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1.4 &

Blanchard (1990) o) @& AP He theat 22 W& geiFolof gk ¢
A A7 gl e Aol HEE A e AHFH AP N 7 AP 4R 9
W3 geiFolof gt AR AA e FA7FedE EoFolof it} &, @A)
o] APl FAI7FeTAL o9 #AS A& B FUE 2o A E &
g Folof gty Al AA ol Azt e WMEE B8l HARF TS F=
=F gelFoiol g} vintog APYH R QG AATIAA HIAE geiFol
of gl

AR A7} @A BR8] AHEE7] 98] Aol ¥ 2HEE Uth 4 oAb
AR} EutE A EARE ¢ UERE AR} vlshe vzt ERdledof it
%, o83 Ev Mg g a9 £A7) glojof givk E HAld rtdH
seiH &4 ARE AN F glojof 3. &, B AABARYC] 87H
A g3, Algtel] e Rart YesiM e F Gt oo g A FEE Aidete AL
Holl uhe} T FX7F e KR AEe] Aol oA FuA wde] A
2] ggolof g

A FAAFE ol AR shtoln HH-o] A7) Z (fiscal stance) & &
71 fia) AMSEla ek AR FAASFE AR FR ] g A el AXAHd &
g gofdo g HAFE AR7)%E sta, Abslr] Aelsle AFAER Z5 A
AHgEl 3 9ok Schinasi and Lutz{(1991) £ AR AR 71 QA d=e] A48 &
o}E 1 (monitoring), AR e WHIE A vlwsdhes o #88ctn g

gy A EHA el tig viEE gl A&F $5ld 4 vAe e
AEvE neidlm, Bl olakg, B8 UE HeE aefehr| &g Zo]
o] dojt}. vt 7P A% HHS AHFHAASTI AAH R E 7FLR )
3SR goke X Helt), o gof, AR AAEARY uw2d 47
A% WErt AA o v)A]y= A7) b W Y FH AP E TUEA HF
83 glch whEbA A gt e e WEHE HAE e AN A
FPgPBo A FAAAN A= WHS7|7F ok

aefuv AR FAATE viR e g Aol AAel vlAle J%E Hriske A7t
%tk Blanchard (1990) & A% FHRA5= AR Ho] A7} obd 2 Ao vl
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A % Jehlle A HEeka sk 9128, Schinasi and Lutz(1991) € A% 22

A2t AR M A4 (fiscal policy multiplier) & T #llo} o #o),

a2 A AGMALS] BAE AF A 9] @yt opde AFA He] A vlx
€ ¥t F3l, @717t 445 ks AG AP B o AR & B}
o @713 nAzF & staat gk A7z HETE el BUE 7
€ ot AM o719 gich. AR Be A4 B 2AAFE FAS% v
o] AP AL Wrishe dlol o] &FHx gk

wetd B Ao 238 AR viegE £ (U AYEAALE =&
Aolr}. ol& #8l Chand (1992) 7t A8 AAMY e IS 2¥E wiwtoz o
2] AFARE =& oheel T A Ee B4 APAE A o] ¢l 9
97 Ao = ABFH oo A4

1. AR 23
1. MEEHX|S

A2E A BE =&5710] FA ¥l Z1EeR A7) 98 7P dad 434
7 AP FAATE 8] AHEA AP FHATE A Wy TR
% o7l E 71 HEAQ] IMFSE OECD2] whg AwErt 1

1) IMF2| x|

IMFY] AFFAxTE A4 AFFAodM A7ledd & AFFAE At
' WYE AT 281 47159 2&2 A GDP (potential output) o} ]
83, UL GDPS] v &2 7Pyl oAl gabd 249 £50EAE 12
B3 gich mEbM A F ARGl AAgedel At 4 8 £ IMF
A AHgshe A 71E ABHEFIS) & AP FAA T FD S F4L2 o 2.

