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Abstract: Thisstudy examinesthe empirical link between exchange rates and fundamentals
using the monetary model of the exchange ratefor the Malaysian ringgit and the Singapore
dollar against two key bilateral rates—the US dollar and the Japanese yen. We formally
tested for the long-run monetary model of exchange rate determination and found several
interesting results. First, aunique cointegrating rel ationship wasidentified, based on theory
and data, which meansthat monetary variables and the exchange rate are connected. Second,
wefound that it isthe exchange rate that adjusts to the long-run equilibrium after a shock
and not the other way round. Finally, it is shown that the fundamentals-based model
produced out-of-sample forecasts that can outperform a random walk model both in the
medium and long terms.
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1. Introduction

Despiteitstheoretical appeal, the empirical validity of the monetary model of the exchange
rate is not without controversy (see Meese and Rogoff 1983).r Empirical studies in the
1990s (e.g., MacDonald and Taylor 1993; McNown and Wallace 1994; Moosa 1994) that
make use of sophisticated econometric methods to deal with the issue of non stationary
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In their seminal paper, Meese and Rogoff (1983) found that a naive random walk model (without drift)
outperforms an array of structural models, including those based on monetary fundamentals in predicting
US dollar exchange rates at horizons of up to 12 months during the late 1970s and early 1980s.
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data found that the monetary model is a valid framework to analyse movements in major
currencies. For instance, aninfluential paper by MacDonald and Taylor (1993) found evidence
that the model not only produces sensible long-run relationships, but also outperforms a
random walk in an out-of-sample forecasting exercise. Others papersthat have documented
the usefulness of fundamentals include Rapach and Wohar (2002), Kilian and Taylor (2001)
and Mark (1995).

From the perspective of the East Asian countries, two recent papers by Chinn (2000 a; b)
and Husted and MacDonald (1999) stand out. Both papers have demonstrated that the
fundamental s-based exchange rate model explains the movement of exchange rates in the
region, including those under current investigation. They used different estimation methods
based on the Japanese yen to reach their conclusion. Chinn (2000 &) relied on pure time-
series method with the dollar-based rates while Husted and MacDonald (1999) employed a
panel framework with the yen-based rates to model the exchange rates of the regional
currencies. The efforts from these latter studies rekindle the hope that a simple set of
monetary fundamentals - relative money supplies, interest rate differential and relative
output - are appropriate for modeling exchange rate processes in East Asia.?

A growing body of empirical literature using post-1973 data concludesthat purchasing
power parity (PPP), whichisthe basic building block of the monetary model, holds over the
recent float. Authors such as L ee (1999), Bahmani-Oskooee (1993), and morerecently Wu et
al. (2004) and Baharumshah and Masih (2005) found PPPto be avalid long-run relationship
for the East Asian countries (including Ma aysiaand Singapore). These favourablefindings
have motivated us to re-examine the relevance of monetary fundamental-based modelsin
Malaysia and Singapore. However, most previous studies using the monetary model to
analyseAsian currencies haveignored the forecasting performance of the model; particularly,
the out-of -sample forecasts (see, in particular, Frankel and Rose 1995).2 To alarge extent,
this is due to the fact that evaluating the out-of-sample forecast can be a challenging
exercise. In this paper, we take up this challenge by extending the forecasting horizon to
include the period during the 1997 Asian financia crisis.

In this paper, we are concerned with the role of monetary fundamentalsin affecting the
exchange rate of the ASEAN countries. We studied the Malaysian ringgit (MYR) and the
Singapore Dollar (SGD) vis-a-vis two major currencies—the US dollar (USD) and the
Japanese yen (JPY). The cases of MYR and SGD merit special attention because they
appear to bethe most flexible currenciesamong the ASEAN currencies, particularly against
the currenciesthat have smaller weightsin the basket of currencies. TheMY R was severely
affected by the Asian financial crisis, and in September 1998, it wasfixed to the US dollar at

2 In this paper the term fundamental variables refer to money, interest rate and income. Flood et al.
(1991) also adopted the same term for these three variables.

