
ESTIMATION
OF THE

BUSINESS CYCLE:
A MODIFIED

HODRICK-PRESCOTT
FILTER

Regina Kaiser
and Agustín Maravall

Banco de España - Servicio de Estudios
Documento de Trabajo nº 9912



ESTIMATION 
OF TRE 

BUSINESS CYCLE: 
A MODIFIED 

RODRICK-PRESCOTT 
FILTER 

Regina Kaiser (*) 
and Agustin Maravall 

(*) The first author acknowledges support by the Spanish grant PB95-0299 of CICYT. 

Banco de Espana - Servicio de Estudios 
Documento de Trabajo n2 9912 



In publishing this series the Banco de Espana seeks to disseminate 
studies of interest that will help acquaint readers better 

with the Spanish economy. 

The analyses, opinions and findings of these papers represent 
the views of their authors; they arc not necessarily those 

of the Banco de Espana. 

The Banco de Espana disseminates its principal reports 
and economic indicators via INTERNET and INFOviA.PLUS at: 

http://www.bde.es 

ISSN: 0213-2710 
ISBN: 84-7793-673-0 

Dep6sito legal: M. 23154-1999 
Imprenta del Banco de Espana 



Abstract' 

Hodrick-Prescott (HP) filtering of (most often, seasonally adjusted) 
quarterly series is analysed. Some of the criticism to the filter are 
adressed. It is seen that, while filtering strongly affects.autocorrelations, 
it has little effect on crosscorrelations. It is argued that the criticism 
that HP filtering induces a spurious cycle in the series is unwarranted. 
The filter, however, presents two serious drawbacks: First, poor perfor­
mance at the end periods, due to the size of the revisions in preliminary 
estimators) and, second, the amount of noise in the cyclical signal, which 
seriously disturbs its interpretation. We show how the addition of two 
model-based features (in particular, applying the filter to the series ex­
tended with proper ARIMA forecasts and backcasts, and using as input 
to the filter the trend-cycle component instead of the seasonally adjusted 
series) can considerably improve the filter performance. Throughout the 
discussion, we use a computationally and analytically convenient alter­
native derivation of the HP filter, and illustrate the results with an 
example consisting of 4 Spanish economic indicators. 





1 Introduction 

There are two different uses of trends in applied work. First, in short-term 
monitoring and seasonal adjustment, trends are equal to Pt = Xt - (St + Ut), 

where It is the observed series, St is the seasonal component, and Ut is the 
irregular component, that typically captures white (or close to it) noise behav­
ior. Examples of these trends are the ones produced by the Henderson filters 
in Xl! or X12, or the ones obtained in the model-based decomposition of a 
series, as in programs STAMP or SEATS (see F indley et aI, 1998, Koopman 
et aI, 1996, and Gomez and Maravall, 1996). Since they only differ from the 
seasonally adjusted (SA) series by a highly erratic component, often they will 
contain variation of the series within the range of cyclical frequencies. As 
a consequence, these trends will only be of interest as a short-term signal to 
monitor, for example, period-to-period growth. An example is provided by the 
continuous lines in Figures l.la and l .lb: The gain of the filter extends over a 
wide range of cyclical frequencies, and the trend is seen to contain short-term 
cyclical oscillations. Throughout the paper, these short-term trend will be re­
ferred to as trend-cycles, and denoted p,; on occasion, they will also be called 
"noise free" SA series. 

Figure 1.1. Short-term versus long-term trends 
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Figure l.1a Figure 1.1b 

The second use of trends 15 III business cycle analysis, where short-term 
trends cannot be used because they are contaminated with cyclical variation; 
longer-term trends are needed. Despite its importance, decades of attention 
have shown that formal modeling of economic cycles is a frustrating issue. 
Therefore, applied research and work at policy making institutions has relied 
heavily on ad-hoc filters, the most popular of which is the Hodrick-Prescott 
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(HP) one (see Prescott, 1986). Thus a standard procedure to estimate eco­
nomic cycles is to apply the HP filter to XU-SA series. The dotted lines 
in Figures 1 . 1a  and b represent the HP long-term trend gain and estimator. 
Long-term trends will be called simply trends, and represented by mt. 