D o 2A%F A9& Heller et al, (1986) %=
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FIS=(a6G—0T)—(g,0Yp—t,AY) (1
FI=100XFIS/ Y,

71N G FRAE Te 35, Ye 247H GDP, Y e 337 3
A GDP, Y, & HAYZGDP, a& A3t (difference) & W%l 12| ¢y=
To/Yo™ g0=Go/ Y8l 3R 02 7SR EE YR

IMF #249] A& Altel daido itk 8 &0, FY9 L5e84e A
A ggot glnt, ole B7MEe, MY A4, A AR T ALY B¥
@A HE3| Tzt vl oH7] dEeld,

2) OECD2| x|+

OECDeIAM A3k AR FHASTE IMFSE fatetet. ot IMFohe €8 7
71583 AFFAE Ak d slolA Y7 A& @HYE 12 27
A ga w43 A% @898 FHs ARE. mebs AHgekdst Bt ol
Ao gy BF AAE) 13 OECDAA AHdhe AP FAATE UF A&
o @S AMSSIER JFAETT BR3A| ¥t OECDE 40| c|gHo2
2Y o gelFolAwt 9l ©EA Al ol ey, $Y9] Aat 5oz <l
gld & FAE ALE] oFoke EAHE AT

FIS=0G—aT—(mg—mp(aY,—4Y) @

A71M m & A& BHAY, mv T @HAE epdr,

3) MYEAXIF| BA

AP EAA 2] 718 Mde A7159H APA (cyclically neutral budget bal-

ance) ol Ut ol FEFHEEole AR FAMMe] EAdta, #F FANE 7
Fog AR F714¢ F&EE ke 7B da# k. 22y Blanchard
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(1990) 7} A|AF AAY AfukE 5 9% 8oz 47 247 WY $E U7,
AT P4l RS UL FE e E HAHA 0] 2AEA e FE 3
o Ee HHQ o] BAske AT BrHkEo olAtge) WEo) 3
g & glm, Ao} WAt £ Fo| golAE A9yt Yors ANEUH A
27} 4%10] WA GDPOE o|Eshe A& ohgh,

JRelE B7eln A GDPE AHgalel AHe) WES T D, 2%
o] 59 Wabr} gl A9ole A2 debrt ABEA) PlAe J8e
Jehle AES AFEAN4E ALY 4 Ao 28U AR2EA5E Aol
ARl lAE Geoz sl R Bl S ARSI AN

ARYThe Qo] giv] MBI, F, AP2AASE AHol BARAA ok
124AAE el Rolx 89 AFFHo] Aol F& ARE BE Ro| of
ek,

2. BY7IE AT

Blanchard (1990) ¢+ Schinasi and Lutz (1991) 7} 213 & A7 7]&9] A3 F7A]
T AR o] AR FA | vixle FEolA] AF ] HA el v G o] ol
wrEba] Aol A viAe 9a-E ¢l A8t Chand(1992) M3 ] IS 28
£ AM2-81AL Elmendorf9t Mankiw (1998) oA 2| &8l0 Slv AAHE diFEe] 74
A gt A7 @71 H e 2 ARIAY RE g wEn ridege nddn g
n2s Ao B Q7] gielct, AHAHo 2 ofefe] RE-L I7IAQ F489
WEE Jehlin] 2335 #BEo] gtk E§ Algusl o] A 43e T+
TFAA ot A&l ARIA Ho] A& Y& FA YEThe Ricardian 4
e $gvhe dar.?

Y=C+I+G 99718 C=C(Y-T) 3

2) Ricardian 394 AAE Afodle Agelt 2P M| F&d vle I gloz B
BE& 4¥Y dsart gt



254 HBRYHRE A0y A3z
#el A AvjEg o Aelsd e g3

dY=(dl+dG— CydT )/(1-Cy)
A7 Cy=9C/HY—T)

UEoE B (e &) 7 HE 4% 5T Y 3o 4 (4) 9 Zo] §4]
3 o9 Zth &, Chand (1992) 7} 4] (4) 9] ¥18.& 278 AnE @ vn
o] 71&E dF ke H4E AL

dY'=(dl"+dG"'—- CydT")/(1-C}) (5)

et FH7F He g A 223 Aole g F 9] zlojz Fod
. &, dY—-dY 7t AP AP A Aol vehdch a3 gAL
vl go] &5 APErE 7Pt fle £ ohgH Ze] vehd $ girh Y

dY—dY"=[(dI-dl")+(dG~dG")~ Cy(dT— dT"))/(1~Cy) (6

4 ® A Fahe B9 A3 ddel 9, & JeElE (1-Coe A
B7129] W3} o] ohd & etk maf B AT E AR e
UEE A RE2 Uo 48 AHRETL Y B 71E A F AR S (FHS 7
Bt7] st AP AIRA G (NFI) eka 8k