w

Frankel and Ross (1995) in a survey reached the conclusion that structural models have ‘relatively
little explanatory power’ and thus contained little forecasting ability compared to very simple alter-
natives (p. 1705). This then led many to believe that exchange rate movements are disconnected from
economic fundamentals. A more recent study by De Grauwe (2000) has found that there is overwhelming
empirical evidence that exchange rates of the major currencies are generally unrelated to fundamentals
identified by economic theory. He has thereby demonstrated that the decline of the euro against the US
dollar during 1999-2000 was largely unrelated to observed news underlying fundamentals.
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MY R 3.80/USD as apart of an economic recovery package. Later, in July 2005, Maaysia
abandoned the dollar peg in favour of a managed float. This suggests that even a middle-
income country like Malaysia cannot sustain afixed peg for along period.* Singapore with
itslargeinternational reserves, on the other hand, was only slightly affected by the currency
crisis and therefore pursued a managed float throughout the period. Unlike the MYR, the
SGD was undervalued and as such suffered a modest decline in value during the recent
currency crisis (Chinn 2000a). Both the MY R and SGD have now returned to an orderly
behaviour nineyears after the landmark event. It isworth mentioning that these two nations
have also growth experiences that are sufficiently different from each other in terms of
timing, resource dependence and industrial structure although they may have shared the
common “growth miracle” (see Chow and Kim 2003).

Having said that, we have two major objectivesin this paper. The first isto determine
whether a long-run relationship exists between exchange rates and their fundamental
determinants for two of the ASEAN countries, namely, Singapore and Malaysia. Our focus
ismoreon predictability over alonger horizon since the bulk of the evidence has shown
that exchange rates are essentially unpredictable over ashort horizon (1 year or less).® The
second objective is to evaluate the forecasting ability of the model. The purpose of this
article is not to produce the best model, but rather to show that our model yields good
predictive power for the in-sample as well as the out-of-sample forecasts. The theoretical
basis of our investigation is the standard monetary model and we relied on an estimation
procedure outlined in arecent paper by Rapach and Wohar (2002) to provide the long-run
estimates of the structural component of our model.® To demonstrate the robustness of our
model, we extended the out-of -sample forecasts to include the post-crisis period that ended
in 2004:Q2 before cal culating the equilibrium exchangerates.

The remainder of the paper is organised into four sections. In Section 2, we briefly
describe the theoretical model, empirical methodology and the data used in the analysis.
Section 3 presents the empirical results from the simple monetary model. Using the
cointegration coefficients from the Johansen approach, Section 4 derives the equilibrium
exchange rate and the degree of misalignment of the two ASEAN countries for the period
before and after the financial crisisto seeif we can find evidence to show that the currency
crisis was due to an over-valuation of the currencies. The out-of-sample forecasting
performance of the model isalso presented in this section. Finally, some concluding remarks
are contained in Section 5.

2. Methodology and Data
The monetary model of exchange rate determination relies on a stable money demand
function for the domestic and foreign countries, continuous stock equilibrium in the money

4 Obstfeld and Rogoff (1995) pointed out that only a small number of countries survive for several years.

5 Readers may refer to the articles by Mark (1995) and Chinn and Meese (1995) on the issue. For
example, Mark (1995) found that the monetary model produces lower RMSE than the random walk at
the 3- and 4-year horizons.

5 Rapach and Wohar (2002) provided convincing evidence for half of the 14 industrialised countries
considered in the analysis using the US dollar as the reference currency. Hence, a thorough analysis
limited to ASEAN countries could offer new insights into the behaviour of the exchange rate.
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market, purchasing power parity (PPP) and uncovered interest parity (UIP).” Equilibriumin
the domestic and foreign money marketsis given by

m,—p, =OL,l.Z+O£2yt, (1)
m;* _p: :a,i: +062y:, @
wherem, y,, i, and p, denote money supply, real income, interest rate and price level at time
t, respectively.® Asterisksare used to denote foreign-country variables (in our case, the US
and Japan). The money demand parameters, ¢, <0 and ¢,>0, are assumed to beidentical in

the domestic and foreign countries. The price level and exchange rate are linked through
purchasing power parity (PPP), whichis given by

e = p - P, 3
where er, is the nominal exchange rate while the condition for uncovered interest parity
(UIP) isspecified by

Iy _it* = E(deryq [1¢). @
wheretheterm E(:|l,) denotes the expectations operator conditional oninformation available

at time period t. Based on thisassumption, if er isan1(0) or (1) process, then Aer,, =0inthe
steady state, which would imply that i = i, . Using this assumption, the model reduces to®

er, =(m —m)—a, (Y, — V) ©®

The model establishes along-run relationship between the nominal exchange rate and

a simple set of monetary fundamentals—money and income differentials. Mark (1995),

Mark and Sul (2001) and Rapach and Wohar (2002; 2004) impose an additional restriction on
Eq. (5), that is, o, =1, so that the simple version of the model becomes

er, = (M —m) — (¥, — ¥;) ©)
Inwhat follows, testing the long-run monetary model requiresthe existence of astable
long-run relationship among er, m—m’ and y-y; .
It isworth noting that if all the variablesin Eq. 6 are 1(1), then the long-run monetary
model requires these three variables to be cointegrated, so that in practice the following
relationship is estimated to test’:

ert:ﬁ0+ﬂ1(rnt_rn:)_ﬁ2(yt_y:)+gt )

” The monetary approach to exchange rate determination is built on perfect capital mobility and
substitutability. For discussion on the degree of integration for goods, capital and foreign exchange, see
Moosa and Bhatti (1997). Moosa and Bhatti (1997) and Faruquee (1992) provide evidence that
strongly support the validity of long-run uncovered interest parity (UIP) in Singapore and Malaysia
The extensive capital market integration has also been documented by Phylaktis (1999).

