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Abstract

This focus of this paper are the effect, implication, impact and
realtionship between selected macroeconomic variables and
wider US indices S&P 500 and industrial Dow Jones Industrial
Average (DJIA). Considered are inflation, interest rates, money
supply, producer price index, industrial production index, oil
price and unemployment and their impact on selected stock
indices in the USA between 1999 and 2012. The hypotesis of this
paper is, that between selected macroeconomic variables, namely
producer price index, industrial production index, oil price and
Dow Jones index is strongly relationship than between these
factors and S&P 500. The paper is organising as follows. First
section reviews the related literature. In section two are materials
and methods which are use explained. Section 3 provides the
empirical results and the last part presents the conslusions.

Keywords: Macroeconomic factors, correlation, cointegration,
ADF test.

1. Introduction

Investing in shares is one of the options how to appreciate
disposable financial resources. Unlike other financial
assets, investors link this instrument with certain features —
stocks and shares are claimed to be a risky investment
instrument as they can be subject to dramatic price swings
over a short period of time. Over the long horizon,
however, they represent the most profitable financial
assets (see more in Wadell&Reed (2005)).

Among price-shaping factors with an impact on where
stock markets are heading and how volatile they are we
can generally find macroeconomic as well as micro-
economic factors, but also psychological and subjective
factors. The effect of psychological factors is characteristic
for the short-term and medium-term investment horizon,
while a long-term investor should pay attention mostly to
fundamental factors and realise the fundaments on which
he/she was entering the position.

It is the fundaments and their impact on the price of a
particular title that are the most well-known factors over

the long run. Evidence of this is provided e.g. by King
(1966) who says that share prices and affected by
macroeconomic factors up to 50% on average (so 50% is
left for micro-economic and psychological factors, author's
note). A similar view was expressed by Musilek (1997)
who stays on the general level and says that if investors
want to be successful, they need to focus mostly on price-
shaping macroeconomic factors. As the current price of
stocks and shares expresses discounted future expected
revenues from their sale, Flannery and Protopapadakis
(2002) consider macroeconomic factors as the most
significant indicators determining the income from shares,
because these factors have an impact on future cash flow
of the society and on discount rates. This means that it is
macroeconomic factors that have a dominant impact on the
share prices. Therefore, anyone investing in shares should
pay attention to these factors when analysing stocks and
compiling his/her portfolio.

The correlation between macroeconomic factors and share
prices is a frequently discussed topic and has been covered
by numerous studies, no matter if in the context of the
emerging markets in eastern Asia (Mookerjee, Yu (1997),
Chung, Shin (1999), Ibrahim, Aziz (2003)) or of
developed markets such as the USA or Japan (Mukherjee,
Naka (1995), Shiratsuka (2003), Nelson (1976), Jaffe and
Mandelker (1976), Fama, Schwert (1977) or Bilson,
Brailsford and Hooper (2000).

In the centre of attention of this paper is the impact of
selected macroeconomic factors on the development of the
S&P 500 stock index and the narrower (industrial) Dow
Jones Industrial Average (DJIA) index. These selected
macroeconomic factors include interest rates, inflation, oil
price, producer price, industrial production index,
unemployment and money supply. The paper follows the
hypothesis that there will be stronger correlation between
selected factors (price index of industrial manufacturing
and oil price) and DJIA than in the case of S&P 500. The
correlation will be analysed by adopting the OLS
methodology and a multi-dimensional regressive model
that - when analysing correlations  between
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macroeconomic factors and share yields — is adopted e.g.
by Kandir (2008).

2. Previousresearch

The primary factor of share price growth stated by Hysek
(2009) is as the ability of companies to improve their
financial indicators (mostly free cash flow and/or net profit
per share). Shares and stock markets are very sensitive to
any price-shaping information relevant for the future
direction of the market development. These price-shaping
factors generally count macroeconomic and micro-
economic factors, but recently also psychological and
subjective  factors have been gaining ground.
Macroeconomic factors are significant and fundamental
determinants over the long investment horizon, because, as
expressed by King (1966), share prices are subject to the
impact of macroeconomic factors by an average of 50%.
Kandir (2008) adds that the correlation between
macroeconomic factors and share yields started receiving
more attention only after 1986. Macroeconomic factors
with an impact on share prices are e.g. interest rates,
inflation, GDP, money supply (stock), flow of
international capital, foreign exchange rates and political
and economic shocks, as said by Veseld (2010). Kohout
(2010) believes that the most significant factor affecting
share prices in the long term is the volume of money in the
economy (i.e. money stock). Flannery and Protopapadakis
(2002) count also the money supply and unemployment,
trade balance, number of new homes and producer price
index among important macroeconomic factors.