NFIS=(dG—dG")— C y(dT—dT")

NFI=100xNFIS/Y , )

3} T=T(Y, D8 ¥3 dT= Tyd¥+ T ,dtE 8305 5Y% AHE der)

4) M F7t2 A Luldge] W} ol e AR 24 Jled @k
5 A& £9lo] HE2E thEA s MdE Hansen (1969) oM E AAS 3 U,
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AR EAAFE 4 (6) NN eFEIY FEF Bap 28 AE Feih. waly
Aol e X {FA A7 ople} 1AM (first round) EIHE Vehdic),
%, AR AEL UBEAd L nRA] g W B vAE %S 228
A @& 3o BAFrt €l & B0, FA 7E0] M2 2o AR AR e
Agel WHgg Qg 42 dalel YA &g ouign). EF IS BHd 71xEn
Aeue Aol WErt ojAgolv B3 F FEF-Ee vxle Gl m8gx
Pt v S8 712 Wt giok AR 2R 57} 48] AjA o] A
of uX& 134 AFE e

AR AR TE A FHA o vl mS B 9je] Al A7) xe] W} wilo] 3
7He Folehs A& & 4 vk oAl b, A& e wislilA 711§ A3z
o] Astet AP Y] Wslol A 7]11% Q7| 2o MeE thaA HAFsta i)

3. MFX|2 WYY

ol A9 E AP AR5 BHo] thh Wil AfE A & vk #
A ol A AHERE IS Z8e o] RE-E TS AR AdEEAL F saoA
HAF-EE ©TFENX, F TEX AN Y M & ALlg Ho] gk wepy 4

B ol €rEE ¥E drh. o] A5 AP AAXF ¥k gln o s

WakAl g}, £8 1S-LM RE o8 FAshe ASolx Axe] BalE3-gA M) ¥
7} vk 7Hg ek AR ARl AR Ae] A& nAe 1218 FF§E 9
=g

aem AP EAA e et 7 ENES A8 K] Fe2 7R 4 ik 3
A 71&e] AR FAATAY A9d P AU A Ao} Ay ¥ B & A
E 788 # A dE o], AP ¥t §le 799 A& ZA GDP,
92 GDPd Higgtkn sl IMFel A EZHR|F FALS A RE A
F Utk &, dG'=g,dY,, dT"'=t,4Y7} Bt} =22 Helg ¢l ‘A4A
AAAF ek sz o8 g AP R AP P o] Frad v 1244 3
< Yepitka # 4 slck

o 7FAEE AR $714 BEAGER 44T £ Aok oA wad
BARE AT AFES FABIESE AL F83nx e A8 E & ok
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o] A% 71FARE AR 1A BES Byshe 4REY 87 5& BYY
AxE Hdsy Urh £¥ YA 4FES fA%E Ao| PR BEo|mz
dY—dy*=00] Slojo} @}, Th] wehe 490 JAHY WEATNE T
A7k s AR qAEe B4 A5 E 2Hse] 2589 WHE Fa8)
t Rolth Weld dT' =1, 4Y. dG' =g, AY (337} st 713AE) & A3
APAFE Fo €k o)F ARBRAFHD A ol AS JAH WSE
d—dI'7y 93 dl'=i, AY, i,=1,/Y.2 A% & Atk deleRel 9
go] 2 Frte] AfolE dX'=12,4Y, x,=X, /Yt F7HE9 Ak oA
waiw, wlme] 710] A o] ozt SE 4ol HE Aelck et A
2EA5e] BANE SHAFEC BT B del Uk YAutgont o
ANHY BBl RoldE AR ol AT $UT £79) 49EE TE2 ¥t
£ e geldolA] 9] Witk wWebd ARBEATE AAGPE FHHo]
W e Ao At AT $3E e A 3olR H2g A Es} Wek

