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1. Introduction

There is a large body of literature on the Fisher equation and of particular interest are the results
obtained in the framework of rational expectations and efficient markets hypotheses.
In this paper we consider some of the previous results and evaluate empirically the differences
between what the theory suggests and the evidence from empirical works. With respect to the latter,
we study the behaviour of the interest rates in two financial systems: the Italian market of the
Treasury bonds and the German “bunds” market. These exercises show the poor performance of the
Fisher framework as guideline to model the two markets and we claim that is due to the fact that the
Fisher theory disregards the existence of a particular time-varying unobservable variable, i.e. the
premium risk. Hence we replace the traditional Fisher equation with a more complex state space
form in order to capture the influence that the premium risk has on the volatility of the interest rates.
We find that the risk premium seems to affect more the Italian term structure than the German one;
we suggest that this may be ascribed to the different credibility of the monetary policy and hence to
the different value that agents attach to their expectations, or to monetary shocks that, in the Italian
case are not captured by the process characterising the interest rates.

In Section 2 we provide a short theoretical presentation of the Fisher equation and of the term
structure rejecting the possibility to apply the “Expectations Theory” in the Italian zero coupon
bond market. In Section 3 we report the estimates of the generalised Fisher equation using the
Kalman filter and modelling the conditional variance throughout a GARCH (1,1) process. Section 4
concludes.

2. Theoretical framework

2.1 Generalisation of the Fisher equation into the term structure of the interest rates

The Fisher Equation it = rt + b πt
e explains the relation between the nominal interest rate (it)

and the expected inflation rate (πt
e), under the assumption that agents have rational expectations and

markets are efficient.
In the framework of the Fisher theory at any change in the inflation rate corresponds an equal
change in the nominal interest rate meaning that the real interest rate (rt) remains unchanged.
Empirically this may be proved by estimating the parameter b on the expected inflation rate equals
to one.
The empirical evidence shows that nominal interest rates and the expected inflation rates don’t
change in the same proportion, probably because the economic models are misspecified or because
the agents expectations are wrong (Mundell R.A, 1963).

In this paper we first generalise the Fisher Equation into the term structure of the interest rates and
secondly assume a real interest rate variable across the time according to a stochastic process.

We define the Fisher equation in a multivariate model in which we assume that:
• agents are risk adverse;
• in financial markets there are assets (zero coupon bonds) with different maturity that allow one

to build the yield curve;
• the inflation follows a stochastic process that is able to affect the agents’ behaviour.
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The generalisation of the Fisher equation allows us to consider not only one interest rate but interest
rates characterised by different maturity. Hence we do not estimate the equation looking at the
coefficient b and testing that it’s equal to one, rather we test whether the real interest rate is variable
or not thereby determining whether the Expectation Theory works under these new assumptions.

The Expectations Theory

According to the Expectation Theory the return on a long term bond should be given by the yield
curve and therefore the forward rate should be implied by the spot rates at the different maturities:
hence the forward rate should be an unbiased estimator of the expected short interest rates.
In formal notation we can write:

(1) trn-m=Et[t+mRn-m]

where trn-m is the forward interest rate, and Et[t+mRn-m] is the expected spot rate at the time t+m.
The Expectations Theory does not consider the existence of a risk premium, defined as that part of
the return that exceeds the expected returns on short-term bonds.
The implied forward rate can be calculated using the spot yield curve and the spot rates of two or
more bonds with different maturities

                               (1+Rk+1)
k+1

(1+t+1 rn)
n  =

                                (1+R1)

A linear approach of the term structure defines the long-term interest rate as weighed average of the
expected short interest rates.

Considering zero coupon bonds

tRn  = (m/n)  ( tRm + E t  t+m Rm  +……+ Et  t+n-mRm )   + c
tRn  = (m/n)  tRm +  [ (n-m)/n] E t  t+m Rn-m  + c

where c is a constant, m<n, m/n is a integer number and the sum of the short interest rates equals
one.
Working on the above formulations we get:

 Et  t+mRn-m - tRn = (m/n-m) (tRn - tRm ) – c/n-m

in which the different return between a long term bond and a short term bond is an unbiased
predictor of the changes occured in the long term interest rates, during the life of the short term
bond.
If the difference between the two returns is positive then the long term interest rates should increase
in the next m periods.
Considering the term structure of three zero coupon bonds (zcb) with different maturities,
three-month, six-month, and one-year we can write:

