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Abstract 

It is known that periods of high uncertainty in a country have significant effects on economic 

activities. Therefore, monetary policymakers should consider the degree of uncertainty in the 

decision-making process. In Turkey, changing the form of government from the parliamentary 

system to a presidential system in 2018, combined with the global Covid pandemic that started in 

2020, caused an extraordinary increase in uncertainty and became one of the main sources of 

economic problems in the country. This study quantifies the effects of uncertainty on the Turkish 

economy through an SVAR model estimated with Bayesian techniques. The results show that 

high uncertainty has a negative and significant effect on economic activities, mainly with the 

decrease in consumption and investment expenditures. The Central Bank of the Republic of 

Turkey reacts to these developments with an expansionary monetary policy that injects liquidity 

into the economy. However, it should not be overlooked that such a policy has limitations due to 

its long-term negative effects. 
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1. Introduction 

In an economy, uncertainty shocks are defined as one of the main drivers of business cycles 

(Ludvigson et al., 2021; Bloom, 2009). The fact that the two major declines observed in real 

economic activities during the last century, namely the Great Depression and the Covid-19 

Recession, are matched with the uncertainty shocks, strengthens this idea. In this case, the degree 

of uncertainty in the economy should be taken into account while making monetary policy 

decisions. Despite this importance, there is no consensus in the literature on the definition of the 

phenomenon of uncertainty. Different methods have been developed to measure the effects of 

uncertainty on real economic activities. Over time, conceptually different indicators have 

emerged in terms of both the methods and the source of information used (Deutsche 

Bundesbank-DB, 2018). Studies using different methods and information sets have proven that 

uncertainty has negative effects on both micro and macroeconomic variables. 

Different events, both in the world economy and in individual countries, and different factors 

playing a role in these events have encouraged the conduct of more studies analyzing the 

economic effects of uncertainty. Globalization, economic and financial crises, volatility in raw 
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931material and food prices, tensions in international trade, developments with global 

repercussions (such as Brexit) can be considered prominent events, among others. The recent 

global Covid-19 pandemic has led to the emergence of new studies to evaluate its effects on the 

volume of world economic activity. A group of these studies focused on the effects of this 

epidemic through the uncertainty channel and found negative results for the volume of economic 

activity (Baker et al. 2020; Leduc&Liu, 2020, Pinshi, 2020; Pellegrino et al., 2020; 

Marschner&Ceretta, 2021, Blot et al., 2020; Prabheesh et al, 2021). 

In this study, a structural vector autoregressive (SVAR) model estimated by Bayesian techniques 

is used to quantify the economic effects of uncertainty in the Turkish case. The Turkey 

Uncertainty Index (WUI_TUR) obtained from the World Uncertainty Index (WUI) website was 

used to represent the level of uncertainty. This index makes it possible to distinguish periods of 

high uncertainty, often symbolized by political and social instability, and to a lesser extent by an 

economic slowdown. The emergence of Covid-19 during the political transition period in which 

Turkey transformed from a parliamentary system to a presidential one in 2018 created an 

extraordinary increase in uncertainty. According to the empirical results obtained, periods of 

high uncertainty have a significant negative impact on economic activities in Turkey. This 

negative effect is mainly transmitted to the economy through a decrease in consumption and 

investment expenditures. The Central Bank of the Republic of Turkey (CBRT) reacts with an 

expansionary monetary policy by injecting liquidity into the economy in these periods. However, 

it is a well-known fact that this kind of expansionary policy has its limits. 

In the following part of the study, a brief literature review is presented by emphasizing the 

findings obtained in some previous studies regarding the main economic consequences of 

uncertainty. The third section describes the general characteristics of high uncertainty periods 

and discusses how the CBRT reacted during the review period. The fourth section explains the 

main features of the estimation method used, while the fifth section discusses the data set used 

and the results obtained. In the sixth section, the conclusions are highlighted. 

2. Literature Review 

As stated in Bachmann et al. (2013), the phenomenon of uncertainty is included in the economic 

analysis in Thorstein Veblen's 1904 work titled "The Theory of Business Enterprise" and Joseph 

A. Schumpeter’s 1912 work titled “The Theory of Economic Development. An Inquiry into 

Profits, Capital, Credit, Interest and the Business Cycle”. Uncertainty as an economic concept 

was first defined by Knight (1921) as "the inability of economic agents to predict the probability 

of occurrence of events". In other words, uncertainty is the inability of the public to determine 

the possible future state of the economy. A high level of uncertainty about the future limits the 

decision-making skills of economic agents. With the work of Bernanke (1983) in the 1980s, the 

number of studies focusing specifically on the economic effects of uncertainty began to increase. 

The 2008 Global Financial Crisis and the 2020 Covid-19 pandemic have led to a renewed 

interest of decision-makers and economists on the channels through which uncertainty arises and 

affects the economy. 

The general conclusion reached by the literature on uncertainty can be summarized as "it is a 

phenomenon that decision-makers should consider more in the formulation of monetary policy 
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decisions and crisis management" (for example, Bernanke, 1983; Greenspan, 2004; Bloom, 2009 

and 2014; Aastveit et al., 2013; Pinshi, 2020; Priyaranjan&Pratap, 2020; Pellegrino et al., 2020; 

Marschner&Ceretta, 2021). Pinshi (2020) divides the uncertainty that a central bank should 

consider in making monetary policy decisions into three groups: uncertainty about the state of 

the economy, uncertainty about the structure of the economy, and strategic uncertainty. 

Therefore, the evaluation of the economic effects of uncertainty primarily depends on the 

adequate determination of this phenomenon (DB, 2018). Although there are theoretical 

developments regarding the definition of the uncertainty concept, a widely accepted definition 

could not be reached and, as a result, different uncertainty criteria have emerged. These criteria 

are conceptually different from each other in terms of both the source of the information and the 

methodology used in the process of establishing them. According to DB (2018), which gives a 

comprehensive review of the different types of uncertainty indicators that have been developed 

in the literature, these indicators are a combination of uncertainty, risk and, in certain cases, 

surprises. 

