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Abstract  

This study explores discretionary fiscal policies in the euro area during the time of 
monetary union (EMU). Ex ante budget plans and policy changes during budget 
implementation are investigated using real time data from the OECD Economic Outlook 
publications. The particular focus of the study is on fiscal adjustment to the recent 
financial crisis and the subsequent global recession. Estimated fiscal policy reaction 
functions indicate that in the EMU period ex ante fiscal plans in the euro area have 
basically been long-term oriented and counter-cyclical. In the course of the budgetary 
year, policies have typically been adjusted due to data revisions and new business cycle 
information. The crisis had a clear impact on discretionary policies. The periphery 
countries clearly adjusted their policies already in the budgetary planning stage, but 
other countries mainly reacted to the crisis during budget implementation.  We provide 
evidence that short-term counter-cyclical fiscal policies may not have been consistent 
with sound and sustainable public finances. In order to maintain fiscal discipline and 
avoid excessive indebtedness, careful monitoring of macroeconomic imbalances and 
reliable as well as more accurate forecasts are needed. Overall, longer term fiscal policy 
orientation and continuous monitoring of the budgeting processes are crucial in good 
fiscal governance. 
 
Keywords: fiscal policy, real time data, planning stage, implementation stage, cyclical 
sensitivity, economic crisis 
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1 Introduction 

During the financial crisis and subsequent global recession, public finances weakened 
substantially in the euro area. The crisis clearly contributed to the increasing 
heterogeneity of government bond yields, as market participants started to pay more 
attention to fiscal fundamentals and country-specific risks when pricing sovereign 
bonds.3

 

 The largest increases in government bond yields have been observed in Greece, 
Ireland, Italy, Portugal and Spain. These euro area periphery countries have already 
been under intense market pressure for years. 

The crisis is not the only reason for the current debt problems in the euro area. In many 
countries weak competitiveness, rising financial costs and serious banking sector 
problems in the pre-crisis years have also contributed to slow growth and debt 
accumulation. Debt ratios differed quite a lot across countries already prior to the 
monetary union. In 1998 the average euro area debt ratio was about 65%, but it 
amounted to 85% in 2010. In spite of very divergent economic developments in the euro 
area, it is the orientation of fiscal policy that ultimately explains the observed 
heterogeneity of debt accumulation. 
 
The EU fiscal framework has been renewed recently, in response to the current 
sovereign debt crisis. Reforms have been made in order to deal with the crisis and to 
ensure long run fiscal sustainability in the member states. New and updated regulations 
as well as new, more efficient ways for imposing sanctions have been decided on. The 
new framework includes common rules, according to which individual countries must 
conduct economic policy. 
 
Economic monitoring and forecasting are central in the new EU fiscal framework. They 
are always based on uncertain real time information. When making decisions, 
policymakers find it difficult to assess the current or expected state of the economy with 
sufficiently high certainty and, hence, cannot to an acceptable degree of confidence 
predict when and how policy decisions affect the economy. The effects of automatic 
stabilizers on budget balances are also difficult to estimate. Real time uncertainty can 
contribute to surprisingly weak public finances and unexpected debt accumulation, as 
was observed during the crisis.  
 
Fiscal policy reaction functions illustrate how fiscal policies react to the state of the 
economic cycle. The main idea is to investigate whether policy decisions have 
dampened economic cycles (counter-cyclical policy) or whether they have increased 
macroeconomic fluctuations (pro-cyclical policy).  Real time uncertainty exposes 
policymakers to an important risk of inappropriate policy decisions. When fiscal policy 
analysis is based on real time data, we are able to analyse ex ante fiscal plans and new 
policy decisions made during budget implementation stage separately. Ex ante fiscal 

                                                 
3 For more on euro area fiscal policies during the crisis, see eg van Riet (ed.) (2010).  Future challenges of 
euro area fiscal policies are discussed in Cimadomo (2011a). 



plans determine the intended path of fiscal policy. Policy changes during the budget 
implementation stage refer to fiscal decisions made in the course of the budgetary year 
in response to data revisions and new economic information. 
 
Our study contributes to the current literature on fiscal policy rules and policy debate 
about the new EU fiscal framework by examining euro area discretionary fiscal policies 
since the late 1990s. Our contribution is especially related to the recent crisis, since, 
contrary to many other studies, the data set of this study covers also the crisis years. 
Moreover, increasing heterogeneity in the euro area is taken into account in our 
analysis, since we analyse euro area fiscal policies in the periphery countries and other 
countries separately. The planning and implementation stages are distinguished via real 
time panel data constructed from the OECD Economic Outlook publications (June and 
December issues). Although the final data for recent years have not been published yet, 
the currently available real time information enables us to investigate possible policy 
changes during the crisis. Both fiscal policy reaction functions and equations explaining 
policy changes during budget implementation are estimated using panel data for the 
euro area. Also policies in two country groups, i.e. in the periphery countries and other 
euro area countries are investigated separately. The fiscal adjustment to the recent crisis 
is analysed in more detail. 
 
The results suggest that in the EMU period euro area planned fiscal policies have 
basically been long-term oriented and counter-cyclical. In the implementation stages 
new policy decisions have been made in response to unexpected economic 
developments. We provide evidence that the crisis had a definite impact on 
discretionary policies. The periphery countries clearly adjusted their policies already in 
the budgetary planning stage, but other countries mainly reacted to the crisis during 
budget implementation.   Our analysis suggests that tight monitoring of macroeconomic 
imbalances and accurate forecasting are central in good fiscal governance. We also find 
evidence that short-term counter-cyclical fiscal policies are a necessary but not a 
sufficient condition for sound public finances. In order to maintain fiscal discipline and 
avoid excessive indebtedness, binding longer term fiscal orientation and continuous 
monitoring of budgeting processes are needed.  
 
The paper proceeds as follows. Section 2 presents the data and analyses the forecast 
accuracy. Empirical analysis is reported in section 3 and conclusions are drawn in 
section 4. 
 

2 Data description  

Annual real time data for the period 1997–2010 are constructed using OECD Economic 
Outlook publications, for June and December, issues No. 61–88. Twelve euro area 
countries are included in the study. They have been divided into two country groups on 
the basis of recent developments in the government bond yields. Greece, Ireland, Italy, 
Portugal and Spain belong to the group of periphery countries (Group A). 