(2)  t+3R3 – tR3 = a + b [2 (tR6  -  tR3)]+ u t

(3)  t+6R6 – tR6 = a + b [2 (tR12  -  tR6)]+ u t
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(4) [3 ( t+3R3 – tR3) +2( t+6R3 – t+3R3 ) + ( t+9R3 – t+6R3 )]= a + b [4 (tR12  -  tR3)]+ u t

where the regressions represents respectively:
- the change in the three-month interest rate after three months;
- the change in the six-month interest rate after six months;
- the change in the three-month interest rate in the next four quarters.
If the Expectation theory is consistent the estimated value of b should not different from one,
meaning that the Fisher theory is valid when we consider only one interest rate.
We estimate equations (2) and (3) on the period 1980:1-1998:1 using the monthly data of the Italian
zero coupon bonds and German zeros (Table1).
The estimation is done by the OLS estimator and the results are reported in the Appendix (Table2).

2.2 Evidence from the Italian market

The method of issuing Italian Treasury Bonds changed in 1975, and until 1982 the movements in
the interest rates seem to forecast changes in the inflation rate, but after that period the volatility of
the interest rates becomes higher and unpredictable and the relation between interest rate and
inflation rate is affected by external factors.
In the 1992, the Italian Lira left the exchange rate agreement of the EMS. In the same period,
concern about the sustainability of the fiscal situation came to the fore in policy discussion. The
conduct of the monetary policy was affected by the diminished role of the exchange rate as a
nominal actor. The Lira suffered a rapid and dramatic depreciation.
There was a sharp tightening of monetary policy in the summer of the 1992 during the currency
crisis, a gradual but substantial easing in 1993 and the first half of 1994, followed by a renewed
tightening from June 1994 to the end of the 1995.
In the new floating exchange rate regime, the transmission mechanism of monetary policy to
inflation and to the interest rates received greater attention, not only for the new scenario but also
because of the large fiscal imbalance of the Italian Government.
During the described period the interest rates are characterised by high volatility.

The main findings may be summarised as follows. With regard to the regression of equation (2) the
parameter b is statistically significant and not differnt from one, and the constant is equal to zero at
confidence level of 99%, which means that there is not evidence of the existence of the risk
premium. However when the equation is estimated over the sample period up to around 1992, in
correspondence with the suspension of the Italian currency from the European Monetary System the
premium risk became visible and the parameter b is far from unity (Table 2a in Appendix).
In equation (3) there is strong evidence of the existence of a risk premium and the residuals are
strongly correlated and characterised by high volatility. It is possible to assume that the difference
behaviour of the risk premium is caused by the impossibility of changing the terms of long term
contracts when something happens, and therefore the long-term interest rates are not able to capture
the shocks.
Further, the Expectation Theory is rejected and this means:
(a) that the real interest rate does not follow a stable path. This is a first conclusion, which takes us

to suppose that the real interest rate follows a stochastic process. Indeed in what follows we
assume that this process is affected by the variability if the unobservable premium risk.

(b) the forward rate is a biased predictor of the expected short term interest rate.
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2.3 Evidence from the German market

The German interest rates seem to follow a different process.
Their volatility is higher in the sample period between the 1985 and the 1990 reflecting the
Re-unification and the monetary policy changes decided by the Bundesbank. On the whole,
however, there is not evidence of the existence of a variable premium risk and in particular the
Expectation Theory holds quite well: the forward interest rate implied by the yield curve is an
unbiased forecaster of the changes in the expected short term interest rates. In both the equations
equals the parameter b not different from one both on the whole sample period as well as in the
sub-sample 1989:1-1993:12 (Table 2b in Appendix).
In the German case we try to impose some restrictions on the regressions (2) and (3) just to be sure
that the parameter b is equal to one.
We take the regression
Yt=α0+bXt

where α0 is a constant, Xt=2(tR6- tR3) in the case of the regression (a), and Xt=2(tR12- tR6) in the case
of the regression (b). We impose the constraint Rβ=r  where “b” is a vector of coefficients
b=[α0, b], R is a matrix (n*K), with "n" number of constraints and "K" is the number of the
regressors, "r" represents the constant.
The Wald test tell us that the restriction is accepted and it allows us to conclude that in the German
Treasury bonds market the premium risk doesn’t exist and the term structure can be explained by
the  “Expectations Theory”.

3. The Kalman Filter
The potential relevance of an unobservable premium risk induced us to apply the state space model
in order to capture the influence of this variable on the process followed by the interest rates.
The application of the Kalman filter to the estimation of the term structure model allows us firstly to
recover an unobservable factor that affects the interest rate, the premium risk, and secondly to
estimate it as a time-varying variable, under the assumption of adaptive agents’expectations.