Given the nature of the uncertainty concept, theoretically, there may be a vast number of 

transmission channels through which uncertainty can have a negative impact on production 

volume (Bloom, 2014). The most studied and different results obtained transmission channel is 

the one that works through investments. This channel is often known as the "real options" 

channel and states that uncertainty will cause firms to delay investments and employment 

(Bernanke, 1983; Caballerro, 1991; Pindyck, 1991). As stated by Bertola&Caballero (1994), the 

direction of the relationship between variables representing investments and uncertainty cannot 

be proven a priori. A wide number of studies reach the conclusion that the relationship between 

uncertainty and investments is the inverse direction (Bloom, 2014). However, there are also 

opinions suggesting that uncertainty may have a positive effect on economic activities under 

certain conditions. According to the Oi-Hartman-Abel effect, if firms think that it will be 

beneficial to adapt to different economic and political conditions in the future, uncertainty can 

have a positive effect on investments and therefore on economic activities (Abel, 1983). 

However, it is believed that such an effect can only be strong in the long run. According to a 

transmission channel that we can call the “cost of financing” channel, it is possible to experience 

a decrease in investments due to the increased risk premium and the correspondingly rising 

borrowing cost (Christiano et al., 2014; Arellano et al., 2017). 

It is also necessary to mention the studies which determine that uncertainty will have negative 

effects on employment and consumption. In the employment context, employers may prefer a 

wait-and-see approach before hiring workers, which contributes to higher unemployment (Baker 

et al., 2016; Caggiano et al., 2017; Leduc&Liu, 2020). According to the "precautionary savings" 

channel operating at the household level, in times of high uncertainty, households reduce their 

expenditures for prudence and increase their savings. This causes a decrease in consumption, 

especially in the demand for durable goods (Basu&Bundick, 2017; Belke&Kronen, 2017), 

resulting in a contraction in output level. 

The results obtained on the effect of uncertainty on prices make it difficult to reach a final 

decision. In some studies, results indicate that inflation decreases as a sign that production and 

prices move in the same direction (Leduc&Liu, 2016). However, it is necessary to mention the 

studies that provide evidence that inflation increases due to the fact that firms increase prices in 
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the face of the negative effect of uncertainty shocks (Born&Pfeifer, 2014). There are also studies 

that have found that increasing uncertainty does not have a significant effect on inflation (DB, 

2018). 

Much of the literature on uncertainty and its economic effects uses data from developed 

countries. The number of studies on the economic effects of uncertainty in emerging markets is 

limited (see, for instance, Carriere&Cespedes, 2013; Abiad et al.,2016; Cerda et al., 2018; 

Pinshi, 2020 and Sahinoz&Cosar, 2020). However, emerging economies are more volatile than 

developed economies in terms of macroeconomic variables. Given that these countries need 

more external financial resources to maintain stable economic growth, it can be easily 

understood that reducing uncertainties arising from domestic factors is of vital importance. As an 

emerging economy, the number of research on the economic effects of uncertainty in Turkey is 

quite limited, although it has increased due to the Covid-19 pandemic. For instance, in her study, 

Guney (2018) examines the effect of uncertainty on the monetary policy response function and 

finds that the output gap increases in the face of uncertainty. The study uses the GMM estimation 

technique for the 2002-2015 monthly data and the uncertainty is included in the analysis with the 

standard deviation of the year-end annual inflation expectations obtained from the CBRT's 

survey. In the study of Sahinoz&Cosar (2020), a composite uncertainty index based on 

newspaper coverage frequency is developed for Turkey and the relationship between uncertainty 

and basic macroeconomic variables is investigated through a VAR model estimated for the 2006-

2017 period. While the results show that increasing uncertainty has a negative effect on 

economic growth, consumption and investments, it is determined that the most intense negative 

effect is on investments. In a recent study, Mugaloglu et al. (2021) create an economic 

uncertainty index for the 2011-2020 period by using basic macroeconomic indicators through 

principal component analysis. In the study, the effect of the uncertainty shock experienced 

during the Covid-19 period on economic activities is investigated through a SVAR model. The 

results obtained point to a serious decrease in output due to the contraction in the production of 

intermediate and industrial goods. 

3. Uncertainty in Turkey: Some Stylized Facts 

Quantitative determination of the macroeconomic effects of uncertainty is carried out by using 

various indicators that are thought to represent the phenomenon of uncertainty. Some studies use 

more than one indicator to support and verify the results obtained. In this study, the phenomenon 

of uncertainty is included in the analysis by using WUI_TUR (the sub-index of the World 

Uncertainty Index (WUI)) calculated for Turkey by Ahir et al. (2022). Depending on the method 

used in its creation, this indicator falls within the scope of criteria based on newspapers, but 

instead of information in newspapers, information in economic reports is used. In the creation of 

the indicator, the number of occurrences of the word "uncertainty" and its derivatives in the 

quarterly country reports published by the Economist Intelligence Unit (EUI) of The Economist 

magazine is used, and they calculate uncertainty indices at a quarterly frequency for 143 

countries.EIU reports take the key political and economic developments in each country and 

make predictions for the future course of the related country." The indices are normalized by the 

total number of words and rescaled by multiplying by 1,000. A higher number means higher 
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uncertainty and vice versa" (Ahir et al., 2022). The course of the uncertainty indicator calculated 

for Turkey in the period considered in this study (1987 – 2021) is shown in Figure 1. 

 

Note: WUITUR: Uncertainty index for Turkey, WUITURMA3: 3-Quarter Moving Average of 

WUITUR, AVERAGE: Simple Mean of WUITUR 

Figure 1: WUI_TUR Uncertainty Index (1987 – 2021) 

3.1. Developments in the Uncertainty Index for Turkey 

The political, social and economic developments in the periods when the uncertainty index 

peaked above the average are summarized in Table 1, and the monetary policy responses in these 

periods are discussed in the next section. 
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Table 1: Political, Social and Economic Developments That Create Uncertainty in Turkey 

Year Sources of Uncertainty 

1988 Iran-Iraq war, the assassination attempt on Prime Minister 

1990 Political assassinations, Iraqi invasion of Kuwait, increased risk of war 

1991 
First Gulf War, political assassinations, change of government, disintegration process in the Soviet 

Union, parliamentary elections, change of government 

1992 
Increasing political tension, terrorist acts intensifying in Southeast Anatolia, military operations 

launched in Northern Iraq 

1993 
Political assassinations, death of the President, change in political cadres, Sivas massacre, change of 

government 

1994 Political assassinations, intensifying acts of terrorism, economic crisis 

1995 Parliamentary elections 

1996 
Political assassinations, increasing terrorist acts, government change, Susurluk scandal (politics-mafia 

relationship) and increasing social-political tension 

1997 “February 28” military memorandum 

1999 
Parliamentary elections, government change, Marmara earthquake, political assassinations, banking 

sector crisis 

2000 Increasing social and political tension, bank failures 

2001 
Political assassinations, transformation of political crisis into economic crisis, political party closure 

decisions, Twin Towers attack 

2002 Parliamentary elections 

2003 Second Gulf War, refusal to accept foreign troops 

2004 Ongoing Second Gulf War, major management changes in politics and the Army 

2007 Parliamentary elections, referendum (related to the way the President is elected) 

2008 
The global financial crisis, Ergenekon investigation (army-related operation), closure case against the 
ruling party 

