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Abstract

Government spending as a stabilization tool has been widely discussed in the literature as one
of the most important components of economic growth. Literature suggests that there are
different factors that determine the fiscal multiplier behaviour in the economy. Broadly there
are two types of factors: first, there are the structural factors of the economy that affect how it
works in normal times, such as the level of public debt, human development, trade openness,
financial infrastructure, and labour markets; and second, there are the conjunctural factors, such
as business cycles or monetary policies, that affect how fiscal policy acts, causing it to deviate
from normal levels (Batini et al. 2014). This thesis reviews the heterogeneity in the fiscal
multiplier estimates through three dimensions: examining the non-linear fiscal behaviour
contingent on the structural characteristics, which is not just time-variant across threshold
levels but time-invariant across distinct latent groups; analysing the sub-national level fiscal
multiplier behaviour based on the structural factors of the states; and studying the asymmetric
impact of fiscal shocks on macroeconomic variables across business cycles in India. This thesis
is an attempt to address the limited evidence on fiscal multiplier efficiency, especially for the
EMDESs. Notably, structural characteristics of the economy are intrinsic factors that shape
economic behaviour over extended periods, potentially leading to heterogeneous behaviour
among economies. This thesis is an attempt to extensively discuss the heterogeneity within a
panel dataset by using the recently developed Panel Structure Threshold Regression Model
(Miao et al. 2020). Heterogeneous effects in the panel data could be crucial, given that each
unit possesses a distinct identity and exhibits structural variations (Durlauf 2001; Su and Chen
2013; Browning and Carro 2007). We identify latent groups of countries intrinsic to the
structural characteristics of the variables and find that structural variables determine fiscal
multipliers in a non-linear fashion where fiscal multipliers change significantly across the
threshold of structural variables. Results suggest that improvements in human development
and financial infrastructure measures play a prominent role in enhancing fiscal multiplier
effects across economies. We also find that economies can achieve higher fiscal multipliers
by keeping a check on the import propensity. We identify female labour force participation as
one of the significant structural determinants of the fiscal multiplier, where many latent groups
find parallels with the declining portion of the U-shaped feminization hypothesis. Overall, the
results suggest that countries should pursue targeted, structural change-oriented fiscal policy

to achieve higher economic growth. Furthermore, we study the asymmetric behaviour at state-
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level fiscal multipliers. We also distinctively analyse the state government revenue and capital
expenditure multipliers and find that capital expenditure multipliers are higher. We find state
public debt has significant negative implications for all the categories of fiscal multipliers and
across all the latent groups. This evidence suggests for a sustainable policy-oriented targeting
framework wherein states target public debt below a certain threshold level. At last, our
analysis of the Indian economy indicates that the adoption of preemptive fiscal stimulus in
recessionary phases and fiscal consolidation during expansionary phases will facilitate

macroeconomic stabilisation.



GIN

3 faerr & qad Hew@yuf gew! & I T & ¥U & ied & Ue fRSH0 Iuehru
& E0 T WMEHR! Td S UG U 74! DI T3 ¢ | gTih, ASTHIS G o o i
gfafehar &8 R W 1R TRl 81 ARSI O P GHITId HRA aral &l G- UHR
& HRG & Tgdl, VIR & W UHd & HRS § ol A T9g § HH HH &
TRIdb B THTAT B 8, oI ATdel-1d FH0T BT WK, AR Jaud, faxiia gardt aiw sik
4T TOIR; 3TR TR, AT Upfd & PR &, o2 T SRb! & 9 H 1ff 1 S 8,
o f5 SR 9% a1 Mg ifaat, s Isenig i & w1 o7 & a8F 1 ywifad
IRl ©, o I8 g Wk ¥ faafad g1 Sl g1 (Batini et al. 2014). I8 JiR/
ATl & ATH W AN UG STAAT I favHar & TEie wxal g IRaHD
faRIwdrell IR e fRTs TR-IRAH ITh 8T HaER B Sfid BT, S 7 had YT TR TR
qr - B, Sfch SIeHT- 31T 3fadad THg! § 9 -FHFdT §; 59 & IS RSB
&b SMTYR R JU-IPN KR P ASID 1Y 0T dGR BT fIZAT0N BT, 3R YR H HUR
Ih! T TS AP TR W ISHIN FCh! & ST YT BT LI BT I8 MY
T&ef ISTHISI UM &fdl TR A W1ed ! Faifed HR &1 U YA g, favy &0 §
SUASrs & fou| foRy &0 9, rfcqawil & WRadd fa=van SHidke RS g ol
faaTia ofafy # 3fifer SFaeR @1 PR < §, S JHIAd w0 9 sifaawisdt & o
fawH gagR 1 SR o O1d &1 Ig MY 511 81 H o Rid Uet aerd Ixies NI
AW BT YT FReb Ud Sy & HiaR favHdr R amues w0 § =i d3 &1 T T
81 (Miao et al. 2020). AW (2001) F TS T (2013) 3R SIS TS HI (2007) & 3IAR
O7d ST & fauH U1 H8dqul 81 9dhd &, I8 o@d gU [ U® SHTs &) Ud 3T Ugd™
il § SR WRaHTe® fafdedssl o Uafid dxdl §1 58 &R B RIS [ARvdrsl &
forg arfafes 3= & Sreuad Tg! &t Uga™ &R & 3R UId § & TReTdis TR Th IR-
g Tem # Ao Uit @ Ui wRd § S8l ISTe g Turd WIS 9R B
T & UR HedqUl U ¥ dead o | TR §d1d g & Ara fawm o faxiia gfard
& & IUl B R dqawiisii & I NI 0 YHTal & de H UgE YHeT Ay
g1 g7 ug it urd § & srdogawimt simard &1 ugfy R a0 TaaR I ISTh IS Ui
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T $R Faball g | g AR 91 §¢ &1 HITGRT B ISTh TSI T[0T o Heaqul WIS
uR®! # ¥ T & =0 U UgaMd &, 551 Hs e THE g-HTHR DI WHR0 URG ]
¥ Yed e & WY JHHAT Uld 31 $dl ey, gRome 9d1d g f <= & 3= it
AP T &3 o 1o Tfard, TRATE® URAd--3d SIS H1fd 1 SO A1fe |
3P AT, §H IoT-XRIT ISTHIS O] & AT TAER HT 3700 Hd & | g4
O7d ¢ fob Yo & Wil U7 BT ASDH N T0Mh] ot aHT SR 3R it sroqad gl
& foY Teayul THRIES THId 08l 8| I8 160 Ueh R, Hifd-379 agdiaxul aid &
forT ah <1 § e Ioa T Ff3a W1 TR ¥ -1 qraeHe BT & aféid @3d ¢ | g4
oG 3R Uoiivd IRBRT =g Tureh! 1 4t fafy = u § fawawor »d § sik urd & f
USINTd o9 TUIeh 31fie § 1 3id §, SR fa=ayur & uar gadr § & Al &) ey & SRM
qdaTdt IS YT UieiTe & wraf-aa- &t STaRadhdl 8idl &, SIadh [adR 3afy & GRM
RTSD Y THGHH Iurl ¥ AT 31ffes fRRIBR1 BT A1l U= gh |
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