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Affes Yossor (Tunisia), Kalai Maha (Tunisia)

TEST BY THE SVECM MODEL OF THE
IMPACT OF THE EXCHANGE

RATES AND FOREIGN DIRECT
INVESTMENT ON THE ECONOMIC
GROWTH OF THE MAGHREB REGION

Abstract

The purpose of this article is to identify the main sources of cyclical fluctuations affecting the five
Maghreb countries in a general analysis framework through the impact of the exchange rates and
foreign direct investment. Besides, will consider in this study a set of variables taking into account
the real monetary and fi ancial dimensions of the economies. Therefore, authors have adopted an
approach in terms of the VECM Structural model and analyzed the robustness of the response func-
tions. Indeed, the estimation results showed the existence of a regional dynamics where the respec-
tive sensitivity to change of the real exchange rate is the same. In addition, FDI and REER stimulate
economic growth of the Maghreb economies in exchange for regime transmutations. In addition, the
participation of FDI in the socio-economic development seems to be weak without the implementa-
tion of a policy of support and guidance aimed at reducing the catastrophic effects on the economy
and reorienting its investments towards sectors with a high added value.

structural VECM, demand and supply shocks, economic
convergence, Maghreb countries
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AHAI3 BMNJIBY OBMIHHOI'O KYPCY TA
IHO3EMHMX NMPAMMX IHBECTULIN HA
EKOHOMIYHE 3POCTAHHSA KPAIH
MATPUBY 3 BUKOPUCTAHHAM
CTPYKTYPHOI BEKTOPHOI MOAENI
KOPEKLIT NOXMBOK

AHoOTAaLiA

Mera CcTaTTi — BUSHAYMTU OCHOBHI JDKepe/a LIMK/IIYHUX KOMMBAHb, AKi BIUIMBAIOTh HAa PO3BUTOK
I'ATH Kpaid Marpu6y, MIsIXoM aHali3y BIVIMBY OOMIHHUX KYpPCIB i IPAMUX iHO3€MHUX iHBECTHILIIL.
Kpim Toro, mpoanasisoBano Habip 3MIHHMX 3 ypaXyBaHHAM peajbHMUX IPOLIOBMX i (iHAHCOBMX
BUMIpiB eKOHOMIYHNX cucTeM. [ aHanisy HafiitHOCT GyHKIIT Bifjaui BUKOPUCTAHO CTPYKTYPHY
BEKTOPHY MOJe/Ib KOPeKIlii moxnbok. Pe3ynprary BKasamy Ha HasBHICTb perioHanbHOI JUHAMIKY,
KOJIV BifjTIOBi/fHA YyT/INBICTD O 3MiHN peabHOTO OOMIHHOTO KYPCY € OJJHAKOBOIO. BusAB/IeHO, 110
npaAMi iHo3emHi iHBecTunii Ta peanbHUIT epeKTUBHMIT BaTIOTHNUII KYPC CTYMYIIIOIOTh €KOHOMiYHe
3pOCTaHHs eKOHOMikM Marpnby B 06MiH Ha pexxumHi sMmiHu. Kpim toro, pons ITII B couianbHO-
eKOHOMIYHOMY pPO3BUTKY BUAB/AETbCA CMAOKO0 depe3 BiACYTHICTh MOMITUKM IATPUMKM Ta
HACTaBHMLTBA, CIPAMOBAHOI Ha 3MEHIIEHHA KaTacTpO(iYHMX HACTIOKIB 1A eKOHOMIKM Ta
IepeopieHTallilo iHBeCTUIil Ha CEKTOPU 3 BUCOKOIO I0/JaHO0 BapTiCTIO.

CTPYKTYpHA MOJie/Ib BEeKTOPHOI KOPeKIlil HOX1OOK, MOMNT i
IIPOTIO3MIIis, eKOHOMIUHa KOHBepreHilid, Kpainu Marpuby

F15, F42, F43, C32

KawouoBsi cioBa

Knacudikauia JEL

http://dx.doi.org/10.21511/ed.19(1).2020.01 ’l



Economics of Development, Volume 19, Issue 1, 2020

INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this study is to focus on two types of determinants of macroeconomic stability as captured by
some fundamentals of the host economy (economic growth, stability, business climate, political stability, country
risk, sustainability of the public debt, inflation, ...) but similarly by the episodes of foreign exchange crisis that can
be explained more by speculative attacks, reversals of capital flows, massive losses of foreign reserves and foreign
exchange reserves and/or the deterioration of current accounts and which reflect external instability.

