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OIL PRICES AND ECONOMIC GROWTH IN SOUTH AFRICA:
A TRIVARIATE SIMULATION

In this paper we examine the causal relationship between oil prices, oil consumption and eco-
nomic growth in South Africa, using a multivariate causality model. We apply the newly developed
ARDL bounds testing approach to examine this linkage in a trivariate setting. Contrary to the
results of some previous studies, our results show a distinct unidirectional causal flow from oil prices
to economic growth in South Africa. In addition, our results show that oil consumption Granger-
causes both economic growth and oil prices without any feedback. Given the deterrent effect of oil
prices on economic growth and the fact that South Africa has adopted inflation targeting as its pol-
icy anchor, we recommend monetary policies should be relaxed during the global oil price shocks
in order to protect the country from any possible outcome of a full-blown stagflation scenario.

Keywords: Africa; South Africa; oil prices; oil consumption; economic growth.
JEL Classifications: Q43; C32.

Hikomac M. Oniam00

IIHA HA HA®TY TA EKOHOMIYHE 3POCTAHHSA Y HIBAEHHI
ADOPUIIL: MOJAE/TIOBAHHA 3A TPbOMA ITAPAMETPAMUT

Y cmammi éueueno npuvunnuil 36 ‘930K Mixc Hagymosumu yiHamu, CNONCUBAHHAM HaAPmMuU
ma exonomiunum 3pocmanuam y Iliedenniii Appuyi 3 euxopucmanuam myavmunapamempuor
npuquHHOi Modeai. 3acmocosano HO60po3pobaeHUIll mecmosuil nioxio mexc asmopezpecuéHozo
PO3100i1eH020 aazy 0451 00CAI0HCEHHA 368 A3KY Midc mpboma 3MinHuUMU. Bcynepeu pesyismamam
desakux nonepeonix 00caidxceHb, OMPUMAaHi pe3yabmamu ceiduams npo UPAa3Hy 00HOCHPAMOBAHY
HPUMUHHY 3AAeHCHICb eKOHOMIUH020 3pocmanHa y Tliedenniti Agppuui 6id nagpmosux uin. Taxoxnc
pe3yabmamu ciouams npo 2peiiHONCePieCbKy 3a.1eHCHICIb eKOHOMIMHO20 3DOCHAHHS A UiH HA
Haghmy 6i0 cnoxcueanus nHagpmu, b6e3 360pomuoeo 36 a3ky. Bpaxoeyrouu cmpumyrouuii epexm
Hagpmosux uyin Ha exonomiune 3pocmanus i mou ¢axm, wo Iliedenna Agpurxa e3aia
peeyarsanns ingaauii 3a noaimuyny memy, pPeKOMeHO08AHO NOCAAOAEHHS MOHemMAapHoi
noaimuxu nio wac 2aobaavbHux 3miH Hagmosux uin, w6 3axucmumu Kpainy 6i0 MoMNCAUGUX
Hacaiokie cmaeghasuii.

Karouosi caosa: Appuxa; Iliedenna Agppuxa; nagpmosi yinu; cnojicuganus Hagpmu; eKoHOMIuHe
3POCHAHHSL.

Dopm. 6. Taba. 3. Jlim. 46.

