Coenen andWarne (2013), this explicit linking of the policy rate to the Fed’s

dual mandate objectives can help to prevent extreme and unrealistic outcomes. We illustrate

this idea by performing an experiment along the lines of the one conducted in Section 2.1,

within the GSW framework. Among the DSGE models considered previously, GSW is the

most suitable for this exercise given that it allows us to explicitly consider unemployment

as a treshold variable on which the policy rate can be conditioned. In order to make the

scenario more realistic, we set the initial state of the economy to be consistent with the

one prevailing at the end of 2012, i.e., the time around which conditional forward guidance

9Quote taken from the Federal Reserve Issues FOMC Statement (2012).
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was first announced. Figure 10 shows the results of the experiment where the short term

rate is fixed at zero for as long as unemployment remains above 6− 1/2 percent. A baseline

scenario where the short term policy rate is unconstrained is represented by the solid bold

line, while the solid thin line prevents the rate to go below zero. As is clear from the figure

and in line with the discussion of Figure 2 in Section 2.1, the economic outlook worsens when

the policy rate is not allowed to decline below the zero bound. Compared to the baseline

scenario where the policy rate remains negative for four quarters, the constrained scenario

implies restrictive anticipated policy shocks for the four consecutive quarters. As a result,

responses of output, inflation and unemployment worsen.

When the central bank announces to keep the policy rate at zero for longer and as long

as unemployment remains above 6−1/2 percent, the condition is achieved when the interest

rate is kept at zero for six quarters10: the broken bold line in the figure plots the responses of

all the variables in this case. From the third panel on the right of the figure, we can observe

that unemployment reaches its treshold value around the sixth quarter, which is when the

response of unemployment crosses the horizontal dotted line.

As discussed in the previous section, the GSW model features a relatively low degree

of price and wage stickiness. This makes the inflation response particularly sensitive and

one period of additional forward guidance can lead to a large increase in the magnitude of

the responses. Indeed, when we keep the policy rate at zero for one additional period after

the condition for unemployment has been reached, inflation responds more strongly than

before, as shown by the thin broken line. While the response in the nominal long rate is

rather contained, the real long rate response is strong and as a result we observe similar

excessive responses in output and unemployment. By conditioning forward guidance on

the state of the economy, however, macroeconomic stability can be imposed to the extent

that the occurrence of extreme scenario’s can be avoided. In this way, conditional forward

guidance guarantees that the implied policy behavior and the corresponding macroeconomic

10Because of the higher sensitivity of GSW compared to SW and DGP, the unemployment treshold is

reached somewhat sooner than what one might consider as a realistic horizon for forward guidance. When

we perform a similar exercise in SW, for example, by defining a treshold for employment that is equivalent to

the unemployment treshold in GSW, the forward guidance scenario lasts for eight quarters. Hence, compared

to GSW two additional periods are needed to reach convergence in the SW model.
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prospects are consistent with the central bank’s mandate which is a necessary condition for

the credibility of the announced policy intentions as well.

5 Forward guidance under imperfect information

Forward guidance is the announcement of future planned actions, not actual decisions. This

implies that the credibility of the announced plans and the correct interpretation by the

private sector are crucial questions. The message about more expansionary future plans is

a diffi cult message: the benchmark against which this more expansionary plan has to be

evaluated is not directly observable or even well-defined. Therefore, it is very diffi cult for

the private sector to distinguish the underlying motivation for the lower than previously

expected rates. On the one hand, it may signal additional (exogenous) monetary stimulus

for a given state of the economy. On the other hand, it could equally signal additional

(endogenous) stimulus in response to a worsened assessment of the state of the economy.

This interpretation problem is even more important for forward guidance at the ZLB:

the response of the short term interest rate does not help discriminating between such inter-

pretations. Clearly, which interpretation holds potentially has important effects on the long

rate response to forward guidance and its macroeconomic impact. Additionally, because the

reaction of the long rate is not unambiguous (see Sections 2 and 3) and therefore not very

informative, it may itself even be a potential source of confusion.

Campbell et al. (2012) and Filardo and Hofmann (2014) go some way in empirically

discerning the role played by different interpretations. Seok Lee (2014) analyzes the reduced

informational content of the short rate at the ZLB. We here conduct a number of model

experiments that shed light on how such confusion might play out, and in particular on how

it would affect the response of the long rate. We study the effect of partial information

following the solution methods proposed in Pearlman et al. (1986), who solve the intricate

filtering problem agents are faced with when deviating from a full information setup. Our

analysis is related to earlier applications of that approach, such as Erceg and Levin (2003),

Lippi and Neri (2007) and Collard and Dellas (2010). The presence of anticipated shocks

and long term interest rates introduces additional effects over and above those described
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therein.

The setting we consider is as follows. We conduct all experiments in the SW model cum

long rates. This model contains 7 shocks and was estimated under the assumption that agents

have full information, with the econometrician having 7 observable variables (r, p, w, y, i, c, l).