These debts to foreign countries cannot be settled in national currency (which does not exist abroad), but in for-
eign currency (paid in cash, by cheque, by bank drafts and especially transfers in foreign currency) that the debtor
must obtain in his country by exchanging it for a certain amount of the national currency (Burda et al., 1993).
This process of transfer is made possible through a tool known as the exchange rate.

Moreover, the exchange rates are at the heart of the international economic relationships and an integral part of
the daily landscape of the economic agents. In fact, the rise of the international trade and financial relationships
as well as the independence that results from it, are a first element explaining the strategic importance of this var-
iable (exchange rate). Beyond its economic and financial dimension, the exchange rate plays a fundamental role
as an instrument or an objective of the economic policy, or even as a symbol of political power.

Therefore, it was noted that there are two macroeconomic dimensions of country risk, which concern, on the one
hand, internal factors, such as the characteristics of inflation, debt and the reduction of public deficits when they
worsen, which can negatively influence the firms’ decisions to invest by creating conditions of uncertainty about
asset values or future taxation and, on the other hand, they concern external factors, such as external asymmetric
shocks (imported crises), current account deterioration or exchange rate instability, which bring about similar
levels of contingency.

In relation to what has been previously said, the question that arises is to what extent the main sources of cyclical
fluctuations in the real effective exchange rate and foreign direct investment can influence the behavior of eco-
nomic growth in the Maghreb countries?

To address this issue, our work is organized as follows: the second section consists in a presentation of the status
of empirical research studies which help identify the causal relationships between economic growth, the exchange
rate and foreign direct investment on panel data. Next, an overview of the data, the variables and the estimation
techniques is presented in the third section. The fourth section introduces an econometric application based on
the Structural Vector Auto-Regression (SVAR). Finally, the last section concludes this research paper.

1. THEORETICAL ANALYSIS

Given the theoretical development mentioned above, it can be noticed that the consequences of applying the ex-
change rate regimes are various and sometimes opposite, while the final effect is not obvious to be determined a
priori.

1.1. Economic growth and exchange rate

The majority of the conducted empirical studies are based on the IMF’s certified hierarchy of the exchange rate re-
gimes. However, these studies did not generate strong claims about the effect of the exchange rate nature on the eco-
nomic development, which encouraged researchers to use new classifications. For this reason, Bailliu et al. (2001)
used their own scale to study a sample of 25 emerging economies between 1973 and 1998, through which they
noted that floating exchange rate regimes lead to a faster economic development, but only for countries that are
highly correlated with international capital flows or affected by well-developed financial markets.

2 http://dx.doi.org/10.21511/ed.19(1).2020.01
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Based on the methodology of Reinhart and Rogoff (2004), Husain et al. (2004) found, on a sample of 158 countries
between 1970 and 1999, that the chosen exchange rate regime results mainly from the level of economic develop-
ment. Subsequently, for the developing countries, a rigid exchange rate regime is often accompanied with a low
inflation rate but without an impact on economic growth while the adoption of a flexible exchange rate regime by
the same countries will raise the inflation rate without any improvement of economic growth. On the other hand,
for the developed countries, estimates showed that a greater exchange rate flexibility leads to a low inflation rate
and a significant economic growth.

In order to address these deficiencies, researchers, including Levy-Yeyati and Sturzenegger (2002) and Reinhart
and Rogoff (2004), presented new classifications of foreign direct investment (FDI) based primarily on the ex-
change rate flexibility. In fact, the change of the exchange rate calculated as the standard deviation of the monthly
rates of the change of the nominal exchange rate and finally, the fluctuation of the foreign exchange reserves cal-
culated by the average of the monthly exchange rate of the ratio of the world reserves compared to the monetary
base of the previous month.

From another angle, researchers Dehejia and Rowe (1999) and Dehejia (2003) agree on the division of the tradi-
tional methodology into three aspects, which makes it possible to distinguish between fixed, intermediate and
floating exchange rates where the last two simply define the exchange rate regime, while the first characterizes
both the exchange rate regime and the monetary policy framework. In fact, omitting this characteristic may alter
the estimation of the impacts of the different exchange rate regimes on macroeconomic observations.