 
 

Correspondingly, Austria, Belgium, Finland, France, Luxembourg, Germany and 
Netherlands belong to the group of other euro area countries (Group B).  Each of the 
Outlook issues includes a time series for the following variables: real GDP growth rate, 
ratio of cyclically adjusted primary balance to potential GDP,4 ratio of gross 
government debt to GDP (Maastricht debt), and the OECD’s production function –
based estimate of the output gap, for each country.5 The panel data include more than a 
decade of real time lagged values of all the variables, annual real time estimates of 
current-year values, and real time forecasts for the following calendar year. The revised 
(final) data, for our purposes, are from the latest annual Economic Outlook (December 
2010, No. 88).6

 
  

There are several advantages using OECD data in the real time fiscal policy analysis.  
For example, all the series are comparable across countries, since they are constructed 
using the same methodology. Moreover, OECD forecasts contain policy makers’ 
perceptions of fiscal policy measures and economic developments, since national 
authorities contribute regularly to the OECD forecasting process. The December issues 
provide information available at times when fiscal plans are made. Correspondingly, the 
June issues reflect the real time information available to policy makers during budget 
implementation stages.  
 
As an example, Figures 1–4 in Appendix 1 show real time and revised estimates of all 
the variables in the data set for France, Germany, Italy and Spain. These countries 
dominate the euro area, with a combined weight of about 80%. In Figures 1–4 REV 
refers to final information and FOR to forecast made in the previous December (at the 
time of fiscal planning). Correspondingly, variables CU_J and CU_D are real time June 
and December estimates for the current year (assessed in the middle and at the end of 
the budgetary year). 
 
Typically, real time estimates of cyclically adjusted primary balances have been too 
optimistic, as shown in Figure 1. Balances have been positive in Italy since the late 
1990’s and in Spain until the year 2007. In France and Germany balances have been 
quite close to zero. In the pre-crisis years, the debt ratios were about 60% in France and 
Germany and over 100% in Italy (see Figure 2). Instead, in Spain, it decreased from 
about 60 to about 35%. The crisis increased the debt ratios especially in the periphery 
countries. 
 
Assessing economic growth and output gap developments in real time has proven to be 
extremely challenging, as shown in Figures 3 and 4 in Appendix 1. Especially output 
gap estimates have been rather inaccurate. Typically, there seems to be a negative bias 
in real time output gap estimates. Sharp decreases in real growth and the output gaps in 
                                                 
4 To estimate the discretionary component of fiscal policy, one must eliminate from the government 
financial balance the business-cycle effects and other effects not due to current fiscal actions, such as 
changes in interest rates and the effects of prior developments in debts and receivables.  
5 For details of the OECD’s production-function-based methodology, see Beffy et al. (2006) and OECD 
(2009): Chapter 4 in Economic Outlook No. 85.  
6 The most recent years’ data are still subject to revision.  



2009 were not anticipated in the previous year. Only in Germany growth was 
surprisingly high in 2010. 
 
[Insert Table 1 here] 
 
Table 1 summarizes information on the average accuracy of December forecasts. We 
compare real time estimates of current-year outcomes with previous-year forecasts of 
those outcomes. Three different periods are compared: 1998–2010 (the whole sample), 
1998–2007 (pre-crisis period) and 2008–2010 (crisis period). As shown in Table 1, 
forecasts were not very accurate during the recession years; both Mean Absolute Errors 
(MAE) and Root Mean Squared Errors (RMSE) were twice as large as in the previous 
years and increases in debt were systematically underestimated. Upon comparing the 
two country groups in Table 1 we can conclude that in terms of pre-crisis forecast 
accuracy the differences are small.  
 
Figures in Appendix 2 show how real time estimates for year 2009 have evolved over 
time.  Until the end of 2008, the primary balances were projected to be non-negative or 
very close to zero in 2009. In June 2009 estimates were substantially revised 
downwards in Spain, where, in particular, authorities have continued to revise the 
balance downwards significantly over time. 
 
All in all, the evidence suggests that the crisis, which swept through all euro area 
countries at the same time, had an unexpectedly large effects on the euro area 
economies. One might well speculate that the exceptionally large implied forecast errors 
have had an impact on fiscal policies in the crisis years. Due to increased uncertainty, 
growth prospects and primary balance developments were very difficult to assess in real 
time, partly due to huge data revisions. 
 
Real time data revisions have also been analysed in de Castro et al. (2011). Using a pool 
of real time data for fifteen EU countries over the period 1995–2008, they show that 
preliminary releases of government balances are systematically biased and poor 
predictors of subsequent releases. According to their findings, political cycles affect 
data revisions. Beetsma et al. (2011) have investigated the determinants of deviations of 
ex-post budget outcomes from first-release outcomes published towards the end of the 
year of budget implementation. They argue that tight fiscal rules, medium-term 
budgetary frameworks and budgetary transparency can make first-release figures more 
informative about the eventual outcomes. Frankel and Schreger (2012) argue that 
official budget agencies make systematic forecast errors, which can defeat fiscal 
discipline. They show that governments’ budget forecasts are biased in the optimistic 
direction, especially in the euro area. Hughes Hallett et al (2012) examine how reliable 
cyclically adjusted budget balances are in real time. They analyse twelve OECD 
countries for 1995–2008 and find that real time cyclically adjusted budget balances have 
low power in detecting fiscal slippages and in correctly identifying fiscal improvements. 
They argue that cyclically adjusted budget balances are systematically less reliable 
under conditions of poor or deteriorating public finances.   



 
 

 

3 Empirical analyses 

Next, we enter into a statistical analysis of euro area discretionary fiscal policies using 
simple regressions and the panel real time data as described above. Ex ante fiscal plans 
(planned budgets) and policy changes in the course of the budgetary year (updated fiscal 
plans) are examined separately. In addition to average fiscal policies, two separate 
country groups are examined in order to explore possible differences in policies 
between the periphery countries and other countries. The impact of the recent crisis on 
policy decisions is examined in more detail.  
 
 
3.1 Ex ante fiscal plans 

Depending on the exact specification, the fiscal policy reaction function indicates the 
response of the fiscal authority to the current or forecasted state of the economy. Once 
parameterized, the cyclical properties of such reaction functions as well as the 
persistence of the implied planned policies depend on the (estimated or calibrated) 
values of the parameters themselves. Fiscal policy reaction functions have typically 
been investigated using revised data (see for example Lane 2003a, Lane 2003b, 
European Commission 2004 and Staehr 2008). In recent studies also real time 
information has been used (see for example Cimadomo 2012, Beetsma and Giuliodori 
2010, Beetsma et al. 2009 and Beetsma et al. 2010).7

 
  

Discretionary fiscal policy plans for the following year are generally made after  
summer. By the end of the year, fiscal authorities approve the budget for the following 
year. Since planned policies are always decided on the basis of information available at 
the time, it is natural to use December information from the OECD Economic Outlook 
publications for the analysis of planned policies.  
 
We follow Cimadomo (2012) and use real time information for all variables in the fiscal 
policy reaction function. We examine how planned euro area policies (the primary focus 
of policy makers) have responded to current or expected cyclical conditions in the 
budgetary year. Discretionary fiscal actions are measured by the cyclically adjusted 
primary balance (CAPB), i.e. the difference between tax revenues and expenditures, the 
dynamics of which are determined by the reaction function, specified as 
 

t
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t
t

t
t
t

t
t DEBTGAPCAPBcCAPB εγβα ++++= −+ 11  (1) 

 

                                                 
7 For a survey of real time fiscal policy literature, see Cimadomo (2011b). See Golinelli and Momigliano 
(2009) for a survey of recent empirical literature concerning to cyclical response of fiscal policies in the 
euro area. 