Departing from full information, with agents observing only those 7 observables (rather than

all the shocks and variables as in SW) has no impact: the impulse responses to all shocks

are identical.

5.1 (Un)anticipated shocks

Introducing anticipated shocks in that imperfect information environment does have substan-

tial consequences.11 For a given set of observables there are now more shocks, which generally

burdens identification on behalf of the agents. But anticipated shocks are particularly hard

to disentangle. To see that, consider first the response to unanticipated monetary policy

shocks in Figure 11. They have very similar effects under partial information compared to

the full information case. Similar results obtain for alternative unanticipated shocks. This

contrasts with the impulse responses to an announced monetary policy shock one quarter

ahead, shown in the upper panel of Figure 12. Here, quantitatively substantial and long

lasting differences in transmission occur as a result of the partial information assumption.

Apparently, the filtering problem that agents face with anticipated shocks is particularly

diffi cult.

The bottom panel of Figure 12 provides additional detail on the mechanism behind those

differences. An essential feature of imperfect information is that expectations adapt through

time: with more information, agents update their beliefs. The right-hand subplots show such

updates: the blue line shows the expectation agents have in period 1 (the announcement

period) about the periods to come. The green line contains the expectation made at time

2 for periods 3 and beyond. Two features are particularly noteworthy. First, under full

information expectations overlap. Since all the relevant information about shocks and states

is immediately available to the agents, their expectations are immediately correct and do

11Because the long rate and future short rates are part of the model, agents understand the announcement

in the sense that they know the short rate (an observable) will fall, but not necessarily why.
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not require updating. Second, under partial information the biggest revision in expectations

occurs at the time the anticipated shock actually takes place. As shown in Figure 12, agents’

uncertainty about which shock they face is (largely, but not fully) resolved only once the

shock actually takes place.

This effect of partial information is particularly relevant for long term interest rates. At

least initially, expectations of future short term interest rates can be very different from

their eventual outcome. Since long rates cumulate expectations over a long horizon, partial

information may imply very different long rate effects compared to a full information en-

vironment. At a general level, this evidence adds to the sensitivity of long rate responses

documented earlier. More specifically, these results show how the scope for confusion is

maximal immediately after the announcement is made. As a result, the long rate response

in a short time window following the announcement need not be the best measure of the

success of forward guidance.

5.2 Fixed rate path

Solving for the path of anticipated shocks that implements a fixed rate path is particularly

intricate in a partial information environment and beyond the scope of the paper. Instead,

as a simple way to see what happens when the central bank cannot move the interest rate,

we consider the effect of an alternative policy rule:12

rt = ρrt−1 + (1− ρ)
[
φπEt−6πt + φyEt−6ŷt + φ∆yEt−6∆ŷt

]
+ εr0t + εr1t−1 + εr2t−2 + ...+ εrnt−n

where ŷt = yt − yft . Rather than responding to current economic conditions, the short rate

now responds to earlier expectations of current inflation and output. As evident from Figure

13 (solid line), this policy rule implements a fixed short rate path by construction. The full

information response here is identical to that obtained when implementing a fixed rate path

using anticipated shocks with a conventional policy rule - i.e. the approach explained in

Section 2.1 and adopted thus far. Note from the figure that the real rate falls on impact,

causing an immediate boom, while the nominal long rate increases.

12We have experimented with alternative approaches to approximate the ZLB, with overall similar con-

clusions.
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Under partial information, the policy announement has the following effect. If agents do

not observe the long rate, or if the long rate is measured with error (i.e. RL = EH + ME,

where EH denotes the expectations hypothesis component and ME measurement error),

the dashed IRF occurs (Figure 13). In this setting, forward guidance loses a fair bit of its

potence. That is, essentially nothing happens on impact: the real rate slightly rises, output

and inflation remain unchanged. Any positive effects of additional forward guidance are

pushed out into the future, and only occur once the policy is effectively implemented and

the agents’confusion is largely resolved. Importantly, throughout this time, the nominal long

rate falls. But this is hardly a sign of success. It only occurs because agents are pessimistic

about inflation and output prospects relative to a full information setting, and these lower

expectations act as a drag on the intended economic expansion.

There are various potential reasons to think that long rates are less than fully informative

about the announced policy. First, movements in term premia may obscure the expectations-

driven part. Second, alternative policies such as QE, often announced simultaneously, may

distort long rates in unknown ways. Third, alternative (real and nominal) anticipated shocks,

though here unmodeled, will equally confound movements in long rates.

One way to view central bank communication is that it can shed light on those compo-

nents. Particularly, the clearer the expectations part of long term interest rates is conveyed,

the less scope there is for agents to be confused. To see this effect, consider the dotted IRF

in Figure 13, which obtains when ME is entirely absent (or the long rate perfectly observed).