The impact of macroeconomic factors on the development
of stock markets was the subject of numerous studies, such
as Bodie (1976), Fama (1981), Pearce, Roley (1985).
These studies provide clear evidence of strong causal
correlation between macroeconomic factors and share
yields. Some studies further reveal that the future
development of the stock market may also be predicted
based on macroeconomic factors (see more in Chen
(1991), Chuang (2007)). The aim of this paper is to reveal
whether macroeconomic factors are a strong determinant
of share prices also today, about 30 years since first studies
were published.

The impact of 18 selected macroeconomic factors on the
stock market in Great Britain was investigated e.g. by
Clare and Thomas (1994) who came to the conclusion that
there is strong correlation between the yield of the local
stock market and oil price, inflation and the volume of
bank loans. Positive correlation between oil price and real
economic activities was demonstrated by Gjerde and
Saettem (1999) in the conditions of the Norwegian stock
market. Cheung, Ng (1998) have also confirmed positive
correlation between oil prices, the money supply and GDP

in Germany, Italy and Japan. For selected countries from
central Europe, positive correlation between share prices
and money supply was confirmed by Hanousek, Filler
(2000).

On the emerging market in Pakistan, Akmal (2007)
applied the ARDL model to reveal the impact of inflation,
industrial production, money supply, interest rates and oil
price on the development of the KSE index between 1971
and 2006. The same conclusion was reached by Husain,
Mahmood (1999), in a co-integration test. They revealed
strong correlation between share prices and money
aggregates M1 and M2. Kandir (2008) revealed the impact
of interest rates and foreign exchange rates on share prices
in Turkey and said that industrial production, money
supply and oil price do not affect share yields on this
market. Similar results were reached by Cagli, Halac and
Taskin (2010) who did no confirm any co-integration
between money supply and Turkish share prices. These
studies support the results to which e.g. Mukherjee, Naka
(1995) and Cheung, Ng (1998) came as well when
studying the same market. These scholars even revealed
positive correlation between changes in the money supply
and share prices.

Correlation between macroeconomic factors and share
prices in the conditions of the Asian market was studied by
Mookerjee and Yu (1997) who realised positive
correlation between the volume of foreign exchange
reserves and money aggregates M1 and M2 and the
development of the SSE index in Singapore. Similar
results were reached by Cooper, Howe, Hamzah (2004)
who confirmed long-term correlation between the SSE
index, money supply, inflation, interest rates and industrial
production. Maysami, Koh (2000) confirm also the
positive correlation between the money supply and the
SGX index. The impact of changes to the money supply on
share prices was also investigated by Shaoping (2008) who
demonstrated very strong correlation between the money
supply and share prices in the conditions of the Chinese
market between 2005 and 2007. Similar results were
reached by Yuanyuan, Donghui (2004) on the Chinese
market. Mukherjee, Naka (1995) demonstrated positive
correlation between growing industrial production and the
development of the Japanese stock market that
corresponded to the findings of Cutler, Poterba, Summers
(1989). Humpe, Macmillan (2007) confirm positive
correlation between the Japanese stock index and
industrial production index, but also revealed negative
correlation between changes to the money supply and
share prices. Similarly, Kimura, Kurozumi (2003) could
not find any causal correlation between the money supply
and development of the Japanese stock market. Positive
correlation between share prices and trade balance, money
supply, foreign exchange rates and industrial production
was found by Chung and Shin (1999). Ibrahim and Aziz
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(2003) confirm positive correlation between the stock
market and the CPI index, industrial production and, on
the contrary, negative correlation between foreign
exchange rates and the money supply in Malaysia. In his
study Ibrahim (1999) was investigating short-term impacts
of macroeconomic factors on the development of the stock
market in Kuala Lumpur. He revealed a negative link
between the industrial production index, money supply,
inflation, changes in foreign exchange reserves, foreign
exchange rates and the KLSE index'. Causality between
money supply and share prices on emerging markets was
also investigated by Brahmasrene and Jiranyakul (2007)
who focused on the Thai stock market from 1992 to 2003
and found positive correlation between the money supply
and share prices. Wongbangpo (2002) found strong
correlation between GDP, inflation, money supply, interest
rates and foreign exchange rates in ASEAN countries’. For
the Indian market he revealed long-term positive
correlation between share prices, inflation and foreign
exchange rates Kumar (2011). Also Pethe, Karnik (2000)
confirm positive correlation between the Indian stock
market and the foreign exchange rate INR/USD, the
money supply and volume of industrial production.