8 This specification of money demand assumes that domestic money depends on domestic variables.
Note that several authors have argued that if the demand for money is stable than the demand for the
currencies is also necessarily stable.

9 Asin Mark and Sul (2001), we used only the core set of monetary fundamentals to see how far the
model can explain the exchange rate movements. We left out the other factors for further work.

1 We also evaluated the model with their theoretical value. All in al, it showed that the version with the
estimated coefficient yielded better forecast at a longer horizon based on the lowest RMSE.
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where the f's in Eq (7) are parameters to be estimated and &, is the usual residual term
assumed to be normally distributed with zero mean and constant variance.* Therefore, the
first step isto determine the integrating properties of all the variables that appear in Eq (7).
Next, we tested for cointegration among er, m—m and y-y; using the popular Johansen
(1988; 1991) cointegration approach.*?

2.1 Error Correction Model

In thisstudy, we also estimated the vector error-correction model (VECM) toinvestigate the
causal relation between the core monetary fundamentals and exchange rate and to show
how the long run equilibriumisrestored, following ashock. The VECM may be presented as
follows:

P p
der =y, + z Yuder +Z A+ Ay 24 HEY )
i-1 o1
p p
Af =y, + Z Yuler +Z Af i+ Ay 1200+ Ex ©)
im1 i-1

where f, = (m—m)—~(y~y;) and z = er —f . Both the error correction coefficients, 4, , and
A, di rect the adjustment to the Iong run equilibrium. Monetary fundamentals are sal d to
be Weakly exogenousif only the error correction coefficient in the exchange rate equation,
that is, A, , issignificant. This would then imply that the exchange rate adjusts to restore
long run equilibrium over the sample. Similarly, the exchange rate is said to be weakly
exogenous if only the error correction coefficient in the monetary fundamentals, 4, , is
statistically significant. However, if both coefficients appear to be significant and correctly
signed, then both the exchange rate and monetary fundamental's adjust to restore long run
equilibrium?® —the so-called feedback relationship.

The above model was applied, respectively, to the Malaysian ringgit/USdollar (MY R/
USD), Malaysian ringgit/yen (MY R/JPY) and Singapore dollar/US dollar (SGD/USD) and
Singapore dollar/yen (SGD/JPY) bilateral rates. Quarterly datafrequency covering the period
from 1971: Q1 to 2004: Q2 (Malaysia) and 1973: Q3t0 2004: Q2 (Singapore) were utilisedin
this study. Needlessto say, our sample period is one in which major shiftsin the currencies
occurred and it includes the period of recession of the mid-1980, when the currencies took
asharp fall against those of the major trading partners, namely, the US dollar and the yen.
Another landmark event isthe 1997 Asian financial crisiswhentheThai baht fell dramatically,
triggering awave of exchange rate collapsesin the region.

1 Our purpose here is to show that monetary fundamentals contain useful information in forecasting the
future currency prices for the two countries under investigation. Like the other researchers on the host
subject, we do not intend to obtain the most reasonable estimates of the model parameters in Eq. (7).

2 This section draws heavily on a recent article by Rapach and Wohar (2002). Interested readers may
refer to Rapach and Wohar (2002) for more detailed discussion.

13 Rapach and Wohar (2002) used this strategy to estimate the vector error correction model (VECM)
for monetary model for a collection of 14 industrialised countries and report on the adjustment
process to long run equilibrium.
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The exchange rate is the nominal bilateral rate, and narrow money plus quasi money
was used asaproxy for broad money. Theyen/local currency unitswere calculated from the
USlyenrate. Incomewas proxied by industrial production and interest rate was the 3-month
treasury billsrate. All the data, which were not seasonally adjusted, were extracted from the
International Monetary Fund's International Financial Satistics Online and measured in
log-levels, except for the interest rate.