In equation (1) the variable t
1tCAPB +  reflects policy actions planned at time t for the 

following period, and the term t
tGAP  is a real time estimate of the current year output 

gap. The variable t
tCAPB , is a real time estimate of the current primary balance in 

period t, so that the parameter α captures fiscal policy inertia (persistence). The real 
time lagged gross government debt-to-GDP ratio ( t

tDEBT 1− ) indicates the impact of 
indebtedness on policy decisions. In the forward-looking specification the output gap 
variable is replaced by the term t

tGAP 1+ .8

 
  

If fiscal policy is counter-cyclical, taxes are raised or expenditures reduced when the 
output gap is positive and vice versa when the output gap is negative. Thus, the 
coefficient β is positive. Inertia in policy reflects the degree to which policy design 
emphasizes the long term goals: the larger the estimated coefficient α, the greater the 
long-term orientation. A high degree of persistence in fiscal policy means that the fiscal 
actions of a given period also limit the options for future fiscal actions, so that there is 
less leeway for discretionary measures.9

 

 A high coefficient for the debt ratio, γ, refers to 
high motivation to reduce indebtedness. Because potential GDP and the output gap 
measures are subject to considerable uncertainty, we use real GDP growth as an 
alternative measure of cyclical conditions. In order to conduct a robustness analysis, we 
estimate the reaction functions using alternatively the current or expected cyclical 
stance.  

There are differences in the conduct of fiscal policy between the countries. For example, 
the political cycle may impact each country’s policy decisions: typically, the pressure 
for fiscal easing increases before elections. The institutional setup for fiscal policy also 
affects the policy responses: the tighter the politicians’ hands are tied, the more inert the 
discretionary policy and the less the leeway in policy planning. In panel estimations 
cross-country differences are taken into account by using the country-specific constants 
(cross section fixed effects).10

 
  

Our empirical analysis is based on the panel least squares method. When equation (1) is 
based on expected cyclical conditions, a two-stage least squares method is used. In the 
forward looking version of equation (1) fiscal policy plans and the expected cyclical 
situation may be correlated. Thus, there might be feedback effects from planned policy 
to the output gap (or real GDP growth). Possible simultaneity problems are taken into 
account in estimations by employing instrumental variables.  
 

                                                 
8 Other factors influencing fiscal policy plans can also be taken into account by in the reaction function. 
For example, variables related to demographics (Beetsma and Giuliodori 2010) or to elections (Golinelli 
and Momigliano 2006) are typical additional explanatory variables in reaction functions.  
9 Afonso et. al. (2010) find a negative correlation between degrees of discretionary leeway and 
persistence, which supports this view.  
10As Pina (2009) has argued, it is not necessary reasonable use time fixed effects in fiscal policy reaction 
functions. Since these effects capture fiscal responses to common shocks, they may change the 
interpretation of the cyclicality parameter β. 



 
 

Since the recent crisis was both unexpected and had surprisingly large effects, it is 
worth investigating fiscal policies separately in the pre-crisis years and crisis-years. In 
order to distinguish between the two sub-periods, we add a dummy variable to the 
reaction function. The CRISIS dummy is equal to zero in 1999–2007 and equal to one 
in 2008–2010.11 We use the Wald test of coefficient restrictions in order to determine, 
whether the impact of the crisis on planned policies is statistically significant.12

 
  

[Insert Tables 2a and 2b here] 
 
Estimation results for the euro area are shown in Tables 2a and 2b. At this stage Greece 
and Ireland are excluded from the panel data set, since exceptional developments in 
these countries could dominate analysis of average euro area polices. Tables 2a and 2b 
provide evidence that the reaction function provides a reasonable representation of ex 
ante policies in the euro area. The explanatory power of the reaction function is quite 
high, and the estimated coefficients have reasonable magnitudes and signs (with two 
exceptions, since two negative output gap coefficients are obtained). Policy persistence 
seems to have been dominating in fiscal planning. 
 
Results for the EMU period without the crisis dummy indicate that policy inertia has 
been relatively high in the euro area: the estimated persistence coefficients, which are 
statistically significant at the 5% level, vary between 0.6 and 0.8. The cyclical stance 
seems to also have affected budgetary planning. When the cyclical stance is measured 
by real GDP growth, all the estimated coefficients, which vary between 0.1 and 0.4, are 
statistically significant at the 5% level. Also the impact of the output gap on budget 
plans is significant in the forward-looking specification.  The data seems not to be that 
informative about the effects of the debt on budget decisions.13

 
  

Results with the crisis dummy provide separate coefficients for all explanatory variables 
in the two sub-periods. They indicate that on average the crisis did not substantially 
affect policy persistence in the euro area, but the cyclical sensitivity on fiscal planning 
increased slightly during the crisis compared with earlier years. In the pre-crisis years 
the impact of the cyclical stance is never significant, but we find some evidence of 
stronger impact during the crisis. When the forward-looking specification of the 
reaction function is estimated, slightly higher cyclical variable coefficients are mainly 
obtained than in the other cases. Debt coefficients are almost the same in both sub-
periods.  The Wald test fails to reject the view that on average the impact of the crisis on 

                                                 
11 Galí and Perotti (2003) estimate a similar equation based on a dummy variable in order to examine the 
significance of the Maastricht Treaty for fiscal policy.  Dummy variables are also used by Beetsma and 
Giuliodori (2010). In that study OECD countries are divided into EU members and other countries in an 
analysis of fiscal policy. Staerh (2008) divides his data set into Central and Eastern European countries 
and examines the cycle-sensitivity of fiscal policy. Candelon et. al. (2010) use a similar approach in 
studying the stability of fiscal rules for EMU countries before and after the Maastricht Treaty.  
12 More specifically, we test the null hypothesis, according to which all estimated coefficients are the 
same in the pre-crisis and crisis years. 
13 If reaction functions in Table 2 are estimated without country-specific constants, the results are almost 
unchanged.  



euro area ex ante fiscal policies was quite limited (only in one case the Wald test 
indicate significant policy change at 5% level).   
 
The analysis of average fiscal policies reported in Tables 2a and 2b provide only a very 
general view of euro area fiscal policies at the budgetary planning stage. Since 
economic developments have been very heterogeneous in the euro area – even before 
the crisis – it is worth exploring the policies pursued by euro area countries in more 
detail. In particular, it is worth analysing the cyclicality and persistence of fiscal policies 
over the pre-crisis and crisis period to see if differences emerge between periphery 
countries and other countries. The estimation results for the two country groups are 
summarized in Table 3. In order to avoid possible problems with the choice of 
instruments and small samples, we consider only specifications based on current 
cyclical conditions. 
 