This will result in forward guidance being more effective: the real rate falls on impact, caus-

ing the economy to boom simultaneously. This goes some way toward restoring the potential

of forward guidance, as observed under full information.

Ultimately, provided all possible information is clearly communicated, forward guidance

achieves its full potential. This is the case in the circled IRF in Figure 13, where agents

actually observe the full path of forward rates, without error. These IRF overlap entirely

with those under full information.

In sum, in the presence of imperfect information, agents may confuse the exogenous

expansive nature of the policy announcement with (an endogenous policy response to) a

worse outlook for the economy. As a consequence, the nominal long rate falls. In evaluating
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policy across the world, the extent of the fall in the long rate is often taken as a measure of

success of forward guidance. The experiments above show that need not be very informative:

while the nominal long rate falls by more compared to the full information case, the real

long rate falls by less, or even increases. This limits the ability of the announcement to

generate a boom. It is in this sense that clear communication of the central bank can help.

By explicitly stating expectations, not just of short rates, but also of inflation and output,

agents can form expectations subject to less confusion and thus more closely mimic the full

information response.

On a final note, remark that uncertainty lies behind these alternative effects of forward

guidance. Uncertainty about the source of fluctuations causes potential confusion on behalf of

the agents. The channel is, however, different from alternative uncertainty effects of forward

guidance, which act through volatility. Such effects are described in Akkaya, Gürkaynak and

Wright (2014) and Altavilla, Carboni and Lenza (2014).

6 Conclusion

A fall in the nominal long rate is neither necessary nor suffi cient for forward guidance to

be successful. As regards necessity, many DSGE models can imply an increase in the long

rate in response to an announced future expansion. The underlying reason is an immediate

endogenous policy response to the foreseen boom in output and inflation. Concerning suffi -

ciency, a fall in the nominal long rate in response to forward guidance need not be testimony

to its success. We show how imperfect information about the rationale behind the guidance

can imply both a fall in the long rate and a much attenuated boom.

Our results have three main implications. First, empirical evidence on the effects of

forward guidance policies based on event studies measuring the fall in the nominal long rate

should be interpreted with caution. Second, by conditioning the duration of the announced

policy rate on the future state of the economy, extreme and unrealistic outcomes can be

avoided, and a more stable macroeconomic environment can be achieved in implementing

forward guidance. Third and finally, policy communication and evaluation could benefit

from focusing more on the real long term interest rate.
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Figure 1: Standard monetary policy shock in realistically calibrated model
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Figure 2: Crisis scenario with impact of ZLB and forward guidance
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Figure 3: Announced expansion in t+ 8: Forward-looking model
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Figure 3 (cont’d): Announced expansion in t+ 8: Forward-looking model