A large amount of studies investigating the impact of
macroeconomic factors on share prices and share yields
concentrated on developed markets, mostly on the US
market. As noted by Habibullah, Baharumshah (1996), the
first scholar to empirically investigate the causal
correlation between money supply and share prices was
Sprinkel (1964) who presented in his study strong
correlation between share prices and money supply in the
USA between 1918 and 1960. This "pioneering" study was
later followed e.g. by Mookerje (1987), Jeng, Butler, Liu
(1990), or Malliaris, Urrutia (1991). Also Cheung, Ng
(1998) found correlation between oil prices, the money
supply, GDP and share yields in USA. According to
Flannery, Protopapadakis (2002), the unemployment,
inflation, PPI, money supply (Ml1), trade balance and
construction of new homes impact the development of
share prices on the US market. On the contrary, for GDP
and the volume of industrial production, they could no
confirm any link to share prices.

The research of available literature clearly shows that
macroeconomic factors are an important determinant for
share prices on all capital markets. When taking into
account the results of those studies, a discrepancy in the
impact on selected factors on the different markets has to
be realised based on the findings. Some authors will claim
that the same factors affect share prices in a positive way,

! Kuala Lumpur stock exchange

% Indonesia, Malaysia, Singapore, Thailand, Philippines

while others will claim the opposite or say that they have
no impact on share prices at all.

3. Empirical data, methodology and
hypotheses

For studying the relationship between US stock indices
and macroeconomic variables, we test the hypotheses, that
between selected macroeconomic variables (producer price
index, industrial production index, oil price) and Dow
Jones index is strongly relationship than between this
factors and S&P 500.

For analysing the impact of macroeconomic factors on the
development of share prices, monthly data from 1999 to
2012 (total 157 monthly observation) were taken that also
include the share bubble of 2000 and the financial crisis of
2007/08. The data can be divided into two groups — the
first one being a dependably variable one, represented by
the S&P 500 (value weighted index) and DJIA (price
weighted index). The second group are macroeconomic
factors, namely inflation, oil price, producer price index,
industrial production, index, unemployment and money
supply, measured by M2 and MZM aggregates (money
with zero maturity). The paper assumes a difference in the
impact of selected factors (oil price, PPI) on the respective
indices depending on their structure — the wider S&P 500
and industrial Dow Jones. By using the OLS method, the
paper will work with the standard regressive multi-
dimensional model derived from the study of Kandir
(2008) and other coherent mathematic-statistical methods.

| =5, +BIPl +5,IR+ S,IN + 5,0P
+B;PPl + BUN + B,MS+¢ M

I is the change in stock index (S&P 500, DJTA),

IPI  is the change in industrial production index,

IR is the change in interest rate (I month time
deposit rate),

IN is the change in inflation,

OP is the change in oil price (barrel west texas
intermediate),

PPI  is the change in production price index,

UN s the change in unemployment,

MS is the change in money supply (monetary base
M2 and MZM),

& residual error .

The basic instrument to investigate the correlation
between two variables is the correlation analysis and is
recommended for share analyses e.g. by McCandless,
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Weber (1995). This correlation will be tracked by the
Pearson correlation coefficient.

oy @3]

Related standard tests will be used within the analysis
and compilation of the regressive model as well. They
will include firstly the Durbin-Watson statistical test of
seemingly unrelated regression that will subsequently be
benchmarked against the determination index value.

T
Z(‘Et — & )2

DW = tzzT— €))
D&
t=2

&, residual values.

t

Also, the time sequence stationarity test will be carried
out by using an ADF test of the unit root, adopted e.g. by
Kumar (2011). As the level of S&P 500 and DJIA cannot
reach negative values, the Dickey-Fuller unit root test is
used in the standard form with a constant and constant
and trend.

ADF with constant

Yt :h)+(a_1)[Yt—l+£ (4)

ADF with constant and trend

Yt =b0+bl[t+(a_1)[Yt—l+£ (5)

4. Empirical results

As said above, the fundamental method for analysing
stocks and shares is the correlation analysis. This analysis
will be done by using the Pearson correlation model. The
values are summarised in the following table.

