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Abstract
The paper enlightens popular part of the budget policy – deficit finance. In the
process of securing economic conditions to surpass the current economic crises,
the governments all over the world incline towards debt deficit finance. The
intention is to describe the implications such as multiplier effect, crowding out
effect, correlation between budget and trade deficit. One of them are positive, they
increase the aggregate demand and national income, other negative in term that
they crowd out the private sector from the capital market under increased demand
for loanable funds.
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1 Introduction
In the past as today, the deficit budget policy is famous instrument of fiscal policy
used to increase the rate of economic growth of the country. That way of financing
was establish after the two world wars, oil crises and current financial and
economic crises. There are three ways to finance the deficit – taxes, borrowing and
monetization (inflation tax). The most popular model of deficit finance is
borrowing, which is usually done by issue of government bonds. When the
government is over indebted tends through national bank to buy government
bonds which increases the money flow and reduces the interest rate pressure.
However, it diminishes the real value of money and makes the future
unpredictable for the economic actors. Therefore, it is positive to conclude the
debt deficit finance effects and implications that will be separately reviewed in the
paper.
It’s known that nowadays the current public debt growth is larger then the growth
rate of the economy for most of the industrial countries. It’s expected that the
growing public debt will cause problems in perspective related to its service. The
channels for public debt effect on the economy are the following: 1) direct effect
on the interest rates accompanied with the necessity to sell larger supply of bonds.
As the supply of bonds intended for sale increases, their prices tend to fall, and the
market interest rates go up; except if credit offer is timelessly elastic and the
private borrowing is reduced. The interest rate increase can be temporary limited
from the capital inflows; 2) interest rate component of the public expenditure will
tend to rise, and consequently raise future fiscal deficits; 3) correlated with the
previous two effects, the effect on the investment and expenditure and thus on the
perspective economic performance; 4) exchange rate effect and therefore trade
flows and capital movement; 5) high risk of something that may go wrong. This
risk tends to rise when the total need for government borrowing caught substantial
part of the total financial transactions. In that case the psychological element will
have immense impact on the financial market and further on the financial
stability.1
Another interest perspective of the deficit finance effects can be seen through the
work of Lehman and OECD: 1) crowding out effect – it’s conventional wisdom
that big and sustainable debt financed deficits raise the real interest rates under
given level of savings and crowd out the private investments. The deficits can be
1
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financed through decline in money balance in the private sector triggered with the
higher interest rates. Therefore, at lower level then full employment, the economic
activity can be increased but at expense of declining interest rate sensitive
investment demand; 2) Exchange rate crowding out – interest rate pressure –
especially in little open economy – will lead towards larger international capital
inflows, which reduce the effect of deficit consumption on interest rate. However,
in that case the domestic currency - at ceteris paribus – will potentially appreciate,
and on that way impact the demand for tradable domestic goods and services. This
effect is explained in the part for “Twin Deficits”; 3) Portfolio crowding out –
when the government bonds participate with raising part in the private portfolio,
the possession of private assets must be reduced and again puts pressure on
interest rates. In other words, wealth effect has a growing influence on the fiscal
effectiveness. When the saving raises, the demand for private asset (capital) and/or
money balance may increase and bring to recomposition of the portfolio. Which
one of these two effects will prevail, depends upon the question: Are the bonds
closer portfolio substitute for money or capital? This issue is only matter of
financial mix choice. According to Friedman (1978), government bonds are close
substitutes for private assets, and subsequently reduce the demand for those assets.
Opposite of that, short or medium term security mainly has money characteristics,
which point out that potential portfolio adjustments can have beneficial impact for
private investments. At balance, that may result with “crowd in” and thus
reflecting the importance of public debt management.2
These ways of finance, where the borrowing prevails, had created some doubt
about the real debt condition of the countries, i.e. a lot of countries over borrowed
and now are faced with the consequences. As it is familiar, IMF has the main role
in implementing of desired adjustment through classical measures. The
expectations are that there will be active collaboration between creditors and
debtors, as the implementation of real policies of indebted countries will
significantly improve their economic condition.
However, in the need to secure better economic conditions, often the government
is forced to implement expansive fiscal policy, which aim is to stimulate economic
actors on the market and accomplish higher level of economic growth. That kind
of fiscal policy creates certain economic implications that were previously
mentioned. The initial positive effect in term of economic growth is the multiplier
effect, which is partially neutralized with the secondary – “crowding out” effect.