0 10 20

­0.04

­0.02

0

0.02
θ=0.5, σ=1

0 10 20

­0.04

­0.02

0

0.02
θ=0.5, σ=2

0 10 20

­0.04

­0.02

0

0.02
θ=0.5, σ=5

0 10 20

­0.04

­0.02

0

0.02
θ=0.75, σ=1

0 10 20

­0.04

­0.02

0

0.02
θ=0.75, σ=2

0 10 20

­0.04

­0.02

0

0.02
θ=0.75, σ=5

0 10 20

­0.04

­0.02

0

0.02
θ=0.95, σ=1

0 10 20

­0.04

­0.02

0

0.02
θ=0.95, σ=2

φπ
=1.1 φπ

=1.5 φπ
=3 φπ

=1.5, φy=0.125

REAL LONG RATE

0 10 20

­0.04

­0.02

0

0.02
θ=0.95, σ=5

0 10 20
­0.2

0

0.2

0.4

θ=0.5, σ=1

0 10 20
­0.2

0

0.2

0.4

θ=0.5, σ=2

0 10 20
­0.2

0

0.2

0.4

θ=0.5, σ=5

0 10 20
­0.2

0

0.2

0.4

θ=0.75, σ=1

0 10 20
­0.2

0

0.2

0.4

θ=0.75, σ=2

0 10 20
­0.2

0

0.2

0.4

θ=0.75, σ=5

0 10 20
­0.2

0

0.2

0.4

θ=0.95, σ=1

0 10 20
­0.2

0

0.2

0.4

θ=0.95, σ=2

φπ
=1.1 φπ

=1.5 φπ
=3 φπ

=1.5, φy=0.125

OUTPUT

0 10 20
­0.2

0

0.2

0.4

θ=0.95, σ=5

33



Figure 3 (cont’d): Announced expansion in t+ 8: Forward-looking model

0 10 20
0

1

2
θ=0.5, σ=1

0 10 20
0

1

2
θ=0.5, σ=2

0 10 20
0

1

2
θ=0.5, σ=5

0 10 20
0

1

2
θ=0.75, σ=1

0 10 20
0

1

2
θ=0.75, σ=2

0 10 20
0

1

2
θ=0.75, σ=5

0 10 20
0

1

2
θ=0.95, σ=1

0 10 20
0

1

2
θ=0.95, σ=2

φπ
=1.1 φπ

=1.5 φπ
=3 φπ

=1.5, φy=0.125

INFLATION

0 10 20
0

1

2
θ=0.95, σ=5

0 10 20

­1

­0.5

0
θ=0.5, σ=1

0 10 20

­1

­0.5

0
θ=0.5, σ=2

0 10 20

­1

­0.5

0
θ=0.5, σ=5

0 10 20

­1

­0.5

0
θ=0.75, σ=1

0 10 20

­1

­0.5

0
θ=0.75, σ=2

0 10 20

­1

­0.5

0
θ=0.75, σ=5

0 10 20

­1

­0.5

0
θ=0.95, σ=1

0 10 20

­1

­0.5

0
θ=0.95, σ=2

φπ
=1.1 φπ

=1.5 φπ
=3 φπ

=1.5, φy=0.125

SHOCKS

0 10 20

­1

­0.5

0
θ=0.95, σ=5

34



Figure 4: No-change path up to t+7 and announced expansion in t+8: Forward-looking

model
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Figure 5: Announced expansion in t+ 8: Backward-looking model
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Figure 5 (cont’d): Announced expansion in t+ 8: Backward-looking model
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Figure 5 (cont’d): Announced expansion in t+ 8: Backward-looking model
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Figure 6: No-change path up to t+7 and announced expansion in t+8: Backward-looking

model
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Figure 6 (cont’d): No-change path up to t+7 and announced expansion in t+8: Backward-

looking model
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Figure 6 (cont’d): No-change path up to t+7 and announced expansion in t+8: Backward-

looking model
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Figure 7: Forward guidance in medium scale models: fixed path + innovation in t+ 6
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Figure 8: Counterfactuals: DGP stickiness and indexation paremeters in SW
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Figure 9: Forward guidance in medium scale models: fixed path + innovation in t+ 7
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Figure 10: Conditional forward guidance in GSW
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Note: Solid: Forecast. Circle: ZLB. Thick dashed: Conditional forward guidance. Thin

dashed: Conditional forward guidance + 1 extra period at ZLB.
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Figure 11: Imperfect information - unanticipated policy shock
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Figure 12: Imperfect information - anticipated policy shock
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Figure 13: Imperfect information - fixed short rate
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Table 2: Structural parameters and counterfactual long rate responses

Extra period of forward guidance DGP SW GSW

Impact effect on nominal long rate -0.078 +0.008 +0.040

Contribution from:

nominal stickiness -0.035 -0.055

prices εpmc 0.017 0.019 0.0278

wages εwmrs 0.001 0.005 0.0136

indexation in price and wage setting -0.003 +0.0002

price setting 0.00 0.25 0.49

wage setting 0.00 0.60 0.18

monetary policy reaction coeffi cients -0.020 -0.020

inflation φπ 2.02 2.00 1.91

output φy 0.00 0.09 0.15

inertia ρ 0.76 0.82 0.85

output growth φ∆y 0.07 0.23 0.24

Note: Normal typeface: value of structural parameters. Bold typeface: counterfactual long rate

response when parameter values of DGP are plugged in (G)SW.
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APPENDIX

Forward model with shock size equal across parametrizations (whereas in Figure 3 the

normalization is based on the short rate response)