2009 
Tension with Israel, closure of political parties, "Solution Process" decisions for Southeastern Anatolia, 

political assassinations 

2011 Parliamentary elections 

2012 Tension with Syria, increasing political and social tension, arrest of the former Chief of General Staff 

2013 
Increasing political tension due to corruption allegations, dismissal of some ministers, mass terrorist 

attacks, increasing social unrest (“Gezi Park” events) 

2014 
Increasing political and social tension due to corruption allegations, Presidential elections, change of 

government 

2015 

Increasing political and social tension due to corruption allegations, Parliamentary elections, terrorist 

acts intensifying in Southeast Anatolia and restrictive measures taken (such as curfews), renewed 

Parliamentary elections, tension with Syria, beginning of the refugee problem 

2016 
Increasing political and social tension, intensifying terrorist attacks, military coup attempt, military 

intervention in Syria 

2017 Referendum for the transition to the presidential system 

2018 
Military operations launched in Iraq and Syria, tension with Israel, President and Parliament elections, 

tension with the USA (Priest Bronson), murder of Cemal Khashoggi (Saudi journalist) 

2019 
Local elections, cancellation of local election in Istanbul and re-election, the military operation in Syria 

and therefore political tension with the USA 

2020 Military operations in Syria, the Covid-19 pandemic and the onset of restrictions on social life 

2021 

Increasing restrictions due to the pandemic (such as curfews, the closing of cafes and restaurants), 

dismissal of various ministers and Central Bank governor, unrealistic interest rate cuts by the Central 
Bank, increasing economic instability, exchange rate interventions 
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3.2. Monetary Policy Response 

The 1990s was a period in which inflation rapidly increased, the Turkish lira depreciated and the 

CBRT resources continued to be used due to the inability to maintain the budget balance, in 

short, fiscal dominance in monetary policy increased (see the main economic indicators shown in 

Figure 2 below). The most important developments that left their mark on the period are the 

uncertainty created by the early election decision taken with the Gulf Crisis that started in 1990. 

During this period, the CBRT had to sell foreign currency in order to eliminate the negative 

effects of the net short-term capital outflow, the CBRT resources were used extensively in public 

finance and the Bank carried out open market operations to attract excess liquidity in the market. 

The Turkish economy faced a new crisis in 1994 due to the rise in public expenditures and the 

intense funding of the CBRT to the public, the consolidation of the public's debts to the CBRT in 

1993, the high current account deficit, the overvalued Turkish lira, and the fragile structure of the 

banking sector. In this period, the CBRT continued to provide financing to the Treasury while 

trying to create stability in the foreign exchange markets by using its foreign exchange reserves. 

 

 

 

 
Note: Interest rate shows the level of short-term interest rate. 

Figure 2: Growth Rates of Main Macroeconomic Variables 
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A series of economic measures were put into effect in April 1994 to restore stability in the 

economy. The measures aimed, in the short term, to reduce the inflation rate from 120 percent to 

reasonable levels, to ensure equilibrium in financial markets and exchange rates and, in the 

medium term, to achieve sustainable growth by providing a permanent solution to the problems 

of public and current account deficits. In addition, steps were taken to increase the CBRT's 

autonomy and the CBRT's control area over short-term interest rates was increased. 

In the second half of the 1990s, the fragility of the economy increased due to high real interest 

rates, high inflation, unstable growth, budget deficits, increasing debt stock, polit ical instability 

and problems stemming from the banking sector. Crises in Southeast Asia, Russia and Brazil 

also had an increasing effect on the vulnerabilities of the economy. In this framework, in 1996-

1997, the CBRT implemented policies aimed at stabilizing financial markets instead of reducing 

inflation. In 1996, the short-term advance rate provided to the Treasury was also reduced, and the 

practice of giving loans to other public institutions was stopped. In July 1997, with a protocol 

signed between the CBRT and the Treasury, the Treasury completely gave up using the short-

term advance mechanism. 

By 1999, the Turkish economy was faced with high real interest rates, high debt stock, high 

inflation and economic contraction problems due to external shocks. At the end of the year, a 

stand-by agreement was signed with the IMF and a program based on the exchange rate anchor 

was started to implement. Until November 2000, the program predictions were realized and the 

liquidity management was carried out in line with the previously announced targets within the 

program announced to the public. However, due to the fact that the structural change envisaged 

by the economic program could not be realized at the desired level, a loss of confidence began in 

the economy at the end of 2000 and Turkey experienced the deepest financial stalemate in its 

recent history.As a result of the 2001 Crisis that emerged with the deepening of the loss of 

confidence, the exchange rate-based stabilization program was terminated, and the exchange 

rates were left to fluctuate with the joint decision of the CBRT and the Government in February 

2001. 

The post-crisis period was a turning point for the Turkish economy and it was aimed to achieve a 

permanent structural transformation in many areas of the economy, including central banking.In 

this context, a new stand-by agreement signed with the IMF in May 2001 began to be 

implemented. With the program, it is aimed to reduce uncertainty in financial markets by taking 

measures regarding the banking sector, to ensure stability in interest rates and exchange rates, to 

use macroeconomic policies effectively in the fight against inflation and to create a sustainable 

growth environment. The CBRT's practice of financing public deficits by making advances and 

loans to the Treasury and other public institutions has been legally terminated. In addition, an 

important step was taken toward making monetary policy decisions within a more institutional 

structure by establishing the Monetary Policy Committee. 

In 2002, the CBRT started to implement the implicit inflation targeting regime to ensure price 

stability, which is its main target. In this period, the CBRT aimed to establish the preconditions 

for the transition to the explicit inflation targeting regime and took important steps to improve 

the institutional infrastructure of the monetary policy. In this process, the CBRT activated its 
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institutional framework, laid out its communication policy more clearly, expanded its 

information set and developed inflation forecasting methods. 