2
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Also, in the text below will be look into the correlation between budget and trade
deficit - “twin deficits”, reviewed through the exchange rate intermediary effect.

2 Multiplier effect
The fiscal policy represents strong instrument which through public expenditure
and taxes can have an influence on the aggregate demand of goods and services in
the economy. The budget deficit policy, excessive public expenditure upon
collected public revenues, is initiated because of economic growth impact.
Through the household and firm decisions that change the money supply or level
of taxes, there is indirect impact on the aggregate demand curve. But with public
expenditure intervention from the government, there is direct effect on the
aggregate demand curve.
If we assume that the government made a purchase of some public good, for
example plains, it will increase the aggregate demand. But is the amount of change
the same as the initial public expenditure? Therefore, we are faced with two
macroeconomic effects. The first, multiplier effect suggests that the movement in
the aggregate demand will be bigger than the purchase, but the second one –
“crowding out” suggests that the aggregate demand change will be smaller than
the initial public expenditure that can be seen latter.
However, increased demand contributes with larger engagement of work force and
higher profits of the company. That kind of progressive influence is transferred to
the employee wages and other firm profits, which results with increase of
consumption of different goods and services. So the state demand for planes
increases the demand for other firm’s products in the economy. Because the
increase in the aggregate demand is larger then the initial government expenditure,
it is said that the government spending has multiplying effect on the aggregate
demand. This implies that there is a feedback between the higher aggregate
demand and the income which continuously leads towards higher demand, then
again to higher income etc. All these effects imply that the total impact on
demanded goods and services will be larger in respect to starting point of the
government expenditure.
Also, that could initiate response from the investment side as reply to the
increased demand of goods and services. That would mean additional investment
in the plain company for new plant, equipment and so on. In this case, the higher
government spending generates higher investment goods demand. This is known
as investment accelerator.
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Multiplier effect could be achieved from the consumer spending multiplier where
the marginal propensity to consume (MPC) is the crucial element – the part of the
extra income that the household consumes instead of saving it. The multiplier =
1+MPC+MPC2+MPC3+...=1/ (1-MPC). It demonstrates the demand for goods and
services created upon 1 Euro of government expenditure.
The multiplier logic implies to any component of the GDP, and not only to
government expenditure, as consumer spending, investment and net export. So, if
it accurse decline in the net export of some country, for example, in amount of 1
million Euro, the decline in countries goods will put pressure on the national
income and subsequently will reduce the domestic consumer spending. With
MPC=4, the net export decline of 1 million Euro will mean contraction in
aggregate demand from 4 million Euro.
This is only the first instrument of the fiscal policy, public expenditure, but there
is another – taxes, which also can have impact on national income. That can be
seen through the personal income tax. Reduction in this tax will increase the
household income that the persons take home. One part is saved and the other is
consumed. Because of consuming changes, there is movement in the aggregate
demand curve to the right. Opposite, tax increase will reduce spending and move
the aggregate demand curve to the left3.
Therefore, the multiplier and crowding out effect are also normal for the second
instrument of fiscal policy. When the country rises spending and cuts the taxes, it
causes increase in the earnings and profits, thus further is additional incentive for
expenditure. That’s the multiplier effect. On the other side, higher income leads to
bigger demand for money that provokes higher interest rate movement. High
interest rates make the borrowing more expensive and lead toward decline in
investment activity. That’s the second, crowding out effect. However, when it
comes to the taxes, it’s important to take in consideration the perception of the
households regarding the timely duration of tax change. In case of permanent
decline of taxes, the first reaction will be larger spending caused by extra income
influence and therefore larger aggregate demand. In contrary, when there is a
temporary change in taxes, it will result with small impact on aggregate demand.