Table 1: Correlation analysis

IPI UN M2 MZM
S&P 500 0,6319 -0,441| -0,1062| -0,1721
DJIA 0,7306 | -0,1088 0,3012 0,2388

IR CPI OIL PPI
S&P 500 0,6727| -0,0191 0,2490 0,1278
DJIA 0,3082 0,3715 0,5481 0,4718

The values reached for correlation coefficients confirm the
positive correlation between interest rates, oil prices,
producer price index and industrial production index. They
also confirm negative correlation for unemployment,
which corresponds to the economic theory. Interesting are
the values for money supply with index S&P 500
suggesting slightly negative correlation, which contradicts
economic theory. Given the resulting values, a stronger
impact of selected variables on DJIA can be assumed
(inflation, oil price, producer price index and industrial
production, money supply). The following chart shows the
progress of selected variables (with the interest rate
missing) which clearly shows the almost identical progress
for the oil price, producer price index, industrial
production index and the Dow Jones index. The chart also
provides evidence of an inverse progress of the share index
in respect of unemployment, particularly during the
growth period from 2003 to 2008.

16000 250
& 14000 1
o
> - 200
3 12000
g =
S 10000 1 b 150 ©
g g
8000 il =
Z &
> 100 &
< 6000 1 z ! &
< =___ [/ 5
[a} N
S 4000 %
3 I 50
o
@ 2000 1
WW
0 —_— o
2 9 4 N @ ¥ B © & » @ o 4 «
@ 2 2 2 2 2 =2 2 2 2 <2 =2 =2 =
[— SP 500 — DJIA — M2 — MZM — UN* —PPI — IPl — OIL — CPI]

* number of unemployment on 100 000 inhabitant.

Fig. 1 US stock indices and macroeconomic variables

With the correlation coefficients calculated, this still does
not have to be real functional dependence, but only
seeming dependence. It is therefore to be found whether
the time lines followed are stationary. Artl (1997) says that
by studying the time line chart, it can be subjectively
assessed and decided whether the series is stationary or
not. A similar procedure is employed by Kumar (2011) in
his study.
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Fig. 2 Dataset graph

Apart from visual inspection, we can say that S&P 500,
DIJIA, OIL, PPI, IPI, IR or UN contain some cycle
component and by money supply development and
inflation we can recognize a linear trend. All this signs of a
non constant mean.

The following DW statistical test will demonstrate whether
the correlation is real or only seeming. The tables below

shows the analysis of linear regressive model residues.

Table 2: Correlation analysis

dependgr;': Xarlable p-value DW statistic

IR 8,15%107 0,1183
CPI 1,55x10°° 0,1224
OIL 9,01x10™" 0,1481
PPI 3,93x1071° 0,1343
IPI 1,24x107 0,2092
UN 0,1735 0,1063
M2 0,0001 0,1166
MZM 0,0025 0,1124

depensdger;tS\/&riable p-value DW statistic

IR 3,67x107 0,1637
CPI 0,812 0,0861
OIL 0,0016 0,0811
PPI 0,1095 0,0867
IPI 5,43x10™" 0,1505
UN 6,65x10” 0,1053
M2 0,1843 0,087
MZM 0,0306 0,0887

Given the DW values for original time lines, it can be
assumed that this is only seeming correlation, because as
said by Phillips, Perron (1986), the DW statistics
converges into zero values for seeming regression and into
non-zero values for real correlation of variables. To
eliminate autocorrelation and a trend, the first value
differentiation will be applied for original input data, as
recommended by Artla (1997). This way, input variables
will obtain the character of white noise with zero mean
value and constant variance

dsFsto oo ar aen

;.thM’Wf‘)' WWW §.§3+”W‘"“5 - Mwﬁ«,«"'v'%*"m-
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Fig. 3 Dataset graph (first diferences)

Subsequently, DW statistical values for independent
variables ranged from 1.82 to 1.99 for dependent
variables of S&P 500 and 1.87 — 1.95 for the dependent
variable of DJIA. According to Granger, Newbold (1974),
this means that the residues of first differences are
stationary because DW > R% As a result, first
differentiation is used for further analysis and compilation
of the linear regressive model.
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The following table shows p-values and critical values 7
of the extended ADF test carried out for the model with a
constant and constant and trend.

Table 3: ADF test

modéd with constant
modéd with constant and trend

variable | p-value Tvalue | p-value T value
d_SP&500 | 8,13x10™| -113075| 7,78x10"7| -11,2892
d_DJIA 1,72x10"8 | 11,7081 | 1,58x10"7| -11,6877
d_IR 6,95x107" 29,7486 | 834x10* -9,7196
d_CPI 1,12x101° -7,7457| 147x10° -7.7207
d_OIL 1,12x10™"! -8,2118| 1,47x10™"° -8,1856
d_PPI 5,34x10"? -8,3638 | 6,79x10™"! -8,3426
d_IPI 4,04x10" 293728 | 4,98x10™" -9.3455
d_UN 2,08x107"° 29,027 | 2,51x10™ 29,0121
d_M2 347x10"7 | -10,9505 | 1,25x10°|  -11,1735
d_MZM 1,24x10™"! -8,1918 | 1,23x10™"° -8,2213

Based on the ADF test on a 5% significance level, it was
verified that all variables (i.e. difference of original
values) are stationary, i.e. the original time line is
integrated by degree one.