As a result of the structural transformation moves in the economy and the implicit inflation 

targeting regime practices of the CBRT, inflation remained below the targets for four years after 

2002. Inflation fell to 9.3 percent in 2004 decreasing to a single digit for the first time in 30 

years. The year 2005 was declared as the "transition year" before the explicit inflation targeting 

regime and the technical preparations required by the regime were completed within this year. In 

2005, one of the most striking and important economic decisions in the history of the Republic 

was made, and six zeros were removed from the Turkish lira, with a significant decrease in 

inflation and an increase in confidence that low inflation rates would continue. In 2006, the 

CBRT started to implement the explicit inflation targeting regime, taking into account the 

realization of the prerequisites for the inflation targeting regime to a large extent. 

The reflections of the global crisis, which started in the financial markets of developed countries 

and deepened to cover the whole world as of the last quarter of 2008, continued to be effective 

throughout 2009 as well, even though they decreased. Since the last quarter of 2008, the sharp 

contraction in total demand and the decline in commodity prices have led to a rapid decline in 

inflation rates all over the world. In the face of all these developments, the CBRT followed an 

active policy and focused on limiting the possible damage of the crisis on economic activity. In 

this context, the CBRT started the monetary expansion process in November 2008 and was one 

of the earliest central banks to initiate interest rate cuts among developing countries. Anticipating 

that the probability of inflation remain below the target increased in 2009, the CBRT became the 

central bank that made the most rate cuts among the countries that implemented inflation 

targeting. 

After the global financial crisis that affected the world since the last quarter of 2008, risk appetite 

increased and the volatility of short-term capital flows increased. These developments have led 

central banks to seek alternative policies by increasing awareness of financial stability. Similarly, 

the CBRT started to implement a new monetary policy mix by expanding the framework of the 

explicit inflation targeting regime to include financial stability as well as to limit macro-financial 

risks. In this direction, the CBRT has developed new instruments such as the interest rate 

corridor and the Reserve Option Mechanism to support financial stability without compromising 

price stability. Accordingly, in 2012, the inflation rate was 6.16 percent and the lowest year-end 

consumer inflation in the last 44 years was reached. 

Despite the limited recovery observed in developed countries in 2015, the weakening trend in 

global economic activity continued with the slowdown in developing countries. In this period, 

financial markets followed a volatile course mainly as a result of uncertainties regarding global 

monetary policies and growth concerns. The financial asset prices of developing countries were 

also significantly affected by these fluctuations. During the year, risk premium indicators of 

developing countries deteriorated, portfolio flows towards these countries displayed a weak 

outlook and local currencies depreciated. The reflections of these general global trends, with the 

addition of domestic developments and geopolitical risks, were also felt heavily on the Turkish 

economy. In this process, by actively using the 1-week repo rate, interest rate corridor, TL and 

foreign currency liquidity policies and required reserve instruments, the CBRT implemented 
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policies aimed at limiting the negative effects of internal and external uncertainties on the 

Turkish economy and eliminating the deterioration in the inflation. 

2018 has been a period of significant shocks in different dimensions of the Turkish economy. 

The uncertainty created by the depreciation of the Turkish lira in the third quarter of the year and 

the tightening in financial conditions affected domestic demand and loan supply. Consumer 

inflation increased mainly due to the depreciation of the Turkish lira and the consequent 

deterioration in producer prices and pricing behavior. During this period, it is witnessed that a 

strong monetary tightening was implemented against the risks related to the deterioration in the 

pricing behavior and the inflation outlook. 

In 2019, the CBRT determined its monetary policy stance to ensure the continuation of the 

disinflation process and effectively used macroprudential tools such as required reserves for 

financial stability. While the CBRT kept the policy rate constant in the first half of the year, it 

reduced the policy rate by 12 points in total, taking into account the improvement in the inflation 

outlook as of July. 

By 2020, economic activity started to weaken as of mid-March due to the effects of the Covid-19 

pandemic on foreign trade, tourism and domestic demand. The slowdown in the economy 

became evident in April and spread across sectors. With the sharp contraction in global 

economic activity, especially in the European region, which is Turkey's main trading partner, 

export opportunities have weakened significantly and tourism activities have come to a standstill 

after international travel restrictions. Movement restrictions, such as economic shutdowns and 

curfews, which were strictly enforced until May, adversely affected economic activity and 

employment, most notably in the services sector most affected by the pandemic. With the 

gradual easing of the pandemic-related restrictions since mid-May, the impact of supportive 

policies on domestic demand and economic activity became evident. With the significant 

relaxation in financial conditions and strong credit momentum, deferred domestic demand came 

into play quickly and a strong recovery was achieved in the economy with the support of 

exports./The rapid recovery in the economy, driven by the strong credit momentum, had 

significant repercussions on the external equilibrium and inflation outlook. While the rapid 

expansion in loans and monetary aggregates in a short time supported the recovery in economic 

activity, it adversely affected the inflation and current account equilibrium. Despite the 

improvement in export volume, the current account deficit increased rapidly with the decline in 

service revenues, especially tourism, and the recovery in imports. In this period, in addition to 

global uncertainties, the deterioration in domestic inflation expectations and the strengthening of 

the dollarization trend increased the demand for gold and adversely affected the external 

equilibrium. 

Despite the limiting effects of the pandemic in the first quarter of 2021, economic activity 

remained strong due to domestic and foreign demand. With the relaxation of pandemic 

restrictions at the beginning of March, economic activity revived in services and related sectors. 

In the second quarter of the year, economic activity remained above its long-term trend, although 

it lost some momentum due to the pandemic restrictions and the tightening in financial 

conditions. The spread of vaccination throughout the society allowed the services, tourism and 
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related sectors that were adversely affected by the pandemic to revive and economic activity to 

be maintained with a more balanced composition. 

4. Model and Estimation Methodology 

In order to quantify the effect of uncertainty experienced in Turkey on economic activities, it has 

been preferred to use a structural VAR model estimated by Bayesian techniques has been 

preferred. Such multi-equation models allow the determination of dynamic relationships among a 

large number of variables. For this reason, these models are one of the basic tools used to 

understand the effects of uncertainty correctly. 

4.1. SVAR Model 

The basis of structural VAR models is the use of residual terms derived from individual 

equations to describe the determinants of the model (structural shocks). The SVAR model is 

represented as follows: 

 

This equation states that a  vector of the endogenous variable is associated with  

matrix of structural coefficients and vector of white noise residuals . If we pre-

multiply this equation with the inverse of , we get the following equation (4): 

 

 

 

In the last equation, it is defined that and. Constraints that allow the 

identification of structural shocks affecting each of the SVAR variables are included in the 

model through the matrixΩ.For this purpose, long-term restrictions are handled recursively using 

this matrix. Model identification is usually achieved by Cholesky decomposition of residuals. 