1.2. Economic growth and foreign direct investment

In fact, according to the endogenous growth theory, several factors, such as human capital, capital accumulation,
international trade, public policy, and technology transfer, which explain a long-term growth, can be conveyed by
FDI, which can stimulate economic growth through the creation of dynamic comparative advantages leading to
technology transfer, human capital accumulation and increased international trade (Bende-Nabende et al., 2003;
Bende-Nabende, 2002). These dynamic benefits, which are linked to one another, are complementary and there-
fore do not need to be studied separately. Actually, the gain generated by the EDI on one growth factor is likely to
stimulate the development of the other factors, thus forming some kind of synergy.

On the other hand, trade flows and FDI are well known as very important factors in the process of economic
growth. In fact, trade plays the role of upgrading skills through the importation and adoption of a superior pro-
duction and innovation technology. If exporters use the innovation and production technology developed either
by acting as sub-contractors for foreign companies or by competing on international markets, import producers
face competition from foreign companies. They are pushed to adopt capital-intensive production facilities to
face stiff competition from the developing countries where products are generally capital-intensive (Frankel and
Romer, 1999). Therefore, the impact of trade openness on economic growth can be positive and significant mainly
due to the physical capital accumulation and technology transfer.

Most of the previous empirical studies have dealt either with the effect of the interaction between trade and FDI
on economic growth (Selmi et al., 2016) or with the relationship between FDI and economic growth (Lipsey, 2000)
and/or between trade and economic growth (Pahlavani et al., 2005). All these studies concluded that both FDI
tlows and trade promote economic growth. However, they could not provide a conclusive result on the relation-
ship in general and on the meaning of causality in particular in many developing countries. In fact, the increased
effects of FDI and trade flows may vary from one country to another and over time. In some countries, FDI and
trade can even negatively affect economic growth (Xu, 2000).

According to an IMF study, Dabla-Norris and Lahreche (2010) studied the effect on economic growth for a het-
erogeneous group of countries. In fact, for the intermediate and poor but non-oil economies, FDI recorded a
significant impact between 0.5% and 0.7% of growth following an increase of the FDI/GDP ratio of 1%. However,
oil-producing countries have had little or no effect of FDI on growth, regardless of their inflow. This shows a
strong acceleration of FDI for several years, followed by a stronger impact on growth, as if, because of the entry
into a new period.

http://dx.doi.org/10.21511/ed.19(1).2020.01 3
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2. EMPIRICAL METHODOLOGY: MODEL, VARIABLES AND
ESTIMATION TECHNIQUES

Authors purpose here is to see whether the real effective exchange rate (REER) and FDI could have a significant
effect on the economic growth of the countries of the Maghreb region during the recent period, characterized
by a floating exchange rate regime. While the exchange rate may be considered exogenous at the firm level, this
assumption is questionable at the macroeconomic level. Since authors are interested in macroeconomic relations,
the exchange rate and investment should be treated as interactive variables. In addition, given the prospective na-
ture of investment decisions, it is important to use a framework that allows for a more detailed dynamic analysis.

To account for both feedback effects and dynamic effects, for our analysis chose a structural Vector Auto-
Regression (SVAR) model. In the context of VAR models, all variables are considered endogenous, and the anal-
ysis of dynamic structures can take many different forms. An autoregressive representation makes it possible to
apply Granger causality tests, while a moving average representation is used to estimate dynamic responses to
shocks. Although these two types of effects are related, their review provides separate and complementary infor-
mation. In fact, the structural VAR methodology allows in addition to simulate structural shocks.

2.1. Model specification

After a brief overview of the empirical literature and the theoretical and adaptation foundations of a structural
linear dynamic model, will now focus on the appropriate empirical specification of this model in order to resolve
our problem.

In Solow’s model, the increase of the production factors (labor and capital) accounts for some of the growth. Since
there is an increase of the labor force (labor factor) and domestic investments (capital factor) there is growth.
Hover, most of the growth is not explained by these two factors, but is due to a residual factor. This is technical
progress the origin of which is not really known (some say it is a factor “fallen from the sky”).

Other than labor (salaried employment, POP) and capital (Gross Fixed Capital Formation, GFCF as a percentage
of GDP), the other explanatory variables can be presented in three groups. Our approach consists the, in using
three groups of variables in which the estimation, which was carried out between 1980 and 2016, has become
efficient through the use of the criteria of absence of residuals autocorrelation and individual and temporal het-
eroskedasticity. Indeed, the first group of explanatory variables includes the variables relating to economic policy,
namely:

« first, public spending relative to the real GDP (G);

« second, foreign direct investment relative to the real GDP (FDI);
o then, trade openness in relation to real the GDP (TRADE);

« finally, the consumer price index (CPI).