Overall, Table 3 reveals interesting differences in budgetary planning across the two 
country groups. Table 3 provides evidence that in the pre-crisis years long term 
orientation of fiscal plans was quite high in both country groups (the estimated 
persistence coefficients α are 0.7–0.8), but only the periphery countries clearly gave up 
their long term goals during the crisis (the persistence coefficients α are 0.1 and 0.2). 
The reaction of policies to the economic cycle has been counter-cyclical in both country 
groups, but in both sub-periods the policy response seems to have been systematically 
higher in the periphery countries (as higher estimated β-coefficients are always 
obtained). During the crisis the impact of the cyclical stance on fiscal policies has 
always been significant, but in the pre-crisis years it is never significant for the group of 
other countries. Interestingly, for the periphery countries the estimated debt coefficients 
are always significant and higher than for the other group.14

 
 

Overall, the results in Table 3 suggest that the periphery countries changed their policies 
substantially at the planning stage in the crisis years. In response to the deep recession, 
the periphery countries had to react strongly to weakening economic situation and rising 
debt ratios at the cost of long term policy goals. In contrast, the other countries did not 
change their policies substantially at the planning stage. The Wald test confirms a clear 
difference in planned policies between the two country groups: with both cyclical 
variables the test indicates that the crisis changed ex ante fiscal planning significantly 
only in the periphery countries.  
 
3.2 Policy changes during budget implementation 

Only the periphery countries seem to have changed ex ante fiscal policies during the 
crisis. However, it is not unreasonable to interpret the policy debate in the euro area as 
indicating that all euro area countries adjusted their policies to the deep recession.  
Hence, in the following we analyse real time fiscal policy decisions in more detail. 

                                                 
14 In order to make sensitivity analysis for fiscal policies in the planning stage, we excluded one country 
at a time from both country groups in estimations reported in Table 3. Overall, the results (not reported 
here) are quite robust.  



 
 

When using real time information we are able to capture the economic situation 
confronting policy makers when previously planned policy measures are implemented. 
If the fiscal situation or cyclical conditions have changed substantially from the view 
prevailing at the time fiscal plans were made and/or data revisions are substantial, fiscal 
policy is adjusted (i.e. new decisions are made). In the analysis of policy changes in the 
implementation stage, we use both June and December information from the OECD 
Economic Outlook publications.  
 
The term )CAPBCAPB(CAPB 1t

t
t
t

1t,t
t

−− −=  is the difference between the real time 
current-year estimate of the primary balance and the corresponding last-year forecast. 
Correspondingly, we define the variable )CAPBCAPB(CAPB 1t
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−
− −=  as the 

difference between the real time view of last year’s primary balance and the 
corresponding real time estimate, as assessed last year.  We also measure revision of the 
cyclical situation at the interim stage of the budgetary year as 

1t
t
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t

1t,tj
t GAPGAPGAP −− −= , i.e. the difference between a real time mid-year estimate of 

the current year output gap and the corresponding expected output gap at the time of 
fiscal planning. The mid-year real time estimate tj

tGAP  is based on June information 
from the OECD.  
 
We follow Beetsma and Giuliodori (2010) and estimate the regression 
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In equation (2) the adjustment to discretionary policy during the budgetary year is 
explained by the three factors which relate real time information at the time of fiscal 
planning to real time information at the time of budget implementation. During the 
implementation stage, fiscal policy is adjusted to new information related to the 
previous year’s primary balance, last year’s fiscal plans and new information on cyclical 
conditions. The term 1t

tCAPB −  refers to the budgetary process effect on fiscal 
adjustment. The budgetary planning stage and implementation stage are closely linked, 
since it is clear that large forecast errors in the planning state increase the need to adjust 
policy in the course of the budgetary year.  
 
Equation (2) obviates potential endogeneity problems, since we use real time mid-year 
estimates of the output gap. It is reasonable to assume that it takes at least a half year 
before error in the fiscal stance has an impact on the output gap. Therefore, equation (2) 
can be estimated using OLS method.  Again, the estimations include country-specific 
constants and two alternative measures of cyclical conditions.  Since we are focusing on 
the impacts of the recent crisis, only estimations including the crisis dummy and the 



corresponding Wald test results are summarized in Table 4. Again, we investigate the 
whole euro area and the two country groups separately15

 
.  

[Insert Table 4 here] 
 
The results for the whole euro area indicate that on average the crisis had a clear impact 
of planned budgets during budget implementation. The estimated φ coefficient indicate 
that the base effect seems to have been important in both sub-periods, but probably due 
to huge data revisions in recent years, the estimated coefficients are higher during the 
crisis than in the earlier years. The budgetary process effect (coefficient ρ) had no 
impact on policy changes prior to the recession, when fiscal policy frameworks were 
quite stable in the euro area. This effect became important during the crisis years, 
however. Also the cyclical effect has only been important during the crisis (higher and 
significant θ coefficients are obtained for the second sub-period). The growing 
importance of cyclical effect is plausible, since during the crisis huge forecast errors 
made at the time of budgetary planning.  
 
Policy changes during budget implementation seem to have been clearly different in the 
two country groups. The base effect was significant for both country groups before the 
crisis. In the case of periphery countries the importance of this effect decreased in the 
second sub-period, but the estimated coefficient is almost unchanged for the other 
countries. For both country groups the budgetary process effect seems to have been 
more important during the crisis than in the earlier years. It is worth noting that the real 
time information of the output gap has contributed significantly to policy changes, 
especially in the case of the periphery countries. When the specification is based on real 
GDP growth, the cyclical effect is not important for the periphery countries. 
 
The Wald test suggests that fiscal policy adjustment changed significantly during the 
crisis in both country groups (with only real GDP growth we get the opposite result for 
the periphery countries). Analysis of policy changes confirm the result obtained in the 
previous section: the importance of the cyclical variables for discretionary policy 
decisions increased during the crisis.  
 
All in all, the empirical analysis presented above indicates that during the monetary 
union (EMU) euro area planned fiscal policies have been long-term oriented and 
counter-cyclical. In the implementation stages fiscal plans have been adjusted in 
response to unexpected macroeconomic developments. We provide evidence that the 
crisis had a clear impact on discretionary policies due to heightened uncertainty.  The 
periphery countries adjusted their policies clearly in the budgetary planning stage. Other 
countries reacted to the crisis mainly during budget implementation.  
 

                                                 
15 In order to take into account potential serial correlation in the error terms, the lagged dependent 
variable was also included in the original regressions. Since this term was not statistically significant, it 
was not included in the results reported here.  