3. Empirical Results
3.1 Unit Root Test

To accomplish the objectives of this study, we drew on time-series econometric methods.
For the univariate stationarity testing procedures, we relied on Ng and Perron (2001, NP)
and Kwiatkowski et al. (1992, KPSS). Further, we utilised the multivariate maximum likelihood
cointegration tests of Johansen (1988; 1991) to determine the number of cointegration
vectors in the US dollar-based and Japanese yen-based systems. Results of the unit root
tests results are displayed in Table 1. For money and income, the results clearly indicate a
failureto rgject the unit root null hypothesis of the NP test, but arejection of the null inthe
case of the KPSS test.* In fact, thisis true for both Malaysia and Singapore. Meanwhile,
expressing the exchange rate seriesin first-difference form appeared to induce stationarity.
These results confirm the earlier finding that these variables appear to be generated by
processes with a single unit root.

Asfor theinterest rate differential, we observed that the NP tests strongly rejected the
non stationary null whilethe KPSStestsfailed to reject the stationary null for the US- based
system. This suggests that the local-US interest rate differential isan 1(0) process. For the
local-Japaneseinterest differential, the resultswere mixed in that the standard NP unit roots
rejected the null hypothesis that the series contain unit roots but the evidence from the
KPSS yielded somewhat mixed results. We note that it is not uncommon to find that the
interest rate differential follows a stationary process. This result allowed us to exclude
interest ratesin Eq. (7), Eq. (8) and Eqg. (9) (see Rapach and Wohar 2002 and the articles
therein).

3.2 Cointegration Test

Since the series of nominal exchange rate (er,), money differential (m-m’) and income
differential (y~y; ) wereshownto be of the same order of integration (i.e., I (1)), thelong- run
monetary model required these variables to be cointegrated. If there is no combination of
thethreevariables, er,, m—m’ andy~y; isl(0), then theerror from any forecast will become
arbitrarily large astime goes on to emerge bigger than the benchmark error. In thisstudy, the
popular Johansen multivariate cointegration approach was applied to test for the null

¥ Rapach and Wohar (2002) rejected the monetary model for Denmark, Norway and Sweden based on
unit root tests. They argued that if one of the variables (er,, m — nf and y, — y¥) is I(1) while the other
two are 1(0), then no linear combination can be I(0) or stationary and as such the monetary model can
be rejected.
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hypothesis of no cointegrating vector.*® Briefly, the Johansen procedure provides two log-
likelihood ratio (LR) tests for determining the number of cointegrating vectors. The trace
statistic was used for testing the null hypothesis of at most r cointegrating vector against
the aternative of m cointegrating vectors. The maximum eigenvalue (A-max) was used in
testing the null of r-1 against r cointegrating vectors. If anon zero vector(s) was identified
by these tests, (a) stationary long-run relationship(s) between the relevant variable was
implied. Detailed accounts of the test are found in Johansen (1988) and Johansen and
Juselius (1990). The two statistics mentioned above may be compared to the critical value
provided by Johansen and Juselius (1990) and Osterwal d-Lenum (1992).

We note at this juncture that Boswijk and Franses (1992) and Reimers (1992) have
argued that the maximum lag length used in the specification of the vector autoregression
(VAR) model can affect the determination of the number of cointegrating vectors. Specifically,
they point out that insufficient lags could lead to rejection of the null hypothesis of no
cointegration too often, whereas over-parameterisation of the dynamic structure would
lead to loss of power. To overcomethis problem, the optimum lag length for the unrestricted
VAR (UVAR) was determined using the Akaike Information Criteria(AlC). Apart from that,
we aso relied on the LM test for autocorrelation to determine the appropriate lag length.

The results of the Johansen test for the US dollar- and yen-based equations (MY R/
USD, SGD/USD, MY R/JPY and SGD/JPY') arereported in Table 2. To account for the possibility
of astructural break in thelong-run relationship, we have added adummy variable (onefor
1997: Q3 —1998: Q3 and zero el sewhere) as an exogenous variableto account for the Asian
financial crisis period in all the models. For the SGD/USD rate, an additional dummy (one
before 1979: Q3 and zero elsewhere) was added to the system. Importantly, we found a
significant improvement in the stochastic properties of the VAR model by adding the dummy
variables and these dummy variables were included in the subsequent analysis. Both the A-
max and trace statistics led to the rejection of the null hypothesis that there are zero
cointegrating vectors for the two-ringgit bilateral and two-Singapore dollar bilateral rates.
Thisresult impliesthat for all the four bilateral rates, evidence of at |east one cointegration
vector emerged from the data, that is, anong the three variables, there is evidence of a
common stochastic trend.