T3 AR F7128 $EE Bohg £ ATk FolN AHEH VIENES 358
o BE FY847} BYH 2718 A A2 5 Utk webd GDPE P4
s 54 847t 4AERY Bod 2% 14 EE HGAIE 48F St
2 @4 dm ARG wod 2718 9F EE A% 98¢ d9vn
&% Utk BN dG'=gG_,, dT =g T\, gt BFEE AH§31 AB 3
71234 7158 dehd 4 gk ol WIZAAS D A Tt AR sk
b gl WBE JH e, Vel Wt oAl A9l WEE steE AV
Ak &, AZAASE A5 WAHE BAAA Be A5 Wk

@& 1 R Js HAH

% Hepd
ARFAASF | Aol A vlAe 9% GDP gap 49 017
AR AT | AFF Y| F589 vlX & 1214 9% GDP gap $A° Ut
AR EEAS | BRIGEA PR AF ERAALEY W 7he
ANzEAT | ABY F48 2 7 H3A & W84
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0. AR g

1. 4R

e g fEuzte] FEAA AEE vEe R golA A" Tt AR
€ At 2R Zzte] A7t AFA A ARER ] viAlE 4% APA
ol Al nA e 144 28, AF - FE 4A4E AN 28, A4H9
A712A AR T AE A7) gE A E AR A9E Jehlie X$olr] of
Folct.

AFEE 28 e AR ABE AHEEAT, GDP, B7IR|SG, 4M] F A
AMAAREE 28 AuE AT A GDPE OECDOAM AMg3la
U WAl wet 7 g AHEEIITE O el g YR 71 B A
87t A goBg FHIYY BHAATE AHEENY. a8 diddEE
191 58 20003710}, @A B8 Yehlle AE2E 2 dx9 AA
4¥] div] GDPY] ¥]&-& AMEEI¥Th

EFH IS RYolA] RIZto| gt o)A & 1 AA7) HFF 80t oW BE o]HX
2o ALY ERE FT GE FFFR2 Bk

T4 75 gAA HrE 9 oAt FREE e XNER Be Y 4
oA o] At (Aol At — Fatolalg) & H§ Ao 44A XY #R2E
BARENEE B BHo] EAE 4 Aok cl8dog ¥E $8A7} F584 v
E AT 9 AR BAlgtn & 5 ok & AFM e ¢8R 3% 89 9%
€ VA B3 $§AE 78R APAFE Aagl 19979 o 890 E
ol FE= World Bank & IA 87| B 28E 253-& Y e v a7 A
& 58718 §AE S8 AR o AHEEATE. S8R oleidt
AR e HF o0 9 vARA gerkn Ba A elsich

upRlete 2 B APoME A4 Wevt ofd 43 WEE F40R ASFE A4t
83 ok A3 WeRe] 2fde MEE O EVRKFE ARl ¥ B
& W48 GDP "EHIHE 2 ete A& gl ol AF o] Al vlxle

6) OECD wWraleo] ule} @=Agilel wha whalzl AN A8 E AHgsislen, AA%
WL Giorno et al. (1995) &%,
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Je AAsETHE 4AN47L 28] BRelth Iev 4Fs B
+8 AHgeke A4 Aole A9 glch

2. IMFe| RHHEEAX|2} Bl

AR IAFe AR7ze] AsE sk AR FALNYE A9E A
AFNA IMFAM AHgshs AR FAA S AL Fdaitt. mas A3
A=) ¢o} IMFY] A AR FE vlmslett 7] He d5e IMFe A%24
AFAY A gapel 00 7MY dE(ed71ME 19939%) & AH8SIATh o
o]MA|Fo] YA FRA & Alo|7} UThe & HAS] FRAEE G L%
G 52 TESAL. Azl B U] diE oA &E, A Ae W] i o]d
A&E AT vmA A&E vehdrh