 
 

The crisis seems to have emphasized the response of policies to the economic cycle. It is 
very challenging to assess the cyclical stance in real time. During a deep recession real 
GDP growth and the output gap can give very different pictures of the cyclical situation 
for fiscal policy purposes. For instance, looking at GDP growth, one may see the 
recession as a collapse in a single year whereas the output gap may indicate a long-
lasting downswing (as long as output remains below potential). Real GDP growth seems 
not to point to a long-term collapse of economic activity in the crisis years.  In contrast, 
permanently negative output gap indicates that post-crisis growth does not accelerate 
sufficiently fast to close the output gap. (see Figures in Appendix 1).  
 
3.3 Related studies 

Our analysis is related to several recent studies based on fiscal policy reaction functions 
and real time information. Cimadomo (2012), for instance, analyses fiscal policy in 19 
industrial countries 1994–2006. The results of that study show that, based on final data, 
fiscal policy in OECD countries was relatively pro-cyclical, whereas it was counter-
cyclical from the perspective of real time data.  Using European Commission data, Pina 
(2009) also shows that, based on real time data, fiscal policy in 15 EU countries has 
generally been more counter-cyclical than is suggested by the final data. Beetsma et al. 
(2009) explore fiscal plans and their implementation in the EU. They find that 
implemented budgetary adjustment falls systematically short of planned adjustment and 
this shortfall increases with the forecast horizon. They also argue that strong national 
fiscal institutions contribute to ambitious fiscal plans and effective implementation. 
Fiscal planning and budget implementation stages in the Netherlands are analysed in 
Beetsma et al. (2010). Using real time data, which cover the period 1958–2009, the 
study finds evidence that institutional factors are important for understanding the 
objectives of fiscal planning. Beetsma and Giuliodori (2010) study fiscal plans and their 
implementation in OECD countries in 1995–2006. Using real time data they find that 
empirical identification of the fiscal planning and implementation stages is crucial. They 
provide evidence that fiscal plans have been acyclical in EU countries and counter-
cyclical in the other OECD countries. In the implementation stage, the response of EU 
countries to unexpected changes in the output gap has been pro-cyclical. In contrast, in 
other OECD countries the response has been acyclical.  
 
4 Concluding remarks 

We have identified and provided an analysis of discretionary fiscal policies in the euro 
area countries since the late 1990s. In addition to the average policies, two country 
groups, defined on the basis of recent developments in government bond yields, were 
examined separately. Both fiscal plans for budgetary years and policy changes during 
the budget implementation (in the course of the budgetary year) were investigated using 
real time data constructed from the June and December issues of the OECD’s Economic 
Outlook. The main focus of this study was on fiscal adjustment to the recent financial 
and economic crisis.  
 



The results indicate that, during the crisis, forecast errors and statistical revisions in the 
euro area data were considerably larger than before. Cross-country differences in 
forecast errors and statistical revisions have been significant across the euro area 
countries.  
 
The results also suggest that during the time of monetary union (EMU) euro area 
planned fiscal policies have basically been long-term oriented and counter-cyclical. 
Moreover, in the implementation stages fiscal plans have been updated and new policy 
decisions have been made in response to unexpected economic developments. The crisis 
had a clear impact on euro area fiscal policies. The periphery countries adjusted their 
policies clearly in the budgetary planning stage. Other countries reacted to the crisis 
mainly during budget implementation.  
 
Fiscal adjustment after the budgetary planning stage may have negative effects on the 
economy. Economic agents form their expectations on the basis of fiscal plans. If, 
however, plans are notably adjusted in the implementation stage, it might be costly for 
economic agents to change their behaviour accordingly.  
 
The results indicate that in the EMU period also the periphery countries have conducted 
quite responsible policies with respect to cyclical situation. However, the insufficient 
role of indebtedness considerations in budgetary planning has clearly contributed to the 
observed debt accumulation.  Also, cumulated macroeconomic imbalances have 
increased indebtedness. Overall, our results indicate that real time uncertainty and data 
revisions affect budget decisions substantially. Therefore, real time monitoring of 
budgeting processes and multi-annual fiscal planning are crucial in the new EU fiscal 
framework. 



 
 

Table 1.      Forecast accuracy in the euro area 

 
 

ME MAE RMSE ME MAE RMSE ME MAE RMSE 

1998–2010 EA12 Group A Group B 

Cyclically adj. primary 
balance, % of potential GDP -0.388 1.111 1.609 -0.896 1.519 2.336 -0.024 0.819 1.090 

Ratio of gross government 
debt to GDP 0.787 3.235 4.392 1.497 4.163 5.804 0.279 2.573 3.384 

Ouput gap, % of potential 
GDP -0.053 0.808 1.116 0.043 0.782 1.060 -0.121 0.827 1.156 

Real GDP growth, % -0.442 1.178 1.572 -0.501 1.071 1.477 -0.400 1.256 1.640 

1998–2007 EA12 Group A Group B 

Cyclically adj. primary 
balance, % of potential GDP 0.060 0.813 1.003 -0.224 0.969 1.242 0.264 0.702 0.832 

Ratio of gross government 
debt to GDP -0.340 2.480 3.041 -0.317 3.080 3.878 -0.357 2.051 2.442 

Ouput gap, % of potential 
GDP 0.080 0.668 0.825 0.202 0.682 0.901 -0.008 0.658 0.771 

Real GDP growth, % -0.138 0.903 1.097 -0.099 0.731 0.897 -0.166 1.026 1.241 

2008–2010 EA12 Group A Group B 

Cyclically adj. primary 
balance, % of potential GDP -1.709 2.051 2.627 -3.065 3.278 4.119 -0.740 1.174 1.562 

Ratio of gross government 
debt to GDP 4.574 5.745 6.977 7.546 7.771 9.541 2.452 4.298 5.145 

Ouput gap, % of potential 
GDP -0.539 1.308 1.646 -0.487 1.116 1.338 -0.576 1.446 1.865 

Real GDP growth, % -1.456 2.096 2.529 1.840 2.203 2.552 1.182 2.020 2.513 
 
ME = mean error, MAE = mean average error, RMSE = root mean squared error 



 
Table 2a.     Average fiscal plans in the euro area, cyclical variable: output gap 
 
 
 

OLS IV 

 EMU period Before and during 
the crisis 

EMU period Before and during 
the crisis 

CAPBt 
 

0.770* 
(0.039) 

0.749* 
(0.039)   0.557* 

(0.086) 
0.542* 
(0.083)   

(1-Crisis)* CAPBt 
   0.769* 

(0.048) 
0.734* 
(0.060)   0.640* 

(0.082) 
0.532 

(0.361) 
Crisis* CAPBt 

 
  0.705* 

(0.063) 
0.718* 
(0.063)   0.596* 

(0.098) 
0.350 

(0.314) 
GAPt+1 

 
    0.267* 

(0.082) 
0.266* 
(0.079)   

(1-Crisis)*GAPt+1 
       0.121 

(0.082) 
-0.338 
(0.234) 

Crisis*GAPt+1 

 
      0.199* 

(0.073) 
0.772* 
(0.272) 