The technique consists in applying the Kalman filter to the stochastic process which we suppose the
interest rate follows, by transforming the term structure model in a discrete time state space form
and then estimating it using maximum likelihood and the Kalman filter algorithm to compute the
unobservable variable.
Consider the term structure of the zero coupon bond:
Yt(τ)= a + b rt + v(τ)
where Y(τ) is the vector containing the yields at time t of the zcb with maturity t, and r is the
interest rate.
The equation of the yield has been transformed into a discrete time state space system.
We are interested in testing the volatility of the interest rate affected by the risk premium.
The existence of a risk premium, defined as that part of the return that exceeds the expected returns
on short-term bonds, implies that the information system on which expectations are based is
incomplete; this may result in two distinct cases: i) the unexpected shocks are random, serially
uncorrelated and hence unpredictable under both rational and adaptive expectations; ii) the shocks
are serially correlated hence unpredictable only under adaptive expectations. It follows that it is
only in one case, i.e. when expectation errors are not innovations, that the existence of the risk
premium is sufficient to infer the type of expectation process used by the agents.
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In what follows we assume that agents update their expectations when new information on spot and
future returns becomes available (as it could happen in case i. above) as well as when they realise
their expectations to be wrong and proceed to correct them (as it could happen in case ii above).

We estimate the stochastic process that generates the rate of interest by means of a variable
parameter model, in particular we use a Kalman filter model and maximum likelihood estimation.
The process describing the evolution of the rate of interest is defined by Kalman’s State Space Form
which, as usual, comprises a structural equation (the so-called measurement equation) and an
equation describing the variation of the permanent component in the structural equation (the
transition equation). The Kalman filter starts the estimation using some initial conditions given by
the information at time t=0.
The measurement and the transition equations are defined as follows:

(5)       rt = ϑt + εt “measurement equation”
(6) ϑt = ϑt-1 + λ t-1  + ξ t “transition equation”
(7) λt =  λt-1  + ω t

where rt is the real interest rate, ϑt is the permanent component of the real interest rate (the trend
rate of interest), and λt  is the variable component of the ϑt, i.e. the risk premium.
The error term εt of the interest rate is characterised by heteroscedasticity, it is normal distributed
with zero mean and volatility that depends on the past information εt ∼ N(0, VtΩt-1 ).
We suppose that the innovation follows a GARCH(1,1) process in which

(8) Vt = α0 + α1 Vt-1 + β1εt-1
2

We estimate the model under the assumption that the conditional variance is not constant. The
errors terms, ξ t, ωt  are assumed to be white noise (zero mean and constant variance).
Using compact matrix notation, equations (5)-(7) become:

(5’) rt =  x′ βt + εt

(6’) βt=  T βt-1 + ηt

where:

x′ = [1,0]

βt=  [ϑt  , λt ]'

T=  [1 1, 0 1]

ηt = [ξt , ωt ]'

The risk premium is given by the difference between the forward interest rate implied in the term
structure and the observed interest rates.
The transition equation, which captures, in our case, the way in which the agents update the
evolution of the permanent component is specified as follows:

ϑt  =ϑe t | t-1 + k t (rt – re t | t-1)
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where k t = (σ2
0 + σ2

ξ )/ σ2
ε + (σ2

0 + σ2
ξ ) is the “Kalman gain", σ2

ε is the variance of ε and
var(ϑt| t-1) = σ2

0 +σ2
ξ  where σ2

0 is the variance of the initial estimate of ϑ and σ2
ξ is the variance of

the sampling error.

Hence the hypothesis is that the agents update the permanent component of the real interest rate by
adding, to the previous period estimate of ϑ, a part of the expectation error. How much of the
expectation error is used, i.e. the value of k t, depends on the “Kalman gain".

The credibility of the German moneatry policy, which ensue from the conduct of the German
monetary authorities throughout the years, was enhanced by the fact that Deutsche Bundesbank
policy assurged to the reference point for the single monetary policy adopted by the EU countries.
Yield differentials have acquired a specific relevance with the Maastricht Treaty the Protocol on
convergence conditions for eligibility to the Economic and Monetary Union states that long term
nominal interst rate on bond issued by a member state should not exceed the average level of the
rates of the three best performing best members.
Germany yields have been and are the lowest on all maturities. The German interest rates are stable
and they are not characterized by high volatility, the only period in which the interest rates seem to
have peak is in corrispondence with the 1990 when occured the Re-unification.