Zﬂ%‘%‘zﬂ}]’?‘=(dc/q"gm}dy9)+(:‘y(AGa“gBoAY)
—Cy (AT~ t,4Y), giomGiO/Yo. i=A, B ®

ag D A7IFEeR IMFY ARFAAFS AFFAAFE Blag Aol
o}, gaiE vmIEW AAA 2ddE M2 Ak dehda glon X
ol A vehdAle @3 vk oit Adnd vis] AR AR s AP P A
g7t d2A vehde Al 191delth. IMFY A FFA 4w 1991d0]
1990l wial o WA Aoz Jehn XT ARP AT Aol A
v E Gao] 199098 2449 AR Yehtn gtk EF 1998d =9 2000
%o BASE WEke AR FAE AEE AolE Rela Ut} 199839 A% ¢
#$97] FEE A3 AR EE Huste W AP dSE F237] A8
s AR FYE AFFAE Rk AFE 87t A 280 A7)
o F& e o A7) wFeloh 2000de] A-$ole vhle] dado] wAEa 3l
t}. aebd AP lid & Wil fIRe dxele Chand (1991) 7} 48
RAE 7129 AFFEAAF7E Aol AA vF 12444 AHE vellle AER
AR EE Bl 2 BAZE SiRlgh AR Ao Ak Wssth A Alele A el
AR vlxle A9E YehlE o 247 sl ZeR Hln
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ol2ig @2 GDP tE|EIE AHBdl MFE B Hd2 FPsi A%
AP ghe T Aol e B e a2ln 4 WsE AR 7
9 738 BT AN A9 A Aele AY vl 3> #x). weA
AR el At 24-& F AP712e Askst Agrizxe) WErt Al vlAE
P M2 d2A Uehe FE v A€ € 5 AW ole AR E $x0]
T2} g A7t AMHE Aol vigAsithe RAE YERRIL Slch

CE 1 IMF2| MEEAXs vR (B 7|F)

2.00%

1.00%

0.00%

-1.00%

-2.00%

_a'm% - T

-4,00%

e FI-@ 4 - NF2 3 |

QI 2> IMFe| HEEAXISe} BIT(HE 71F)

Q.00% |-

w1009 fro e —— —

.3‘“)96 e ot e 4

-4.00%

—e—Fl-Z 4 - NF |
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Q@ 3 &3 ¥ FYIEXEY HR

2.00%
1.50%
1.00%
0.50% | N e
0.00% |-

-0.50% |
1.00% |

_.1'50% S A
R00% - e e e sy et i 4 s < S e e e o < e o e e e

-2.50%

HE

[ NHE N

3. A MYYHYR|P

o 4 (8) & AHEE AR A AR E NFe R 71Fe] AFY AL HrlR
2y olAe] w=ojd] mEW AP T LA AGF Yol A vA 1244
F37} €k

GDP gap Ztgol w2 2]§9]7] 014l 1995~1996'3& J&& AU So] F
8% Aoz veht ek, e AR A AR el w2 AP ol g 7)10E
oF okzk A% Ao vehta sivh 199798 A7 7} s7tdelo] glm, Ado)
o8] 7171 EA et 717 #4438 HEHALER Holx ALHE WA 4%
Aol vt alARt Azt ARRE ol F gRlEly] oy Wb 1998de] 739l
£ GDP gape] YHE 42 Yehin e 3-8 deksbd f3g8@gel 5 n
i Aoz Kok 1999%e] ZA-$olE GDP gape] AR &4°lA % A7}
wEA SlEE 5 YAchs A& debshd A7 AR A BAAe) v
2000638} 7-9-olli= GDP gape] 09l 717h2 WHA 21%e] Zxe vl$ 7ZetA e
sk

2y A 8] wka 1997359 GDP gapel 438 & g2 Jehd
g AA AREo] Y 1999329 GDP gap R €48 Yehie §
GDP gap®] Aol 471 1o A4 el M -E =37l ook =3 7
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(B 2) GDP gap® MEXEHX|4

(28l %)
CE ks GDP gap A EH A AR ) 5
1990 9.0 2.31 1.05 1.26
1991 9.2 2.89 1.32 0.91
1992 5.4 0.56 ~1.52 -1.35
1993 5.5 -0.16 1,12 -0, 80
1994 8.3 2.27 0.32 0.38
1995 8.9 5.27 0.69 0.89
1996 6.8 5. 48 0.17 0.55
1997 5.0 3.72 0.01 0.07
1998 -6.7 -9, 49 0,31 0.68
1999 10.9 -5.86 1.16 1.24
2000 9.3 -0.83 3.48 2.29

: 1) 1993d0] V1R R,
2) 1997, 1998'd9] Hefatdt 6. 962902 5. 53%He] Asfe ]9l
3) 4dds 7184