The use of the HP filter for business-cycle estimation has been the subject 
of academic discussion. Criticisms are found in, for example, Canova (1998), 
Cogley and Nason(1995), Harvey and Jaeger(1993), King and Rebelo (1993), 
and Maravall ( 1995). Norwithstanding the criticisms, its widespread use in 
practice may evidence (besides its simplicity) the empirical fact that, as a first 
(or rough) approximation, analysts find the results useful. The decision of 
which is the cutting point between a trend and a cycle is, ultimately, arbitrary, 
and to some extent depends on the purpose of the analysis. For example, from a 
month to month horizon, a periodic lO-year component may well be considered 
trend; if business cycle is the objective, it should be considered cycle. 

Be that as it may, the HP filter presents some serious limitations. First, 
it is generally accepted that economic cycles have non-linear features (see, for 
example, Hamilton,1989); in this paper we do not deal with non-linear i(I1-

provements. We address, first, the well-known criticism of spurious results 
due to the ad-hoc character of the filter, and the (often ignored yet impor­
tant) limitation implied by revisions, which produce imprecision in the cycle 
estimator for recent periods. Then, we show how the integration of some rela­
tively simple ARIMA-model-based (AMB) techniques can produce important 
improvements in the performance of the cyclical signal. 

2 The Hodrick-Prescott filter: Wiener­

Kolmogorov derivation 

We start by providing an alternative representation of the HP filter that pro­
vides an efficient and simple computational algorithm and turns out to be 
useful for analytical discussion. Let Xt (t = 1 ,  . . . , T) denote an observed se­
ries. The HP filter decomposes Xt into a smooth trend (mt) and a residual 
(Ct), where the trend is meant to capture the long-term growth of the series. 
and the residual (equal to the deviation from that growth) represents the cycli­
cal component. For the moment we shall assume that the series contains no 
seasonality. 

The HP filter is a low-pass filter and can be seen as a Whittaker-Henderson 
type A filter and as a member of the Butterworth family of filters (see Gomez, 
1998). The filter was derived as the solution of a problem that balances a trade-

-8-



off between fit and smoothness in the following way. In the decomposition 
Xt = mt + Ct, (2 .1) 

the HP filter provides the estimator of c ,  and m, such that the expression 
T T 

L: c; + oX L:('\7'm,)' 
t=1 t=3 

(2.2) 

is minimized ('J = 1- B is the difference operator, B is the backward operator 
Biz, = Z'-i, and F denotes the forward operator, Fiz, = z'+i) The first 
summation in (2.2) penalizes bad fitting, while the second one penalizes lack 
of smoothness. The parameter oX regulates the trade-off: when oX = 0, m, = x" 

when oX -4 00, m, becomes a deterministic linear trend. The solution to the 
problem of minimizing (2.2) subject to the restriction (2.1) is given by (see 
Danthine and Girardin, 1989) 

A = I+oXK'K, (2.3) 
where m and x are the vectors (mil"" mT)' and (XIl" " XT)' respectively, 
and K is an (n - 2) x n matrix with its elements given by Kii = 1 if i=j or i = 
j + 2, Kii = -2 if i = j + 1 ,  K;i = 0 otherwise. 