Hukonac M. Ogunamoo

IIEHBI HA HE®Th 1 DKOHOMUWYECKUI POCT B I0XKHOM
A®PUKE: MOIEJIUPOBAHMUE 110 TPEM ITAPAMETPAM

B cmamoe usyuena npununnasn ceszb mexcoy ueHamu Ha Hegpmov, nompedaenuem Heghpmu u
axonomuueckum pocmom 6 FOxucnoii Agpure c ucnoavsosanuem myibmunapamempueckoi
npuqunHnoil moodeau. bvia npumenen Hoeopaszpabomaunvlii mecmosvli n00xo0 npeoesos
agmopezpeccugno2o pacnpedeieHHo20 aaza 048 UCCAe008AHUS IMOU C63U NO mpem
nepemennvim. Bonpexu pezyasmamam Hexomopwix npedvioyuux ucciedosanuil, noiy4eHHvie
pe3yabmamosl  CGUOEMEAbCHEYIONT 0  6bIPA3UMEAbHOU  00HOHANDPABAEHHOU NPUMUHHOU
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3asucumocmu 3K0Homuyeckoeo pocma 6 IFOxucnoii Agppuxe om uen na nepmo. Tarxnuce
Pe3YAbIAntbl C6UOCINEALCMEYIONT O 2PEliHONCEPOBCKOIl 3a6UCUMOCIU IKOHOMUHECKO20 POCHA U
uen Ha Hehmv om nompebaenus negpmu, b6e3 oopammoi ces3u. Yuumoteasn coepicusarouiuil
apghexm negpmanvix uen na s3xonomuveckuti pocm u mom ¢paxm, ymo FOxucnaa Agpuxa
nocmaeuaa pecyiAuul0 UHPAAYUU NOAUMUHECKOU Ueablo, PeKOMeHO08aHO nociabaeHue
MOHEmMAapHoll NOAUMUKU 60 6peMs 2A00aAbHbIX U3MEHEeHUIl UeH Ha Hehmb, 4mobbl 3auumumso
CMpPamy om 603MONCHBIX NOCAEOCMBUIL cazdaauuu.

Karouesvie caosa: Acgpuxa; HOxucnas Appuka; uyenvt na Heghmov;, nompebieHue Hepmu;
IKOHOMUYECKUT pOC.

1. Introduction. The relationship between oil prices and economic growth
attracted substantial empirical research in recent years. Theoretically, an increase in
oil prices has two effects, namely the demand side effects and the supply side effects.
On the demand side, an increase in oil prices leads to an increase in transportation
costs, which translates into higher prices for consumption goods. This, in turn, low-
ers the consumption demand, which eventually leads to a contraction in output. On
the supply side, a rise in oil prices leads to higher production costs, which force pro-
ducers to cut back their output — thereby lowering the country's aggregate output.
Although a number of studies were conducted on the causal relationship between oil
prices and economic growth in developing countries, the majority of these studies con-
centrated mainly on Asia and Latin America. Very little attention was given to poor sub-
Saharan African countries that are, in most cases, hardest hit by the oil price shocks. In
fact, it is estimated that higher energy prices can hit the poor twice as hard as those in
the highest income group (see UNDP/WB, 2005). Previous studies on this subject
also show 3 major limitations. Firstly, the majority of previous studies concentrated
mainly on the use of a bivariate causality test and may, therefore, suffer from the
omission-of-variable bias (see also Odhiambo, 2008; 2009b). Secondly, some of the
previous studies overrelied on the crossectional data to examine the causal relation-
ship between oil prices and economic growth. Yet, it is now clear that the cross-sec-
tional method by lumping together countries that are at different stages of economic
development, may not satisfactorily address the country-specific effects. Finally,
some of the previous studies mainly used the residual-based cointegration test associ-
ated with Engle and Granger (1987) and the maximum likelihood test based on
Johansen (1988) and Johansen and Juselius (1990) to examine the long-run relation-
ship between oil prices and economic growth. However, it is now well known that
these cointegration techniques may not be appropriate when the sample size is too
small (see Narayan and Smyth, 2005). It is against this backdrop that the current
study attempts to examine the intertemporal causal relationship between oil prices
and economic growth using the newly developed ARDL bounds testing approach. By
incorporating oil consumption in the bivariate model between oil prices and eco-
nomic growth, we develop a simple trivariate causality model between oil prices, oil
consumption and economic growth. The rest of the paper is structured as follows:
Section 2 discusses the trends of oil consumption, oil prices and economic growth in
South Africa, section 3 presents the literature review, while section 4 deals with the
empirical model specification, estimation technique and the empirical analysis of the
regression results. Section 5 concludes the study.
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2. Oil Consumption, Oil prices and Economic Growth in South Africa. Although
South Africa is one of world's leading exporters of coal, it is a net importer of crude
oil. The country has only small deposits of oil and relies largely on imported oil. In
fact, it is estimated that about 66% of South Africa's total crude oil consumption is
imported. In 2007, for example, South Africa's oil consumption was about 505 000
bbl/d, of which about 306 000 bbl/d was imported. The majority of South Africa's oil
imports originate mainly from the Middle East, Iran and Saudi Arabia. There are,
however, also small oil imports from African countries such as Nigeria and Angola,
among others. In 2006, for example, South Africa imported about 35% of crude oil
from Saudi Arabia, 33% from Iran, 16% from Nigeria and 16% from the rest of the
world. Currently, the country is estimated to have about 15 million barrels of oil
reserves, which are located offshore southern Africa in the Bredasdorp basin and off
the West Coast of the country near the border of Namibia (see EIA, 2008). As a net
oil importer, South Africa is not exempted from negative effects associated with oil
price increases. In fact, the recent oil crisis made the South Africa inflation targeting
policy very difficult to implement. This is because higher oil prices add to inflation
from the supply side. However, as expected, the Reserve Bank has no choice but to
react to the oil-induced inflation by increasing interest rates. The difficulty here is
that when inflation is driven by external shocks such as oil price increase, a restrictive
reactionary monetary policy such as interest rate hikes may only fuel the inflation
rather than reduce it. In such circumstances countries normally end up with a com-
bination of higher interest rates and higher inflation, which is detrimental to eco-
nomic growth, job-creation and poverty reduction.