3 “Crowding out” effect
The previous discussion is positive for the economic growth, but this effect has
negative implication. This effect appears when the government borrowing steps
3
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into the capital market with immense appétit for loanable funds which crowds out
private capital investments. In the elaboration of this effect will be used national
savings identity (NSI) with exemption of the foreign sector,
(G-T) = (S-I),

=>

[(G-T) + I] = S

The left side from the equation represents total demand for borrowing. It’s
constituted from two elements: 1) government demand for loanable funds (G-T);
and 2) private sector demand for loanable funds intended for capital investment
(I). On the other side of equation is situated the supply for loanable funds, i.e.
national savings (S).
Equilibrium interest rate is set on i0, crossing point of demand and supply for
loanable funds. At this interest rate level (supposable 7%) the private capital level
is I0. That represents private demand for loanable funds under existing interest
rates of i0.
Figure 1. “Crowding out” effect

Source: LANGDANA (2009), P. 32

Therefore, under increased government borrowing for deficit finance, the total
demand for capital moves to the right as it’s shown on Figure 1. That initiates
interest rate to set on higher level (in the example 8, 25%). However, the higher
interest rate contributes for lower private demand for capital and forming the
private demand at level I1. So the private capital is crowded out by the immense
government appetite for borrowing loanable funds. The amount for which the
private capital is crowded out is (I0-I1).
Some economists, who favor the debt deficit finance, consider it justifiable that
the capital flows linked with trade deficits should be taken into consideration,

8
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because the capital flow will lower the interest rates and the crowding out effect
would become bearable or ruled out. That was the case with the USA from 1984’87 when the deficits were financed from abroad. That situation attributed to more
relaxed monetary policy beside the large budget deficit in that period of time.
However, it is sure that the Treasury can not always hope to finance the deficit
from abroad and look forward for loose monetary policy.4
According to Krugman, there is no doubt that the debt deficit finance in normal
economic conditions will cause fiscal burden (public debt increase followed with
higher taxes in the future) and put pressure on the private sector. However, the
government expenditure does not increase public debt one-to-one, because higher
spending increases GDP and revenues, which reduce the initial cost. He say’s that
in current economic terms (recession), the main determinant of the investment is
the condition of the economy, i.e. everything that makes the economy better,
among which fiscal stimulations that lead to more investments and raises the
future potential of the economy. That means in times of crises the deficit budget
policy will not lead towards crowding out, but opposite to crowding in. After some
time the liquidity will be achieved again and the rules for normal economic
prudence will be reactivated. Anyway, one thing is sure that the countries must be
aware not to favor substantial budget deficits.5

4 “Twin Deficits”
For explanation of the correlation between the budget and trade deficit –known as
“Twin Deficits” – it would be used the identity for national savings. This identity
is found by putting into equation two sides of the national income. The first one is
the distribution of the output, Y=C+I+G+ (Exp-Imp), and the share of the income
realised with the output sale, Y=C+S+T.
Therefore, C+I+G+ (Exp-Imp) =C+S+T =>
(G-T)=(S-I)-(Imp-Exp)
The symbols are: C-consumption; I-investment; S-savings; T-taxes.
The difference between (G-T) – government expenditure and national tax
revenues – represents the national budget balance. If it is positive, there is budget
deficit. If the balance is negative, there is surplus in the national budget.