Given the series of the optimal linear estimator (minimum MSE) of the unobservable state variable
conditional on the past information, and given the variance of the estimation errors in t, we can
calculate the log-likelihood function, which depends on the parameters of the model.
Maximising the function we obtain the estimates of the parameters of the model. The procedure is
iterative, as the estimated model parameters are used to recalculate the unobservable variable with
the Kalman filter, the procedure continues until that we reach the convergence.

By following this approach the empirical model describes the nominal interest rate as dependent on
the risk premium, i.e. the variable component of the real interest rate extracted by the term structure
of the interest rate and measured by difference of returns between actual and expected rates
(expected rates calculated as forward rates implied in term structure given by the spot rate) and on
the expected rate of inflation.

Hence, with respect to the original Fisher equation in addition to expected inflation we include in
the empirical equation the nominal interest rate, the variable component of the real interest rate on
the assumption that the real interest rate is not stationary.

3.1 Data and estimation
To estimate we use monthly data of the Italian and German bonds’returns (BOT and BUNDS
respectively) with maturity three, six and twelve months; the sample period is 1980:1-1998:1.
The rate of inflation is computed as the log change of the consumer price index, and we replace the
expected inflation rate (pt) with the realised rate, under the assumption of rational expectations.
Before proceed to the variable parameter model the instability of the coefficients has been tested
using RLS. It turns out that Italian bonds show structural instability problems on the whole sample
period whereas German bonds have some problems only between 1985-90 in conjunction with the
political changes which eventually determined the re-unification of Germany (the full set of results
on RLS are available on request from the authors).
Table 1 below reports the results obtained using the time varying model on three and six-month
returns. The results are different for Italy and for Germany.
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The path followed by time varying parameter on the Italian zero coupon bonds with maturity three-
month and six-month (Figure 3) suggests that the premium risk can be well defined using a state
space model. The Kalman Filter allows describing the time variation better in the case of Italian zcb
than in the case of the German zcb (Figure 4).
The results for Italy suggest that the premium risk is variable on all the sample period and in
particular in the 1992 and in the 1993 where the graph shows sharply peaks.
The German results clearly don’t show the presence of a variable premium risk even if the path
followed by the return are unstable before the 1980.

Tab.1
Estimated State Space model by the Kalman Filter: risk premium unobservable variable

*Statistically significant at the confidence level of 10%
**Statistically significant at the confidence level of 5%
***Statistically significant at the confidence level of 1%

The use of the Kalman filter allows us to recursively update the coefficients βi and their variance,
using new information on it and on the regressors pt, λt. Thus we can evaluate how agents’
expectations affect the variability of interest rate and we can test how the risk premium causes the
returns.
Table 1 reports the results for Italy and Germany. The risk premium variable is statistically
significant and this confirms our previous analysis.

C o u n t r y B o n d P a r a m e t e r s Es t i m a t e s
I t a l y T h r e e - m o n t h  Z C B  ( B O T ) p t 2 , 9 6 * * *

(0 ,04)

λ t -0 ,85* *
(0 ,30)

L o g .  Likel ih o o d = -53 ,01

G e r m a n y T h r e e - m o n t h  Z C B  ( B O T ) p t 1 , 8 5 * * *
(0 ,10)

λ t 0 , 2 0
(0 ,55)

L o g .  Likel ih o o d = - 1 8 3 , 6 5

I t a l y S ix-mo n t h  Z C B  ( B O T ) p t 2 , 9 0 * * *
(0 ,05)

λ t -0 ,81* *
(0 ,36)

L o g .  Likel ih o o d = -57 ,45

G e r m a n y S ix-mo n t h  Z C B  ( B O T ) p t 1 , 8 2 * * *
(0 ,09)

λ t 0 ,4
(0 ,43)

L o g .  Likel ih o o d = - 1 5 1 , 0 6
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The volatility of the interest rates is higher in correspondence with significant premium risk. The
premium risk could be considered as a proxy of the agents’expectations given that it’s highly
volatile when the agents make forecasting errors.
The agents realised the computed errors in their estimation insert the new information in the
decisional process affecting the stochastic process followed by the interest rate.
It’s possible to test that the computed errors are a function of the time: the longer the maturity
considered the higher is the forecaster error. Higher volatility causes unpredictable changes in the
expected interest.
For the three-month Italian Bonds the risk premium is of almost one percentage point (-0,847), and
it doubles for the annual bonds (-2,031). We reach a different conclusion when we analyse the
German bonds. As already mentioned when we describe the term structure of “Bund”, in this case
as well it is evident that the risk premium does not seem significant as proxy of the market
expectations and as variable of the expected rate. This allow us to conclude that in the German
market the “Expectations Theory” holds and with it the Fisher hypothesis.