Recursive SVAR type models are identified by short-term restrictions on the effects of structural 

shocks (Lütkepohl, 2017). This means that Γ or Ψ matrices are constrained to the lower or upper 

triangle in equation (1). If the SVAR is configured as Γ or Ψ, an estimate of Ψ can be 

constructed from the inverse of the estimate of Γ or vice versa. In a recursive model, partial 

identification may also be possible if only one economic relationship is defined or only one 

structural shock is dealt with (Lütkepohl, 2017). 

4.2 Bayesian Estimation 

An important point in SVAR-type models is the estimation, and this process depends on the type 

of identification being made (it should be noted that this is a model-specific function as well). 

After the model is constructed with the restrictions, following the recommendations in 

Kilian&Lütkepohl (2017), it can be estimated using ordinary least squares, generalized method 

of moments, maximum likelihood or Bayesian techniques. Parameter estimations and 

econometric projections to be realized with the Bayesian estimation method developed by Koop 

(2003) are based on probability theory. In this context, the point that gains importance in 
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Bayesian estimation is the priors. According to Litterman (1986), three basic principles should 

be taken into consideration in determining prior values: (1) Prioritizing their own dynamics over 

the dynamics of other variables in the model, (2) the effect of lags decrease over time, and (3) 

there is cointegration if the series is stationary. In this study, the SVAR model is estimated with 

four lags, as it allows the stability of the model to be maintained. Since recursive and non-

recursive identifications will be used, the Markov Chain-Monte Carlo (MCMC) algorithm (as a 

stochastic sampling method) was used in the estimation of the model. Thus, posteriors 

distribution based on priors attained by estimating the SVAR model with OLS is obtained. These 

posteriors are used as default priors for the Metropolis-Hasting algorithm. 

4.3. Data and Identification 

The moving average of the WUI_TUR index mentioned earlier (see section 3.1) is used to 

represent uncertainty in Turkey. Economic growth is treated as the annual change in quarterly 

real GDP. Consumption expenditures, which are defined as the sum of final consumption 

expenditures of households and non-profit organizations, and investment expenditures, which are 

defined as the sum of gross fixed capital formation and stock changes, are obtained from the 

GDP figures by type of expenditures. The inflation variable in the model is defined as the annual 

change in the quarterly Consumer Price Index. Since Turkey is an open and small economy, the 

annual rate of change in the real exchange rate index constructed by the CBRT is included in the 

model as a variable representing the effects coming from the rest of the world. The response of 

monetary policy is initially included in the model through two variables: the interbank market 

repo rate and the central bank money1. From the two estimated versions of the model developed 

by using these variables separately, the model using the interest rate does not give meaningful 

results. The reason for such a result can be explained by two factors: (1) The full sample of this 

study covers the 1987-2021 period and monetary policy was carried out by targeting monetary 

aggregates in the pre-2001 period. (2) The policy interest rate lost its meaning as a result of the 

political interventions of the Central Bank in the post-2018 period. Therefore, the results of the 

model in which only central bank money is used will be included in the following sections. The 

data for the said variables are quarterly data for the period 1987:1 – 2021:4. All variables, except 

the uncertainty index, are handled with annual rates of change in logarithmic levels of seasonally 

adjusted series. A detailed description of the variables used in the study and the data sources are 

given as an appendix at the end of the study. 

Recursive identification is used to define the structural shocks created by uncertainty on 

macroeconomic variables. Under this method, it is assumed that the shocks of some variables, 

initially, have a lagged effect on selected variables. In other words, these shocks do not have a 

direct effect on the determined variables in the same period (Sims, 1980).In this identification 

strategy, the order of variables in the model determines how quickly individual indicators will 

respond to certain shocks. In this method, which is used in many studies, the uncertainty index is 

placed in front of all variables, that is, it is assumed that uncertainty shocks have an immediate 

                                                             
1Central bank money is a balance sheet aggregate calculated by adding net open market operations and public 
deposits at the Central Bank to the reserve money, which is defined as the sum of currency in circulation and bank 
reserves (required and excess). In this context, central bank money is an important indicator of monetary policy as 
it expresses the total liability of the CBRT to domestic markets. 
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effect on other variables. Considering the number of constraints used, the model is exactly 

identified as follows: 
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To verify the results to be obtained from the identification summarized above, a second model 

was estimated, this time using non-recursive identification. In this strategy, it is accepted that 

uncertainty shocks have a lagged effect on other variables in the model. As stated by DB (2018), 

this strategy aims to determine the effects of uncertainty on the real economy with the most 

conservative possible quantification.  
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5. Estimation Results 

Since the interpretation of single coefficients is of little use, the impulse-response functions 

estimated with the SVAR model are presented in this section. These functions allow determining 

dynamic responses of macroeconomic variables to uncertainty shocks. 

5.1. Impulse-Response Functions of Recursive Identification 

The responses of the macroeconomic variables considered within the scope of the model to an 

uncertainty shock (Figure 3) are in line with previous studies. First of all, a high level of 

uncertainty reduces both the consumption expenditures of households and the investment 

expenditures of enterprises. While the observed decrease in consumption is short-term, the 

decrease in investment expenditures is permanent. On the other hand, the decrease in investment 

expenditures is greater than that in consumption expenditures. While consumption expenditures 

return to their initial level in approximately 5 quarters, investment expenditures cannot return to 

their initial level at the end of 20 quarters. This development in investment expenditures, which 

is the main source of healthy economic growth, is one of the main reasons for the growth in the 

Turkish economy based on consumption and public expenditures, which do not create 

employment (Figure 4). As stated by Bordo et al. (2016), the increase in the cost of financing 
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(another factor that determines investments) during periods of uncertainty may play an important 

role in the permanent decline in investment expenditures. 

 

Response of Uncertainty 

 
Response of GDP Growth                       Response of Inflation 

 
Response of Consumption                         Response of Investment 

 
Response of Central Bank Money          Response of Real Exchange Rate 

Figure 3: Response of Macroeconomic Variables to Uncertainty Shock-Recursive Model 
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Greater uncertainty generates greater unemployment since an employment contract represents a 

long-term employment relationship and hiring decisions are expensive to reverse. In this case, in 

times of high uncertainty, a decrease in private consumption expenditures and an increase in 

savings can be seen to be prudent (Leduc&Liu, 2020). Together with the decrease in investment 

expenditures, these factors, which suppress economic growth, cause an increase in the general 

level of prices during the first 6 quarters. Contrary to the results reached by Leduc&Liu (2016), 

uncertainty shocks in Turkey create similar results to negative supply shocks in the economy. 