Gonzalo (1994), for example, suggested that when the number of variables combined
withthelag specificationis‘large’ relativeto the size of the data set, there can be substantial
small-sample biastoward finding cointegration. In arelated article, Reinsel and Ahn (1992)
suggested a finite-sample scaling factor adjustment of T(T-pk), where T isthe sample size,
p is the number of variables, and k is the lag length of the estimated VAR system, to the
asymptotic critical values of the Johansen test statistics in order to obtain their finite-
sample counterparts. We found that the results from the adjustment statistics did not affect
our conclusion regarding the number of vectors in the systems.

Normalising the cointegration vector on exchange ratesfacilitated the interpretation of
the results of the monetary model given by Equation 7. For Malaysia, the sign and size of

> The procedure provides more robust results when there are more than two variables (Gonzalo 1994)
and when the number of observations is greater than 100 observations (Hargreaves 1994). In addition,
it is shown to be robust compared to other methods even when the errors are non normal (Gonzalo
1994).
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Table 2. Cointegration test results

Model Test A-trace Critical A-max Critical
H H value value

A: US Doallar-based system

MYR/USD
I p=0 p=1 72.54¢ 21.45 64.74 15.57
p<l p=2 7.80 10.25 7.17 9.28
p<2 p=3 0.06 3.04 0.06 3.04
I p=0 p=1 63.56% 154 62.812 14.10
P<1 p=2 0.75 0.65 0.75 3.80
SGD/USD
p=0 p=1 45772 29.70 32.38° 21.00
p<l p=2 13.39 15.40 11.60 14.10
p<2 p=3 1.79 3.80 1.79 3.80
B: Japanese Yen-based system
MY R/IPY
p=0 p=1 38.79° 31.93 21.63° 19.86
p<l p=2 17.17 17.88 11.29 13.81
p<2 p=3 5.88 7.53 5.88 7.53
SGD/JIPY
p=0 p=1 32.50° 21.46 24.85° 15.57
p<l p=2 7.65 10.25 7.04 9.28
p<2 p=3 0.06 3.04 0.06 3.04

Notes: The superscripts (3, ° and ©) denote statistical significance at 1%, 5% and 10% levels, respectively.
The letter ‘p’ indicates number of cointegrating vectors. The A-max and A-trace are Johansen maximum
eigenvalue and trace eigenvalue statistics for testing cointegration. Critical values (C.V.) are from
Obsterwald-Lenum (1992). Johansen (1991) shows that the LR ration test for linear restriction or the
cointegration vector is asymptotically distributed yx? where the degree of freedom is equal to number of
restrictions. A dummy variable (one for 1997: Q3 — 1998: Q3 and zero elsewhere) was added as an
exogenous variable to account for the Asian financial crisis period in all the models. For SGD/USD, an
additional dummy (one before 1979: Q3 and zero elsewhere) was added to the system. This was to
account for the overvaluation of the Singapore dollar and Singapore's deterioration in competitiveness
during the period (see Chinn 2000a; Moreno 1988:192).

money supply and income variables in the MYR/USD equation are not consistently the
same as suggested by theory. As such, we dropped the income variable and the resultsin
Table 3 show that the coefficient on money supply is positive.® For Singapore, the sign
and size of the coefficients of both theincome and money supply variables are much closer
to that predicted by theory.

For the yen-based system, however, all of the variables carry the correct sign and are
statistically significant at usual significancelevels. The domestic-foreignincomedifferential

6 Additionally, we found that the forecasting performance of the MYR/USD model with income variable
fits the data poorly.
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Table 3. Estimated cointegrated vectors in Johansen Estimation

Model/Variable e m-m* y-y* Constant

A: US Doallar-based system

MYR/USD -1.0000 -0.4736 (0.0380) 0.6265 (0.1059) -
-1.0000 0.2033 (0.0707) - -
SGD/USD -1.0000 1.0576 (0.3787) -1.9295 (0.5339) -

B: Japanese Yen-based system

MY R/JPY -1.0000 0.3474 (0.1808) -1.2110 (0.2041) 2.6687 (0.5969)
SGD/JPY -1.0000 0.5377 (0.0136) -0.2743 (0.1028) -

Notes: The letters er, m-m* and y-y* denote the exchange rate, money and income differentials,
respectively. All the coefficients on the estimated cointegrating vector(s) are normalised on exchange
rate based on the cointegration test. Figures in parentheses are standard errors.

is-1.211 and-0.274 for Maaysiaand Singapore, respectively. Thisresult comparesfavourably
with -0.546 for Indonesiato -3.008 for Thailand as reported by Chinn (2000a) on the East
Asian countries using datafrom the early 1980sto 1996. The domestic-foreign money stock
coefficient has the expected positive sign in both the models but the size of the coefficient
is found to be less than unity, as predicted by theory.Y

To sum up the cointegration analysis, thereis strong evidence of along-run relationship,
in the cointegration sense, between exchange rate and monetary fundamental's. Two papers
by Rapach and Wohar (2002) and Mark and Sul (2001) also found that the nominal exchange
rates and the fundamental variables are cointegrated. Specifically, Rapach and Wohar (2002)
rejected the null hypothesis of no cointegration in 6 out of 12 countries, namely France,
Italy, Spain, the Netherland, Belgium and Portugal. Mark (1995), however, found evidence
to the contrary for the same set of currencies.