It was shown that the bidirectional causality report between investment and growth is very important for an open
economy. Therefore, investing in a country rather than abroad generates prospects for investment returns, which
refers to domestic opportunities opened up by growth.

The second group of explanatory variables forms monetary variables related to GDP, namely:

« on the one hand, the monetary aggregate (M3);
o on the other hand, private credit (CREDIT), which represents the degree of development of the financial sec-
tor, whose expected positive effects on growth.

The third group of explanatory variables forms exchange rate variables, namely:
o the real effective exchange rate (REER).

In the existing literature, a distinction is made between the short- and long-term effects of shocks. Indeed, real
supply shocks are defined as exogenous changes in commodity prices or energy prices, production shocks or wage
prices. Real demand shocks collect unanticipated changes in consumption, investments or public spending.

4 http://dx.doi.org/10.21511/ed.19(1).2020.01
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2.2. Presentation of the countries studied and descriptive analysis of the variables

The purpose of this section is to describe the sample and provide a descriptive analysis of the variables per country.
In fact, our Panel comprises N=5 Maghreb countries, namely Algeria, Morocco, Mauritania, Libya and Tunisia
between 1980 and 2016, see 37 observations per country. Indeed, and based on the statistics presented in Table 1,
authors will describe the main characteristics of the main variables used in this study.

Table 1. Overall descriptive analysis of basic variables

Source: Author’s calculations.

Designation @ GDPC : POP GFCF FDI REER: CPI TRADE: M3 = G  CREDIT
Average . 3526974 = 4190976  29.05 213 12475 7411 7841 = 5874 7042 3560
Median 651448 2334780 = 27.48 094  104.07 7774 = 6472 5194 7538 2003
Maximum | 179193.80  12,541.810 = 70.48 3717 44753 182.84 22460 253.91 149.00 8116
Minimum 96647 425676 948 000 3001 898 = 2563 1836 2664 391
Standard Deviation = 56,97817 = 3,888.350 ~ 11.37 426  70.83 3778 = 3894 3477 1636  21.04
Skewness 152 088 116 516 230 023 149 241 016 047
Kurtosis 349 220 504 3556 932 248 = 520 1015 668 = 1.93
Jarque-Bera(JB) 7335 2002  73.44 899121 471.66 372  105.82 53116 10518 1560
JB Probability 000 000 - 000 000 000 016 . 000 000 000 000
Observations . 185 185 185 . 185 185 185 185 . 185 . 185 . 185

According to the Figure 1 shows a significant increase of FDI from the mid-2000s to the end of the sample period.
During the 1980/2016 period, the evolution of FDI in this country was assessed at an average of 5.39 with a stand-
ard deviation of 8.34. The set of logarithmic values was between 0.01 and 37.17. Therefore, the sample distribution
of FDI is asymmetrically spread on the right (Skewness=2.38) and strongly leptokurtic (Kurtosis=5.88). Based on
the probability of the Jarque-Bera’s normality test, authors reject the null hypothesis of normality at 5%. Overall,
this variable shows a significant overall growth of 49.72% with an annual growth of 1.13%.

For the real effective exchange rate (REER), the evolution of the 5 countries in the Figure 2 shows a clear differ-
ence until the beginning of the 1990s and thereafter observe the stability of the rates around 100%. For the case
of Tunisia, the evolution of the REER is characterized by an average of 133.5 with a standard deviation of 41. The
set of values is between 94.8 and 220.2. The sample distribution of the TCER is asymmetric spread on the right

o
o |
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o
o |
o
o
58
£S
o
o |
S
o —
T T T T
1980 1990 2000 2010 2020
year
Algeria Libya
Mauritanie Morocco
Tunisia

Figure 1. Trend evolution of FDI per country
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Figure 2. Trend evolution of the REER per country

(Skewness=1.35) and slightly leptokurtic (Kurtosis=0.47). Based on the probability of the Jarque-Bera normality
test, authors reject the null hypothesis of normality at 5%. In total, this variable shows a significant overall de-
crease of -56.82% and an annual of -2.31%.