The table below presents the coefficients of independent
variables and their p-values in a multi-dimensional
regressive model created by adopting the OLS method
for the dependent variables of S&P 500 and DJIA on a
5% significance level.

Table 4: Linear regression model

dependent const. IR CPI OlL
variable koef. koef. Koef. koef.
S& P 500* 5,5638 21,2165 -18,9679 2,4140
S& P 500** 5,2392 23,4090 -19,5234 2,3535
DJIA* 11,6313 -41,1703 -28,3757 17,5865
DJIA** 10,9492 -15,5577 -34,5384 16,8910
dependent PPI |PI UN MS
variable koef. koef. koef. koef.
S& P 500* 2,8437 -0,5998 -22,3457 0,0035
S& P 500** 3,1899 -0,2515 -23,123 0,0374
DJIA* -11,6321 159,06 -228,056 0,4610
DJIA** -9,3552 160,056 -233,518 0,4427

* by monetary base M2
** by monetary base MZM

The conclusion to be made based on the data is that with
the values of the different coefficients, the S&P 500 index

is mostly affected by changes in interest rates, inflation
and unemployment, while the DJIA index if mostly
affected by the industrial production index, producer price
index, oil prices, inflation and unemployment. This
confirms the hypothesis that DJIA is more affected by
changes to those variables to which development industrial
sectors are linked. What should not go unnoticed is the fact
that for both indices the least significant element was the
money supply (through aggregate M2 or MZM), which
contradicts economic theory. On the other hand, this result
is in line with the findings of Sira¢ek (2012) who found
causal correlation between changes in money supply and
DJIA development when applying a one-month delay of
the index response to changes in the money supply. The
non-existence of any co-integration between the money
supply and share prices is also confirmed by Habibullah,
Baharumshah (1996) and Kimura, Koruzomi (2003).
Following a closer analysis of the different variables and
assessment of their statistical significance, we will reach
the conclusion that only the oil price for the S&P 500
index and the producer price index for the DJIA are
statistically significant. When assessing the overall
significance of the model, it is the second model that
appears to be significant (p-value F = 0.0108 with variable
M2 and/or 0.0137 with variable MZM), with the first
model reaching a lower significance level (p-value F =
0.0988 with variable M2 and/or 0.0917 with variable
MZM).

Interest rates have a positive impact on S&P 500, which
contradicts economic theory - external funding is
becoming more expensive and demand for stocks and
shares is falling with growing interest rates. This was
verified for DJIA where the value of the interest rate
coefficient suggests a negative effect of this variable on
the share index. The values however confirm the strong
link (positive or negative) of interest rates to share prices
and hence comply with the theory of Akmal (2007),
Kandir (2008), Cooper, Howe, Hamzah (2004),
Wongabgpo (2002). Correlation regarding the negative
effect of inflation and unemployment on share price
growth was confirmed for both share indices. The negative
impact of unemployment is obvious mostly for Dow
Jones. Also changes to the index of industrial
manufacturing have a negative impact on this index. This
is of interest because when the index grows, the revenues
of industrial manufacturers are growing as well, but also
the price of their inputs rises, depressing profits. As
expressed in the economic theory of Clare, Thomas
(1994), Gjerde, Saettem (1999), Cheung, Ng (1998),
positive correlation between oil prices and strong negative
correlation between growing unemployment and the DJIA
index were confirmed. On the other hand, the impact of oil
prices contradicts the findings of Kandir (2008). This
"industrial" index is also heavily and positively affected by
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the producer price index, which corresponds e.g. to the
theory of Mukherjee, Naka (1995) and Humpe, Macmillan
(2007). With the values found for the different variables
and by taking into account the overall significance of the
model (p-value F=0.01), it is the second model with the
dependent variable of the Dow Jones Industrial Average
index that appears to be the more suitable one for
analysing macroeconomic factors. The impact and
significance of the different coefficients therefore fully
complies (depending on their values) with economic
theory. A certain exception is only the money supply
where stronger correlation was expected.