The main reason for such a response of prices is that the decrease in investment expenditures is 

long-lasting. On the other hand, this behavior in prices is compatible with the reaction of the 

central bank money and the real exchange rate. In the face of the uncertainty shock, the Central 

Bank tends towards accommodating monetary policy and monetary easing to provide liquidity to 

the economy and reduce the effects of uncertainty. The erosion of the real exchange rate is an 

expected reaction in the face of monetary easing and rising prices. 

 

Figure 4: Economic Growth and Unemployment (1987-2021) 

5.2. Impulse-Response Functions of Non-Recursive Identification 

Considering that the effect of uncertainty shocks on other variables in the model may occur with 

a lag, the previously developed model is estimated through non-recursive identification at this 

stage. As stated by DB (2018), the reason for making such an estimate is to make the most 

conservative estimate possible in quantifying the effects of uncertainty on the real economy. 

Figure 5 shows the impulse-response functions obtained as a result of the estimation under this 

identification strategy.  
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Response of Uncertainty 

 

Response of GDP Growth                        Response of Inflation 

 

Response of Consumption                      Response of Investment 

 

Response of Central Bank Money           Response of Real Exchange Rate 

Figure 5: Response of Macroeconomic Variables to Uncertainty Shock-Non-Recursive Model 
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The results obtained with non-recursive identification largely overlap with the results obtained 

with recursive identification. While the impulse-response functions obtained for inflation, 

consumption, central bank money and real exchange rate overlap in terms of both magnitude and 

timing, the responses observed in economic growth and investment expenditures are both smaller 

and of shorter duration. The similarity of the results obtained for both identification methods 

supports the view that uncertainty has a negative effect on macroeconomic variables. 

5.3. Robustness Check 

The estimation results above also include a period when the extraordinary effects of the Covid-

19 pandemic were experienced. The measures taken to prevent the virus from entering the 

country and spreading uncontrollably had significant effects on both the level of uncertainty and 

macroeconomic variables, especially during the last quarters of the sampling period. Although 

there is no single variable that concretely reflects the effects of the Covid-19 pandemic and the 

quarantine applied, it is seen that some variables (such as GDP, consumption expenditures and 

central bank money) show sudden changes. Based on this fact, the model discussed above was 

re-estimated for a narrower sample (1987:1 - 2019:3), excluding the Covid-19 pandemic period 

(2019:4 - 2021:4) for recursive and non-recursive identifications. Since the estimation results 

obtained for the two different identification methods overlap to a large extent, as before, only the 

recursive model results are discussed in this section. Figure 6 summarizes the impulse-response 

functions obtained as a result of the estimation. 

 
Response of Uncertainty 

 
Response of GDP Growth                        Response of Inflation 
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Response of Consumption                      Response of Investment 

 
Response of Central Bank Money           Response of Real Exchange Rate 

Figure 6: Response of Macroeconomic Variables to Uncertainty Shock - Recursive Model 

(Excluding Covid-19 Pandemic Period) 

In the absence of Covid-19, while inflation, investment, central bank money and real exchange 

rates show similar reactions to the uncertainty shock relative to the full sample period including 

the pandemic, the responses of economic growth and consumption expenditures differ to a 

certain extent. First of all, in the absence of the pandemic, the response of consumption 

expenditures to the uncertainty shock is both smaller and shorter-lived. In this version of the 

estimation, the recovery time in consumption expenditures decreases from approximately 6 

quarters to 4 quarters. Therefore, it is possible to state that the pandemic period has extended its 

duration by strengthening the contraction in consumption. In the absence of the pandemic, the 

effect of an uncertainty shock on economic growth is short-lived, but the fluctuation trend 

continues over 20 quarters. In other words, the economy is exposed to short-term business cycle 

fluctuations and the time from one trough to the next is shortened. However, in the sample that 

includes the pandemic period, the recession in the economy continues for a long time and it takes 

approximately 12 quarters for the economic growth to enter the recovery process. Therefore, we 

can conclude that the most important effect of the uncertainty shock caused by the pandemic on 

the Turkish economy is that it has created a "prolonged recession" trend. 

6. Conclusion 

Periods of high uncertainty have significant effects on economic activity. For this reason, those 

who make monetary policy decisions should consider the degree of uncertainty in the economy. 

Turkey is a country that has been negatively affected economically as a result of the uncertainties 
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created by the political, social and economic fluctuations it has experienced. The recent Covid-

19 pandemic is a factor that increases the negative effects of these uncertainties. 

In this study, the effect of the increase in the uncertainty level on the main macroeconomic 

variables was examined by using a SVAR model estimated by Bayesian techniques. The 

uncertainty phenomenon is represented by the WUI_TUR index obtained in the context of the 

World Uncertainty Index (WUI). This index shows that periods of high uncertainty largely 

coincide with periods of political and social instability, and to a lesser extent, periods of 

economic recession. The recent Covid-19 pandemic has also had a significant impact on the level 

of uncertainty. 

The impulse-response functions were obtained by recursively estimating the SVAR model, 

which was developed to determine the effect of increasing uncertainty on economic activities. A 

high level of uncertainty reduces consumption expenditures of households and investment 

expenditures of enterprises. Compared to the decrease in consumption expenditures, the decrease 

in investment expenditures is larger and of longer duration. The permanent decline in investment 

expenditures results in a contraction in GDP and price increases. In this respect, uncertainty 

shocks in Turkey produce similar effects to those of negative supply shocks. The main factor in 

this process is the accommodation of the central bank and relaxation of monetary policy by 

turning to expansionary monetary policies. While this reaction of the Central Bank is reflected 

simultaneously on the central bank money, which expresses the total domestic liabilities, it is 

also determined as the main factor behind the positive reaction of inflation and therefore the real 

exchange rate. 

In order to quantify the effects of uncertainty on the real economy in the most conservative way 

possible, the same model was estimated by using a non-recursive identification, which assumes 

that uncertainty shocks have a lagged effect on other variables in the model. This estimation 

produces results that confirm previous ones regarding the negative effects of uncertainty. In 

addition, to see the robustness of the results obtained, the previously estimated model was re-

estimated using recursive identification, excluding the effects of the Covid-19 pandemic. The 

results show that the main effect of the increase in uncertainty experienced with the Covid-19 

pandemic is transmitted to the economy through consumption and, accordingly, economic 

growth. 