Overall, authors found that on average, the majority of the series are unstable or in variance, in addition, they
show a strong divergence from one country to another, which proves once again the strong heterogeneity and
dependence between them.

2.3. Integration analysis and cointegration test

The main problems of panel unit root tests are, on the one hand, the form of the heterogeneity of the model used
to test stationarity, which is the simplest form as it consists only in postulating the existence of constants specific
to each individual and, on the other hand, the possible correlations that may exist between individuals. In fact,
taking into account or not these possible inter-individual dependencies opposes two types of generations. Thus,
authors present in Table 2 the results Levin, Lin and Chu (2002, LLC), Im, Pesaran and Shin (2003, IPS) and Hadri
(2000) panel unit root tests.

Table 2. Unit root tests of variables in logarithm

Source: Author’s calculations.

. In level ‘ First difference

Variables r r - ; r r -

: LLC : IPS : Hadri : LLC : IPS : Hadri

LGDPC : 2.053 : 3.012 : 38.76™ : -4.360" : -7.870™" : -1.304
pop e S o e Py ....... e
LGRCE e T ; i i e - S sgs
el o eos e ; ragn e e — i
REER e g ; S B T — e
opp Caeer s ; P T Y — e
TeApE s ass ; g7 P T s
v Sios o ; i g v T r — 0207
LG i omes ; e o e PP e
T T — o83 Cosed phaas e s e P

Notes: *, ** and *** significant at 10%, 5% and 1%, respectively.
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From Table 2, all series failed to pass the three units root tests. It is clear then that the Hadri (2000) test is the most
relevant because all series show the presence of a unit root in level, while the same series accept the null hypothe-
sis of stationarity in first differences. Thus, it can be consider that all the series are integrated of order 1.

Since the majority of the variables are stationary in first difference, it is important to study the existence of a
cointegration relationship between them. Thus, authors have chosen the following step to find out the maximum
delay order in a VAR constructed by the 10 variables in question. With reference to the different criteria’s, the
maximum number of lags chosen is equal to p = 4.

Given the large number of variables in the model (10 variables), authors were able to apply only the Kao test (1999)
where its ADF statistic (-1.681, probability = 0.046) rejects the null hypothesis of absence of cointegration for a
risk of 5%.

From this descriptive diagnosis and the integration of the different variables of model, authors achieved the im-
portant results of the non stability of the variables and the existence of a strong heterogeneity and dependence
between the five the Maghreb countries.

3. ESTIMATES AND INTERPRETATIONS OF THE RESULTS

In this section, authors test econometric model on the representation the SVECM. Therefore, authors construct
a multi-variate vector error-correction model in which the dynamics of growth, the domestic and foreign invest-
ment, the exchange rate, the money supply and the price movements are the combined results of the supply and
demand shocks.

3.1. VECM Modeling

Let a standard VAR be of the following reduced form:

X, =HX, ,+.+HX,  +ute, ey

with t = 1,..., T;i = 1,..., N; k is the model order (number of delays), X, is the vector of the model variables. In
case, X, is of dimension (10; 1) and defined by

x, = [LGDPC, LCREDIT, LFDI, LREER, LGFCF, LCPI, LM3,LTRADE, LPOP, LG|. H is a matrix

of coefficients, €, isan error term (O,Z) and M isa constant.

In accordance with the Engle and Granger representation theorem (1987), in the presence of a cointegration rela-
tion, the standard VAR in the reduced form can be reformulated in an error correction version (VECM):

AX, =I't+AX,  +.+ [ +AX, , +1IX,  +p+te, )

The matrices I' and I1 contain equations. The first concerns short-term stationary relations, while the second
deals with non-stationary long-term relationships. The VAR model representations and its VECM form corre-
spond to the reduced form of the structural VAR presented below:

A(L)X, = Be, ©)
where A is the polynomial matrix with the delay operator L, B is a diagonal matrix, &, is the vector of orthogo-

nal structural shocks of variance-covariance matrix €. Following a series of treatments, come to the following
report:

http://dx.doi.org/10.21511/ed.19(1).2020.01 7
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&, =Gy @)
with &, = B 4, and Q= ;'Y (C;").

The determination of the structural form parameters is possible from the estimated VAR parameters of the re-
duced form, subject to the imposition of a sufficient number of identification restrictions. These identifying con-
straints are either long-term or short-term (contemporary relations).