¥

7122 AFH AR M 2P T8 Ay obd AA el Wgel o A
7|&Ae] F8stes AYFAATE AHE %37&7&‘31194 ARE =8 e
o wEM AR BAFE AR A e AP o] A7l v TS ey
v AF20 AHES e o] uhg st

4. NY=HX|F

AP SRVt ABA HEE HAA AAE A e Aelgtn & A%
o] AFA P AP EXA T v 2ot 283 S BEeA oAl Wz &
b e e §-5e] o] Hrh

Z“@%EZ]'/F *(dGA"gASAY)JrCy(AGB”ngAY)
—C y (4Tt ,4Y) 9)
Rf=(dI—i,4Y)+(4X~x,4Y), Rfe A5 W3l
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T2 A2 VAR WL 2P ALY ARE AMEIAT. £F H o
Z71ARAYANN 5~6%9) AAET ZHE 1 Joeng FARE 199290
2 3k 1992959 AAES 5 4% R, 2PAEMISER 45% 2 g
T HlE keIt 2En dd Axe] GDP iy Fah &8 31.9% 4Tk

Z3A)gge] AR g g ALEE 4 903 GDP gap¥ 419} 28 s ¢
RAI X)& vlusi i 218k917] Aol FstA Aol & Jepdc). 53], 1998
de] Z§- GDP gape -9.49¢1 ¥¥ RAZ X)v L 192 JEva i o) &
Fo| FA3] HEsle &R i £&9] 3t AR AH ) dgFelc) uf
2t BHgo] Wgo] A3 vekel g RAL X)v AT AHs 8 4 giok

o FAwE ss AHEE RADS GDP gape Hlmsjrz), ofd
w2 FARE Ackd HahE Hole AlE 19924, 1995~1997d, 1999'deleka
g 4 vk 19929 A4 449G E] ol 9% oA 5% R HolHeng
7717} oM} s H&E glrkn Hojel gk 1997'd9] B $olE Ao
g9 7|7t WA Amoln A A7|9E&E Jepe ARV FelFeld
1999 19] 749 48] 10.9% %3, AHAE7 ASES 0.8% 9t 19990

E 3> oUWy wsieh MYRFEX|F

(@9 %)
GDP gap RAIL X) RAD WY EF A
1990 2.31 0.53 3.40 1.2
1991 2.89 0.06 1.71 0.85
1992 0.56 -2, 58 -2.88 -1.39
1993 -0. 16 1,77 -1.65 -0, 84
1994 2.27 1.41 L1 0.33
1995 5.27 3.47 0.86 0.83
1996 5. 48 0. 24 0.34 0.50
1997 3.7 1.36 4,92 0.04
1998 -9, 49 1.19 L1203 0.71
1999 -3.86 ; 1.07 | 4.72 1.17
2000 -0, 83 | 4.59 0. 54 -2, 35

1 1992d0] Z1EdEY. RE dge 432 ’\‘l@!vlﬁii—?:
% 4 and

RAL X)& AARFE A% £&] 289 A folvl RADE FATE E8T A9,
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© 4% Be E7MEE HAdol Ae gAY A71Rd R wdshe Aol Ay
siet, mEb AAAes B9 GDP gapEtt RANZE B FelAQ AP AR ER
weEch Aldke Heldely 339 o F FedE nE WE RANY A AY
& A HE Brh

b A ERAFE A AP Ae] AP E RADE VFE 3
AH B, o Heol AP ERAFE B 37| olM7A] HHe] A LYol
AP dxe ge Aeg vehla slvk 199890 A9 344 gy e
AR 1 FEe ok 2000859 A e e 158 AR de 23
A% 1 ZAee AVRA 2EE Aes vehda Yo

5. Aot A7l

vl 2 o] Z7le) vl 9 Avral FrizEAse 42 e
2on Ao e 33 deke oM A AAMH RADZE A¥eteg o 5
A& AHgHTL