Despite the fact that South Africa is a net importer of crude oil, it remains the
largest economy in Africa. The country's current GDP is about USD 704 billion,
which is approximately 36% of the total sub-Saharan Africa's GDP and 69% of the
total SADC's GDP. The country is also ranked number 20 globally in terms of the vol-
ume of gross domestic product (GDP). Table 1 shows the trends of oil consumption,
real GDP and oil price during the period 1990-2007 compared to 1980.

Table1. The Trends of Oil Consumption, Real GDP and Oil Prices during
the period 1990-2007 compared to 1980

Year Real GDP per capita Oil Consumption QOil Price
(Rand) — 2005 Prices (Thousands barrels daily) (USD per barrel)
1980 32883 253 35.69
1990 30648 355 20.45
1991 29708 358 16.63
1992 28473 369 17.17
1993 28227 383 14.93
1994 28536 400 14.74
1995 28815 426 16.10
1996 29431 437 18.52
1997 29582 444 18.23
1998 29116 450 12.21
1999 29187 461 17.25
2000 29792 475 26.20
2001 30024 486 2281
2002 30581 499 23.74
2003 30992 512 26.78
2004 31946 523 33.64
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The End of Table 1

Ve Real GDP per capita Oil Consumption Oil Price
ear (Rand) — 2005 Prices (Thousands barrels daily) (USD per barrel)
2005 33176 526 49.35
2006 34586 537 61.50
2007 36045 549 68.19

Source: SARB Quarterly Bulletin (various issues); World Development Indicators (2007); IFS Yearbook
(2008); BP Statistical Review of World Energy (2008)

3. Literature review. A number of studies examined the relationship between oil
prices, energy consumption and economic growth, in both developed and developing
countries. In particular, the relationship between energy consumption and economic
growth was examined extensively, but the results were remarkably mixed. While stud-
ies such as Odhiambo (2009a) for the case of Tanzania, Narayan and Smyth (2008)
for the case of G7 countries; Narayan and Prasad (2008) for Australia, Iceland, Italy,
the Slovak Republic, the Czech Republic, Korea, Portugal and the UK; Narayan and
Singh (2007) for the case of Fiji; Altinay and Karagol (2005) for the case of Turkey;
Wolde-Rufael (2004) for the case of Shangai; Shiu and Lam (2004) for the case of
China; Chang et al. (2001) for the case of Taiwan; Yang (2000) for the case of Taiwan;
Cheng (1997) for the case of Brazil, and Masih and Masih (1996) for the case of
India, among others, maintain that energy consumption Granger-causes economic
growth, studies such as Mozumder and Marathe (2007) for the case of Bangladesh;
Hatemi-J and Irandoust (2005) for Sweden; Narayan and Smyth (2005) for the case
of Australia; Gosh (2002) for the case of India; Cheng (1999) for the case of India;
Cheng and Lai (1997) for the case of Taiwan; Abosedra and Baghestani (1989) for the
case of the USA, and Kraft and Kraft (1978) for the case of the USA, among others,
argue that it is the growth of the real sector that drives the demand for energy from
different sections of the economy. Between these two extremes, however, there are
studies that argue that both energy consumption and economic growth Granger-
cause each other. This view received support from the studies such as Odhiambo
(2009b) for the case of South Africa; Paul and Bhattacharya (2004) for the case of
India; Yang (2002) for the case of Taiwan; Glasure (2002) for the case of Korea, and
Masih and Masih (1997) for the case of Korea and Taiwan. Notwithstanding the pre-
dominant view in favour of a causal relationship between energy consumption and
economic growth, a few studies such as Cheng (1997) for the case of Mexico and
Venezuela; Cheng (1995) for the case of the USA; Yu and Hwang (1984) for the case
of the USA, and Akarca and Long (1980) for the case of the USA, assert that energy
consumption and economic growth are neutral with respect to each other. In other
words, these studies maintain that there is no causality between energy consumption
and economic growth.