According to the method of Blanchard and Quah (1989), require the imposition of 45 short-term restrictions
on the number [n(n—l)/2] on the structural form or n = 10. Besides, the identification of the short-term vari-
ance-covariance matrix is based on the Choleski method, followed by the identification technique of Bernanke
and Mihov (1995). The variance-covariance matrix ) contains [n(n+1)/2] independent restrictions. In case, Q)
provides 55 independent restrictions on the number [n(n +1)/ 2].

€ is the vector of structural innovation that responds to system of  which

GDPC _CREDIT _FDI _REER _GFCF _CPI _M3 _TRADE _POP _G .
L E S E L E g g ELE, S E €, ] are respectively the real supply shock,

e'=|e
the credit supply shock, the foreign investment supply shock, the exchange shock, the domestic in-
vestment supply shock , the money demand and supply shock, the trade opening supply shock, the la-
bor demand shock and the public expenditure shock. e, is the vector of residues in the reduced form:

GDPC _CREDIT _FDI _REER GFCF CPI M3 _TRADE _POP G . _ n-l
e[ s & 961 ae[ s & s & & 56 s & 9et ,WlthC()_B AO

In reference to the work of Kim (2001), and according to Goux (2006), no over-identification was possible at
the B-matrix level, which remains simply diagonal. As a consequence, the shock identification scheme based
on the equation of the relationship between structural shocks and reduced-form disturbances is insufficient, i.e.

Bgit = AOeit .

With reference to the lower triangular shape of the matrix 4, competitiveness should respond in the short term
GDPC . . . .

to the real supply shock e, =~ However, authors have considered that, unlike production for domestic consump-

tion, which is immediately affected by a real supply shock (Blanchard & Quah, 1989), production for foreign mar-

kets is not instantaneously influenced by a variation not anticipated from domestic production.

As aresult, the external supply of domestic goods and services, and therefore GDPC, does not respond to the real
domestic supply shock in the short term, but rather in the long term. In other words, this type of growth shock has
no permanent effect on the competitiveness of foreign or domestic investment in the short term. As a result, the
growth shock is identified as the only shock that can have a long-term effect on itself. This restriction is justified
by the fact that study focuses on small economies the market power of which in the world market is quite limited.

The credit shock has an instantaneous influence on both the external (FDI, REER) and domestic variables (CPI,
M3 and G) while the credit reaction function on per capita output is zero, which implies the absence of a credit
effect on real domestic production (Citu & Twanddle, 2003). This manipulation of the theoretical consideration
therefore imposes an additional restriction on the non-significant coefficient: a, =a,,=a, =0.

The FDI shock has a significant impact on the labor force, the exchange rate and the price level. On the other hand,
there is no direct relationship with domestic production, which implies the absence of the effect of FDI shocks on
real domestic production. This operation of the theoretical consideration therefore imposes the following restric-
tiOnS: a31:a32:a34:a35:a36:a37:a38:a39:a310:0'

The exchange rate shock has an immediate influence on the external variables (FDI, TRADE) as well as the
domestic ones, such as GFCF and CPI while the real exchange rate response function on the domestic produc-
tion index is zero, which implies the absence of the effect of exchange rate shocks on the real domestic produc-
tion (Citu & Twanddle, 2003). This leads us to impose additional restrictions on the non-significant coefficient:
a,=a,=a, =a, =a =a =a =a, =0. A domestic investment shock (GFCF) affects only the domestic variables

8 http://dx.doi.org/10.21511/ed.19(1).2020.01
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(GDPH, M3 and POP), but has no effect on the external ones, which leads us to impose additional restrictions on
the non-significant coefficient a_,=a, =a, =0.

However, according to the contribution of Kim and Roubini (2000), the monetary policy is conducted on the basis
of the money supply and the nominal short-term exchange rate. This function implies that the monetary authori-
ties determine the short-term consumer price index based on the values of these two variables (money supply and
nominal exchange rate).

Elsewhere, Sims and Zha (1998) argue that monetary policy does not respond instantly to shocks affecting real
output or prices. This underlying assumption is authenticated by Peersman and Smets (2001) using the same prin-
ciple. In fact, the argument lies in the absence of contemporary data on prices and actual output when monetary
policy decisions are made. In addition, the lack of immediate short-term CPI response to structural shocks in real
supply and demand is particularly relevant for the monetary policy of the Maghreb countries, due to short-term
CPI smoothing by the TCB to preserve financial stability. In the context of work, this argument reflects the bur-
den of a constraint of the short-term nullity of the insignificant coefficients: a_,=a_=a =a_=a =0.