4
5
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Distinction between (Imp-Exp) is the balance of the trade account. If this is
positive, then there is deficit, but if negative - surplus in the trade account.
In the effort to describe the connection between budget deficit and trade deficit it
is assumed that the financing is made through issue of bonds, and that the
monetary and fiscal credibility are stable. In other words, the central bank has a
long reputation of sustainable monetary discipline, and will not back off in case of
monetisation and irresponsible government spending that trigger deficits.
However, the national debt is risk free or with a low risk issue.
Figure 2. “Twin Deficits”

Source: LANGDANA (2009), P. 32

The Figure 2 is described the capital market funds with initial interest rate i0 where
the demand is met by the supply of loanable funds. That interest rate is
endogenously determined equilibrium interest rate that prevails in the economy.
The interest rate of risk free short term domestic government bonds could serve as
good representative for i0.
The connection between the “Twin Deficits” for certain borrowing cycle will be
described in 7 steps. The first step is the increase in demand for loanable funds by
the government in order to finance the budget deficit. That action moves the
demand curve for loanable funds to the right from DD to D1D1. The second step is
new equilibrium interest rate i1 at a higher level. In the next moment the higher
interest rate of the safe domestic government bonds attracts domestic and foreign
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investors in desire to earn higher rates of return.6 Than will follow higher demand
for domestic currency in order to buy those securities that ultimately will make it
more expensive on respect to the foreign currency on the global exchange rate
markets. In one word, the domestic currency appreciates in respect to the foreign
(for example, from 1 $ =50 den to 70 den). In the 4 step, the stronger domestic
currency makes the import “cheaper” for the domestic residents and the export
“expensive” for foreign consumers which will have to put aside more units of their
currency for one unit of domestic currency. Therefore, the higher import in respect
to the export deteriorates the trade account and the economy with absorption of the
budget deficit. Under that kind of scenario it’s clear the correlation between the
two deficits. Finally, budget misbalance (G-T) has an influence on the national
saving identity and through him on the interest rate and exchange rate diversities,
and at the end worsens the trade account deficit. However, this is the case of
flexible exchange rate regime. Under fixed exchange rate, the central bank
intervention to absorb the exchange rate pressure will result in direct increase of
monetary flow, inflationary tendencies and normally negative “crowding out”
effect.
These connections between the twin deficits were familiar for USA in the 1980
decade and 2002 and for Germany in the early 1990. Both countries were forced to
issue a large amount of bonds in order to finance their budget deficits. The
Americans had financed their enormous deficits and huge household consumption,
while the Germans financed the outlays generated from the necessity for
infrastructure projects in the former Eastern Germany.
In the 6-th step the bigger import the export creates deficit in the current account,
but the domestic currency units are reinvested by the foreigners in securities with
high rates of return. Afterwards creates capital inflow that increases the supply for
loanable funds and moves the curve from SS to S1S1. Thus, capital inflow
contributes for achieving a new lower level of interest rate equilibrium iFinal.
Capital inflows replenish the domestic savings (supply of loanable funds) and
have more satisfactory influence on the interest rate level. Almost 40-60% from
the deficits in USA and virtually 100% of debt service costs had been financed
through immense capital flows accompanied with current account deficits. In the
early 2000, for illustration, enormous net capital inflows form Asia - especially

6

The distinction between interest rates is not the only factor for initiating capital movement in
global frame. Another important component for attracting capital is the macroeconomic
outlook of the country in the long run.
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China and Japan - had financed car factories, real property investments, mortgaged
securities and bigger part from highly trained labour intensive production sector.
Therefore, deficit budget policy implies current account deficit, but in the same
time makes benefits from capital inflow that keeps low interest rates. How long
can be sustained this method of bond finance?
In that kind of situation, “sustainable” bond financed deficit is defined as
something that can be repeatedly achieved through additional issue of bonds when
the current bonds are due. Until the inflation corrected (real) rate of government
bonds is smaller then the growth rate of the economy, the deficits are defined as
sustainable and the model of national savings identity financed with bonds can be
continuously implemented without problems. However, “unsustainable” deficit is
the one that explode and can not be financed anymore by government bonds. In
other words, the domestic and foreign investors refuse to absorb a larger part of
public debt in their portfolios. Then the massive monetisation is inevitable step,
i.e. the “lost” of the interest rate real value of public debt exceeds economic
growth rate.7
In order to achieve a sustainable budget deficit, the larger G-7 economies prefer
5% rate of budget deficit from GDP. But far more strict condition is set with the
Stabilisation Pact of the EU, which requires 3% budget deficit in respect to GDP
for every country to become qualified for membership.