GAPt 

 

0.044 
(0.038) 

0.058 
(0.037)       

(1-Crisis)*GAPt 
   0.006 

(0.057) 
-0.021 
(0.059)     

Crisis*GAPt 

 
  0.069 

(0.044) 
0.110* 
(0.049)     

DEBTt-1 
  0.023* 

(0.009)    0.020 
(0.012)   

(1-Crisis)* DEBTt-1 
    0.024* 

(0.011)    0.009 
(0.048) 

Crisis* DEBTt-1 

 
   0.027* 

(0.011)    0.043 
(0.035) 

R2 

D-W 
Obs 

0.919 
2.046 
114 

0.924 
2.014 
114 

0.921 
2.075 
114 

0.926 
1.964 
114 

0.881 
1.619 
114 

0.883 
1.624 
114 

0.907 
1.890 
114 

0.799 
1.445 
114 

Wald test 
   F=1.013 

(0.367) 
F=0.974
(0.408)   F=0.528 

(0.591) 
F=2.309 
(0.081) 



 
 

Table 2b. Average fiscal plans in the euro area, cyclical variable: real GDP growth 
 
 
 

OLS IV 

 EMU period Before and during 
the crisis 

EMU period Before and during 
the crisis 

CAPBt 
 

0.725* 
(0.033) 

0.717* 
(0.033)   0.650* 

(0.066) 
0.656* 
(0.066)   

(1-Crisis)* CAPBt 
   0.776* 

(0.039) 
0.760* 
(0.053)   0.789* 

(0.078) 
0.696* 
(0.093) 

Crisis* CAPBt 

 
  0.682* 

(0.050) 
0.705* 
(0.053)   0.797* 

(0.101) 
0.780* 
(0.095) 

GDPt+1 

 
    0.422* 

(0.140) 
0.388* 
(0.156)   

(1-Crisis)*GDPt+1 
       0.137 

(0.116) 
0.217 

(0.162) 
Crisis*GDPt+1 

 
      0.269 

(0.174) 
0.145 

(0.195) 
GDPt 

 

0.132* 
(0.029) 

0.128* 
(0.028)       

(1-Crisis)*GDPt 
   0.046 

(0.042) 
0.051 

(0.044)     

Crisis*GDPt 

 
  0.197* 

(0.036) 
0.189* 
(0.037)     

DEBTt-1 
  0.017* 

(0.009)    0.006 
(0.013)   

(1-Crisis)* DEBTt-1 
    0.013 

(0.010)    0.020 
(0.015) 

Crisis* DEBTt-1 

 
   0.013 

(0.010)    0.021 
(0.014) 

R2 

D-W 
Obs 

0.932 
1.802 
114 

0.935 
1.830 
114 

0.938 
1.819 
114 

0.939 
1.814 
114 

0.883 
2.282 
114 

0.889 
2.288 
114 

0.912 
2.194 
114 

0.915 
2.133 
114 

Wald test 
   F=4.434 

(0.014) 
F=2.193 
(0.094)   F=0.302 

(0.604) 
F=0.292 
(0.831) 

 
Notes: Numbers in parentheses are standard errors. * refers to significance at 5 % level and ** refers to significance 
at 10 % level. The instruments for the output gap –based IV-equation are the real time current and lagged estimates of 
real GDP growth. Correspondingly, in the model with real GDP growth, the instruments are real time current and 
lagged estimates of the output gap. In both cases real time current and lagged estimates of the central government 
debt-to-GDP ratio are also included in the instrument set. When the lagged debt ratio is included in the reaction 
function, the second lag of the debt ratio is added to the instrument set.  



Table 3.      Planned fiscal policy estimates for two country groups  
 
 
 Periphery 

countries 
Other 

countries 
Periphery 
countries 

Other 
countries 

(1-Crisis)* CAPBt 
 

0.774* 
(0.088) 

0.731* 
(0.078) 

0.731* 
(0.076) 

0.766* 
(0.064) 

Crisis* CAPBt 

 

0.111 
(0.085) 

0.805* 
(0.095) 

0.197* 
(0.056) 

0.762* 
(0.079) 

(1-Crisis)*GAPt 
 

0.053 
(0.124) 

0.002 
(0.068)   

Crisis*GAPt 

 

0.562* 
(0.169) 

0.098** 
(0.051)   

(1-Crisis)*GDPt 
   0.239* 

(0.103) 
0.037 

(0.046) 
Crisis*GDPt 

 
  0.484* 

(0.091) 
0.183* 
(0.038) 

(1-Crisis)* DEBTt-1 
 

0.061* 
(0.022) 

0.031* 
(0.015) 

0.040* 
(0.019) 

0.016 
(0.013) 

Crisis* DEBTt-1 

 

0.083* 
(0.023) 

0.030* 
(0.015) 

0.051* 
(0.018) 

0.013 
(0.013) 

R2 

D-W 
Obs 

0.848 
1.805 

59 

0.939 
1.964 

78 

0.894 
1.609 

59 

0.953 
1.827 

78 
Wald test 
 

F=10.087 
(0.000) 

F=0.739 
(0.533) 

F=12.766 
(0.000) 

F=2.062 
(0.114) 

 
 
 
 
Table 4.      Fiscal responses during budget implementation stage 
 
 
 Output gap Real GDP growth 
 Average 

policies 
Periphery 
countries 

Other 
countries 

Average 
policies 

Periphery 
countries 

Other 
countries 

1,
1)1( −
−×− tt

tCAPBCRISIS  0.751* 
(0.107) 

1.047* 
(0.285) 

0.753* 
(0.108) 

0.684* 
(0.108) 

1.085* 
(0.351) 

0.740* 
(0.116) 

1,
1
−

−× tt
tCAPBCRISIS  1.267* 

(0.159) 
-0.115 
(0.335) 

1.402* 
(0.219) 

1.014* 
(0.161) 

1.040* 
(0.443) 

1.069* 
(0.218) 

1)1( −×− t
tCAPBCRISIS  -0.105 

(0.054) 
0.040 

(0.129) 
-0.109* 
(0.054) 

-0.066 
(0.050) 

0.150 
(0.165) 

-0.061 
(0.052) 

1−× t
tCAPBCRISIS  -0.318* 

(0.075) 
0.724* 
(0.165) 

-0.239* 
(0.079) 

-0.226* 
(0.076) 

0.383 
(0.205) 

-0.164* 
(0.080) 

1,)1( −×− ttj
tGAPCRISIS  0.079 

(0.141) 
0.127 

(0.304) 
-0.057 
(0.145)    

1, −× ttj
tGAPCRISIS  0.410* 

(0.078) 
2.345* 
(0.393) 

0.396* 
(0.070)    

1,)1( −×− ttj
tGDPCRISIS     0.197 

(0.131) 
0.793 

(0.504) 
-0.079 
(0.146) 

1, −× ttj
tGDPCRISIS     0.411* 

(0.066) 
0.076 

(0.259) 
0.382* 
(0.061) 

R2 

D-W 
Obs 

0.698 
2.004 
113 

0.663 
2.191 

58 

0.747 
2.325 

77 

0.727 
2.130 
113 

0.434 
1.915 

58 

0.764 
2.429 

77 
Wald test F=8.976 

(0.000) 
F=8.876 
(0.000) 

F=8.890 
(0.000) 

F=4.924 
(0.003) 

F=1.071 
(0.371) 

F=6.659 
(0.001) 

 
Numbers in parentheses are standard errors. * refers to significance at 5 % level. 
 