In al cases, we observed that al the coefficients were correctly signed except in the
MY R/USD case, where the coefficients of both the relative income differential and money
carried thewrong signs. However, this‘sign failure’ is not uncommon in thistype of study
asitisnow well-known that in the context of standard cointegration analysis, the estimators
do not necessarily generate coefficients which are uncontaminated by serial correlation
and endogeneity. In what follows, we dropped the income variable and re-estimated the
model to evaluate its forecasting ability.

3.3 Error Correction Model

The dynamics of the relationship between the exchange rate and the fundamentals were
investigated using a vector error correction model (VECM). The ordinary least square

7 Qur results are in sharp contrast with Chinn (2000a) who found the coefficient not to be significantly
different from implied theory for most of the Asian countries. The results are different due to a
different sample period, choice of variables and estimation technique.

132 Malaysian Journal of Economic Studies Vol. 47 No. 2, 2010



Exchange Rates in Singapore and Malaysia: Are They Driven by the Same Fundamentals?

Table 4. Error-correction coefficient estimates

Model Coefficient p-vaue

A: US Doallar-based system

MYR/USD
Exchangerate equation, 1, , -0.0155 (0.0066) 0.0201**
Fundamental equation, 4, , 0.0026 (0.0042) 0.5408
SGD/USD
Exchangerate equation, 1, , -0.0204 (0.0092) 0.0284**
Fundamental equation, 4, , 0.0101 (0.0177) 0.5691

B: Japanese Yen-based system

MY R/JPY
Exchangerateequation, 1, , -0.0285 (0.014) 0.0510%**
Fundamental equation, 4, , 0.0243 (0.0236) 0.3043
SGD/JPY
Exchangerateequation, 1, , -0.0541 (0.0204) 0.0093*
Fundamental equation, 4, , 0.0224 (0.0300) 0.4558

Notes: The asterisks (*, ** and ***) denote statistical significance at 1%, 5% and 10% level, respectively.
Figures in parentheses are standard errors.

(OLS) estimatesof theerror correction coefficients, 1, ,aswell as 4, ,arereportedin Table
4. Thefirst columnin the table reports the coefficient estimates of the error correction term
from the nominal exchange rate and the fundamental equations. We found the monetary
fundamental s to appear weakly exogenous for al the cases since the error correction term
from the exchange rate equation appears significant with the correct negative sign (Engle et
al. 1983). Additionally, the resultsreveal that the error correction term for the fundamental
equation isinsignificant at conventional significant levels. The significance of thisfinding
isthat we were ableto establish sufficient evidence to indicate that the error correction term
predicts future exchange rates and that there is no evidence to suggest that the error
correction model predicts future fundamentals for both the MY R and SGD bilateral rates.

To summarise, first, cointegration between fundamental variables and the exchange
rate is confirmed by the significance of the lagged error correction term; see Kremerset al.
(1992) on thisissue. Thus, the link between monetary fundamentals and nominal exchange
rate appears to be robust. Second, the findings lead us to conclude that the exchange rate
adjusts to restore the long run equilibrium for all four systems. In comparing the out-of-
sample forecasting performance of the monetary model, Berkowitz and Giorgianni (2001)
have established a close connection between forecasting ability of the model with the weak
exogeniety test results. They recommend testing for cointegration and weak exogeneity
before proceeding to forecasting as the performance will depend on the existence of
cointegration and weak exogeneity.
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4. Exchange Rate Misalignment and For ecasting Per for mance