4. Summary and condusion

Many studies were investigating the impact of
macroeconomic factors on share prices and yields. The
studies however provide different results. Some authors
confirmed  positive  correlation  between  selected
macroeconomic factors, but others rejected any such
correlation. This paper analysed the impact of selected
variables (interest rates, inflation, oil price, producer price,
industrial production index, unemployment and money
supply) on the S&P 500 and Dow Jones Industrial Average
indices. Based on the results of the linear regressive model
compiled by adopting the OLS method, the model tracking
the impact of selected variables on DJIA appears to be
statistically significant. This model also confirms the
economic theory justifying the impact of variables on share
prices. No neutral, but rather negative impact was however
found for inflation, as said e.g. by Boudoukh, Richardson
(1993) — growing prices are reflected in a lack of disposable
resources that could be used for investment. Negative
correlation between inflation and share prices corresponds to
the results of Sharpe (2002), Ritter, Warr (2002). What
should also be mentioned is the relatively minor significance
of the money supply regarding share prices — here this factor
is regarded by some authors (Musilek (1997), Poiré (2000),
Shostack (2003)) as the most significant one.

The most significant factor for both models was inflation and
unemployment (both with a negative impact). The most
significant determinant of the S&P 500 index were interest
rates and unemployment, while industrial manufacturing and
unemployment, followed by changes to interest rates and oil
prices, had the biggest impact on DJIA. This is obvious also
in the chart. As a result, the hypothesis about a stronger link
of '"industrial" variables to the Dow Jones index was
confirmed. It must be however noted that even though this
index bears the name "industrial", the industrial sector is
represented by DJIA only by approx. 16% and contains
shares also from the technological, financial and consumer
goods sectors. Given the results presented in this paper that
correspond to economic theory and confirm the statistical
significance (p-value of F significance) for DIIA, 1

recommend employing Dow Jones for analysing stocks and
shares on the US market for the reasons of its long history
and structure (price weighted index). Also, as said by Gobry
(1996), this index is regarded as the sentiment indicator on
world markets.

This paper investigates the role of macroeconomics factors in
explaining US stock market development (stock index S&P
500 and Dow Jones) in period 1999 — 2012. For expansion of
this analysis of causal relationship between stock prices and
macroeconomic variables it can be use e.g. Granger causality
test, or Error correction model (ECM), which can recognise
short and long time relatonship between time series.

References

[1] AKMAL, M., S. Stock returns and inflation: An ARDL
econometric investigation utilizing Pakistan data. Pakistan
economic and social review, 2007. Volume 45, No. 1, p. 89
—-105.

[2] ARTL, J. Kointegrace v jednorovnicovych modelech.
Praha: Vysokd Skola ekonomickd, 1997. Politicka
ekonomie 45 (5) [online]. s. 733 — 746. [cit. 2011-11-02].
Reasonable from WWW:
<http://nb.vse.cz/~arlt/publik/A_KIM_97.pdf>.

[3] BILSON, C. M., BRAILSFORD, T. J., HOOPER, V. J.
Selecting marcoeconomic variables as explanatory factors
of emerging stocks market returns. The Australian national
university: 2000. Working papers series in finance 00-04.

[5] BODIE, Z. Common stocks as a hedge against inflation.
Journal of finance, 1976. 31(2). pp. 459-470.

[6] BOUDOUKH, J., RICHARDSON, M. Stock returns and
inflation: A long-horizont perspective. The American
economic review, 1993. Vol. 83, No. 5, pp. 1346-1355.

[7] BRAHMASRENE, T. JIRANYAKUL, K. Cointegration
and causality between stock index and macroeconomic
variables in a emerging markets. Academy of Acounting
and Financial Studies Journal, September, 2007.

[8] CAGLL E., C., HALC, U., TASKIN, D. Testing long run
relationship between stock market and macroeconomic
variables in the presence of structural breaks: The Turkish
case. International research journal of finace and
economics, 2010. Issue 48. ISSN: 1450-2887.

[9] CLARE, A., D., THOMAS, S.,H. Macroeconomic factors,

the APT and the UK stock market. J. Bus. Finance

accounting, 1994. 21: 309-330.

COOPER, M., R., HOWE, L..CH., L., C., HAMZAH, A.

Relationship between macroeconomic variables and stock

market indices: Cointegration evidenceform stock

exchange of Singapore’s all sector indices. Jurnal

Pengurusan, 2004. Number 24. ISSN: 0127-2713.

CUTLER, D., M., POTERBA, J., M., SUMMERS, L., H.

what move stock prices? Journal of portfolio management,

1989. Issue 15. pp. 4-12.

FAMA, E. F. Stock returns, real Activity, inflation and

money. The American Economic review: 1981, 71(4): 45-

565.

[10]

[11]

[12]



IJCSM SInternational Journal of Computer Science and M anagement Studies, Vol. **, Issue**, Month Y ear
I SSN (Online): 2231-5268
WWW.ijcsms.com

(13]

(14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

(21]

(22]

(23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

[29]

[30]

FAMA, E. F., SCHWERT, G. W. Asset returns and
inflation. Journal of financial economics, 1977. Vol. 5, pp.
115-146.