This specification implies the nullity of the short-term impact of money supply shocks on both the real output
and the real effective exchange rate. Moreover, trade openness is very important for the equilibrium of the trade
balance of the Maghreb countries. Notwithstanding, its effect is examined only on short-term domestic produc-
tion but with no effect on the external variables. This explains that supply and external demand shocks are not
affected by shocks to the short-term trade openness. Therefore, get the following restrictions: a,,=a , =a, =0.

The labor force shock can have an effect only on domestic production and the capital stock. In addition, lower wag-
es in the Maghreb countries encourage foreigners to invest as long as the political and security environment is fa-
vorable. Given such conditions, authors propose the following constraints: a,,=a ,=a, =a, =0. Moreover, a consum-
er spending shock will have a significant effect on economic growth, employment, money supply, CPI and trade

openness. Taking into account such conditions, authors allocate the following constraints:a, =a =a ,=a . =a, =0.

In total, the system consists of the following 10 equations:

b £P7C = g0PPC 4 g oCREDIT | g oFP +al4eREER a6 +q e +alseTRADE+al9etP0P+alloetG;
b, gCREDIT _ etLREDIT Fay e g ol g oM g P 4 g oF 4 g OO,

b =™

b 655 = oRFER | oM.

b7 = 4, P 1 g_¢ eCREDIT el a56 el tage™ ta e ™ 4 g ol G
bye " =a,e’” +e +age’ +aye +agel;

b e = a, TP 4 g ofP 4 g oRFER 4o oOFCF L M5 | g o eTRADE

b = ag, "™ + age™ +age + ag e + el + age”

b99gz =4y €, e + aose "+ Ays€, 7+ a9seTRADE + et ot a9loezG;

Bios = aype.™" + aye ™ +ayel” +ay,e” + el

3.2. Impulse function and variance decomposition

The decomposition of the variance of forecast errors and the shock response functions are two traditional and
relevant exercises that highlight the internal dynamics of a variance system. Table 3 presents the results of the
decomposition of the variance of the forecasting error of foreign direct investment (FDI).

Indeed, the foreign direct investment shock contributes about 65% of its change. This predominance of the foreign
direct investment shock persists in both the short and long term. On the other hand, are witnessing weak incre-
mental contributions with close proportions for shocks; real Supply, credit and commercial openness. The most
insignificant factor in explaining the variance of FDI is the one attributed to shocks in domestic investment, public
expenditure, and money supply to the extent that they never exceed 4% of GDP of the variability of this variable.
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Figure 3. Reaction of different shocks to foreign direct investment (FDI)
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Table 3. Decomposition of the Variance of Foreign Direct Investment (FDI)

Source: Author’s calculations.

Real = Credit Jforeign . Domestic

Perlod.SuppIy Supply Exchange : Exchange : Investment'Monetag" Monetary' Trade Labor = _Public

Shock Shock  Supply Shock  supply  PERERT JURRY supply TgRend SRERCie.
1 0.000 0000 = 100.000 . 0000 0000 0000 . 0000 . 0000 0000 0000
2 1166 1.962 91212 . 0451 0160 0231 0293 1619 . 0482 = 2724
3 1769 = 1724 = 88260 1640 0490 0210 = 0866 1627 = 0433 = 20981
4 1906 1633 . 85197 3522 0696 0248 1639 1558 0485 = 3117
5 2014 = 1539 = 81826 = 5569 1014 0236 = 2493 1471 = 0702 = 3136
6 2036 1453 78041 7878 1416 0222 3242 1395 = 1259 3060
7 2010 1377 . 74369 9915 1907 = 0217 3807 1331 = 2122 = 2944
8 1961 1312 70940 = 11595 = 2483 . 0230 4160  1.289 . 3211 = 2817
9 1899 1258 67850 = 12.871 = 3129 0265 = 4326 1278 4428 2696
10 1835 | 1216 = 65149 = 13749 3820 . 0317 . 4350 1309 @ 5665 =  2.589

The response function of FDI to shocks is shown in Figure 3. The results show that FDI responds to structural
shocks in real supply and credit in the same way. The supply shock effect is reflected in the slight but persistent
but insignificant increase during the forecasting period. While, the credit shock causes a decrease during the first
three years, then it vanishes until the end of the period.