Unlike the causal relationship between energy consumption and economic
growth, the causal relationship between oil prices and economic growth has not been
fully explored. Very few studies have fully examined the nexus between oil prices and
economic growth. Some of the studies that examined the relationship between oil prices
and economic growth include Hanabusa (2009), Jayaraman and Chooing (2009),
Prasad et al. (2007), Rautava (2004), Glasure and Lee (2002), Kim and Willet (2000)
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and Darrat and Gilley (1996), among others. Darrat and Gilley (1996), for example,
find that oil price shocks are not a major cause of the US business cycles. In addition,
the study finds that both oil prices and real output cause significant changes in oil con-
sumption without feedback. While examining the relationship between oil price and
economic growth in OECD countries, Kim and Willet (2000) find a strong negative
relationship between oil price and economic growth. Likewise, Glasure and Lee (2002)
find a significant negative relationship between oil price and economic growth for
Korea. Using a vector autoregressive (VAR) model, Rautava (2004) finds that Russia's
real GDP is negatively affected by oil price fluctuations. In an attempt to investigate the
causal relationship between oil price and economic growth in Japan, Hanabusa (2009)
finds there is a feedback relationship between oil price and economic growth in Japan.
While examining the causal relationship between growth and oil price in small Pacific
Island countries, Jayaraman and Choong (2009) find a unidirectional causal flow from
oil price and international reserves to economic growth. Although the bulk of the
empirical studies support a negative relationship between oil price and economic
growth, some recent studies have shown this relationship may not be strictly negative for
all the countries. Prasad et al. (2007), for example, while examining the relationship
between oil prices and real GDP nexus in the Fiji Islands, find that an increase in the
oil price has a positive, albeit inelastic, impact on real GDP. The authors conclude that
although their finding is inconsistent with the bulk of the previous literature, it is not a
surprising result for the Fiji Islands. Specifically, the authors argue that since the actual
output in Fiji has been around 50% lower than its potential output, it has not reached a
threshold level at which oil prices can negatively impact output. Moreover, this finding,
according to the authors, is consistent with the results from some emerging countries
studied by the IMF (2000).

4. Estimation techniques and empirical analysis

4.1. Cointegration. ARDL bounds testing procedure. In this study the recently
developed autoregressive distributed lag (ARDL) bounds testing approach is used to
examine the long-run relationship between oil prices, oil consumption and econom-
ic growth. The ARDL modelling approach was originally introduced by Perasan and
Shin (1999) and later extended by Perasan et al. (2001).

n n n
AINOILP, = ay + Y 00, AINOILP,_, + Y 06, AINOILCON _, + Y ct, Alny ,_, +
i=1 i=0 i=0

+0,InOILP,_, + 0, InOILCON,_, + aglny,_, + 1, W
AInOILCON, = B, + Zn:[}”AInOILCONH + iﬂz,AanILPH + iﬂs,AlnyH +
ﬂ4ln(;;LCONH + ﬂ5InOlLI;ZO1 + Bglny, , + 1, - @
Alny, =96, + i&,A/nyt_, + iSz,A/nOILPI_, + i&mA/nOILCON,_, +0,Iny, , +
=0 0 3)

05INOILP,_, + 64InOILCON, _; + u,

where: InOILP = log of oil price (USD per barrel); InOILCON = log of oil consump-
tion; In y/N = log of real per capita income; it = white noise error term; A = first dif-
ference operator.
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The bounds testing procedure is based on the joint F-statistics (or Wald statistics)
for cointegration analysis (see also Odhiambo, 2009a). The asymptotic distribution of
the F-statistic is non-standard under the null hypothesis of no cointegration between
the examined variables. Pesaran and Pesaran (1997) and Pesaran et al. (2001) report
two sets of critical values for a given significance level. One set of critical values
assumes that all the variables included in the ARDL model are 1(0), while the other
is calculated on the assumption that the variables are I(1). If the computed test statis-
tic exceeds the upper critical bounds value, then the Ho hypothesis is rejected. If the
F-statistics falls into the bounds then the cointegration test becomes inconclusive. If
the F-statistics is lower than the lower bounds value, then the null hypothesis of no
cointegration cannot be rejected.