A7 ZARAG = (4G 24— G gy )+ C (4G 5— G 5-;)
~Cy(dT~gT - (10)

orol Foll e A BEFA 9} A7) 28X 55 s B B HAE |2
ol AlAL 199833} 1999delt}, 199849 A A7IZAAIGFe] 27} 2, 788
o A veR) Aol A28 s 98-S gel 9Ed Ao yehdm 9l
o} wbA 19999 a2} 0. 148 veR} ol e] AP AR SR 2L g
oz vepda gl olefd fele e dxe AAE wiolrh 1998de] A$
S AALGER Qletd A AP Ae] B olel Aol Y FFoE
FAEE AR A& Rokely A2 Jehr] mfeolc), Hhig 19993& A
PHAoz A Ao Frhte] AR GFEo| wlE gol Mol AXES
F7HH o B Fole dole A 77 Y Aeg HelY. Z72EAFE B
W Aol 4718 2 vl Bgo] E A 1997, 1998, 1elm 20000l
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A Aez Jepdrh a2 1997de] A ARe] BUIFEF A AU,
20008 ASolE 47198 Aot R R Ao vehda stk

A ME2 e 29 B 19989 A5 AEY St 4718 Fgtke
¥ £go] © Rog yehgrl 19999 24718 WFA7e ol Ead i
W A& A7\ RS EHE, AYE A7IA BaE el Ago] A7 Eo
2 9% F2 ggd Ao Holrh 200080 Aol AHEE e 9¥¢E
A ole F2 A Wsld MUtk EAAA AL AQL 487 o|F
A&Hog JHES $Fe 9% ¢ e vehin give delth

A&e] 74 84¥E B SEAt Ar)zde] 9¢E Bol #9dd AR
Jehta gich 53] 1998de] a3y, Aol 74 82WE B o897 ol F
AEo\} ofg} AYET} AvjaAz 712 ¥ ¥ Aei JYERT.

E 4 1=

(21 %)

A4 48 RAD 371 2AA S A 44
1990 9.0 3.40 1.13 1.43 -0, 31
1991 9.2 L7l 0.67 0.06 0.61
1992 5.4 2.88 -0. 87 -0.30 -0. 57
1993 5.5 -1.65 -0.99 -0.69 -0. 30
1994 8.3 111 0.55 0.95 -0.39
1995 8.9 0.86 0.13 0.31 -0.18
1996 6.8 0. 34 0.54 1.24 -0.70
1997 5.0 -4, 22 0.18 0.31 -0,13
1998 -6.7 -12. 36 2.78 3.52 -0,74
1999 10.9 4.72 0.14 0. 46 -0, 32
2000 9.3 0,60 -3,01 -0. 36 -2.65

Z: RE Wi GDP deflator® 2T AAAFE o83,
1997, 19989 2423 iAo i Adawg AY $A9.
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B 5 HZZEHM ME

(99 %)

RAD 4% 718 38xE | el AE oA

1990 3.40 1.43 -0.08 -0.08 -0.10 1.22

1991 1.71 0.06 0.09 0.09 0. 20 .25

1992 2,88 0.0 0.06 0.06 -0.46 -0.47

1993 -1.65 0.69 -0.05 -0,05 -0.03 -0.28

1994 111 0.45 0.17 0.17 0.41 0.51

1995 0.86 0.31 0. 30 -0.30 0. 85 0.43

1996 0.34 1.4 0.09 0,09 0.66 0.39

1997 4,22 0.31 0.10 0.10 0.04 -0.11

1998 -12.36 3.52 0.32 0.32 0.19 1.57

19499 4.72 0.46 0.30 0.30 0.77 -0.18

2000 0.60 0. 36 0.29 0.29 -1.09 -0.34

F: RE H45E  GDP deflator® 238 42 E o] &3
1997, 1982 #4123 oAl Eike Hdzdg Aeg ¢l
@6 IR MY
(@4 %)

RAD A4 &5 24 718
1990 3.40 0,31 0.02 0.3 0.04
1991 171 (.61 0.51 0.37 -0.28
1992 -2, 88 -0.57 -0.37 -0.35 0.15
1993 -1.65 (.30 0.06 0,07 -0.29
1994 L11 0,39 -0.08 -0,01 -0.31
1995 0.86 -1.18 0.11 0.05 -0.11
1996 0. 34 0,70 0.11 -0.32 -0.48
1997 4,22 .13 0.29 0. 14 -0.28
1998 -12. 36 ~(. 74 -, H8 0.39 -0. 55
1999 4.72 -0, 32 0.79 -0.63 -0.49
2000 0.60 265 | -L12 -0.21 -1.33