It is possible to evaluate the reaction of the Central Bank as a necessary response since the 

uncertainty shocks experienced in Turkey affect the economy in a similar way to the negative 

supply shock. The Central Bank provides liquidity to alleviate the negative effects of high 

uncertainty periods, but this process causes the inflationary process to begin. In an economy with 

high currency substitution, this process will become a factor that limits the effectiveness of 

monetary policy after a while. Therefore, there is a need to complement monetary policy 

measures with fiscal policy and macroprudential policy measures. 

References 

Aastveit, K., Natvik, J., Sola, S. (2013). Economic uncertainty and the effectiveness of monetary 

policy. Norges Bank Working Paper 17. https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2353008 

https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2353008


    International Journal of Economics, Business and Management Research 

Vol. 6, No.07; 2022 

ISSN: 2456-7760 

www.ijebmr.com Page 50 

 

Abel, A. (1983). Optimal investment under uncertainty. American Economic Review, 73(1), 228-

233. https://www.jstor.org/stable/1803942 

Abiad A., Furceri, D., Topalova, P. (2016). The macroeconomic effects of public investment: 

Evidence from advanced economies. Journal of Macroeconomics, 50, 224-240. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmacro.2016.07.005 

Ahir, H., Bloom, N., Furceri, D. (2022). The world uncertainty index. NBER Working Paper 

29763. http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4039482 

Arellano, M., Blundell, M., Bonhomme, S. (2017). Earnings and consumption dynamics: A 

nonlinear panel data framework. Econometrica, 85(3), 693-734. 

https://doi.org/10.3982/ECTA13795 

Bachmann, R., Elstner, S., Sims, E. (2013). Uncertainty and economic activity: Evidence from 

business survey data. American Economic Journal: Macroeconomics, 5(2), 217- 249. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1257/mac.5.2.217 

Baker, S., Bloom, N., Davis, S. (2016). Measuring economic policy uncertainty. The Quarterly 

Journal of Economics, 131 (4), 1593-1636. https://doi.org/10.1093/qje/qjw024 

Baker, S., Bloom, N., Davis, S., Terry, J. (2020). COVID-induced economic uncertainty. NBER 

Working Paper 26983. http://doi.org/10.3386/w26983 

Basu, S., Bundick, B. (2017). Uncertainty shocks in a model of effective demand.  Econometrica, 

85(3), 937-958. http://doi.org/10.3982/ECTA13960 

Belke, A., Kronen, D. (2017). The impact of uncertainty on macro variables-an SVAR based 

empirical analysis for EU countries. University of Duesseldorf ROME Discussion Paper 

Series 17-08. rome-wp-2017-08.pdf (rome-net.org) 

Bernanke, B. (1983). Irreversibility, uncertainty and cyclical investment. The Quarterly Journal 

of Economics, 98(1), 85-116. http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1885568 

Bertola, G., Caballero, R. (1994). Irreversibility and aggregate investment. Review of Economic 

Studies, 61(2), 223-246. http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2297979 

Bloom, N. (2009). The impact of uncertainty shocks. Econometrica, 77(3), 623-685. 

https://doi.org/10.3982/ECTA6248 

Bloom, N. (2014). Fluctuations in uncertainty. Journal of Economic Perspectives, 28(2), 153-

176. http://dx.doi.org/10.1257/jep.28.2.153 

Blot, C., Hubert, P., Labondance, F. (2020). Uncertainty and monetary policy in the Euro Area. 

European Parliament Monetary Dialogue Papers PE.658-196. 

https://www.europarl.europa.eu/committees/en/econ/econ-policies/monetary-dialogue 

Bordo, M., Duca, J., Koch, C. (2016). Economic policy uncertainty and the credit channel: 

Aggregate and bank level U.S. evidence over several decades. Journal of Financial 

Stability, (26), 90-106. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfs.2016.07.002 

Born, B., Pfeifer, J. (2014). Policy risk and the business cycle. Journal of Monetary Economics, 

68, 68-85. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmoneco.2014.07.012 

https://www.jstor.org/stable/1803942
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmacro.2016.07.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4039482
https://doi.org/10.3982/ECTA13795
http://dx.doi.org/10.1257/mac.5.2.217
https://doi.org/10.1093/qje/qjw024
http://doi.org/10.3386/w26983
http://doi.org/10.3982/ECTA13960
http://www.rome-net.org/RePEc/rmn/wpaper/rome-wp-2017-08.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1885568
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2297979
https://doi.org/10.3982/ECTA6248
http://dx.doi.org/10.1257/jep.28.2.153
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/committees/en/econ/econ-policies/monetary-dialogue
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfs.2016.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmoneco.2014.07.012


    International Journal of Economics, Business and Management Research 

Vol. 6, No.07; 2022 

ISSN: 2456-7760 

www.ijebmr.com Page 51 

 

Caballero, R. (1991). On the sign of the investment-uncertainty relationship. American Economic 

Review, 81(1), 279-288. https://www.jstor.org/stable/2006800 

Caggiano, G., Castelnuvo, E., Pellegrino, G. (2017). Estimating the real effects of uncertainty 

shocks at the zero lower bound. European Economic Review, 100, 257-272. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.euroecorev.2017.08.008 

Carriere, S., Cespedes, L. (2013). The impact of uncertainty shocks in emerging economies. 

Journal of International Economics, 90(2), 316-325. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jinteco.2013.03.003 

Cerda, R., Silva, A, Valente, J. (2018). Economic uncertainty impact in a small open economy: 

The case of Chile.  Applied Economics, 50(26), 2894-2908. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/00036846.2017.1412076 

Christiano, L., Motto, R., Rostagno, M. (2014). Risk shocks. American Economic Review, 

104(1), 27-65. http://dx.doi.org/10.1257/aer.104.1.27 

Deutsche Bundesbank-DB (2018). The macroeconomic impact of uncertainty. Monthly Report-

October, 70(10), 49-64. Monthly Report - October 2018 |DeutscheBundesbank 

Greenspan, A. (2004). Risk and uncertainty in monetary policy. American Economic Review, 

94(2), 33-40. http://dx.doi.org/10.1257/0002828041301551 

Guney, P. (2018). Asymmetries in monetary policy reaction function and the role of 

uncertainties: The case of Turkey. Economic Research, 31(1), 1367-1381. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/1331677X.2018.1481445 

Kilian, L., Lütkepohl, H. (2017). Structural Vector Autoregressive Analysis. Cambridge 

University Press, London. https://doi.org/10.1017/9781108164818 

Knight, F. (1921). Risk, Uncertainty and Profit. Houghton-Mifflin, New York.  