4.2. Granger Non-Causality Test. Once the long-run relationships have been
identified in section 4.1, the next step is to examine the short-run and long-run
Granger-causality between oil prices, oil consumption and economic growth using the
following trivariate model (see also Odhiambo, 2009b; Narayan and Smyth, 2008).

Alny, =6, + Y 8,AIny, ; + 8, AINOILP,_; + 6, AINOILCON,_; + ECM,_, + 11, (4)
i=1 i=0 i=0

AINOILP, =0ty + Y o, AINOILP,_; + 01, AINOILCON,_; +
i=1 i=0

n (6
+Y o Alny,_; +ECM,_, + 11,

i=0

AINOILCON, = B, + Y B,AINOILCON, , + B, AInOILP, , +
] i=1 i=0 (6)
+ By Alny,_; +ECM,_, + u,,
i=0

where ECMt-1 = the lagged error-correction term obtained from the long-run equi-
librium relationship.

Although the existence of a long-run relationship between OILP, OILCON
and y/N suggests there must be Granger causality in at least one direction, it
does not indicate the direction of temporal causality between the variables. The
direction of the causality in this case can only be determined by the F-statistics
and the lagged error-correction term (see Odhiambo, 2009a; Narayan and
Smyth, 2006). It should, however, be noted that even though the error-correc-
tion term has been incorporated in all the equations (4)-(6), only equations
where the null hypothesis of no cointegration is rejected will be estimated with
an error-correction term (see also Narayan and Smyth, 2006; Morley, 2006;
Odhiambo, 2009a).

4.3. Data Source and Definition of Variables

Data Sources. Annual time series data, which covers the 1969-2007 period, has
been used in this study. The data has been obtained from the International Financial
Statistics (IFS) Yearbook (2008), BP Statistical Review of World Energy (2008) and
World Development Indicators (2007).
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Definitions of Variables:

i) Real GDP per capita

The real per capita GDP is computed as follows:

Real GDP per capita (y/N) = Real GDP (y)/Total Population (N)

ii) Oil Price

The price of oil is proxied by Dubai price and converted into the local currency,
i.e. Price (R/barrel) = Dubai price (US$ per barrel) * Exchange rate

iii) Oil Consumption

Oil consumption data is measured in barrels.

4.4. Empirical Analysis

4.5. Stationarity Tests

The results of the stationarity tests in levels (not presented here) show that all the
variables are non-stationary in levels. The next step is to difference the variables once
in order to perform stationary tests on differenced variables. The results of the sta-
tionarity tests on differenced variables are presented in Table 2.

Table 2. Stationarity Tests of Variables on first Difference —
Phillips-Perron (PP) Test

Variable No Trend Trend
DLOILP -5.26319*** -5.23077***
DLOILCON -8.32148*** -8.08453***
DLy/N -4.06690* ** -4.28916%**
Stationarity Tests of Variables on first Difference — Dickey-Fuller - GLS Test
DLOILP -4.87260%*** -5.31464***
DLOILCON -4.50875%** -6.06608***
DLy/N -3.35399*** -3.703816**

Note:

1)The truncation lag for the PP tests is based on Newey and West (1987) bandwidth.

2) Critical values for Dickey-Fuller GLS test are based on Elliot-Rothenberg-Stock (1996, Table 1).
3) *** denotes 1% level of significance.

4) ** denotes 5% level of significance.

The results reported in Table 2 show that after differencing the variables once, all
the variables were confirmed to be stationary. The Phillips-Perron and DF-GLS tests
applied to the first difference of the data series reject the null hypothesis of non-sta-
tionarity for all the variables used in this study. It is, therefore, worth concluding that
all the variables are integrated of order one.