The estimation of the GARCH model is done using the same data as before, three-month, six-month
and one-year interest rates on the Italian and German zero coupon bond in the sample period
1980:1-1998:1.

Here we report the results of the estimated GARCH(1,1) model for the six-month interest rates, the
results for the three-month zero coupon bonds are reported in the Table A3 in Appendix.
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Tab.2 Estimated GARCH(1,1) model of the six-month zero coupon bonds

*Statistically significant at the confidence level of 10%
**Statistically significant at the confidence level of 5%
***Statistically significant at the confidence level of 1%

The long term variance is convergent and the sum of the coefficients (α1 + β1) is less than one,
therefore the unconditional variance is well defined:

σ2
nc= α0 / (1-α1 -β1).

Using the Italian data we observe an increase in volatility in correspondence of the shocks in the
monetary policy, these shocks cause a negative difference between the expected interest rates and
the forward interest rates. The volatility is very high when the risk premium is high, which means
that there exists a correlation between the volatility of the errors in the stochastic process and the
variance of the premium risk.
There is strong evidence of this phenomenon in correspondence of the 1992 when the Italian lira
was suspended from the European Monetary System and when in the same period occurred the
monetary restriction that caused an increasing in the interest rates at each maturity. After an initial
increasing in the interest rates followed an expanding monetary policy that caused an unpredictable
fluctuation in the interest rates and in their variance.
From the German data high volatility is observed during the 1989 in correspondence of the
Re-unification but it is not possible to define the existence of a variable premium risk in all the
sample period.
It could be possible to suppose that credible monetary policy, like the German one, makes agents’
forecasts to be more precise than in the case of not credible or unexpected monetary policy.
The slope of the term structure and the stochastic process followed by the real interest rate give us
some information on the agents’ expectations on the returns and on the expected inflation.

B ond Parameters Es timates S tandard Errors
Italian ZCB (BOT) c0 0.17 0.19

c1 0,99* * * 0.01

a 0 0,08* 0.06

a1 0,12* 0.06

b 1 0,66* * * 0.21
Log . Likelihood=-180,22
DW=1,89
A d justed R-squared = 0,97

German ZCB (Bund) c0 0.05 0.08

c1 0,99* * * 0.01

a 0 0,01* * * 0,49E-02

a1 0,08* * * 0.04

b 1 0,84* * * 0.37
Log . Likelihood=-137,82
DW=1,92
A d justed R-squared= 0,96
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4. Conclusion

Our main conclusion is that there is a very close relationship between time-varying parameter on
the premium risk, high volatility in interest rates and agents’ expectations.
Where agents are unable to capture the shocks and insert them in the information set, the interest
rates seem to follow a stochastic process influenced by the structure of the innovation term.
The credibility of the monetary policy plays an important role in evaluating the shocks and the
changes of the interest rates and this is particular evident in the Treasury bonds market. We find
different behaviours of Italian and German interest rates; in particular, whereas interest rates on
Italian bonds are affected by time-varying risk premium the latter does not show up in the German
bond market.
It follows that in the Italian case the relationship between nominal interest rate, real interest rate and
expected inflation rate can not be explained by the Fisher equation and more generally, the forward
interst rate cannot be taken as an unbiased estimator of the expected short interest rate.
The Expectation theory in a generalised framework of the Fisher theory well applies to German
bond market.
The process followed by the premium risk is the primary key in the understanding such differences
between markets.



12

References.

Al-Saji, A.K. (1992), “The impact of government budget deficit on the ex post real long term
interest rate in the U.K., 1960:1-1990:2”, Economia Internazionale, pag.159-163

Angeloni, I., Prati, A. (1993), “Liquidity Effects and the Determinants of Short-Term Interest Rates
in Italy”, Temi di discussione della B.I.