F BE e GDP deflator® A3 AAGEE o] &8
1997, 19982 A&7 ool T AL A S,
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& d7M e Aol A7 vlAle FE UL AFAER FHEJYCL 1S
L IIFoE 2EFY ARy IMFAX A% 7|28 Hrlehe do] ARk A%
FHATS ol FARRICE B AFAA AAIG AR Alre] AE L AR 7]
& 51 den, tddt de2 HYe] rhedta, &3 ABFARTE ¥EY
+ ks Hol ik

2 d79 ABAFE IMFY A AR ro vad] £ 2AAE B o5
dAxollM Wk} £3]7F FARBHA Vet ey Whake] slolrh v AR &
A, Ware 2R A7)0 AGE Aol g Heols AR ok ol A=
o] wislel AP e] Wslol] W& FAH Al GE F Urke A& EAg,
ety daat s Ao] wkedk ARz WElx], A el waEte gk HAE
FEIRIA o whet AMgdhe A BT Gepriof i

J88)7] AFe] A PP AL WoH nlel wh29 9 89)7] LA o)A
o] AL 371 B Al YA J@e)7] o) Fe] AP YL Hr1HPA Ao
2 Jepygrl, 9897] olF9f A7 2E B 199992 FAA YT, 2000d-2
NZ2Hd Ao vehtn ik H AAe] Arle] nF ¥ AmEdA
19977} 1999\l Aol Z71el 7 Gaho] nwatct. W] 1998 d&
AR %€ shHa, 20008 AU1E fEAe dEE itk weEty
19983l 43 WAA AP 72PN E Bt A7IAA L A7 AloloA A
Aol 3715 HAE 7182 AP Aoz veha sitk 199999 A $+= A
7127t BRI YA AHEo]l BUE AlFelER AVIE HEATe 4L
vlojgel Aoz el ok 2000089 A= AR 7120 AVAA 21&H 0]
A1, AAEC] UL Alolng AFe] A7 A AFAHY 2eE Y
ebgeh.

AP Fe] 4T 9 FAHEE A fsixe oheat 28 A]dol Has)
v} $3208 GDP gapd BH3| FH37] $18 x=Hel Hueol gk GDP
gapS AR FY &3 2 Hrke FAJ 71Fl7] wiRolrh Ed FFIF A
BE ¥3e 23HEe TEHQ FRAR ARE dstn, A FHAA AR
of thall Alel AAs 2Hete AL Beslr) npAete g A A3 o)

N
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§ =27t 7Fedteg AR Ak SRR R x|, AL E T FHA
BE AXske A W] e EVEERE 33 A8E ¥REshe o] dasith

B ArolA A Ao GHE oy ERBIER Rojdle] Algsielo} it
A AEOHIS REE VISR gt e ng F85-Fo] meisER] wskdt. we)
A g el syt Bk, olxb, B7F ol viAle 4% ¢ #E Wt oAl A
A FAREE s TIE o] AHATE wdetd o] A& vlAle 12HH
AR sjMafiof goh T ARG Ryelng o] ©r1H o g A v
€ 9EE Hodrh mabd FA71A AR AR FAGsICh oyt 24
& X &o] T80 FYE Fu AR GHEE OFE 4 Ua, AlE dshd SOC
TH S A7NAQ] T WEE HTE e vk wEka g AR
Ho AFEot w8 AR HIE] AT AN AR (trade-off) & FHA8L7] 1§ F71H4A
Ql A7t Easirh
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Indicators on Macroeconomic Impacts of Fiscal Policy

Park, Ki-Baeg® - Lim, Ju-Young**

Abstract

This paper aims to find fiscal measures which are easy to use, based on the
cconomic model, and to inforin the impact of fiscal policy, With a simple IS model,
various fiscal indicators similar to IMF or OECD's measures are derived. The
indicators can be interpreted as the first round effect of fiscal policy to the cconomy
without crowding-out effect.

The new indicator and IMF’'s measure applied to Korean fiscal data showed that
the change of fiscal stance and cconomic impact of fiscal policy can be different for
some years, which indicate that the choice of fiscal indicators should be dependent
on the aim of the policy.

Key Words: fiscal indicator, fiscal policy, {S model
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