4.6. Cointegration Test. The cointegration relationship between OILP, OIL-
CON and y/N is examined using the ARDL bounds testing procedure. Two steps
are used in this procedure. In the first step, the order of lags on the first differ-
enced variables in equations (1)-(3) is obtained from the unrestricted models
using the Akaike Information Criterion (AIC) and the Schwartz-Bayesian
Criterion (SBC). The results of the AIC and SBC tests (not reported here) show
that while in the case of OILP and OILCON equations the optimal lag is lag 1, in
y/N equation, the optimal lag is lag 3. In the second step, we apply bounds F-test
to equations (1)-(3) in order to establish whether there exists a long-run relation-
ship between the variables under study. The results of the bounds test are report-
ed in Table 3.
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Table 3. Bounds F-test for Cointegration

Dependent variable Function F-test statistics
Alny/N, y/N (OILP, OILCON) 6.2529%**
AInOILCON, OILCON(OILP, y/N) 1.8355
AInOILP, OILP(OILCON, y/N) 5.6898%***
Asymptotic Critical Values
1% 5% 10%

1(0) (1) 1(0) (1) | 1(0) (1)
Pesaran et al (2001), 494 5.58 3.62 4.16 3.02 3.51
p. 300, Table CI(ii)
Case 11

Note: *** denotes statistical significance at the 1% level.

The results reported in Table 3 show there is evidence of cointegration when y/N
and OILP are taken as a dependent variable, but not when OILCON is taken as a
dependent variable. This is supported by the calculated F-statistic, which is found to
be statistically significant in both y/N and OILP equations but not in the OILCON
equation.

4.7. Analysis of Causality Test Based on Error-Correction Model. Having found
there is a long-run relationship between OILP, OILCON and y/N, the next step is to
test for the causality between the variables used by incorporating the lagged error-cor-
rection term into equations (4) and (6). The causality in this case is examined through
the significance of the coefficient of the lagged error-correction term and joint sig-
nificance of the lagged differences of the explanatory variables using the Wald test.
The results of the Granger causality test are reported in Table 4.

Table 4. Granger non-causality test

F-statistics [P-value] t - statistics

Dependent Alny/N; AInOILP; AInOILCON; ECM

variable

Alny/N; - 5.2655[0.0062]*** | 4.2879[0.0071]*** -0.4225**
[-2.705]

AInOILP, 0.49135[0.6916] - 6.4004[0.0008] *** -0.5919%**
[-4.345]

AlnOILCON;, 1.4735[0.2386] 2.0416]0.1121] - -

The empirical results reported in Table 4 show there is a distinct short-run and
long-run unidirectional causal flow from oil prices to economic growth. The short-
run causality from oil prices to economic growth is supported by the F-statistics in the
economic growth equation, which is statistically significant. The long-run causal
flow, on the other hand, is supported by the lagged error-correction term in the eco-
nomic growth function, which is negative and statistically significant — as expected.
The results also show that oil consumption Granger-causes economic growth with-
out any feedback. The short-run unidirectional causality from oil consumption to
economic growth is supported by F-statistics, which is found to be statistically signif-
icant in the economic growth equation. The long-run causality, on the other hand, is
supported by the coefficient of the error-correction term, which is negative and sta-
tistically significant in the economic growth function — as expected. The results,
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however, fail to find any causality from either economic growth or oil prices to eco-
nomic growth.

5. Conclusion. In this paper we examine the causal relationship between oil price
and economic growth using data from South Africa. Previous studies on this subject
had 3 major limitations. Firstly, the majority of the previous studies are based mainly
on the cross-sectional data, which may not satisfactorily address the country-specif-
ic issues. Secondly, many previous studies are based largely on a bivariate analysis and
may, therefore, suffer from the omission-of-variable bias. Finally, the majority of the
previous studies mainly used cointegration techniques such as the residual-based
cointegration approach by Engle and Granger (1987) and the maximum likelihood
test by Johansen (1988) and Johansen and Juselius (1990), which may not be appro-
priate when the sample size is too small. In this study we incorporate the oil con-
sumption in the bivariate causality model between oil price and economic growth —
thereby creating a simple trivariate causality model. We also use the ARDL bounds
testing approach to examine the cointegration relationship between oil prices, oil
consumption and economic growth. Our empirical results show there is a distinct
unidirectional causal flow from oil prices to economic growth in South Africa. Our
results also show that oil consumption Granger-causes both economic growth and oil
prices without any feedback. The results apply irrespective of whether the causality is
estimated in the short run or in the long run. Given that the price of oil feeds direct-
ly into the general price level and the fact that South Africa has adopted inflation tar-
geting as its policy anchor, we recommend that the monetary policy should be relaxed
during the global oil price shocks in order to protect the country from any possible
outcome of a full-blown stagflation scenario.
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