Balkan, E.M., Erol, U. (1992),”Inflation and Nominal Interest Rates in the United States”,
Economia Internazionale, pag.165-179

Barsky, R.B. (1987), “The Fisher Hypothesis and the forecastability and persistence of inflation”,
Journal of Monetary Economics 19, pag.3-24

Basevi, G., Onofri, P. (1997), “Uno sguardo retrospettivo alla politica economica italiana negli anni
‘70”, Economia italiana, pag.2- 25

Bianchi, C., Cesari, R., Panattoni, L. (1994), “Alternative estimators of the Cox, Ingersoll and Ross
model of the term structure of interest rate: a Monte Carlo comparisation”, Temi di discussione
della Banca d’Italia

Cambpell, J.Y., Shiller, R.J. (1989), “The dividend-price ratio and the expectations of future
dividends and discount factors”, Review of Financial Studies, vol.1, pag.195-228

Carmichael, J., Stebbing, P.W. (1993), “Fisher’s Paradox and the Theory of Interest”, The American
Economic Review, pag.619-630

Cesari, R. (Luglio 1993),“Inflazione attesa, tassi reali e la struttura per scadenza dei tassi di
interesse”, Temi di discussione della B.I.

Ciocca, P., Nardozzi, G. (1993), “L’alto prezzo del denaro”

Cox, J., Ingersoll, J., Ross, S.A. (1981), “A Reexamination of Traditional Hypothesis about the
Term Structure of Interest Rates”, Journal of Finance vol. 36, pag 769-99

Cox, J., Ingersoll, J., Ross, S.A. (1985), “A theory of the Term Structure of Interest Rates”,
Econometrica, vol.53, pag.385-407

Crowder, W.J., Hoffman, D.L. (1996), “The Long-Run Relationship between Nominal Interest
Rates and Inflation: The Fisher Equation Revisited”, Journal of Money Credit and Banking 28,
pag.102-118

Cuthbertson, K., Hall S.G., Taylor M.P. (1992), “Applied Econometric Techniques”, Philip Allan,
pag.190-225

Cuthbertson, K., Hayes, S., Nitzsche, D. (1997), “The behavior of UK stock prices and returns: is
the market efficient?”, The Economic Journal 107, pag.986-1008

Cuthbertson, K., Hayes, S., Nitzsche, D. (1998), “Interest rates in Germany and the UK:
cointegration and Error Correction Models”, The Manchester School n.1 vol.66, pag.27-43



13

Dai, Q., Singleton, K.J. (1997), “Specification analysis of affine term structure models”, Working
Paper n.6128, National Bureau of Economic Research

Dorrucci, E. (1996), “La conduzione della politica monetaria in Geramania. Note informative e
punti di riflessione”, Rivista di Politica Economica 86(4), pag.83-119

Drudi, F., Violi ,R. (1997), “Struttura per scadenza, premi per il rischio e tassi attesi: evidenza
empirica dal mercato dell’eurolira”, Temi di discussione della B.I.

Engsted, T. (1995), “Does the long term interest rate predict future inflation? A multi-country
analysis”, Review of Economics and Statistics, pag.42-54

Evans, M., Lewis, K. (1990), “Do risk premia explain it all? Evidence from the term structure”,
Working paper n.3451, National Bureau of Economic Research

Fama, E.G. (1975), “Short-Term Interest Rates as Predictors of Inflation”, American Economic
Review 65, pag.269-82

Fama, E.G. (1990), “Term-Structure forecasts of Interest Rates, Inflation, and real Returns”,
Journal of Monetary Economics 25 , pag.59-76

Favero, C.A., Giavazzi, F., Spaventa, L. (1997), “High yields: the spread on German Interest Rate”,
The Economic Journal 107, pag.956-985

Fisher, I. (1930), “The  Theory of Interest”

Fornari, F., Mele, A. (1995), “Sign and volatility-switching ARCH model: theory and applications
to international stock market”, Temi di discussione della Banca d’Italia

Fried, Joel and Howitt (1983), “The effects of Inflation on real Interest rates”, American Economic
Review 73, pag.968-79
Grande, G. (1994), “La curva dei rendimenti dei BOT come misura dei tassi futuri attesi”, Tema di
discussione della B.I.

Hall, S.G., Miles, D.K., Taylor, M.P. (1989), “Modelling Asset Price with time varying Betas”, The
Manchester School Vol. LVII, pag.340-356

Harvey, A.C. (1990), “Forecasting, structural time series models and Kalman Filter”, Cambridge
University Press

Hayford, M. (1990),“Real Interest Rates and the Distribution Effects of Unanticipated Inflation”,
Journal of Macroeconomics, pag.1-21

Heffernan, S.A. (1997),“Modelling British Interest Rate Adjustment: An Error Correction
Approach”, Economica 64, pag.211-31

Hendry, D.F (1995), “Dynamic Econometrics”, Oxford University Press
Ibrahim, I.B., Williams, R.M. (1978),“The Fisher Relationship under Different Monetary
Standards”, Journal of Money Credit and Banking, pag.363-370