5 Conclusion
Since the past, the governments used the fiscal policy in order to achieve the
planned projects in their political programs. In that process, they are keen to
implement deficit fiscal policy to increase the economic growth rate. These fiscal
measures are most justifiable in terms of economic crisis as the current one and
wars. Although, most governments intend to use deficit policy for unreasonable
objectives like unproductive government expenditures. What is inevitable in this
kind of budget finance is the future tax burden that will fall upon the next
generations. That’s not argumentable but should be taken into consideration when
the government loses orientation in the budget policy. But if the fiscal policy is
prudent and coordinated with the monetary policy, this move will produce
economic growth and improve the economic condition of the country. In deficit
finance the multiplier effect is bigger then the initial change in government
expenditure but obviously it’s partly declined cause the crowding out effect which
7
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reduces the private demand for loanable funds because the private investments are
considered as more efficient then the government. Also at the end is reviewed the
potential correlation between the budget and trade deficit in spite all other factors
that can have an impact of capital movement.
The conclusion from the previous description is that the fiscal stimulations play
important role in the economic growth of the country, especially if the monetary
policy of that country is restrictive and doesn’t help with creating better economic
conditions for the firms in order to improve their productivity. That’s why the
intervention from the fiscal policy can be crucial for the economy, normally if it is
used in productive way.

Economic implications from deficit finance

13

6 Literature
ATANASOVSKI, ZIVKO (2004). Public Finance. Economic faculty. Skopje
DE LAROSIERE J. (1986). The growth of public debt and the need for fiscal
discipline. Public finance and public debt. Wayne State University
Press.
FRIEDMAN, B. (1978). Crowding Out or Crowding In? Economic Conseqences of
Financing Government Debt. Brookings Papers on Economic Activity
No. 3, pp. 593-641
GABER S. (2009). Fiscal Stimulations for Improving the Business Environment in
Republic of Macedonia. PIEB No.3.
KRUGMAN, P. (2009). Crowding In. New York Times.
LANGDANA, F. (2009). Macroeconomic Policy: Demystifying Monetary and Fiscal
Policy. Springer.
MANKIW, G. (2009). Brief Principle of Macroeconomics, 5 ed. South-Western
Cengage Learning.
SANTOW, L. (1988). The Budget Deficit: The Causes, the Costs, the Outlook. New
York Institut of Finance.
SARGENT

WALLACE (1985). Some Unpleasent Arithmetic. Federal Reserve
Bank of Mineapolis.

AND

SPILIMBERGO, A., SYMANSKI S., BLANCHARD O. AND COTTARELLI C.(2008). Fiscal
Policy for the Crisis. IMF Staff position Note.

BERG Working Paper Series on Government and Growth
1

Mikko Puhakka and Jennifer P. Wissink, Multiple Equilibria and Coordination Failure
in Cournot Competition, December 1993

2

Matthias Wrede, Steuerhinterziehung und endogenes Wachstum, December 1993

3

Mikko Puhakka, Borrowing Constraints and the Limits of Fiscal Policies, May 1994

4

Gerhard Illing, Indexierung der Staatsschuld und die Glaubwürdigkeit der Zentralbank in
einer Währungsunion, June 1994

5

Bernd Hayo, Testing Wagner`s Law for Germany from 1960 to 1993, July 1994

6

Peter Meister and Heinz-Dieter Wenzel, Budgetfinanzierung in einem föderalen System,
October 1994

7

Bernd Hayo and Matthias Wrede, Fiscal Policy in a Keynesian Model of a Closed
Monetary Union, October 1994

8

Michael Betten, Heinz-Dieter Wenzel, and Matthias Wrede, Why Income Taxation
Need Not Harm Growth, October 1994

9

Heinz-Dieter Wenzel (Editor), Problems and Perspectives of the Transformation Process
in Eastern Europe, August 1995

10

Gerhard Illing, Arbeitslosigkeit aus Sicht der neuen Keynesianischen Makroökonomie,
September 1995