Clearly, the estimator of the trend for a given period depends on the 
length of the series. Consider the trend for period T, the last observed period. 
Application of (2.3) yields an estimator to be denoted mTIT, where the first 
subindex refers to the period under estimation, and the second to the last 
observed period. This estimator will be called the concurrent estimator. When 
one more quarter is observed and x becomes (Xl)" .,XT+l)', application of 
(2.3) yields a new estimation of mT, namely mTIT+'. As more quarters are 
added, the estimator is revised. It can be seen that, for large enough k, mTIT+k 
converges to a final or historical estimator, to be denoted mT. Therefore, 
for a long enough series, the final estimator may be assumed for the central 
periods, while estimators for the last years will be preliminary. This two 
sided interpretation of the HP filter seems unavoidable. Because additional 
correlated new information cannot deteriorate a projection, mTIT+I should 
improve upon mTIT. Moreover, actual behavior of the US  Business Cycle 
Dating Committee (or similar institutions) reveals in fact a two-sided filter, 
which starts with a preliminary estimator) and reaches the final �ecision with 
a lag of perhaps two years. 

As shown in King and Rebelo ( 1993), the HP filter can be given a model­
based interpretation. Let c, in (2 . 1 )  be white noise with variance 11; and m, 
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follow the model 
( 2.4) 

where amt is a white noise variable (with variance Vm) uncorrelated to Ct. 
Throughout the paper, the expression "white noise" will denote a zero-mean 
normally identically independently distributed variable. Let A = Vo/V= so 
that, without loss of generality, we can set Vc = A, Vm = 1 .  The minimum 
mean squared error (MMSE) estimator of m, can be obtained in a straight­
forward manner via the Kalman filter (see Harvey and Jaeger, 1993). The 
interpretation of A, the HP filter parameter, varies according to the rational­
ization of the filter. It regulates the trade-off between fitness and smoothness 
when the function (2.2) is minimized, it is equal to the ratio of the cyele 
and trend innovations in the model-based approach, and, when expressed as 
a Butterworth type filter, it is equal to, A = [4sin'(wo/2)J-', where Wo is the 
frequency for which 50% of the filter gain has been completed (see Gomez and 
Maravall 1998,) .  

Alternatively, the same MMSE estimator can be obtained with the so­
called Wiener Kolmogorov (WK) filter. In terms of the observations, the 
previous model can be rewritten as the IMA (2,2) model 

\1'x, = ( 1  + OIB + O,B')b, = OHP(B)b" ( 2.5) 

where bt are the innovations in the Xt series. The variance of btl Vb, and the 
OI,O,-parameters are found by factorizing the spectrum from the identity 

( 1  + OIB + O,B')b, = a=, + \1'c,. (2.6) 

As an example, for quarterly series the standard value of A is 1600, in which 
case 

OHP(B) = 1 - 1 .77709B + .79944B'; Yo = 2001 .4. (2.7) 

For an infinite realization of the series, the MMSE estimator of m, is given by 
(see, for example, Maravall, 1995) 

m, = 
k=(HP)OHP( B)

1
0HP(F )x, = vHP( B, F)x,. ( 2.8) 

where k=(HP) = V=/Yo. The filter v'j'ip(B, F ) is symmetric and, since (2.6) 
implies that OH p( B) is invertible, also convergent. Following Cleveland and 
Tiao ( 1976), for a finite series, expression ( 2.8 ) can still be applied, with x, 
replaced by the series extended with forecast and backcasts. A simple and 
efficient algorithm to apply the filter, based on that in Burman (1 980), is 
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given in the Appendix. For the estimator of the cycle, 
Ct = [1 - vHP(B, F)Jxt = vliP(B, F)x" (2.9) 

where vHP(B, F) is also a two-sided centered, symmetric, and convergent linear 
filter 1 which can be rewritten as, 

(2.10) 

where kc(HP) = Vc/Vb, and a bar over an operator denotes the same operator 
with B replaced by F. When properly applied, the Danthine and Girardin, 
the Kalman filter, and the WK solutions are numerically identical (see Gomez, 
1999). The last two are considerably more efficient than the first, and can be 
applied to series of any length. The WK filter turns out to be convenient for 
analytical discussion. 