FLANNERY, M. J., PROTOPAPADAKIS, A.
Macroeconomic factors do influence aggregate stock
returns. The review of financial studies. Oxford: Oxford
university press, 2002. p. 751 — 782.

GJERDE, O., SAETTEM, F. Causal relationship among
stock returns and macroeconomic variables in a small, open
economy. Journal of international financial markets. Issue
9. pp. 61-74.

GOBRY, P. Burzovni indexy a trhy burzovnich indexu.
Praha: HZ Praha, 1996. 109 s. ISBN: 80-901495-9-6.
GRANGER, C. W., NEWBOLD, P. Spurious regressions
in econometrics. Journal of econometrics, 1974. p. 111 —
120.

HABIBULLAH, M., S. BAHARUMSHAH, A., Z. Money,
output and stock prices in Malaysia: an application of the
cointegration test. [online]. International Economic Journal,
volume 10, numer 2, Summer 1996. [cit. 2012-01-11].
Reasonable from WWW:
<http://147.46.167.195/~kiea/IEJ/vol10_2/Su7.pdf>.
Hanousek, J., Filer, R. K. The relationship between
economic factors and equity markets in Central Europe.
Economics of transition, 8 (3) 2000. 623-638.

HUMPE, A. MACMILLAN, P. Can macroeconomic
variables explain long term stock market movements? A
comparison of the US and Japan CDMA working. Journal
of finance, 2007. Issue 30. pp. 209-245.

HUSAIN, F., MAHMOOD, T. Monetary expasion and
stock returns in Pakistan. The Pakistan Development
review, winter 1999. s. 769 — 776.

HYSEK, J. Zakladni finan¢ni instrumenty. [online]. 16.
unora 2009. [cit. 2011-03-20]. Reasonable from WWW:
<http://investicedoakcii.blogspot.com/>.

CHEN, N. Financial investment opportunities and the
macroeconomy. Journal of finance, 1991. Issue 46. pp.
529-554.

CHEUNG, Y., NG, L., K. International evidence on stock
market and aggregate economic activity. Journal of
empirical finance, 1998. Issue 5, pp. 281-296.

CHUANG, Y., L. On stock market and macroeconomic
variables: evidence from four asian tigers. Second
International Conference on Innovative Computing,
Informatio and Control, 2007. ISBN: 0-7695-2882-1.
CHUNG, S., K., SHIN, T. S. Cointegration and causality
between macroeconomic variables and stock market
returns. Global finance journal, 1999. Issue 10. pp. 71-81.
IBRAHIM, M., H. Macroeconomic variables and stock
prices in Malaysia: an empirical analysis. Asian Economic
Journal. Issue 13(2). pp. 495-574.

IBRAHIM, M., H., AZIZ, H. Macroeconomic variables
and the Malaysian equity market a view trough rolling
subsamples. Journal of economic study. Issue 30. pp. 6-27.
JAFFE, J. F., MANDELKER, G. The Fisher effect for
riskyassets: An empirical investigation. The Journal of
finance, 1976. Vol. 31, pp. 447-458.
JENG, C., C.,, BUTLER, I, S,
informational efficiency of the

LIU, 71,
stock market:

T. The
The

(31]

(32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]
[47]

[48]

[49]

international evidence of 1921 - 1930. Economics letter,
1990. pp. 157-162.

KANDIR, S., Y. Macroeconomic variables, firm
characteristic and stock returns: evidence from Turkey.
International research journal of finance and economics,
2008. Issue 16. ISSN: 1450-2887.

KIMURA, T., KORUZOMI T. Optimal monetary policy in
a micro-founded model with parametr uncertainty. Finance
and economics discussiom series, 2003. Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve System (U.S.).

KING. B. Market and industry factors in stock price
behaviour. Journal of business, University of Chicago
Press. January 1966. Vol. 39. Page 139.

KOHOUT, P. Investi¢n{ strategie pro tieti tisicileti. 6. vyd.
Praha: Grada Publishing 2010. ISBN: 978-80-247-3315-9.
KUMAR, A. An empirical analysis of causal relationship
between stock market and macroeconomic variables in
India. International Journal of Computer Science &
Management Studies, May 2011. Vol. 11, Issue 01. ISSN:
2231-5268.

MALLIARIS, A., G.,, URRUTIA, J.,, L. An empirical
investigation among real monetary and financial variables.
Economics letter, 1991. pp. 151-158.