 
 

Appendix 1  

Real time estimates for euro area countries 
 
Figure 1.      Real time estimates of cyclically adjusted primary balances  
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Figure 2.      Real time estimates of government debt 
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Figure 3.      Real time estimates of real GDP growth 
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Figure 4.      Real time estimates of output gap 
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Appendix 2   

Real time assessments for year 2009  
 
France Germany 

-8

-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

6

D2007 J2008 D2008 J2009 D2009 J2010 D2010

CAPB GAP GDP

 
-8

-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

6

D2007 J2008 D2008 J2009 D2009 J2010 D2010  

Italy Spain 

-8

-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

6

D2007 J2008 D2008 J2009 D2009 J2010 D2010  
-8

-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

6

D2007 J2008 D2008 J2009 D2009 J2010 D2010  

 
Note: The first three observations are forecasts made in the end of 2007 (D2007) mid-2008 (J2008) and in the end of 
2008 (D2008). Real time current-year estimates were published in June 2009 (J2009) and December 2009 (D2009). 
The last two observations are data revisions, made in June 2010 (J2010) and December 2010 (D2010). 



 
References  

Afonso, A., Agnello, L. and Furceri, D. (2010) Fiscal policy responsiveness, persistence, and 
discretion,  Public Choice, 145, 503-530. 
 
Beetsma, R., Bluhm, B., Giuliodori, M. and Wierts, P. (2011) From First-Release to Ex-Post 
Fiscal Data: Exploring the Sources of Revisions Errors in the EU, CEPR Discussion Paper No. 
8413. 
 
Beetsma, R. and Giuliodori, M. (2010) Fiscal Adjustment to Cyclical Developments in the 
OECD: An Empirical Analysis Based on Real-Time Data, Oxford Economic Papers, 62, 419-
441. 
 
Beetsma, R., Giuliodori, M., Walschot, M. and Wierts, P. (2010) Fifty years of Fiscal 
Planning and Implementation in the Netherlands, CEPR Discussion Paper No. 7969. 
 
Beetsma, R., Giuliodori, M. and Wierts P. (2009) Planning to cheat: EU fiscal policy in real 
time, Economic Policy, 24, 753-804. 
 
Beffy, P. O., Ollivaud, P., Richardson P. and Sedillot, F. (2006) New OECD Methods for 
Supply-Side and Medium-term Assessments: A Capital Services Approach, OECD Economics 
Department Working Papers, No. 482. 
 
Candelon, B., Muysken, J. and Vermeulen, R. (2010) Fiscal policy and monetary integration 
in Europe: an update, Oxford Economic Papers, 62, 323-349. 
 
Cimadomo, J. (2011a) Fiscal Stimulus and Challenges Ahead: Views on the Euro Area, The 
Economic Society of Australia Economic Papers, 30, 23-28. 
 
Cimadomo, J. (2011b) Real-Time Data and Fiscal Policy Analysis: A Survey of the Literature, 
Federal Reserve Bank of Philadelphia Working Paper, No. 25. 
 
Cimadomo, J. (2012) Fiscal Policy in Real Time, Scandinavian Journal of Economics, 114(2), 
440-465.  
 
de Castro, F., Pérez, J. J. and Rodríguez-Vives, M (2011) Fiscal data revisions in Europe, 
ECB Working Paper No. 1342, forthcoming in the Journal, Money, Credit and Banking. 
 
European Commission (2004) The Pro-Cyclicality of Fiscal Policy in EMU, Quarterly Report 
on the Euro Area, Vol. 3. 
 
Frankel, J. A. and Schreger, J. (2012) Over-optimistic Official Forecasts in the Eurozone and 
Fiscal Rules, NBER Working Paper No. 18283. 
 
Galí, J. and Perotti, R. (2003) Fiscal policy and monetary integration in Europe, Economic 
Policy, 18, 533-572. 
 
Golinelli, R. and Momigliano, S. (2006) Real-time Determinants of Fiscal Policies in the Euro 
Area: Fiscal Rules, Cyclical Conditions and Elections, Bank of Italy Economic Working Paper 
No. 609. 
 
Golinelli, R. and Momigliano, S. (2009) The Cyclical Reaction of Fiscal Policies in the Euro 
Area: The Role of Modelling Choices and Data Vintages, Fiscal Studies, vol. 30, no.1, 39-72. 
 
 



 
 

Hughes Hallett, A., Kattai, R. and Lewis, J. (2012) How Reliable Are Cyclically Adjusted 
Budget Balances In Real Time? Contemporary Economic Policy, Western Economic 
Association International, vol. 30(1), pages 75-92.  
 
Lane, P. R. (2003a) Business Cycles and Macroeconomic Policy in Emerging Market 
Economies, International Finance 6, 89-108. 
 
Lane, P. R. (2003b) The Cyclical Behaviour of Fiscal Policy: Evidence from the OECD, 
Journal of Public Economics, 87, 2661-2675. 
 
OECD (2009) Beyond the crisis: medium-term challenges relating to potential output, 
unemployment and fiscal positions, Chapter 4 of OECD Economic Outlook no. 85.  
 
Pina, A. (2009) Elusive Counter-Cyclicality and Deliberate Opportunism? Fiscal Policy from 
Plans to Final Outcomes, Banco de Portugal Working Paper No. 6. 
 
Staehr, K. (2008) Fiscal policies and business cycles in an enlarged euro area, Economic 
Systems, 32, 46-69. 
 
van Riet, A. (ed.) (2010) Euro area fiscal policies and the crisis, European Central Bank 
Occasional Paper No. 109. 
 
 
 



 
 

BANK OF FINLAND RESEARCH 
DISCUSSION PAPERS 
 
ISSN 1456-6184, online 
 
1/2012 Maria Teresa Punzi  Housing market and current account imbalances in the 

international economy. 2012. 27 p. ISBN 978-952-462-784-9, online. 
 
2/2012 Luisa Lambertini – Caterina Mendicino – Maria Teresa Punzi  Expectations-

driven cycles in the housing market. 2012. 61 p. ISBN 978-952-462-785-6, 
online. 

 
3/2012 George A. Waters  Quantity rationing of credit. 2012. 26 p. ISBN 978-952-

462-786-3, online. 
 