Koop, G. (2003). Bayesian Econometrics. John Wiley and Sons, London.  

Leduc, S., Liu, Z. (2016). Uncertainty shocks are aggregate demand shocks. Journal of Monetary 

Economics, 82, 20-35. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmoneco.2016.07.002 

Leduc, S., Liu, Z. (2020). The uncertainty channel of the coronavirus. Federal Reserve Bank of 

San Francisco Economic Letter, 20(1), 1-5. The Uncertainty Channel of the Coronavirus 

(frbsf.org) 

Litterman, R. (1986). Forecasting with Bayesian vector autoregressions: Five years of 

experience. Journal of Business and Economic Statistics, 4 (1), 25-38. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1391384 

Ludvigson, S., Ma, S., Ng, S. (2021). Uncertainty and business cycles: Exogenous impulse or 

endogenous response? American Economic Journal: Macroeconomics, 13(4), 369-410. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1257/mac.20190171 

Lütkepohl, H. (2017). Estimation of structural vector autoregressive models. Communications 

for Statistical Applications and Methods, 24 (5), 421-441. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.5351/CSAM.2017.24.5.421 

https://www.jstor.org/stable/2006800
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.euroecorev.2017.08.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jinteco.2013.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1080/00036846.2017.1412076
http://dx.doi.org/10.1257/aer.104.1.27
https://www.bundesbank.de/en/publications/reports/monthly-reports/monthly-report-october-2018-764250
http://dx.doi.org/10.1257/0002828041301551
https://doi.org/10.1080/1331677X.2018.1481445
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781108164818
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmoneco.2016.07.002
https://www.frbsf.org/economic-research/wp-content/uploads/sites/4/el2020-07.pdf
https://www.frbsf.org/economic-research/wp-content/uploads/sites/4/el2020-07.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1391384
http://dx.doi.org/10.1257/mac.20190171
http://dx.doi.org/10.5351/CSAM.2017.24.5.421


    International Journal of Economics, Business and Management Research 

Vol. 6, No.07; 2022 

ISSN: 2456-7760 

www.ijebmr.com Page 52 

 

Marschner, P., Ceretta, P. (2021). Investor sentiment, economic uncertainty and monetary policy 

in Brazil. Revista Contabilidade & Finanças, 32(87), 528-540. 

https://doi.org/10.1590/1808-057x202113220 

Mugaloglu, E., Polat, S., Tekin, H., Kılıç, E. (2021). Assessing the impact of covid-19 pandemic 

in Turkey with a novel economic uncertainty index. Journal of Economic Studies (ahead 

of print). https://doi.org/10.1108/JES-02-2021-0081 

Pellegrino, G., Castelnuovo, E., Caggiano, G. (2020). Uncertainty and monetary policy during 

extreme events. The Australian National University Centre for Applied Macroeconomic 

Analysis Working Paper 80/2020.  http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3684962 

Pindyck, R. (1991). Irreversibility, uncertainty and investment. Journal of Economic Literature, 

29, 1110-1152. Irreversibility, Uncertainty, and Investment (mit.edu) 

Pinshi, C. (2020). Monetary policy, uncertainty and covid-19. Journal of Applied Economic 

Sciences, 15(69), 579-593. https://doi.org/10.14505/jaes.v15.3(69).07 

Prabheesh, K., Solikin, M, Harun, C. (2021). Covid-19 uncertainty and monetary policy 

responses: Evidence from emerging market economies. Bulletin of Monetary Economics 

and Banking, 24(1), 489-516. https://doi.org/10.21098/bemp.v24i4.1692 

Priyaranjan, N., Pratap, B. (2020). Macroeconomic effects of uncertainty: A big data analysis for 

India. Reserve Bank of India Working Paper Series 04/2020. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3852940 

Sahinoz, S., Cosar, E. (2020). Quantifying uncertainty and identifying its impacts on the Turkish 

economy. Empirica, 47, 365-387. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10663-018-9424-8 

Sims, C. (1980). Macroeconomics and reality. Econometrica, 48 (1), 1-48. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1912017 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://doi.org/10.1590/1808-057x202113220
https://doi.org/10.1108/JES-02-2021-0081
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3684962
http://web.mit.edu/rpindyck/www/Papers/IrreverUncertInvestmentJEL1991.pdf
https://doi.org/10.14505/jaes.v15.3(69).07
https://doi.org/10.21098/bemp.v24i4.1692
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3852940
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10663-018-9424-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1912017


    International Journal of Economics, Business and Management Research 

Vol. 6, No.07; 2022 

ISSN: 2456-7760 

www.ijebmr.com Page 53 

 

APPENDIX 

Definition and Sources of the Data 

Symbol Explanation 

WUITUR 

Definition: Uncertainty index for Turkey 

Content: Levels 

Transformation: None 

Period: 1987:I – 2021:IV 

Source: World Uncertainty Index (World Uncertainty Index) 

g 

Definition: Economic growth rate  

Content: Annual percentage change in real gross domestic product 

Transformation: Seasonal adjustment* – logarithm 

Period: 1987: I – 2021: IV 

Source: CBRT – EDDS and EDDS Archive** 

π 

Definition: Inflation rate 

Content: Annual percentage change in the consumer price index 

Transformation: Seasonal adjustment – logarithm 

Period: 1987: I – 2021: IV 

Source: CBRT – EDDS and EDDS Archive 

con 

Definition: Growth rate of real consumption expenditures 

Content: Annual percentage change in real consumption expenditures 

Transformation: Seasonal adjustment – logarithm 

Period: 1987: I – 2021: IV 

Source: CBRT – EDDS and EDDS Archive 

inv 

Definition: Growth rate of real investment expenditures 

Content: Annual percentage change in real investment expenditures 

Transformation: Seasonal adjustment – logarithm  

Period: 1987: I – 2021: IV 

Source: CBRT – EDDS and EDDS Archive 

cbm 

Definition: Growth rate of central bank money 

Content: Annual percentage change in central bank money 

Transformation: Seasonal adjustment – logarithm 

Period: 1987: I – 2021: IV 

Source: CBRT – EDDS and EDDS Archive 

rfx 

Definition: Change rate of real exchange rate 

Content: Annual percentage change in real exchange rate 

Transformation: Seasonal adjustment – logarithm  

Period: 1987: I – 2021: IV 

Source: CBRT – EDDS and EDDS Archive 

Notes: * All seasonal adjustments have been carried out by using the Tramo-Seats 

methodology. 

         ** EDDS refers to the electronic data delivery system of CBRT. 
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