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HIGHLIGHTS

Positive shocks to global liquidity significantly increase real oil prices.
Global liquidity is important in rise in oil price since GFC.

Liquidity significantly increases global oil production.

Increased liquidity significantly increases global aggregate demand.
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1. Introduction

Given that global liquidity has risen substantially in recent
years, the question arises of whether there has been spill-over from
liquidity to crude oil prices. There has been a substantial increase
in nominal M2 for the largest four economies from 13,500 billion
U.S. dollars in 1997 to 45,000 billion U.S. dollars in 2011. Real oil
prices have been much higher over the last third of this period. The
spot price per barrel of West Texas Intermediate crude oil (WTI)
rose from $58.14 in January 2007 to $140 in June 2008. Concurrent
with the global financial crisis (GFC) and the weak global economy,
the spot price for WTI fell to $41.68 in January 2009. However, the
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spot price for WTI rebounded to $133.93 in April 2011 while global
economic activity remained subdued.

Fig. 1 shows the monthly percentage change in real oil prices
and global real M2. Major changes in real oil prices are tracked
by changes in global real M2. A diversion in the series is observed
during the GFC. The sharpest monthly drops in real oil price occur
in the last three months of 2008. Over 1997-2011 the largest
monthly increase in real oil price occurs in March 2009. The largest
increase in global real M2 occurs in December 2008. The large
increases in global real M2 at the end of 2008 are in response to the
GFC and follow a series of small increases and decreases in global
real M2 from April to September 2008. It is shown in a historical
decomposition of structural shocks that from the middle of 2008
through 2009 global aggregate demand and oil-specific demand
shocks contribute to real oil price decline while shocks to global
real M2 contribute to recovery in real oil price. The null hypothesis
that global M2 does not Granger cause real oil prices is rejected at
least at the 10% level over a range of 1, 3 and 6 lags.

Belke et al. (2010) show that global liquidity has risen sharply
since 2001 and find significant impacts on an OECD commodity
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Fig. 1. Monthly global real M2 vs. real oil price (series in log-difference form). Notes: GLOM2 is real M2 of the U.S., Eurozone, Japan and China. RP is real oil price. The price

of oil is WTI. Real values are obtained by dividing nominal values by the U.S. CPL.

price index (dominated by oil with a weight of 63%). Anzuini
et al. (2012) find support for a significant (but small) effect of U.S.
monetary policy on oil prices from 1970-2008.2

In this paper we seek to determine the influence of structural
oil price shocks and liquidity as it arises from the major economies
on the price of crude oil. A structural VAR model is employed in the
analysis.

2. Methodology

Consider a structural vector autoregression model (SVAR) con-
structed with monthly data from 1997:1 to 2011:12, with the
following variables: global oil production (GO;), real aggregate
demand (AD;), real oil prices (RP;), and global real M2 in U.S. dol-
lars (GLOM2,).2 Global M2 is constructed by aggregating M2 in
U.S. dollars of the Eurozone, U.S., China and Japan. Monthly data
for China are available from 1997:1. (GO;),(RP;) and (GLOM2;) are
first different stationary variables.* Real aggregate demand is mea-
sured by the index of global real economic activity constructed by
Kilian (2009) based on equal-weighted dry cargo freight rates. AD;
is stationary.

The SVAR model can expressed as:

3
BoXe = B+ ) BiXi—i+er, (1)
i=1

where three lags are determined by the Akaike Information Crite-
rion (AIC) and ¢; denotes the vector of serially and mutually uncor-
related structural innovations. The vector X; can be expressed as
X = [Alog(GO;),AD;, Alog (RP;) , Alog(GLOM2,)]. Model re-
strictions are based on Kilian (2009), to the extent possible, given
the inclusion in our model of the global M2. The identification re-
strictions on B,X; are imposed as follows:

1 0 0 0 A log(GOy)
b 1 0 0 AD,
BoXe=1 _p0 by 1 o] AlogrP) (2)
—b40 —b41 —b42 1 A lOg(GLOMZt)

3. Empirical results

3.1. Impulse response function results

Fig. 2 shows the responses of the variables in the SVAR to
one-standard deviation structural innovations. In the first column

2 Glick and Leduc (2012) do not find evidence of an effect of recent U.S. monetary
policy shocks (specifically quantitative easing) on commodity prices.

3 The variables: oil prices and global M2 are deflated by the United States (U.S.)
consumer price index (CPI). The M2 in the four biggest economies (accounting for
65% of the world economy in 2011) is used as a proxy for global liquidity.

4 Asindicated by the Augmented Dickey Fuller and confirmed by the Dickey Fuller
GLS, the Phillips-Perron and the Kwiatkowski-Phillips-Schmidt-Shin.

are shown the responses of global oil production, global real
aggregate demand, global real price of oil and global real M2 to a
structural (positive) innovation in global oil production. The effect
of an unanticipated supply disruption on global oil production is
very persistent and highly significant. An unanticipated negative
innovation in global oil production does not cause a significant
effect on the real price of oil, but does cause a significant negative
effect on global real aggregate demand. A disruption to global oil
production causes decline in global real M2 that is significant in the
second and third months.

In the second column of Fig. 2 a positive global real aggregate
demand shock has a persistent positive effect on global oil
production that is statistically significant between the third and
eleventh months. An unanticipated global real aggregate demand
expansion has a significant effect on global real aggregate demand
that rises over time. A positive global real activity shock has a
positive effect on real oil prices that is statistically significant for
about five months. A positive shock to global real activity does not
significantly affect global real M2.

The effects of an oil market-specific demand shock are shown
in column 3 of Fig. 2. In the third row of column 3 a positive shock
in oil market-specific demand has a large and persistent positive
effect on the real price of oil. This effect is highly statistically
significant and rises in magnitude over the first three months. An
oil market-specific demand shock is associated with significant
effects on global oil production and significant increases in global
real aggregate demand. A positive oil market-specific demand
shock increases global real M2 in the first months.

In the fourth column are shown the responses of the variables
to structural innovations in global real M2. In response to an
unanticipated increase in global real M2 there are significant and
persistent increases in global oil production and in global real
aggregate demand. After a positive shock to global real M2, an
increase in global oil production builds up over the first five
months and is statistically significant after the third month. The
rise in global real aggregate demand is statistically significant over
all twenty months. The increase in real oil prices is statistically
significant between the fifth and ninth months.

In summary, global real M2 has statistically significant effects
on real oil prices, global aggregate demand and global oil produc-
tion. Many of the other results over 1997:01-2011:12 in Fig. 3
are comparable and similar to those found by Kilian (2009) for
1973:1-2007:12. A brief mention will be made of findings that are
different. Over 1997:01-2011:12 an unanticipated negative inno-
vation in global oil production causes a significant negative effect
on global real aggregate demand, whereas over 1973:1-2007:12
the result is at best marginally significant. A positive oil market-
specific demand shock has a positive significant effect (at one stan-
dard error confidence bands after the second month) on global oil
production over 1997:01-2011:12, but not over 1973:1-2007:12.

3.2. Historical decomposition of real oil price

The cumulative contribution to the real price of oil of the
structural shocks to global oil production, global real aggregate
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