11

Matthias Wrede, Vertical and horizontal tax competition: Will uncoordinated Leviathans
end up on the wrong side of the Laffer curve? December 1995

12

Heinz-Dieter Wenzel and Bernd Hayo, Are the fiscal Flows of the European Union
Budget explainable by Distributional Criteria? June 1996

13

Natascha Kuhn, Finanzausgleich in Estland: Analyse der bestehenden Struktur und Überlegungen für eine Reform, June 1996

14

Heinz-Dieter Wenzel, Wirtschaftliche Entwicklungsperspektiven Turkmenistans, July
1996

15

Matthias Wrede, Öffentliche Verschuldung in einem föderalen Staat; Stabilität, vertikale
Zuweisungen und Verschuldungsgrenzen, August 1996

16

Matthias Wrede, Shared Tax Sources and Public Expenditures, December 1996

17

Heinz-Dieter Wenzel and Bernd Hayo, Budget and Financial Planning in Germany, February 1997

18

Heinz-Dieter Wenzel, Turkmenistan: Die ökonomische Situation und Perspektiven wirtschaftlicher Entwicklung, February 1997

19

Michael Nusser, Lohnstückkosten und internationale Wettbewerbsfähigkeit: Eine kritische Würdigung, April 1997

20

Matthias Wrede, The Competition and Federalism - The Underprovision of Local Public
Goods, September 1997

21

Matthias Wrede, Spillovers, Tax Competition, and Tax Earmarking, September 1997

22

Manfred Dauses, Arsène Verny, Jiri Zemánek, Allgemeine Methodik der Rechtsangleichung an das EU-Recht am Beispiel der Tschechischen Republik, September 1997

23

Niklas Oldiges, Lohnt sich der Blick über den Atlantik? Neue Perspektiven für die aktuelle Reformdiskussion an deutschen Hochschulen, February 1998

24

Matthias Wrede, Global Environmental Problems and Actions Taken by Coalitions, May
1998

25

Alfred Maußner, Außengeld in berechenbaren Konjunkturmodellen – Modellstrukturen
und numerische Eigenschaften, June 1998

26

Michael Nusser, The Implications of Innovations and Wage Structure Rigidity on Economic Growth and Unemployment: A Schumpetrian Approach to Endogenous Growth
Theory, October 1998

27

Matthias Wrede, Pareto Efficiency of the Pay-as-you-go Pension System in a ThreePeriod-OLG Modell, December 1998

28

Michael Nusser, The Implications of Wage Structure Rigidity on Human Capital Accumulation, Economic Growth and Unemployment: A Schumpeterian Approach to Endogenous Growth Theory, March 1999

29

Volker Treier, Unemployment in Reforming Countries: Causes, Fiscal Impacts and the
Success of Transformation, July 1999

30

Matthias Wrede, A Note on Reliefs for Traveling Expenses to Work, July 1999

31

Andreas Billmeier, The Early Years of Inflation Targeting – Review and Outlook –, August 1999

32

Jana Kremer, Arbeitslosigkeit und Steuerpolitik, August 1999

33

Matthias Wrede, Mobility and Reliefs for Traveling Expenses to Work, September 1999

34

Heinz-Dieter Wenzel (Herausgeber), Aktuelle Fragen der Finanzwissenschaft, February
2000

35

Michael Betten, Household Size and Household Utility in Intertemporal Choice, April
2000

36

Volker Treier, Steuerwettbewerb in Mittel- und Osteuropa: Eine Einschätzung anhand
der Messung effektiver Grenzsteuersätze, April 2001

37

Jörg Lackenbauer und Heinz-Dieter Wenzel, Zum Stand von Transformations- und EUBeitrittsprozess in Mittel- und Osteuropa – eine komparative Analyse, May 2001

38

Bernd Hayo und Matthias Wrede, Fiscal Equalisation: Principles and an Application to
the European Union, December 2001