Many observers have expressed the opinion that the East Asian currencieswere overval ued
beforethe currency crisis.®® For the purpose of investigating this, we computed the deviation
of the actual exchange rate from the exchange rate predicted by the estimated model for
each of the four bilateral rates. As depicted in Figure 1, the MY R/USD rate appears to be
substantially overvalued 5-6 years prior to the mid-1997 financial turmoil. We note that the
monetary model failed to capture the sharp fall of the MY R/USD rate during the 1997-98
Asian financial crises, suggesting that the crisis could have been driven by bad
fundamentals—a point also made by Chinn (1998). During the post-crisis period (1998-
2004), we observed that the actual rates diverged considerably from the equilibrium rates
(undervalued by 1 to 2%) due to the pegging of the Malaysia ringgit to the US dollar.
Neverthel ess, the gap between the actual and equilibrium value has somewhat narrowed in
recent years, suggesting that the ringgit is reflecting its fundamental value.®* Another
period of particular interest is the third quarter of 2005 when Bank Negara Malaysia
abandoned the dollar peg and returned to a managed float system. The prediction from the
model yielded 3.70 MY R/USD, which was close to the average market rate of MYR 3.76/1
USD (i.e., undervalued by 10%) after returning to the managed float regime.

We also observed that the SGD had undergone a similar experience, albeit to a lesser
extent (see Figure 2). In general, the estimated equilibrium values captured the trend of
appreciation of the SGD/USD from 1974 to 1997; however, at the sametimethey wereunable
to capture the depreciation of the post-1997 period. The equilibrium rate, therefore, remained
consistently below the actual rate, suggesting that the SGD was undervalued from 1997-
2004. Again, there is no evidence to suggest that the fall of the SGD/USD rate was due to
bad fundamentals since the SGD/JPY rate appeared to be misaligned for most part of the
sampleperiod prior to the currency crisis. Boththe MY R/USD and SGD/USD rates, however,
continued to strengthen during most of 2004-2005.

For theyen-based nomind rates, our model predictsthat theMY R and SGD wereoverva ued
beginning 1994. The currency crisisled totheactud MY R-yenratesto riseabovetheequilibrium
rates (underval ued) beforereversing thetrend in 2001. In contrast, the SGD remained overva ued
severa years after the crisis, but likethe MY R, the gap between the actual and the equilibrium
valueshas considerably narrowed over the past decade (1995-2004). To sum up, both theringgit
and Singapore dollar have responded to major externa disturbances like the Plaza Accord in
1985 andtheAsian Financid crisisin 1997 (Figures3 & 4).

Now, how well do monetary factors predict the MYR and the SGD? To answer this
guestion, out-of -sample forecasts were generated at a short-horizon (k=1), an intermediate-
horizon (k=4) and a long-horizon (k=12). We relied on the estimated coefficient from the

18 For further discussion on this issue, see Chinn (2000a;b), Husted and MacDonald (1999) and Goldfajn
and Baig (1998), among others.

9t turns out that our results confirm the findings of Breitung and Candelon (2005) that describe the
Asian financial crisis as corresponding more to the second-generation type of crisis. The authors
showed that the deviation from long PPP is temporary as the Asian countries (including Malaysia and
Singapore) adopted a flexible exchange rate regime.
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regression of exchange rate on relative money supplies and relative outputs, together with
the future value of the fundamentals to form the forecast. We first estimated the model
given by Eq. (7) using data that ended in 1995:Q4 and forecast the 1-, 4- and 12-quarter
ahead values of the exchangeratein 1996:Q1, 1996:Q4 and 1998:Q4, respectively. Wethen
updated the sample period by one period by adding the observation for 1996:Q1 and then
repeating the procedure. By repeating the process recursively, we obtained the estimated
values for the 1-, 4-, and 12-quarter horizon forecasts. Extending the data to include the
post-crisisperiod that ended in 1998:Q4, through 2004:Q4, alowed usto examinethe accuracy
of our forecast following the global eventsin thelate nineties and early 2000 (bank crisisin
Japan, German-unification, oil price shocks in the post-lrag War). This is a particularly
interesting period since it also includes a speculative attack against the currencies under
investigationin the 1997-1998 period.

Asmentioned in theintroduction, we compared the forecasts from the simple monetary
model with those from the random walk model, the usual benchmark model used in a

Malaysian Journa of Economic Studies Vol. 47 No. 2, 2010 135



Ahmad Zubaidi Baharumshah, Ronald MacDonald and Siti Hamizah Mohd

forecasting exercise.?’ Relative forecast accuracy was measured using Thell’s U-statistic—
theratio of the root-mean-square prediction error (RM SE) for the two alternative models.

Table5 displaysthe Theil-U statisticsfor 1-, 4-, and 12-quarter horizon prediction result
over thefull 1996:Q1 through 2004:Q2, the forecasting period for anominal exchangerate.
Based on the results, we note that most of the ratio of the regression’s prediction RMSE
relative to the random walk appeared to be less than unity except for the 1-quarter (k=1)
forecasting horizon. At the 4-quarter horizon, more than 80 per cent of the monetary
fundamental sforecasts dominated the random walk for MY R/USD and SGD/JPY rates. For
MY R/JPY and SGD/USD rates, the monetary model outperformed therandomwalk in 71 per
cent and 55 per cent of the forecasts, respectively.

For thelong term prediction (12-quarter), we found that the structural monetary model
performed much better than the short- and medium-term forecasts. For instance, in the case
of theMY R-USD rate, wefound that the monetary model out-performed therandomwalk in
only 32 per cent of the cases for the 1-quarter forecasts. For the 4-quarter (12-quarter)
forecasts, the model outperformed the random walk model by morethan 81 per cent (96%).
Thesefindingsallow usto conclude that the structural model yields more accurate forecasts
than the naive random walk model for the medium and long-term forecasts. Thisresult also
impliesthat the monetary model isableto detect the nominal exchange rate movement inthe
case under study.? We note that, our results are consistent with that of MacDonald and
Taylor (1993; 1994), among others.

5. Concluding Remarks

This study has examined the empirical link between the exchange rate and monetary
fundamenta sfor two mgjor ASEAN currencies, namely, the Singaporedollar andtheMaaysia
ringgit. The results presented in this paper are generally consistent with the empirical
studies of exchange ratesthat cover the major industrialised countries asreported in Rapach
and Wohar (2002).

2 The comparison constitutes an acid test for evaluating exchange rate models (see Mark and Sul 2001;
Cerra and Saxena 2008, among others).

2 The Theil’s U statistic is based on standard symmetric loss function:

ig+T

> xi-xh?

U - i=ig

\/iof(i)z where x is the actual value and x/ the forecast value. As defined earlier, the Theil’s
Xi = Xy,

U statistic is the ratio of the root mean square error (RMSE) of forecasts from the structural monetary
model to the RMSE of the naive random walk prediction. Therefore, a value of Theil’s U less than one
indicates better performance of the monetary model compared to the random walk specification.

2 The recent article by Baharumshah and Masih (2005) also showed that the monetary model of the
exchange rate produced good forecasting results. Similarly, Mark and Sul (2001) applied the model to
a quarterly panel of 19 countries (including Germany, Great Britain, Canada, France, Italy and Japan).
They found that the forecast from the monetary model outperformed the predictions of the PPP and
the random walk model as well. They argued that the monetary model worked because long-run
nominal exchange rate is determined directly by monetary fundamentals and not by relative price. We
note that these studies were based on different currencies and a different time period.
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We found that exchange rates and monetary fundamentals are driven by a unique
stochastic trend. All in all, first, the coefficients of money and income variables carry the
expected sign for the US bilateral rates. Thisistaken asevidencein favour of the monetary
model, meaning that a great deal of exchange rate variability is adequately reflected by
monetary fundamental s—money and income. Second, test resultsindicate that fundamental
variables Granger-cause the exchange rate and not the other way round. This meansthat if
the exchange rate deviates from the fundamental variables, it is the exchange rate and not
the monetary fundamental that adjusts to the long-run equilibrium value. From a statistical
point of view, our results reveal that the simple monetary model has significant predictive
power for future exchange rate movements in the MYR and the SGD based on the
conventional criterion of root mean sgquared forecast errors.

Third, themonetary model failed to capturethe sharp fall of theringgit and the Singapore
dollar during the 1997-98 Asian financial crisis, suggesting that the crisis could have been
driven by bad fundamentals—apoint al'so made by Chinn (1998). Finally, astriking feature
of our resultsisthat the weight of the evidence suggests that monetary fundamentals have
significant predictive powersfor future exchange rate movements (two or more quarters) for
both the MYR and SGD bilateral rates. This finding is noteworthy, as most of the earlier
studies have found that monetary fundamentals failed to track the salient features of the
exchange rates movements. The results hold for the Singapore dollar aswell asthe ringgit,
and our forecasting horizon includes the post-Asian financial crisis. Overall, our results
from the cointegration and out-of-sample fit of the monetary model seem to suggest that
there is scope for a monetary approach to explain the movements of the two ASEAN
currencies during the sample period under investigation.

Thisstudy isnot without limitations. Berben and VVan Dijk (1998) show that asymptotically
cointegration isanecessary condition for long horizon predictability to exist. Recent studies
have shown that panel-based tests of cointegration have found stronger evidence in favour
of monetary exchange rate models (see also Mark and Sul 2001). Hence, a productive
direction for future research could perhaps be to consider panel cointegration methods
with alarger set of countries. Also, other variables, such as the terms of trade and relative
inflation, could be included in the modeling strategy to make the model more general.
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