MAYSAMI, R. C. KOH, T. S. . A Vector Error Correction
Model of the Singapore Stock Market. International
Review of Economics and Finance, 2000.

McCANDLESS, G., T. WEBER, W., E. Some monetary
facts. Federal reserve bank of Minneapolis, 1995. Quarterly
review 19, no. 3:2-11.

MOOKERIJE, R. Monetary policy and the information
efficiency of the stock market: The evidence from many
countries. Applied economics, November 1987. ISSN:
1521-1532.

MOOKHERIEE, R. YU, Q. Macroeconomic variables and
stock prices in a small open economy: the case of
Singapore. Pacific Basin Fin. J.: 1997, 5(3): 377-388.
MUKHERIJEE, T. K., NAKA, A. Dynamic relations
between macroeconomic variables and the Japanese stock
market: an application of a vector error correction model.
The Journal of Financial Research, 1995, 18(2): 223-237.
MUSILEK, P. Zmény makroekonomickych velid¢in a
akciové kurzy. Finance a uvér, 47, 1997, ¢.3.

NELSON, C., R., PLOSSER, C., I. Trends and random
walks in macroeconomic time series. Journal of monetary
economics, 1982. pp.139-162.

PEARCE, D. K., ROLEY, V. V. Stock prices and
economic news. The journal of business, 58 (1). 1985.
PETHE, A., KARNIK, A. Do Indian stock markets matter?
Stock market indices and macroeconomic variables.
Economic and political weekly, 2000. Issue 35(5). pp. 349-
356.

PHILLIPS, P., C., B., PERRON P. Testing for a unit root
in a time series regression. Manuscript.

POIRE N. P. The money effect. Barron’s business and
financial weekly magazine: August, 2000.

RITTER, J. R., WARR, R. S. The decline of inflation and
the bull market of 1982 — 1999. Journal of financial and
quantitative analysis, 2002.

SHAOPING, CH. Positivist analysis on effect of monetary
policy on stock price behaviors. Proceedings of 2008

[JCSMS
WWW.ijcsms.com



IJCSM SInternational Journal of Computer Science and M anagement Studies, Vol. **, Issue**, Month Y ear
I SSN (Online): 2231-5268
WWW.ijcsms.com

conference on regional economy and sustainable
developmentm, 2008. ISBN 978-0-646-50352-3.

[50] SHARPE, S., A. Reexamining stock valuation and
inflation: The implication of analysts earnings forecast.
Review of economics and statistics, 2002. Issue 84. pp.632-
648.

[51] SHIRATSUKA, S. Asset price bubble in Japan in the
1980s: lesson for financial and macroeconomica stability.
[online]. Bank of Japan: Institute for monetary and
economic studies, 2003. [cit. 2011-12-14]. Reasonable
from WWW:
<http://www.imes.boj.or.jp/english/publication/edps/2003/
03-E-15.pdf>.

[52] SHOSTAK, F. Making sense of money supply data.
December 17, 2003. [online]. [cit. 2011-05-13].

Reasonable from WWW:
<http://www.wissensnavigator.com/documents/MoneySup
plyShostak.pdf >.

[53] SPRINKEL, B. Money and stock prices. Illinois: Richard
D Irwin, 1964. ISBN: 978-0256005134.

[4] SIRUCEK, M. Effect of money supply on the Dow Jones
Industrial Average stock index. Acta Universitatis
Agriculturae et Silviculturae Mendelianae Brunensis. 2012.
sv. LX, €. 2, 5. 399--407. ISSN 1211-8516.

[54] VESELA, J. Cesky kapitdlovy trh pohledem globalni
fundamentdlni analyzy. Sbornik piispévkll z mezindrodni
védecké konference ,.Evropské finan¢ni systémy 2010%.
Masarykova univerzita Brno, 2010. ISBN 978-80-210-
5182-9.

[55] WONGBANGPO, P. Stock market and macroeconomic
fundamental dynamic interaction: ASEAN-5 countries.
Journal of Asian economy, 2002. Issue 13. pp.27-51.

[56] WADDELL&REED Financial Services. Stocks, Bonds,
Bills, and Inflation [online]. Chicago: Illinois, March,
2005. [cit. 2011-06-23]. Reasonable from WWW:
<http://faculty.upj.pitt.edu/gmDick/courses/Seminar/johnM
aritn/Financial %20Planning%20101%?20Syllabus%20& %2
OPDFs/Stocks,%20Bonds,%20Bills%20and%20Inflation.cf
g.pdf>.

[57] YUANYUAN, C. DONGHUI, F. Information connotation
of stock dividend policies of companies listed in China:
positivist