0 10 20

­0.5

0

0.5

θ=0.5, σ=1

0 10 20

­0.5

0

0.5

θ=0.5, σ=2

0 10 20

­0.5

0

0.5

θ=0.5, σ=5

0 10 20

­0.5

0

0.5

θ=0.75, σ=1

0 10 20

­0.5

0

0.5

θ=0.75, σ=2

0 10 20

­0.5

0

0.5

θ=0.75, σ=5

0 10 20

­0.5

0

0.5

θ=0.95, σ=1

0 10 20

­0.5

0

0.5

θ=0.95, σ=2

φπ
=1.1 φπ

=1.5 φπ
=3 φπ

=1.5, φy=0.125

SHORT RATE

0 10 20

­0.5

0

0.5

θ=0.95, σ=5

0 10 20

0

0.05

0.1
θ=0.5, σ=1

0 10 20

0

0.05

0.1
θ=0.5, σ=2

0 10 20

0

0.05

0.1
θ=0.5, σ=5

0 10 20

0

0.05

0.1
θ=0.75, σ=1

0 10 20

0

0.05

0.1
θ=0.75, σ=2

0 10 20

0

0.05

0.1
θ=0.75, σ=5

0 10 20

0

0.05

0.1
θ=0.95, σ=1

0 10 20

0

0.05

0.1
θ=0.95, σ=2

φπ
=1.1 φπ

=1.5 φπ
=3 φπ

=1.5, φy=0.125

LONG RATE

0 10 20

0

0.05

0.1
θ=0.95, σ=5

50



0 10 20

­20

­10

0

x 10­3θ=0.5, σ=1

0 10 20

­20

­10

0

x 10­3θ=0.5, σ=2

0 10 20

­20

­10

0

x 10­3θ=0.5, σ=5

0 10 20

­20

­10

0

x 10­3θ=0.75, σ=1

0 10 20

­20

­10

0

x 10­3θ=0.75, σ=2

0 10 20

­20

­10

0

x 10­3θ=0.75, σ=5

0 10 20

­20

­10

0

x 10­3θ=0.95, σ=1

0 10 20

­20

­10

0

x 10­3θ=0.95, σ=2

φπ
=1.1 φπ

=1.5 φπ
=3 φπ

=1.5, φy=0.125

REAL LONG RATE

0 10 20

­20

­10

0

x 10­3θ=0.95, σ=5

0 10 20

0

0.1

0.2

θ=0.5, σ=1

0 10 20

0

0.1

0.2

θ=0.5, σ=2

0 10 20

0

0.1

0.2

θ=0.5, σ=5

0 10 20

0

0.1

0.2

θ=0.75, σ=1

0 10 20

0

0.1

0.2

θ=0.75, σ=2

0 10 20

0

0.1

0.2

θ=0.75, σ=5

0 10 20

0

0.1

0.2

θ=0.95, σ=1

0 10 20

0

0.1

0.2

θ=0.95, σ=2

φπ
=1.1 φπ

=1.5 φπ
=3 φπ

=1.5, φy=0.125

OUTPUT

0 10 20

0

0.1

0.2

θ=0.95, σ=5

51



0 10 20
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

θ=0.5, σ=1

0 10 20
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

θ=0.5, σ=2

0 10 20
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

θ=0.5, σ=5

0 10 20
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

θ=0.75, σ=1

0 10 20
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

θ=0.75, σ=2

0 10 20
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

θ=0.75, σ=5

0 10 20
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

θ=0.95, σ=1

0 10 20
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

θ=0.95, σ=2

φπ
=1.1 φπ

=1.5 φπ
=3 φπ

=1.5, φy=0.125

INFLATION

0 10 20
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

θ=0.95, σ=5

0 10 20

­0.2

­0.1

0
θ=0.5, σ=1

0 10 20

­0.2

­0.1

0
θ=0.5, σ=2

0 10 20

­0.2

­0.1

0
θ=0.5, σ=5

0 10 20

­0.2

­0.1

0
θ=0.75, σ=1

0 10 20

­0.2

­0.1

0
θ=0.75, σ=2

0 10 20

­0.2

­0.1

0
θ=0.75, σ=5

0 10 20

­0.2

­0.1

0
θ=0.95, σ=1

0 10 20

­0.2

­0.1

0
θ=0.95, σ=2

φπ
=1.1 φπ

=1.5 φπ
=3 φπ

=1.5, φy=0.125

SHOCKS

0 10 20

­0.2

­0.1

0
θ=0.95, σ=5

52



Earlier Working Papers: 
For a complete list of Working Papers published by Sveriges Riksbank, see www.riksbank.se 

 

Estimation of an Adaptive Stock Market Model with Heterogeneous Agents  
by Henrik Amilon 

2005:177 

Some Further Evidence on Interest-Rate Smoothing: The Role of Measurement Errors in the Output Gap  
by Mikael Apel and Per Jansson 

2005:178 

Bayesian Estimation of an Open Economy DSGE Model with Incomplete Pass-Through  
by Malin Adolfson, Stefan Laséen, Jesper Lindé and Mattias Villani 

2005:179 

Are Constant Interest Rate Forecasts Modest Interventions? Evidence from an Estimated Open Economy 
DSGE Model of the Euro Area  
by Malin Adolfson, Stefan Laséen, Jesper Lindé and Mattias Villani 

2005:180 

Inference in Vector Autoregressive Models with an Informative Prior on the Steady State 
by Mattias Villani 

2005:181 

Bank Mergers, Competition and Liquidity  
by Elena Carletti, Philipp Hartmann and Giancarlo Spagnolo 

2005:182 

Testing Near-Rationality using Detailed Survey Data  
by Michael F. Bryan and Stefan Palmqvist 

2005:183 

Exploring Interactions between Real Activity and the Financial Stance  
by Tor Jacobson, Jesper Lindé and Kasper Roszbach 

2005:184 

Two-Sided Network Effects, Bank Interchange Fees, and the Allocation of Fixed Costs  
by Mats A. Bergman 

2005:185 

Trade Deficits in the Baltic States: How Long Will the Party Last?  
by Rudolfs Bems and Kristian Jönsson 

2005:186 

Real Exchange Rate and Consumption Fluctuations follwing Trade Liberalization  
by Kristian Jönsson 

2005:187 

Modern Forecasting Models in Action: Improving Macroeconomic Analyses at Central Banks 
by Malin Adolfson, Michael K. Andersson, Jesper Lindé, Mattias Villani and Anders Vredin 

2005:188 

Bayesian Inference of General Linear Restrictions on the Cointegration Space  
by Mattias Villani 

2005:189 

Forecasting Performance of an Open Economy Dynamic Stochastic General Equilibrium Model 
by Malin Adolfson, Stefan Laséen, Jesper Lindé and Mattias Villani 

2005:190  

Forecast Combination and Model Averaging using Predictive Measures  
by Jana Eklund and Sune Karlsson 

2005:191 

Swedish Intervention and the Krona Float, 1993-2002  
by Owen F. Humpage and Javiera Ragnartz 

2006:192 

A Simultaneous Model of the Swedish Krona, the US Dollar and the Euro 
by Hans Lindblad and Peter Sellin 

2006:193 

Testing Theories of Job Creation: Does Supply Create Its Own Demand? 
by Mikael Carlsson, Stefan Eriksson and Nils Gottfries 

2006:194 

Down or Out: Assessing The Welfare Costs of Household Investment Mistakes 
by Laurent E. Calvet, John Y. Campbell and Paolo Sodini  

2006:195 

Efficient Bayesian Inference for Multiple Change-Point and Mixture Innovation Models 
by Paolo Giordani and Robert Kohn 

2006:196 

Derivation and Estimation of a New Keynesian Phillips Curve in a Small Open Economy 
by Karolina Holmberg 

2006:197 

Technology Shocks and the Labour-Input Response: Evidence from Firm-Level Data 
by Mikael Carlsson and Jon Smedsaas 

2006:198 

Monetary Policy and Staggered Wage Bargaining when Prices are Sticky 
by Mikael Carlsson and Andreas Westermark 

2006:199 

The Swedish External Position and the Krona  
by Philip R. Lane 

2006:200 



Price Setting Transactions and the Role of Denominating Currency in FX Markets 
by Richard Friberg and Fredrik Wilander 

2007:201  

The geography of asset holdings: Evidence from Sweden 
by Nicolas Coeurdacier and Philippe Martin 

2007:202 

Evaluating An Estimated New Keynesian Small Open Economy Model  
by Malin Adolfson, Stefan Laséen, Jesper Lindé and Mattias Villani 

2007:203 

The Use of Cash and the Size of the Shadow Economy in Sweden 
by Gabriela Guibourg and Björn Segendorf 

2007:204 

Bank supervision Russian style: Evidence of conflicts between micro- and macro-prudential concerns  
by Sophie Claeys and Koen Schoors  

2007:205 

Optimal Monetary Policy under Downward Nominal Wage Rigidity 
by Mikael Carlsson and Andreas Westermark 

2007:206 

Financial Structure, Managerial Compensation and Monitoring 
by Vittoria Cerasi and Sonja Daltung 

2007:207 

Financial Frictions, Investment and Tobin’s q  
by Guido Lorenzoni and Karl Walentin 

2007:208 

Sticky Information vs Sticky Prices: A Horse Race in a DSGE Framework 
by Mathias Trabandt 

2007:209 

Acquisition versus greenfield: The impact of the mode of foreign bank entry on information and bank 
lending rates  
by Sophie Claeys and Christa Hainz 

2007:210 

Nonparametric Regression Density Estimation Using Smoothly Varying Normal Mixtures 
by Mattias Villani, Robert Kohn and Paolo Giordani 

2007:211 

The Costs of Paying – Private and Social Costs of Cash and Card 
by Mats Bergman, Gabriella Guibourg and Björn Segendorf 

2007:212 

Using a New Open Economy Macroeconomics model to make real nominal exchange rate forecasts  
by Peter Sellin 

2007:213 

Introducing Financial Frictions and Unemployment into a Small Open Economy Model 
by Lawrence J. Christiano, Mathias Trabandt and Karl Walentin 

2007:214 

Earnings Inequality and the Equity Premium  
by Karl Walentin 

2007:215 

Bayesian forecast combination for VAR models  
by Michael K. Andersson and Sune Karlsson 

2007:216 

Do Central Banks React to House Prices? 
by Daria Finocchiaro and Virginia Queijo von Heideken 

2007:217 

The Riksbank’s Forecasting Performance 
by Michael K. Andersson, Gustav Karlsson and Josef Svensson 

2007:218 

Macroeconomic Impact on Expected Default Freqency 
by Per Åsberg and Hovick Shahnazarian 

2008:219 

Monetary Policy Regimes and the Volatility of Long-Term Interest Rates 
by Virginia Queijo von Heideken 

2008:220 

Governing the Governors: A Clinical Study of Central Banks 
by Lars Frisell, Kasper Roszbach and Giancarlo Spagnolo 

2008:221 

The Monetary Policy Decision-Making Process and the Term Structure of Interest Rates 
by Hans Dillén 

2008:222 

How Important are Financial Frictions in the U S and the Euro Area 
by Virginia Queijo von Heideken 

2008:223 

Block Kalman filtering for large-scale DSGE models  
by Ingvar Strid and Karl Walentin 

2008:224 

Optimal Monetary Policy in an Operational Medium-Sized DSGE Model 
by Malin Adolfson, Stefan Laséen, Jesper Lindé and Lars E. O. Svensson 

2008:225 

Firm Default and Aggregate Fluctuations  
by Tor Jacobson, Rikard Kindell, Jesper Lindé and Kasper Roszbach 

2008:226 



Re-Evaluating Swedish Membership in EMU: Evidence from an Estimated Model 
by Ulf Söderström 

2008:227 

The Effect of Cash Flow on Investment: An Empirical Test of the Balance Sheet Channel 
by Ola Melander 

2009:228 

Expectation Driven Business Cycles with Limited Enforcement 
by Karl Walentin 

2009:229 

Effects of Organizational Change on Firm Productivity 
by Christina Håkanson 

2009:230 

Evaluating Microfoundations for Aggregate Price Rigidities: Evidence from Matched Firm-Level Data on 
Product Prices and Unit Labor Cost  
by Mikael Carlsson and Oskar Nordström Skans 

2009:231 

Monetary Policy Trade-Offs in an Estimated Open-Economy DSGE Model 
by Malin Adolfson, Stefan Laséen, Jesper Lindé and Lars E. O. Svensson 

2009:232 

Flexible Modeling of Conditional Distributions Using Smooth Mixtures of Asymmetric 
Student T Densities  
by Feng Li, Mattias Villani and Robert Kohn 

2009:233 

Forecasting Macroeconomic Time Series with Locally Adaptive Signal Extraction 
by Paolo Giordani and Mattias Villani 

2009:234 

Evaluating Monetary Policy  
by Lars E. O. Svensson 

2009:235 

Risk Premiums and Macroeconomic Dynamics in a Heterogeneous Agent Model 
by Ferre De Graeve, Maarten Dossche, Marina Emiris, Henri Sneessens and Raf Wouters 

2010:236 

Picking the Brains of MPC Members  
by Mikael Apel, Carl Andreas Claussen and Petra Lennartsdotter 

2010:237 

Involuntary Unemployment and the Business Cycle  
by Lawrence J. Christiano, Mathias Trabandt and Karl Walentin 

2010:238 

Housing collateral and the monetary transmission mechanism  
by Karl Walentin and Peter Sellin 

2010:239 

The Discursive Dilemma in Monetary Policy  
by Carl Andreas Claussen and Øistein Røisland 

2010:240 

Monetary Regime Change and Business Cycles  
by Vasco Cúrdia and Daria Finocchiaro 

2010:241 

Bayesian Inference in Structural Second-Price common Value Auctions  
by Bertil Wegmann and Mattias Villani 

2010:242 

Equilibrium asset prices and the wealth distribution with inattentive consumers 
by Daria Finocchiaro 

2010:243 

Identifying VARs through Heterogeneity: An Application to Bank Runs 
by Ferre De Graeve and Alexei Karas 

2010:244 

Modeling Conditional Densities Using Finite Smooth Mixtures 
by Feng Li, Mattias Villani and Robert Kohn 

2010:245 

The Output Gap, the Labor Wedge, and the Dynamic Behavior of Hours 
by Luca Sala, Ulf Söderström and Antonella Trigari 

2010:246 

Density-Conditional Forecasts in Dynamic Multivariate Models 
by Michael K. Andersson, Stefan Palmqvist and Daniel F. Waggoner 

2010:247 

Anticipated Alternative Policy-Rate Paths in Policy Simulations 
by Stefan Laséen and Lars E. O. Svensson 

2010:248 

MOSES: Model of Swedish Economic Studies  
by Gunnar Bårdsen, Ard den Reijer, Patrik Jonasson and Ragnar Nymoen 

2011:249 

The Effects of Endogenuos Firm Exit on Business Cycle Dynamics and Optimal Fiscal Policy  
by Lauri Vilmi 

2011:250 

Parameter Identification in a Estimated New Keynesian Open Economy Model 
by Malin Adolfson and Jesper Lindé 

2011:251 

Up for count? Central bank words and financial stress  
by Marianna Blix Grimaldi 

2011:252 



Wage Adjustment and Productivity Shocks 
by Mikael Carlsson, Julián Messina and Oskar Nordström Skans 

2011:253 

Stylized (Arte) Facts on Sectoral Inflation  
by Ferre De Graeve and Karl Walentin 

2011:254 

Hedging Labor Income Risk 
by Sebastien Betermier, Thomas Jansson, Christine A. Parlour and Johan Walden 

2011:255 

Taking the Twists into Account: Predicting Firm Bankruptcy Risk with Splines of Financial Ratios 
by Paolo Giordani, Tor Jacobson, Erik von Schedvin and Mattias Villani 

2011:256 

Collateralization, Bank Loan Rates and Monitoring: Evidence from a Natural Experiment 
by Geraldo Cerqueiro, Steven Ongena and Kasper Roszbach 

2012:257 

On the Non-Exclusivity of Loan Contracts: An Empirical Investigation 
by Hans Degryse, Vasso Ioannidou and Erik von Schedvin 

2012:258 

Labor-Market Frictions and Optimal Inflation  
by Mikael Carlsson and Andreas Westermark 

2012:259 

Output Gaps and Robust Monetary Policy Rules  
by Roberto M. Billi 

2012:260 

The Information Content of Central Bank Minutes 
by Mikael Apel and Marianna Blix Grimaldi 

2012:261 

The Cost of Consumer Payments in Sweden      2012:262 

by Björn Segendorf and Thomas Jansson  

Trade Credit and the Propagation of Corporate Failure: An Empirical Analysis    2012:263 

by Tor Jacobson and Erik von Schedvin  

Structural and Cyclical Forces in the Labor Market During the Great Recession: Cross-Country Evidence 2012:264 

by Luca Sala, Ulf Söderström and AntonellaTrigari  

Pension Wealth and Household Savings in Europe: Evidence from SHARELIFE   2013:265 

by Rob Alessie, Viola Angelini and Peter van Santen  

Long-Term Relationship Bargaining     2013:266 

by Andreas Westermark  

Using Financial Markets To Estimate the Macro Effects of Monetary Policy: An Impact-Identified FAVAR* 2013:267 

by Stefan Pitschner  

DYNAMIC MIXTURE-OF-EXPERTS MODELS FOR LONGITUDINAL AND DISCRETE-TIME SURVIVAL DATA 2013:268 

by Matias Quiroz and Mattias Villani  

Conditional euro area sovereign default risk     2013:269 

by André Lucas, Bernd Schwaab and Xin Zhang  

Nominal GDP Targeting and the Zero Lower Bound: Should We Abandon Inflation Targeting?*  2013:270 

by Roberto M. Billi  

Un-truncating VARs*       2013:271 

by Ferre De Graeve and Andreas Westermark  

Housing Choices and Labor Income Risk     2013:272 

by Thomas Jansson  

Identifying Fiscal Inflation*       2013:273 

by Ferre De Graeve and Virginia Queijo von Heideken  

On the Redistributive Effects of Inflation: an International Perspective*   2013:274 

by Paola Boel  

Business Cycle Implications of Mortgage Spreads*     2013:275 

by Karl Walentin  

Approximate dynamic programming with post-decision states as a solution method for dynamic   2013:276 

economic models by Isaiah Hull  

A detrimental feedback loop: deleveraging and adverse selection     2013:277 

by Christoph Bertsch  

Distortionary Fiscal Policy and Monetary Policy Goals    2013:278 

by Klaus Adam and Roberto M. Billi   

Predicting the Spread of Financial Innovations: An Epidemiological Approach   2013:279 

by Isaiah Hull  



Firm-Level Evidence of Shifts in the Supply of Credit    2013:280 

by Karolina Holmberg   

Lines of Credit and Investment: Firm-Level Evidence of Real Effects of the Financial Crisis  2013:281 

by Karolina Holmberg   

A wake-up call: information contagion and strategic uncertainty     2013:282 

by Toni Ahnert and Christoph Bertsch   

Debt Dynamics and Monetary Policy: A Note      2013:283 

by Stefan Laséen and Ingvar Strid   

Optimal taxation with home production      2014:284 

by Conny Olovsson   

Incompatible European Partners? Cultural Predispositions and Household Financial Behavior  2014:285 

by Michael Haliassos, Thomas Jansson and Yigitcan Karabulut   

How Subprime Borrowers and Mortgage Brokers Shared the Piecial Behavior   2014:286 

by Antje Berndt, Burton Hollifield and Patrik Sandås   

The Macro-Financial Implications of House Price-Indexed Mortgage Contracts   2014:287 

by Isaiah Hull   

Does Trading Anonymously Enhance Liquidity?     2014:288 

by Patrick J. Dennis and Patrik Sandås  

Systematic bailout guarantees and tacit coordination    2014:289 

by Christoph Bertsch, Claudio Calcagno and Mark Le Quement  

Selection Effects in Producer-Price Setting     2014:290 

by Mikael Carlsson  
Dynamic Demand Adjustment and Exchange Rate Volatility    2014:291 

by Vesna Corbo  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  



 

 

Sveriges Riksbank 
Visiting address: Brunkebergs torg 11 
Mail address: se-103 37 Stockholm 
 
Website: www.riksbank.se 
Telephone: +46 8 787 00 00, Fax: +46 8 21 05 31 
E-mail: registratorn@riksbank.se 


	Earlier Working Papers:
	DIW_RBWP.pdf
	DIW_1114_RBWP
	DIW_1114_Figures_Appendix