14

Joines, D. (1977), “Short term Interst Rates as Predictors of Inflation: a comment”, American
Economic Review, pag.476-77

Kurz, M.(1997), “Endogenous Economic Fluctuations. Studies in the theory of Rational Beliefs”

Levi, M.D., Makin, J. (1978), “Anticipated inflation and Interest Rates: Further Interpretation of
findings on the Fisher Equation”, The American Economic Review, pag.801-812

Lougani, P., Sheets, N. (1997), “Central Bank Independence, Inflation, and Growth in Transition
Economies”, Money,Credit and Banking, pag.381–401

Miles, D. (1993), “Testing for Short Termism in the UK Stock Market”, The Economic Journal
103, pag.1379-1396

Mills, T. (1993), “The econometric modelling of financial time series”, Cambridge University Press

Mishkin, F.S. (1988), “The information in the Term Structure”, Journal of Applied Econometrics 3,
pag.307-314

Mishkin, F.S. (1990), “Can futures market data be used to understand the behavior of real interest
rates?”, The Journal of Finance 45

Mishkin, F.S. (1990), “The information in the longer maturity term structure about future inflation”,
The Quarterly Journal of Economics, pag.815-828

Mishkin, F.S. (1990), “What does the Term Structure tell us about future inflation?”, Journal of
Monetary Economics 25, pag.77-95

Mishkin, F.S. (1992), “Is the Fisher Effect for real ?”, Journal of Monetary Economics  30,
pag.196-215
Mishkin,F., Jorion, P. (1991), “A multy-country comparison of term structure forecasts at long
horizons”, Working paper n.3474, National Bureau of Economic Research

Mundell, R.A. (1963), “Inflation and Real Interest”, Journal of Politic Economics, pag.280-83

Nelson, C.R., Schwert, G.W. (1977), “Short term Interest Rates as Predictors of Inflation: On
testing the Hypothesis that the Real Rate of Interest Rate is Constant”, American Economic Review
67, pag.478-486

Palley, T.I. (1997), “Managerial turnover and the theory of short-termism”, Journal of Economic
Behavior & Organization 32, pag.547-557

Panigirtzoglou, N., Proudman J., Spicer, J. (1998), “Persistence and volatility in short interest rates
– some implications for the Euro?”, Bank of England

Papadia, F. (1984), “Estimates of ex ante real rates of interest in the EEC countries and in the
United States, 1973-82”, Journal of Money, Credit and Banking, pag.335-344



15

Peek, J., Wilcox, J.A. (1983), “The Postwar Stability of Fisher Effect”, The Journal of Finance,
pag.1111-1123
Roberds, W., Runkle, D., Whiteman, C.H. (1996), “A Daily View of Yield Spreads and the Short-
term Interest Rate Movements”, Journal of Money Credit and Banking, pag.35-53

Scalera, D. (1988), “Aspettative inflazionistiche, tassi di interesse, effetto Fisher: l’esperienza
italiana tra il 1970 e il 1987”, Studi Economici, pag.69-91

Shome, D.K., Smith, S.D., Pinkerton, J.M. (1988), “The purchasing power of money and national
Interest rate: a re-examination”, The Journal of Finance, pag.1113-1125

Steindel, C., Palash, C. (1996),“The Shifting Term Structure of Interest Rate”, Federal Reserve
Bank of N.Y.

Summers, L. (1984), “Estimating the long-run relationship between Interest Rates and Inflation”,
Working Paper n.1448, National Bureau of Economic Research

Taylor, H. (1991), “Fisher, Phillips, Friedman and the measured impact of inflation on interest : a
comment”, The Journal of Finance, pag.955-969

Tzavalias, E., Wickens, M.R. (1997), “Explaining the failures of the term spread models of the
rational expectations hypothesis of the term structure”, Journal of Money Credit and Banking,
pag.364-379



16

Figure 1.

Term Structure of the Italian Interest Rates

Figure 2.

Term Structure of the German Interest Rates
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Table A2.