4/2012 Karlo Kauko  Why is equity capital expensive for opaque banks? 2012. 26 p. 

ISBN 978-952-462-787-0, online. 
 
5/2012 Kaushik Mitra – George W. Evans – Seppo Honkapohja  Fiscal policy and 

learning. 2012. 32 p. ISBN 978-952-462-788-7, online. 
 
6/2012 Ian W. Marsh – Wolf Wagner  Why is price discovery in credit default swap 

markets news-specific? 2012. 41 p. ISBN 978-952-462-789-4, online. 
 
7/2012 Katja Taipalus  Signaling asset price bubbles with time-series methods. 

2012. 47 p. ISBN 978-952-462-790-0, online. 
 
8/2012 Paavo Miettinen  Information acquisition during a Dutch auction. 2012. 22 

p. ISBN 978-952-462-791-7, online. 
 
9/2012 Diego Moreno – Tuomas Takalo  Optimal bank transparency. 2012. 33 p. 

ISBN 978-952-462-792-4, online. 
 
10/2012 Alina Barnett – Martin Ellison Learning by disinflating. 2012. 20 p. ISBN 

978-952-462-795-5, online. 
 
11/2012 Bill Francis – Iftekhar Hasan – Qiang Wu Do corporate boards affect firm 

performance? New evidence from the financial crisis? 2012. 55 p. ISBN 
978-952-462-796-2, online. 

 
12/2012 Bill Francis – Iftekhar Hasan – Liang Song Are firm- and country-specific 

governance substitutes? Evidence from financial contracts in emerging 
markets. 2012. 55 p. ISBN 978-952-462-797-9, online. 

 
13/2012 Chung-Hua Shen – Yu-Li Huang – Iftekhar Hasan Asymmetric benchmarking 

in bank credit rating. 2012. 40 p. ISBN 978-952-462-798-6, online. 
 
14/2012 Bill Francis – Iftekhar Hasan – Qiang Wu Corporate governance and cost of 

bank loan. 2012. 49 p. ISBN 978-952-462-799-3, online. 
 
15/2012 Isabelle Distinguin – Iftekhar Hasan – Amine Tarazi Predicting rating 

changes for banks: How accurate are accounting and stock market 
indicators? 2012. 34 p. ISBN 978-952-462-800-6, online. 

 



16/2012 Bill Francis – Iftekhar Hasan – Liang Song – Bernard Yeung What determines 
bank stock price synchronicity? Global evidence. 2012. 46 p. ISBN 978-952-
462-803-7, online. 

 
17/2012 Bill Francis – Iftekhar Hasan – Kose John – Maya Waisman Urban 

agglomeration and CEO compensation. 2012. 64 p. ISBN 978-952-462-804-
4, online. 

 
18/2012 Manthos D. Delis – Iftekhar Hasan – Pantelis Kazakis Bank regulations and 

income inequality: Empirical evidence. 2012. 45 p. ISBN 978-952-462-805-
1, online. 

 
19/2012 Iftekhar Hasan – Tania De Renzis – Heiko Schmiedel Retail payments and 

economic growth. 2012. 37 p. ISBN 978-952-462-806-8, online. 
 
20/2012 Ari Hyytinen – Jukka Lahtonen – Mika Pajarinen Entrepreneurial optimism 

and survival. 2012. 49 p. ISBN 978-952-462-807-5, online. 
 
21/2012 Ari Hyytinen – Hanna Putkuri Household optimism and borrowing. 2012. 45 

p. ISBN 978-952-462-808-2, online. 
 
22/2012 Juha Kilponen – Helinä Laakkonen – Jouko Vilmunen Sovereign risk, 

European crisis resolution policies and bond yields. 2012. 24 p. ISBN 978-
952-462-809-9, online. 

 
23/2012 Andrés Fernández – Adam Gulan Interest rates and business cycles in 

emerging economies: The role of financial frictions. 2012. 48 p. ISBN 978-
952-462-810-5, online. 

 
24/2012 Timo Korkeamäki – Tuomas Takalo Valuation of innovation: The case of 

iPhone. 2012. 40 p. 978-952-462-811-2, online. 
 
25/2012 Martin Ellison – Thomas J. Sargent Welfare cost of business cycles in 

economies with individual consumption risk. 2012. 19 p. 978-952-462-812-9, 
online. 

 
26/2012 Yiwei Fang – Bill Francis – Iftekhar Hasan More than connectedness – 

Heterogeneity of CEO social network and firm value. 2012. 56 p. 978-952-
462-815-0, online. 

 
27/2012 Jess Benhabib – George W. Evans – Seppo Honkapohja Liquidity traps and 

expectation dynamics: Fiscal stimulus or fiscal austerity? 2012. 33 p. 978-
952-462-818-1, online. 

 
28/2012 Bill B. Francis – Iftekhar Hasan – Xian Sun Does relationship matter? The 

choice of financial advisors. 2012. 56 p. 978-952-462-819-8, online. 
 
29/2012 Matti Viren How can growth be accelerated in Europe? 2012. 15 p. 978-952-

462-820-4, online. 
 
30/2012 George A. Waters Careful price level targeting. 2012. 11 p. 978-952-462-821-

1, online. 
 
31/2012 Bill B. Francis – Iftekhar Hasan – Xian Sun Home preference at selecting 

financial advisors in cross-border M&As. 2012. 48 p. 978-952-462-822-8, 
online. 

 



 
 

32/2012 Maria Kopsakangas-Savolainen – Tuomas Takalo Competition before sunset: 
The case of the Finnish ATM market. 2012. 29 p. 978-952-462-827-3, online. 

 
33/2012 Henri Nyberg – Pentti Saikkonen Forecasting with a noncausal VAR model. 

2012. 38 p. 978-952-462-828-0, online. 
 
34/2012 Maritta Paloviita Fiscal planning and implementation: euro area analysis 

based on real time data. 2012. 24 p. 978-952-462-829-7, online. 
 



 
 

 

http://www.suomenpankki.fi/en • email: Research@bof.fi 
ISBN 978-952-462-829-7, ISSN 1456-6184, online 

 


	Fiscal planning and implementation: euro area analysis based on real time data
	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Data description
	3 Empirical analyses
	3.1 Ex ante fiscal plans
	3.2 Policy changes during budget implementation
	3.3 Related studies

	4 Concluding remarks
	Tables 1–4
	Appendix 1: Figures 1–4
	Appendix 2
	References
	Recent Bank of Finland Research Discussion Papers



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.6
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType true
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings true
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 99
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BlackItalic
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Impact
    /LucidaConsole
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<


    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>



    /HUN <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 6.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 6.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>


    /SKY <>

    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>

    /ENU <FEFF004b006900720073007400750075006e0020006a00610020004d0075006c00740069007000720069006e0074002d007000610069006e006f006f006e0020006d0065006e0065007600e4007400200074007900f60074002e>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice




