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a b s t r a c t

It has been known with time that no single transmission mechanism is enough to

understand the monetary policy stance of that country. The objective of this paper is

combine two transmission channel, interest rate and exchange rate so as to construct

monetary condition index (MCI) for the gulf countries, namely Bahrain, Iraq, Kuwait, Oman,

Qatar, Kingdomof Saudi Arabia and United Arab Emirates, so as to forecast its impact on CPI

andGDPand to suggest policymakers regarding themonetarypolicy of thegulf countries. For

this [21_TD$DIFF]purpose, the paper applies Principal Component Analysis and Vector Auto-Regression

method to construct MCI and to analyze its impulse response on CPI and GDP. This paper

concludes thatMCI canbeusedas an indicator topredict CPI andGDPof Bahrain andQatar in

long runandas an indicator topredict theGDPofOman inmediumand long runbut it cannot

be used as an indicator to predict CPI and GDP of Kuwait and KSA. Furthermore, this paper

also concludes that strong monetary policy is needed to strengthen their economic

condition.
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University of Kaslik. This is an open access article under the CC BY-NC-ND license (http://
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1. [23_TD$DIFF]Introduction

Monetary Condition Index (MCI) pioneered by the Bank of Canada in late 1980s, combines the weighted average of short term
interest rate and exchange rate to assess the monetary policy of the country (Hyder & Khan, 2007), because interest rate and
exchange rate are the channels of transmissionmechanismof themonetary policywhich can affect the rate of inflation (Qayyum,
2002). The change in interest rate changes the investing and spending behaviour of the firms and individual which in turn affect
the GDP. On the other hand, change in exchange rate changes the relative price of domestic and foreign goodswhich in turn affect
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the spending behavior of the individual and firm. Appreciation of currency lowers the price of imported goods whereas
depreciation of currency increases theprice of imported goods (Qayyum, 2002). On thewhole, both interest rate and exchange rate
can affect the inflation. Increase in any one of it, can lowers the growth and inflationary pressures and decrease in any one can
increase the economic growth and the inflationary pressures (Kodra, 2011). That’s why changes in index can indicate the
tightening and loosing of monetary conditions (Osborne-Kinch & Holton, 2010). [24_TD$DIFF]An increase in MCI results in tightening of
monetary condition whereas a decrease in MCI loosens the monetary condition (Poon, 2010). Moreover, the more open the
economy, the more important is exchange rate in determining the monetary conditions (Joiner, 2006).

MCI can be used as an operational target, as an indicator or as monetary policy rule (Batini & Turnbull, 2000). In case of MCI
working as an operational target, domestic and foreign economic conditions can be taken into account to derive the desired MCI
level so that it is consistent with the inflation target ([25_TD$DIFF]Osborne-Kinch &Holton, 2010). Second, as an indicator of inflation, it tracks
the movement of interest rate and exchange rate (Poon, 2010) and depicts whether central bank has loosen and tighten their
monetary policy (Şıklar & Do�gan, 2015). Last, in order to correct the deviation of inflation and output, MCI can rearrange interest
rate so that it can move in parallel with the exchange rate [26_TD$DIFF](Batini & Turnbull, 2000).

Knowing such a strong place ofMCI in economicwatch, objective of this study is to constructMCI for the gulf countries. Reason
of this choice are many. First of all, being a strong component of world’s economy such instruments are not available for gulf
countries. Theyarebasedon traditional single instrument. Ifwe lookat economic conditionsof thegulf countries, interesting facts
do come in front of us. Regarding the economic condition of Gulf Countries, Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) countries account for
47%of provenworld oil reservewhichproduce about 20%of allworld oil and controls 36%ofworld oil export (as cited inAlqattan&
Alhayky, 2016). GCC countries have 23.4% of world natural gas reserve at their disposal which produces 7.9% of world natural gas
(AlKholifey & Alreshan, 2010). The GCC countries are heavily depended on hydrocarbon export (International Monetary Fund,
2012) so the fall inoil pricehavenegative impact, [27_TD$DIFF]resulting in: huge export losses, slower growth,weak fiscal andexternal position,
and tight monetary and financial condition (International Monetary Fund, 2016).

The overall GDP of GCC countries has risen to 7.5% in 2011, which is highest since 2003 and oil production has increased by 10%
so GCC economies are growing at an strong pace after 2009 global financial crisis. In GCC countries inflation is caused by food and
rental prices. In 2011, CPI inflation was also under control and was less than 5% (International Monetary Fund, 2012).

The GCC countries aim to establish a currency union. Except for Kuwait, the rest of the Gulf Countries have pegged their
currency with the US Dollar (Khan, 2009). It means that if dollar’s value drop against major currencies than GCC pegged currency
will have lower purchasing power and from 2001, dollar has been losing its value (Ziaei, 2013). The Gulf Countries economic
situation varies over the past years and need to develop monetary policy for its smooth functioning.

As Iraq is not part of Gulf Cooperation Council, so regarding the economic condition of Iraq, it is second biggest producer of oil
after KSA [28_TD$DIFF](Al-Basri & Al-Sebahi, 2013 [29_TD$DIFF]) but it utilizes the income it receive from oil to wagewar, recontruct its infrastructure and to
keep its people alive and has no income left to make foreign investments (Seznec, 2008). From 2003, oil sector has dominated the
Iraq’seconomy.However, thecontribitionofoil sector to totalGDPhasdeclined from70%in2004 to43% in2011and47% in2012 [30_TD$DIFF](Al-
Basri & Al-Sebahi, 2013).

After knowing such an important place of gulf countries at global level, MCI is constructed at country level for Bahrain, Iraq,
Kuwait, Oman,Qatar, Kingdomof Saudi Arabia (KSA), andUnitedArab Emirates (UAE) and for checking predictive power ofMCI; it
is being utilized for forecasting inflation and growth.

The methodology used [31_TD$DIFF]in this paper is Principal Component Analysis (PCA) and Vector Auto-Regression Model (VAR). To
construct MCI for each country, PCA is applied to the Interest Rate and Exchange Rate of each Gulf Country. Then, vector Auto-
Regressionmodel is applied for forecasting exercise. In thiswhole exercise, normalized variables are takenandvariables are being
normalized using Phillips-Perron Unit Root Test. In this study annual data is being used.

In the light of results it is found thatMCI can beused as an indicator to predict CPI andGDP of Bahrain andQatar in long run and
MCI canbeusedas indicator topredict theGDPofOman inmediumand long runbut it cannot beusedas an indicator topredict CPI
and GDP of Kuwait and KSA.

This paper suggests policymakers regarding the monetary policy of the gulf countries. It also suggests policymakers that
instead of using either interest rate or exchange rate to develop monetary policy of a country, MCI can be used in long-run
prediction of CPI and GDP of the Bahrain, Qatar, and in medium and long-run prediction of GDP for Oman.

This paperwill benefit policymakers in understanding the tight and loosemonetary condition experienced by gulf countries. It
will also facilitate them to consider whether to embed MCI in their monetary policy or not. It also opens an opportunity for
researchers to research further on the topic of MCI and Gulf Countries as none has been done before.

Section 2 of this paper reviews the literature on MCI. Section 4 discusses the method used in this paper to construct MCI.
Section 5 constructs MCI and analyses the results. Section [32_TD$DIFF]6 conclude this paper and make suggestions for policymakers.

2. Literature [33_TD$DIFF]review on MCI

This study would bridge literature on monetary condition index.
Between 1950s and 1960s, Central Banks considered fixed exchange rate system as main framework for implementing

monetarypolicy (Hataiseree, 1998) and formanyyears, short term interestwas theoperational target ofmonetarypolicy [34_TD$DIFF](Kesriyeli
and Koçaker, 1999 [35_TD$DIFF]). So the central banks headed by the Bank of Canada combine interest rate and exchange rate and constructed
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MCI in order to measure the stance of monetary policy and its efficiency (as cited in [36_TD$DIFF]Yaaba, 2013). Over the years, MCI has been
widely used by banks, organizations and firms. The Central banks of Canada, New Zealand, Norway and Sweden uses MCI in the
conduct of monetary policy; organizations like International Monetary Fund (IMF) and Organizations for Economic Co-operation
and Development (OECD) constructs MCIs to evaluate the monetary policies and firms like Goldman Sachs and JP Morgan
publishesMCI inorder todetermine themonetary conditionofdifferent countries (Ericsson, Jansen,Kerbeshian,&Nymoen, 1998).
However, with time it has been criticized and appreciated for its use.

MCI is the weighted combination of both interest rate and exchange rate and the ratio of the two represent their relative
importance (Qayyum, 2002). In caseof small openeconomy likeTurkey, studies conductedby Şıklar andDo�gan (2015) and [37_TD$DIFF]Kesriyeli
and Koçaker (1999) [38_TD$DIFF] constructed MCI using two different methods and arrived on a different opinion regarding the importance of
interest rate and exchange rate in Turkey. Şıklar and Do�gan (2015) uses time varying framework and Kalman Filter algorithm to
construct MCI using data from 1999 to 2013 and concluded that interest rate has more impact on monetary condition than
exchange rate, whereas Koçaker (1999) uses price equation to construct MCI using data from 1988 to 1999 and concluded that
exchange rate is driving force in price adjustment process in Turkey and hasmore weight compared to interest rate in short run.
Another studies conducted on small open economy of Pakistan by Khan and Qayyum (2007), Hyder and Khan (2007) and Qayyum
(2002) alsousesdifferentmethodologyandreachedasimilar conclusion to thatofTurkey.KhanandQayyum(2007) uses IS-Phillips
curve and The Bernanke andMihov Overall Measure to conclude that in Pakistan supply shocks are dominant and exchange rate
hasmore impact than the interest rate on the economywhereasHyder andKhan (2007) uses Johansen’s co integration techniques
to arrive on the conclusion that out of fourteenPakistanhas eight tight and six soft periods ofmonetary conditionand interest rate
ismoredominant than exchange rate channel in times of inflation andQayyum (2002) uses Full InformationMaximumLikelihood
Method of Johansen to conclude that the monetary condition ratio for small open economy of Pakistan is 2.79:1 and in order to
effect on the rate of inflation, one pointmovement in interest rate is equivalent to 2.79 pointmovement in nominal exchange rate.
Both countries of small open economy, Turkey and Pakistan, applied different method to construct MCI and reached a mixed
conclusion regarding importance of interest rate to exchange rate in their economy.

AsQayyum(2002) explains the ratio of exchange rate to interest rate for Pakistan,Kodra (2011) explains the ratio forAlbaniaand
concluded thatMCI ratio forAlbania is 3.8:1,whichmeans that 1percent increase in interest rate canoffset by 3.8 percent point fall
in exchange rate. The MCI ratio suggest how much is needed by one variable to offset another.

Regarding MCI being used as an indicator of monetary policy, multiple studies reached on similar conclusion. Yaaba (2013)
constructedMCI for Nigeria and concluded thatMCI alignswith the policy direction of Central Bank ofNigeria and it can serve as a
lead indicator of monetary policy stance for the Bank. An MCI for India concluded that it provides more information regarding
monetary policy stance in India than the individual use of its variables and, thus, can be used as an indicator ofmonetary policy in
India [39_TD$DIFF](Kannan, Sanyal, & Bhoi, 2006 [40_TD$DIFF]). Furthermore, both Dennis (1997) and [41_TD$DIFF]Economics Department at Reserve Bank (1996) [42_TD$DIFF]
constructedMCI forNewZealand and they both concluded thatMCI represent a stance ofmonetary condition better then either of
its variable alone can. From the above discussion, it can be considered that MCI can be used as an indicator.

Whereas, some authors have supported it being used as indicator alongwith some criticism regarding it. [43_TD$DIFF]Benazi� (2012),
estimated MCI for Croatia and concluded that it should only be used as an indicator for monetary policy and not as a technical
instrument onwhichmonetarypolicydecisionsaremade.Osborne-KinchandHolton (2010) constructedMCI from1999 to 2009 for
Euro Area, UK, and US and supported the idea that MCI is easy to construct and can be used as a timely indicator but due to
uncertainity regarding its estimation and intrepretation it should not be used as the only way to assess the monetary policy
conditions.Discussing thegeneral overviewaboutMCI,Costa (2000) concluded thatdue to limitationsMCI shouldnotbeusedasan
operational target formonetarypolicybut it canbeusedasan synthetic indicator formonetary stance.Despite it usebeing limited,
it can be summarized that MCI can be used as an indicator for monetary policy.

BesidesMCI beingused as indicator, it can also beused for various purposes. A research conducted byGottschalk (2001) on Euro
Area from 1980 to 2000 concluded that an careful analysis of business cycle fluctuation is required for MCI to be used as a
forecasting tool, and intrepretationofMCIdependon the specific shocks effecting the economy. Esteves (2003) also supported that
MCI can be considered as useful indicator for forecasting and simulation purposes. A study on Mainland China reached a
conclusion that changes in MCI suggest that its monetary stance has been more tightened than loose from 1994 to 2004 ( [44_TD$DIFF]Peng &
Leung, 2005). Furthermore,MCI oberserved for SouthAfrica from1994 to 2003 suggest that itsmonetary condition has been varied
from time to time and it should be used as part of analytical tool by themonetary authorities (Knedlik, 2005). AndMCI for Canada
concluded thatMCI is an useful concept and a practical tool but itmust be usedwith care (Freedman, 1994).Thus,MCI can be used
to suggest monetary stance, for forecasting purposes, and also as partical and analytical tool by monetary authorities.

Lastly, MCI can be constucted as Augmented MCI and as Dynamic MCI. Poon (2010) constructed an augmented monetary
condition index (AMCI) of small open economy of Phillipines from 1982 to 2004 using Unrestricted Error CorrectionModel (UECM)
and AutoRegression Distributed Lag (ARDL) Bounds Test. He concluded that after 1990s, AMCI results align well with the inverse
movement of the real GDP growth. Regardig dynamicMCI, Christophe and Gregory (2008), Esteves (2003), and Batini and Turnbull
(2000) reached on a similar conclusion. In comparison between Long-term MCI, Standard MCI and Dynamic-Weght MCI for G7
countries (United Kingdom, Germany, Canada, United-States, France, Japan, and Italy), Christophe and Gregory (2008) concluded
that Dynamic-WeightedMCI is better than the other two, and international institution and central banks should consider it as an
indicator for economic activities. Furthermore, the comparison between static anddynamicMCI for Portuguese economy, Esteves
(2003) concluded that dynamicMCI can provide a better explaination for the stance of Portuguese economy. Lastly a survey onUK
from 1984 to 1999 by Batini and Turnbull (2000) suggested that due to shortcomings of MCI, dynamic MCI should be used instead
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and it can serve as an indicator for monetary stance and inflation but it cannot be used as an operational target for policy. No
constructive conclusion can be drawn regarding augmented MCI but it can be derived that dynamic MCI can also be used as an
indicator.

Despite of the criticism, literature is affirmative about the use of MCI for the monetary policy stance. Diverse literature is
available on construction anduse ofMCI but nonehas coveredGulf area. This gap in literaturewill be filled by this studyusing PCA
method and forecasting exercise using VAR model.

3. Methodology

Principal Component Analysis (PCA) is used to construct MCI of each gulf countries. Principal Component Analysis uses linear
combinations of the variables tomodel the variance structure of a set of observed variables. Itmay be used in subsequent analysis
or in interpreting the components. The first component of PCA represents the maximum deviation of the unit-length linear
combination of the original variables. The second or following principal components maximize deviation amidst unit-length
linear combinations [45_TD$DIFF](Inc., 2015).

For themultivariate analysis, principal component analysis is believed to be oldest andwidely usedmethod, firstly employed
by Preason (1901) later on developed by Hotelling (1933). In its simplest form, it can be written as follows:

It ¼ XTW (1)

[46_TD$DIFF]where xt=the 1� N element row vector of data at time t; the eigenvector–eigenvalue decomposition of the variance–covariance
matrixXTXT is produced for a set ofweights referenced by theN�1 vectorWcorresponding to the eigenvector associatedwith the
largest eigenvalue of this matrix. These weights are used to construct a weighted sum of the [47_TD$DIFF]xt at each point in time for index
formation.

ThenVector Auto-Regression (VAR)model is applied to generate the impluse response ofMCI on CPI and GDP for each country
for next 10 years. VAR is applied because it forecast interrelated time series and analyzes the dynamic impact of random
disturbance among a group of variables. The equation of VAR is as follows:

yt ¼ A1yt�1 þ � � � þApyt�p þ Cxt þ �t (2)

[48_TD$DIFF]where yt ¼ y1t; y2t; . . . ; yKt
� �0

[49_TD$DIFF]is the endogenous variables vector K� [50_TD$DIFF]1, xt ¼ x1t; x2t; . . . ; xdtð Þ0 [51_TD$DIFF]the exogenous variables vector d�1, [52_TD$DIFF]A1,
. . . , Ap are k�k lag coefficients matrices which are to be estimated, [53_TD$DIFF]C is a k�d exogenous variable coefficients matrix to be
estimated, [54TDDIFF]�t ¼ �1t; �2t; . . . ; �Ktð Þ is a k�1white noise innovationprocess,with E �tð Þ ¼ 0;E �t�tð Þ ¼ P

�, andE �t�sð Þ ¼ 0 for t 6¼s [55_TD$DIFF](Inc., 2015).

The impulse response traces a response to a shock on a variable which not only affect that variable but affect all other
endogenous variable via dynamic lag structure of the VAR. In this paper, the impulse response traces the effect of MCI on the CPI
and GDP ([56_TD$DIFF]Inc., 2015).

3.1. Data

In order to construct MCI and to assess its impact on monetary policy stance, four variables, Interest Rate, Exchange Rate,
Consumer Price Index and Gross Domestic Product are used. In case of Bahrain, Kuwait, Oman and Qatar interest rate is lending
ratepercentper annumand incaseof IraqandKSA interest rate is the central bankpolicy rate, percentper annum.No interest rate
was found for UAE. Data for Bahrain and KSA consist of real effective exchange rate and for Iraq, Oman, Qatar and UAE, nominal
effective exchange rate is used. In case of Kuwait average exchange rate of Kuwait Dinar against U.S. Dollar is used. For GDP of all
gulf countries, real index is used and for CPI, all items index is used. Due to unavailaibility of interest rate for UAE, it is excluded
from the study. Exchange Rate, CPI, and GDP of all GCC countries are logged and interest rate is calculated as percentage
differenced.

Yearly data is gathered but the timeperiod of each country is different. For BahrainMCI and it impact is calculated from1986 to
2014, for Iraq [57_TD$DIFF]2004–2011, for Kuwait 1986–2015, for Oman 2000–2015, for Qatar 1980–2015, and for KSA [58_TD$DIFF]1999–2016.

4. Results

4.1. Unit Root Test

In order to check the stationarity of each variable of each country, Phillips-Perron Unit Root Test is applied. The null hypothesis is
rejected at 1% or 5% level significance at level, 1[59_TD$DIFF]st difference or 2nd difference (see appendices for detail).

The PP method ensures that serial correlation have no impact on the asymptotic distribution of the test statistic as it, first,
estimates thenon-augmentedDickey-Fuller test equation and, then,modifies the [60_TD$DIFF]t-ratio of thea correlation. The equationof PP is
as [61_TD$DIFF]follows:
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tað Þ ¼ ta
g0

f0

� �1=2

� T f0 � g0

� �
se _ð Þð Þ2

2f0
1=2s

(3)

[62_TD$DIFF]where _ is the estimate, ta is the t-ratio of 1, se _ð Þ coefficient standard error, [63_TD$DIFF]s standard error of the test regression, [64_TD$DIFF]g0 the
consistent estimate of the error variance in Dickey-Fuller equation, [65_TD$DIFF]f0 estimator of the residual spectrum at frequency zero [66_TD$DIFF](Inc.,
2015).

Two choices are required while performing PP test. First is the spectral estimation method and second is whether to select
intercept, trend and intercept or none, out of these three options. This paper chooses the Default (Barlett kernel) as the spectral
estimation method and included trend and intercept in its test equation ( [56_TD$DIFF]Inc., 2015).

So the variables of each country is stationary either at level, or at 1 [67_TD$DIFF]st difference, or at 2nd difference. Table 1 summarizes the
variables used in each of the six Gulf Country alongwith the level of stationarity at which the null hypothesis is rejected.

4.2. Principal [68_TD$DIFF]component analysis

In order to constructMCI for each country, their respective log exchange rate and pecentage change interest rate areweighted via
principal component. The PCA of each gulf country is from [69_TD$DIFF]Figs. 1–6.

4.3. Vector auto-regression model

In order to generate an impulse response of MCI on CPI and GDP of the respective gulf countries, vector auto-Regressionmodel is
applied. The lag of all the gulf countries, except for Iraq is 2. Due to the small sample size of only 8 observations, the lag of Iraq is 1.

4.3.1. Bahrain
According to [70_TD$DIFF]Fig. 7, the MCI of Bahrain varies from 1987 to 2014. The negative MCI in 1992 suggest loose monetary condition,
followed by the tightmonetary condition in 1993. Bahrain also experience tightmonetary condition in 2002, when itsMCI reaches
its peak. The remaining years suggest moderate monetary policy.

Fig.[71_TD$DIFF] 8 applies impulse to generate response about whether MCI can predict the CPI and GDP up to next 10 years and the graph
suggest that MCI cannot predict CPI and GDP in short run but it can in long run.

Table 1 – Variables and [1_TD$DIFF]transformation.

[2_TD$DIFF]Country Period Variables Stationarity

Bahrain 1986–2014 Consumer Price Index, All items, Index [3_TD$DIFF]1st difference at 5%
Gross Domestic Product, Real, Index [4_TD$DIFF]1st difference at 1%
Interest Rates, Lending Rate, Percent per annum [5_TD$DIFF]Level at 1st %
Real Effective Exchange Rate, based on Consumer Price Index, Index [6_TD$DIFF]1st difference at 1%

Iraq 2004–2011 Consumer Price Index, All items, Index [7_TD$DIFF]Level at 5%
Gross Domestic Product, Real, Index [7_TD$DIFF]Level at 5%
Interest Rates, Central Bank Policy Rate, Percent per annum [8_TD$DIFF]1st difference at 1%

Nominal Effective Exchange Rate, Trade Partners by Consumer Price
Index, Index

[9_TD$DIFF]2nd difference at 5%

Kuwait 1986–2015 Consumer Price Index, All items, Index [10_TD$DIFF]2nd difference at 1%
Gross Domestic Product, Real, Index [4_TD$DIFF]1st difference at 1%
Interest Rates, Lending Rate, Percent per annum [7_TD$DIFF]Level at 5%
Average Exchange Rate of Kuwait Dinar Against U.S. Dollars (Fils) [11_TD$DIFF]1st difference at 1%

Oman 2000–2015 Consumer Price Index, All items, Index [10_TD$DIFF]2nd difference at 1%
Gross Domestic Product, Real, Index [10_TD$DIFF]2nd difference at 1%
Interest Rates, Lending Rate, Percent per annum [4_TD$DIFF]1st difference at 1%
Nominal Effective Exchange Rate, Trade Partners by Consumer Price
Index, Index

[12_TD$DIFF]1st difference at 5%

Qatar 1980–2015 Consumer Price Index, All items, Index [10_TD$DIFF]2nd difference at 1%
Gross Domestic Product, Real, Index [4_TD$DIFF]1st difference at 1%
Interest Rates, Lending Rate, Percent per annum [7_TD$DIFF]Level at 5%
Nominal Effective Exchange Rate, Trade Partners by Consumer Price
Index, Index

[10_TD$DIFF]2nd difference at 1%

Kingdom of Saudi Arabia [13_TD$DIFF]1999–2016 Consumer Price Index, All items, Index [10_TD$DIFF]2nd difference at 1%
Gross Domestic Product, Real, Index [10_TD$DIFF]2nd difference at 1%
Interest Rates, Central Bank Policy Rate, Percent per annum [3_TD$DIFF]1st difference at 5%
Real Effective Exchange Rate, based on Consumer Price Index, Index [14_TD$DIFF]1st difference at 1%
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4.3.2. Iraq
As shown in [72_TD$DIFF]Fig. 9, the MCI for Iraq shows cycle of loosemonetary stance followed by tight monetary stance from 2006 to 2011. It
shows a peak of tight monetary condition in 2007 and a peak of loose monetary condition in 2010.

Due to small sample size, the impulse of Iraq cannot by generated.

4.3.3. Kuwait
The MCI of Kuwait from 1987 to 2015, shown in [72_TD$DIFF]Fig. 10, illustrates loose monetary condition in 1987, followed by tight monetary
condition, as shown by the increase inMCI in 1989. It loosen up, as shown by the fall inMCI. Afterward themonetary condition of
Kuwait has been same, except for fall in MCI in 2003, followed by rise in2005 and then decline in 2008.

Fig.[71_TD$DIFF] 11 generates an impulse for Kuwait for the next 10 years and it suggests that MCI cannot predict CPI and GDP in short and
long run. CPI has been opposite of MCI most of the time.

Fig. 1 – MCI for Bahrain.

Fig. 2 – MCI for Iraq.
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4.3.4. Oman
The MCI of Oman, shown in [72_TD$DIFF]Fig. 12, displays the downward and upward trend from 2002 to 2015, indicating that monetary
condition of Oman is not stable.

Fig.[73_TD$DIFF] 13 predicts an MCI response to CPI and GDP for the next 10 years and it suggests that MCI can predict GDP inmedium and
long run but it cannot predict CPI for Oman neither in short run nor in long run

4.3.5. Qatar
According to [74_TD$DIFF]Fig. 14 which captures Qatar’smonetary condition from1982 to 2015, explains that Qatar experience loosemonetary
condition in 1986, followed by tightmonetary condition in 1987. It varies from tight to lose till 1995 and afterward, it has been tight
mostly with ease in monetary condition from time to time.

Fig.[71_TD$DIFF]15 estimates the response toCPI andGDP inshortand long runandoverall, it determines thatMCIcanpredictCPIandGDP in
long run but not in short run.

Fig. 3 – MCI for Kuwait.

Fig. 4 – MCI for Oman.
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4.3.6. KSA
In case of KSA from 2001 to 2016, [74_TD$DIFF]Fig. 16 illustrates that, it has soft monetary condition till 2014. In 2015, monetary condition was
tight but it did ease up in 2016.

Fig.[71_TD$DIFF] 17 captures an impulse response of MCI to CPI and GDP for the next 10 years and according to graph CPI, GDP and MCI are
extremely volatile so the MCI cannot predict CPI and GDP neither in short nor in long run.

5. Analysis [75_TD$DIFF]and discussion

TheMCI and its response onCPI andGDP suggest that for Bahrain andQatar,MCI can predict CPI andGDP in long run. For Iraq, due
to small sample size, MCI was not able to generate an impulse response. For Kuwait and KSA, MCI cannot predict CPI and GDP in
short and long run. For Oman, MCI can predict GDP in medium and long run

Summarizing, gulf countries need strongmonetary policy andMCI can be used as an indicator for Bahrain andQatar to predict
movements of CPI and GDP in long run and in case of Oman, it can only to predict GDP.

Fig. 5 – MCI for Qatar.

Fig. 6 – MCI for Kingdom of Saudi Arabia.
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Fig. 7 – Bahrain MCI.

Fig. 8 – MCI response to CPI and GDP.

Fig. 9 – Iraq’s MCI.
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Fig. 10 – Kuwait’s MCI.

Fig. 11 – MCI response to CPI and GDP.

Fig. 12 – Oman’s MCI.
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Fig. 13 – MCI response to CPI and GDP.

Fig. 14 – Qatar’s MCI.

Fig. 15 – MCI response to CPI and GDP.
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6. Conclusion

Theobjective of this paperwas to combine the interest rate andexchange rate to constructMCI forGulf countries namely, Bahrain,
Iraq, Kuwait, Oman, Qatar, Kingdomof Saudi Arabia (KSA), and United Arab Emirates (UAE) so as to forecast its impact on CPI and
GDPand to examinewhether it canbeused as an indicator forGulf countries or not. Principal ComponentAnalysis (PCA) is applied
to construct the respective MCI for each Gulf Country. Then, Vector Auto-Regression model is applied to generate an impulse
response ofMCI onCPI andGDPof the respectiveGulf Countries. All variableswere stationaryusing Phillips-PerronUnit Root Test.
The yearly data collected for each country varies because data avaliable for each country varied. For Bahrain, the data collected is
from 1986 to 2014, for Iraq it is 2004- 2011, for Kuwait 1986-2015, for Oman 2000-2015, for Qatar 1980-2015, and for KSA 1999-2016.
Due to unavailaibility of interest rate for UAE, it was excluded from the study. The result showed that for Bahrain and Qatar, MCI
can predict CPI and GDP in long run. For Iraq, due to small sample size, MCI was not able to generate an impulse response. For
Kuwait andKSA,MCI cannotpredictCPI andGDP in short and long run. ForOman,MCI canpredictGDP inmediumand long runbut
not it’s CPI.

For policymakers, this paper suggest that instead of using either interest rate or exchange rate to developmonetary policy of a
country,MCI can be used as an indicator to predict inflation andGDP in long run for Bahrain andQatar. For Oman,MCI can only be
used as indicator to predict the GDP.

Furthermore, it helps policymakers in understanding the tight and loosemonetary condition experienced by gulf countries. It
will also facilitate them to decide whether to embed MCI in their monetary policy or not. It also opens an opportunity for
researchers to research further on the topic of MCI and Gulf Countries as none has been done before.

Fig. 16 – KSA’s MCI.

Fig. 17 – MCI response to CPI and GDP
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This paper faces limitations as only annual data was available, and of monthly data for some variables was not available. The
interest rate forUAEwasnotavailabledue towhich, it cannotbe included in thestudyand thesamplesize for Iraqwassosmall that
its impulse response on CPI and GDP could not be generated. Furthermore, the availability of data for each country differs, that’s
why the time period covered for each country is different. Data need to be available for future study on this subject.

Fur future studies, comparativeanalysis canbe conductedamong theMCIof theGulf countries andwithother countries, orMCI
impact on economy and other sector can be examined.

Uncited references

Abed, Nuri, & Behrouzi, 2003, [76_TD$DIFF]Bentour & Razzak, 2010, Cevik & Teksoz, 2012, [77_TD$DIFF]Eltony, 1999, Espinoza & Prasad, 2012, Frankel, 2003,[78_TD$DIFF]
Laabas et al., 2002, Marzovilla, 2014, Middle Eastern Department, 2003, Mlodkowski, 2015, Nakibullah, 2011, Ossman & Frencillo,
2014, Ozlu, 2006, [79_TD$DIFF]Razzak, 2008, Rizvi [80_TD$DIFF]and Masih, 2014, Sassoon, 2016 and Sturm et al., 2008.

R E F E R E N C E S

Abed, George T., Nuri, Erbas S., & Behrouzi, Gueram (2003). The GCCMonetary Union: Some Considerations for the Exchange Rate Regime. Middle
Eastern Department, IMF Working Paper WP/03/66.

Al-Basri, Kamal Field, & Al-Sebahi, Mudhar (2013). [84_TD$DIFF]The political economy of Iraq:Will oil burn out democracy? Milan, Italy: ISPI Analysis No. 198.
AlKholifey, Ahmed, & Alreshan, Ali. (2010). GCC monetary union, [85_TD$DIFF] IFC Bulletin No 3217–51.
Alqattan, Abdulrahman Adnan, & Alhayky, Ahmed (2016). Impact of [87_TD$DIFF]oil prices on stock markets: Evidence from Gulf Cooperation Council

(GCC) Financial Markets. Amity Journal of Finance 1–8.
Batini, Nicoletta, & Turnbull, Kenny (2000). Monetary Conditions Indices for the UK: A Survey. Bank of England. External MPC Unit Discussion

Paper No. 1. ISSN: [90_TD$DIFF]1748–6203.
Benazi�, M. (2012). [91_TD$DIFF]Monetary conditions index for Croatia. Economic Research - Ekonomska Istrazivanja, 25(SE 1), 47–64.
Bentour, E. M., & Razzak, W. A. (2010). Real Interest Rates, Bubbles and Monetary Real Interest Rates, Bubbles and Monetary. Brussels, Belgium:

Economics and Econometrics Research Institute Research Paper Series No 03/2010, ISSN: 2031-4892.
Cevik, Serhan,&Teksoz, Katerina (2012). Lost in Transmission? [94_TD$DIFF]The effectiveness ofmonetary policy transmission channels in the GCC countries. IMF

Working Paper, Middle East and Central Asia Department WP/12/191.
Christophe, Blot, &Gregory, Levieuge (2008).AreMCIs Good Indicators of Economic Activity? Evidence from theG7Countries.<hal-00973056>.
Costa, S. (2000). Monetary Conditions Index. Banco de Portugal/Economic bulletin97–106.
Dennis, R. (1997). A measure of monetary conditions. Reserve bank of New Zealand Discussion Paper Series G97/1.
Economics Department (1996). Summary [98_TD$DIFF]indicators of monetary condition. Reserve Bank Bulletin, [99_TD$DIFF]59(3), 223–228.
Eltony, M. N. (1999). Oil Price Fluctuations and their Impact on the Macroeconomic Variables of Kuwait: A Case Study Using VAR Model for Kuwait.

Kuwait: Arab Planning Institute WPS9908.
Ericsson,N.R., Jansen, E. S., Kerbeshian,N.A.,&Nymoen,R. (1998). Interpreting aMonetaryConditions Index in economic policy,[100_TD$DIFF]Topics inmonetary

policy modelling, BIS Conference Papers,[101_TD$DIFF] Volume 6. Bank for International Settlements: Basle, Switzerland [102_TD$DIFF]237–254.
Espinoza, , & Prasad, A. (2012). Monetary Policy Transmission in the GCC Countries. IMF Working Paper: WP/12/132.
Esteves, P. S. (2003). Monetary Conditions Index For Portugal. 25–31 Banco de Portugal/Economic bulletin/.
Frankel, J. (2003). Iraq’s Currency Solution? [106_TD$DIFF]Tie the Dinar to Oil. The International Economy 54–57.
Freedman, C. (1994). The use of indicators and of the monetary conditions index in Canada. Frameworks for Monetary Stability: Policy

Issues and Country Experiences edited by Tomás J. T. Baliño. Carlo Cottarelli 458–476.
Gottschalk, J. (2001).Monetary Conditions in the Euro Area: Useful Indicators of Aggregate Demand Conditions? Kiel Institute ofWorld Economics:

Working Paper No 1037.
Hataiseree, R. (1998). The Roles of Monetary Conditions and the Monetary Conditions Index in the Conduct of Monetary Policy: The Case of Thailand

under the Floating Rate Regime. Bank of Thailand Quarterly Bulletin.
Hyder, Zulfiqar, & Khan, M. M. (2007). Monetary Conditions Index for Pakistan. SBP Research Bulletin Volume 3 Number 2 [112_TD$DIFF]165–190.
Inc., I. G. (2015). EViews 9 User’s Guide. Irvine CA: IHS Global Inc.
InternationalMonetaryFund (2012).Economic Prospects andPolicyChallenges for theGCCCountries. SaudiArabia: InternationalMonetaryFund.
International Monetary Fund (2016). Economic Prospects and Policy Challenges for the GCC Countries. Riyadh, Saudi Arabia: International

Monetary Fund.
Joiner, A. (2006). Monetary Condition Indices- Asia. Economics@ANZ.
Kannan, R., Sanyal, Siddhartha, & Bhoi, B. B. (2006).Monetary Conditions Index for India,[113_TD$DIFF]Vol. 27, No. 3. Reserve Bank of IndiaOccasional Papers[114_TD$DIFF]

57–86.
Kesriyeli,Mehtap, &Koçaker, _Ilhan (1999).Monetary Conditions Index: AMonetary Policy Indicator For Turkey. The Central BankOf The Republic

Of Turkey Research Department Discussion Paper No:9908.
Khan, M. S. (2009). The GCC Monetary Union: Choice of Exchange Rate Regime. Washington DC: Peterson Institute for International Economics

Working Paper Series 09-1.
Khan, Sajawal, & Qayyum, Abdul (2007). Measures of Monetary Policy Stance: The Case of Pakistan. Pakistan Institute of Development

Economics. Working Papers 2007:39.
Knedlik, T. (2005). Estimating the Monetary Conditions Index for South Africa. Luxembourg: Exchange Rate Econometrics.
Kodra, O. (2011). [122_TD$DIFF]Estimation of weights for the monetary conditions in Albania. Bank of Albania Working Paper ISBN: 978-99956-42-35-8[123_TD$DIFF]1–20.
Laabas, Belkacem,& Limam, Imed. (2002).AreGCCCountries Ready for Currency Union? Kuwait: Arab Planning InstituteWorking Paper Series

0203.

a e b j 1 3 ( 2 0 1 8 ) 123

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0160


Marzovilla,O. (2014). [126_TD$DIFF]Economicdiversification inGCCcountriesand theoptimalityofaMonetaryUnion.EuropeanScientific Journal, [127_TD$DIFF]1, 658–675
[128_TD$DIFF]ISSN 1857-7881.

Middle Eastern Department (2003). Iraq: Macroeconomic Assessment. Washington DC: International Monetary Fund.
Mlodkowski, P. (2015). Cointegration of [130_TD$DIFF]monetary policy in GCC countries as measure of economic integration. European Integration Studies

198–206.
Nakibullah, A. (2011). Monetary policy and performance of the oil-exporting gulf cooperation council countries. International [131_TD$DIFF]Journal of

Business and Economics, 10(2), 139–157.
Osborne-Kinch, Jenny,&Holton, Sarah (2010).ADiscussion of theMonetaryCondition Index.Monetary Policy& International RelationsDepartment -

Quarterly Bulletin 0168–80.
Ossman, Ghassan, & Frencillo, Imelda Ladrillo (2014). Macro Economic Indicators in the Kingdom of Bahrain: Measuring Economic

Performance forGlobalCompetitiveness. [132_TD$DIFF]FirstMiddle EastConference onGlobal Business, Economics, Finance andBanking, ISBN: 978-1-941505-
16-8. Dubai: Global Business Research Journals & Shri Dharmasthala Manjunatheshwara Institute for Management Development [133_TD$DIFF](SDMIMD).

Ozlu, O. (2006). Iraqi Economic Reconstruction and Development. Washington DC: Center for Strategic and International Studies.
Peng,Wensheng, & Leung, Frank (2005).AMonetary Conditions Index ForMainland China. HongKongMonetary Authority Quarterly Bulletin[135_TD$DIFF]5–

15.
Poon, W.-C. (2010). A monetary policy rule: The augmented Monetary Conditions Index for Philippines using UECM and bounds tests. Monash

University Business and Economics, Department of Economics, ISSN 1441-5429, Discussion paper 04/10.
Qayyum, A. (2002). Monetary Conditions Index: A Composite Measure of Monetary Policy in Pakistan. The Pakistan Development Review 41:4

Part II 551–566.
Razzak, W. (2008). In the Middle of the Heat The GCC Countries Between Rising Oil Prices and the Sliding Greenback. Kuwait: The Arab Planning

Institute, API/WPS 0801.
Rizvi, A. &Masih, M. (2014). Oil price shocks and GCC capitalmarkets: who drives whom?Munich Personal RePEc Archive, Online at http://

mpra.ub.uni-muenchen.de/56993/, MPRA Paper No. 56993.
Sassoon, J. (2016). Iraq: oil prices and economic management. Doha, Qatar: MEEA 15th International Conference.
Seznec, J.-F. (2008). [142_TD$DIFF]The Gulf Sovereign Wealth Funds: Myths and reality. Middle East Policy, Vol. XV No. 298–110.
Şıklar, _Ilyas, & Do�gan, Burhan (2015). Monetary [143_TD$DIFF]condition index with time varying weights: An application of Turkish Data. Business and

Economic Research, 5(1), 117–132.
Sturm, [145_TD$DIFF]M., Strasky, J., Adolf, P. & Peschel, D. (2008). The Gulf Cooperation Council countries economic structures, recent developments and role in the

global economy. Germany: European Central Bank OCCASIONAL PAPER SERIES NO 92.
Yaaba, Baba N. (2013). Monetary policy rule: A broadmonetary conditions. CBN Journal of Applied Statistics, 2476-84724(1), 35–53 The Central

Bank of Nigeria, Abuja.
Ziaei, S. M. (2013). Evaluating the Effects of Monetary Policy Shocks on GCC Countries. Economic Analysis & Policy, 43(2), 195–215.

124 a e b j 1 3 ( 2 0 1 8 )

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0215
http://mpra.ub.uni-muenchen.de/56993/
http://mpra.ub.uni-muenchen.de/56993/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/oref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/oref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-4625(17)30120-2/sbref0250

	Monetary condition index and its changing transmission on macro-economic variables
	1 Introduction
	2 Literature review on MCI
	3 Methodology
	3.1 Data

	4 Results
	4.1 Unit Root Test
	4.2 Principal component analysis
	4.3 Vector auto-regression model
	4.3.1 Bahrain
	4.3.2 Iraq
	4.3.3 Kuwait
	4.3.4 Oman
	4.3.5 Qatar
	4.3.6 KSA


	5 Analysis and discussion
	6 Conclusion
	Uncited referencesUncited references: This section comprises references that occur in the reference list but not in the bo ...
	References