However, authors are interested in the influences of the exchange rate impulses on FDI. Under the assumption
of an active transmission power of the nominal exchange rate to FDI, the nominal exchange rate variation leads
to a variation of the FDI. Indeed, in the long term, we observe a positive and significant effect of exchange shock
until the twentieth forecasting period. Then, this shock vanishes at the end of the period. Finally, the FDI shock
response function shows a fairly weak effect of the consumer price index shock on FDI. Indeed, in the long run,
the shock effect of FDI is insignificant on the price level.

From the variance decomposition in Table 4, we observe a predominance of external shocks in the explanation of
the real effective exchange rate fluctuations. This predominance is mainly attributable to shocks to trade opening,
which contributes about 95% of the exchange rate fluctuations whatever the horizon chosen. For the domestic
shocks, results show that their contribution to nominal exchange rate fluctuations remains very limited. Indeed,
we find from the variance analysis that the share of the exchange rate variability due to different domestic shocks
(real supply, credit, domestic investment, supply and demand, and demand shock of work) hardly exceeds 3%,
except in the case of a public expenditure shock of 7%.

Table 4. Variance Decomposition of the Real Effective Exchange Rate (REER)

Source: Author’s calculations.

: : Foreign : Domestic Open :
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Shock Shock  SuPPly  Shock' Supply -~ “groch® SWRY supply Pghand SRR

Shoc Shock
1 0103 = 0028 0237 1094 1134 1926 0363 = 94448 0060 . 0.606
2 0212 0058 0438 0709 2966 2045 0168 = 93471 = 0027  0.506
'3 0369 0071 . 0283 0794 3592 1957  0.264 91677 = 0026 . 0967
4 0442 0148 = 0389 1100 3780 1973 0468  89.891  0.079 = 1731
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10 0.451 : 1.858 1.037 : 2780 : 2.997 : 1.913 {2336 : 78408 : 1286 @ 6.933

However, depending on the nature of their shock effects, as presented in Figure 4, it is remarkable that the contri-
bution of external shocks (FDI and TRADE) to the effective exchange rate fluctuations is significant throughout
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Figure 4. Reaction of different shocks on the exchange rate (REER)

the forecasting period. Indeed, the currency shock responds positively and significantly to the shock of FDI which
is negatively affected by the shock of commercial opening.

Regarding the contribution of domestic shocks to the level of the effective exchange rate, the shock response func-
tions revealed a significant effect of the monetary demand shock (CPI) and the domestic investment supply shock
(GFCEF) on the exchange rate. This result is perfectly consistent with the conclusions drawn from the decomposi-
tion of the variance. Indeed, the exchange rate shock response function shows a weak or even a negative effect of
the shocks (real supply, credit, money supply and public expenditure) on the long-term exchange rate.
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CONCLUSION

In this article, authors estimated the dynamic behavior of regional economic activity following real effective ex-
change rate and FDI shocks using Structural Autoregressive Vector (SVAR) methodology with annual data over
the same time interval. In this way, the results of the estimation of these models show a regional dynamic, that is
to say that the order of the regions with respect to their respective sensitivity to changes in the real exchange rate
is the same. These countries have negative and statistically significant responses, while the responses of economic
activity are much weaker and not significant. As with the previous approach, the sensitivity analysis performed
on the SVAR models suggests that the results are very robust.

Briefly, authors were able to demonstrate initially that FDI and REER stimulate economic growth in the Maghreb
economies in exchange for regime transmutations. In addition, the participation of FDI in socio-economic de-
velopment seems weakly significant, without the implementation of a policy of support and guidance aimed at
reducing the catastrophic effects on the economy and converging its investments towards sectors with high added
value. Indeed, the economic privileges of the IDE are indisputable, but are not certain, to bring the maximum
benefits of the establishment of foreign firms in the host country. It is essential that firms have appropriate situ-
ations that encourage domestic as well as foreign investment that encourage innovation and improve skills, and
contribute to a competitive climate.

In addition, the economic growth in Tunisia and Morocco is real despite the fragility of the latter. On the oth-
er hand, in Algeria, Mauritania and Libya, the economic development is unreal (fictitious) since it refers to the
growth of hydrocarbon exports but not that of products and services (rentier economy). Based on this reality, au-
thors cannot overlook the economic performance achieved in recent years by hydrocarbonate-production coun-
tries, such as Algeria.
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