TAB.A2a) Estimated OLS regression: Italian results

*Statistically significant at the confidence level of 10%
**Statistically significant at the confidence level of 5%
***Statistically significant at the confidence level of 1%

Regression: Italian results Parameters Parameters value
(2) t+3R3  –  tR 3 =  a  +  b  [2  ( tR 6  -  tR 3)]+ u t a 8,12E-017

b 0,99***
DW=2,24

R 2=1
(3) t+6R 6 –  tR 6 =  a  +  b  [2  ( tR 12  -  tR6)]+ u t  a -2,86E-16

b 1,99***
DW=1,85

R 2=1

Sample  period 1989:1-1993:12

(2) t+3R3  –  tR 3 =  a  +  b  [2  ( tR 6  -  tR 3)]+ u t a 12,99**
b 1,86**

DW=0,25

R 2=0,26

(3) t+6R 6 –  tR 6 =  a  +  b  [2  ( tR 12  -  tR6)]+ u t  a 12,54**
b 1,59**

DW=0,12

R 2=0,18
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TAB.A2b) Estimated OLS regression: German results

*Statistically significant at the confidence level of 10%
**Statistically significant at the confidence level of 5%
***Statistically significant at the confidence level of 1%

Regress ion:  G e r m a n  r e s u l t s P a r a m e t e r s Parameters  va lue
(2)  t+3R 3  –  tR 3  =  a  +  b  [2  ( tR 6  -  tR 3) ]+  u  t a -2 ,99E-017

b 1 * * *
D W = 2 , 0 2

R 2= 1
(3) t+6R 6  –  tR 6  =  a  +  b  [2  ( tR 12   -  tR 6) ]+  u  t  a -3 ,11E-17

b 1 * * *
D W = 1 , 8 5

R 2= 1

Sample  per iod  1989:1 -1993:12

(2)  t+3R 3  –  tR 3  =  a  +  b  [2  ( tR 6  -  tR 3) ]+  u  t a 4 ,21**
b 1 ,01**

D W = 0 , 3 6

R 2= 0 , 4 1

(3) t+6R 6  –  tR 6  =  a  +  b  [2  ( tR 12   -  tR 6) ]+  u  t  a 19 ,23**
b 1 ,04**

D W = 0 , 2 5

R 2= 0 , 5 4
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Table A3.

Estimated GARCH(1,1) model of the three-month zero coupon bonds

*Statistically significant at the confidence level of 10%
**Statistically significant at the confidence level of 5%
***Statistically significant at the confidence level of 1%

B o n d P a r a m e t e r s E s t i m a t e s S t a n d a r d  E r r o r s
I t a l i a n  Z C B  ( B O T ) c 0 0 , 1 0 , 3 8

c 1 0 , 9 9 * * * 0 , 0 3
a  0 0 , 1 3 * 0 , 0 6
a 1 0 , 2 1 * 0 , 1 1
b 1 0 , 5 1 * * * 0 , 1 9

L o g .  L i k e l i h o o d = - 1 4 2 , 0 2
D W = 2 , 0 8
A d ju s t e d  R - s q u a r e d  =  0 , 8 9

G erm a n  Z C B  ( B u n d ) c 0 0 , 7 5 E - 0 2 0 , 0 6
c 1 0 , 9 9 * * * 0 , 6 8 E - 0 2
a  0 0 , 6 * * * 0 , 2 3 E - 0 2
a 1 0 , 1 4 * * * 0 , 0 4
b 1 0 , 8 4 * * * 0 , 0 4

L o g .  L i k e l i h o o d = - 1 3 6 , 9 8
D W = 2 , 0 1
A d ju s t e d  R - s q u a r e d =  0 , 9 6
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Figure 3.

Italian premium risk on the zero coupon bond

Premium Risk on the three-month zero coupon bond
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Figure 4.

German premium risk on the zero coupon bond

Premium Risk on the three-month zero coupon bond

-1,5

-1

-0,5

0

0,5

1

1,5

2

2,5

3

ge
n-

75

ge
n-

76

ge
n-

77

ge
n-

78

ge
n-

79

ge
n-

80

ge
n-

81

ge
n-

82

ge
n-

83

ge
n-

84

ge
n-

85

ge
n-

86

ge
n-

87

ge
n-

88

ge
n-

89

ge
n-

90

ge
n-

91

ge
n-

92

ge
n-

93

ge
n-

94

ge
n-

95

ge
n-

96

ge
n-

97

ge
n-

98

Premium risk on the six-month zero coupon bond

-3

-2

-1

0

1

2

3

ge
n-

75

ge
n-

76

ge
n-

77

ge
n-

78

ge
n-

79

ge
n-

80

ge
n-

81

ge
n-

82

ge
n-

83

ge
n-

84

ge
n-

85

ge
n-

86

ge
n-

87

ge
n-

88

ge
n-

89

ge
n-

90

ge
n-

91

ge
n-

92

ge
n-

93

ge
n-

94

ge
n-

95

ge
n-

96

ge
n-

97

ge
n-

98