39

Irena Dh. Bogdani, Public Expenditure Planning in Albania, August 2002

40

Tineke Haensgen, Das Kyoto Protokoll: Eine ökonomische Analyse unter besonderer
Berücksichtigung der flexiblen Mechanismen, August 2002

41

Arben Malaj and Fatmir Mema, Strategic Privatisation, its Achievements and Challenges, Januar 2003

42

Borbála Szüle 2003, Inside financial conglomerates, Effects in the Hungarian pension
fund market, January 2003

43

Heinz-Dieter Wenzel und Stefan Hopp (Herausgeber), Seminar Volume of the Second
European Doctoral Seminar (EDS), February 2003

44

Nicolas Henrik Schwarze, Ein Modell für Finanzkrisen bei Moral Hazard und Überinvestition, April 2003

45

Holger Kächelein, Fiscal Competition on the Local Level – May commuting be a source
of fiscal crises?, April 2003

46

Sibylle Wagener, Fiskalischer Föderalismus – Theoretische Grundlagen und Studie Ungarns, August 2003

47

Stefan Hopp, J.-B. Say’s 1803 Treatise and the Coordination of Economic Activity, July
2004

48

Julia Bersch, AK-Modell mit Staatsverschuldung und fixer Defizitquote, July 2004

49

Elke Thiel, European Integration of Albania: Economic Aspects, November 2004

50

Heinz-Dieter Wenzel, Jörg Lackenbauer, and Klaus J. Brösamle, Public Debt and the
Future of the EU's Stability and Growth Pact, December 2004

51

Holger Kächelein, Capital Tax Competition and Partial Cooperation: Welfare Enhancing
or not? December 2004

52

Kurt A. Hafner, Agglomeration, Migration and Tax Competition, January 2005

53

Felix Stübben, Jörg Lackenbauer und Heinz-Dieter Wenzel, Eine Dekade wirtschaftlicher Transformation in den Westbalkanstaaten: Ein Überblick, November 2005

54

Arben Malaj, Fatmir Mema and Sybi Hida, Albania, Financial Management in the Education System: Higher Education, December 2005

55

Osmat Azzam, Sotiraq Dhamo and Tonin Kola, Introducing National Health Accounts
in Albania, December 2005

56

Michael Teig, Fiskalische Transparenz und ökonomische Entwicklung: Der Fall Bosnien-Hercegovina, März 2006

57

Heinz-Dieter Wenzel (Herausgeber), Der Kaspische Raum: Ausgewählte Themen zu
Politik und Wirtschaft, Juli 2007

58

Tonin Kola and Elida Liko, An Empirical Assessment of Alternative Exchange Rate
Regimes in Medium Term in Albania, Januar 2008

59

Felix Stübben, Europäische Energieversorgung: Status quo und Perspektiven, Juni 2008

60

Holger Kächelein, Drini Imami and Endrit Lami, A new view into Political Business
Cycles: Household Expenditures in Albania, July 2008

61

Frank Westerhoff, A simple agent-based financial market model: direct interactions and
comparisons of trading profits, January 2009

62

Roberto Dieci and Frank Westerhoff, A simple model of a speculative housing market,
February 2009

63

Carsten Eckel, International Trade and Retailing, April 2009

64

Björn-Christopher Witte, Temporal information gaps and market efficiency: a dynamic
behavioral analysis, April 2009

65

Patrícia Miklós-Somogyi and László Balogh, The relationship between public balance
and inflation in Europe (1999-2007), June 2009

66

H.-Dieter Wenzel und Jürgen Jilke, Der Europäische Gerichtshof EuGH als Bremsklotz
einer effizienten und koordinierten Unternehmensbesteuerung in Europa?, November
2009

67

György Jenei, A Post-accession Crisis? Political Developments and Public Sector Modernization in Hungary, December 2009

68

Marji Lines and Frank Westerhoff, Effects of inflation expectations on macroeconomic
dynamics: extrapolative versus regressive expectations, December 2009

69

Stevan Gaber, Economic Implications from Deficit Finance, January 2010