For seasonal series, since the seasonal variation should not contaminate the 
cycle, the HP filter is typically applied to Xll SA quarterly series. Throughout 
the paper, "Xll" will denote the default linear filter for an additive decompo­
sition, as in Ghysels and Perron (1993). To adjust a series, the filter Xll will 
always be applied (in the XllARIMA spirit) to the series extended at both 
extremes with ARIMA forecast and backcasts. We shall center attention, first, 
on historical (or final) estimation. If vXlI(B, F) denotes the Xll-SA filter, 
and v'j,p(B, F) the HP filter (2.9), let v'j,px(B, F) denote the convolution of 
the two. Because both, the Xll and the HP filters, are symmetric, centered, 
and convergent, so will their convolution. For seasonal series, the estimator of 
the cycle (2.9) should thus be replaced by 

(2.ll ) 

Throughout the paper we assume quarterly series and denote by S the annual 
aggregation operator, S = 1 + B + B' + so. Further, in all decompositions of a 
series into unobserved stochastic components, the components will be assumed 
orthogonal, and innovations in their models normally distributed. 

3 Revisions 

3.1 Preliminary estimation of end points and reVISIons 
If cTIT denotes the estimator of the cycle for the last observed period (i .e., 
the concurrent estimator ,) as new periods are observed the estimator will be 
revised to cTIT+l1 cTIT+2J'" until it converges to the final estimator CT_ The 

- 1 1 -



difference between the final estimator and the concurrent one measures the 
revision the latter will undergo, and can be interpreted as a measurement 
error in the concurrent (more generally, preliminary) estimator. Although the 
poor behavior of the HP filter for recent periods has often been pointed out (see 
Baxter and King, 1995), the revisions implied by HP filtering have not been 
analyz�d . Two main features of the revision are of interest: a) the magnitude, 
and b) the duration of the revision process (i.e., the value of k for which DrIT+k 
has, in practice, converged) . To look at these features we use the WK version 
of the filter. 

Assume the observed series follows the general ARIMA model 
¢( B)Xt = O( B)at, (3. 1 ) 

where, without loss of generality, we assume ¢( B) contains the factor Vd, 
° S d S 4. Because the numerator of vkp in (2.10) cancels the unit roots in 
Xt, the estimator of the cycle can be expressed as 

c, = �(B, F)a" (3.2) 
where the weights of the polynomial �(B, F) can be obtained through the 
identity �(B, F) ¢( B) = vkp(B, F)O(B). Expression (3.2) can be rewritten as 

C, = C(B)at + �+(F)at+" (3.3) 
where �-(B) = L.;>o �_;B;, and �+(F) = L.;>o �;F; are convergent polyncr 
mials . . The first one-contains the effect of the innovations up to and including 
period t, and the second one includes the effect of innovations posterior to 
period t. Because Et(at-j) = at_; when j � 0, and Et(at-j) = ° when j < 0, 
the concurrent estimator equal to the expectation at time t of the estimator 
(3.3), is given by the first term in the right hand side of the equation. The 
revision in the concurrent estimator will thus be given by 

k 
rtlt = C,lt - Ct = �+(F)at+l = L �;at+;, (3.4) 

j=l 
where the last equality uses a finite approximation based on the convergence 
of �+(F). From (3.4), it is straightforward to compute the variance and au­
tocorrelations of the revision process. (We have focussed on the concurrent 
estimator; the analysis is trivially extended to any preliminary estimator cW.) 

Although the filter vkp(B, F) is fixed, the coefficients of the forward filter 
�+(F) depend on the ARIMA model for the observed series. Without loss of 
generality, we set Var(at} = 1 ,  so that the variance of the revision 

k 
Varht) = L(�;)2 (3.5 ) 

j=l 
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is then expressed as a fraction of the variance of the series innovation Va._ To 
give some examples of the magnitude of the revision error, for a random walk 
series cr{r'I') = .91cr., and for the IMA{2,2) model (2.5) with the parameters 
equal to (2.7) , the model for which the HP  filter is optimal, cr{r.I') = .34cr •. 

Defining convergence as having removed 95% of the revision variance, in both 
examples it takes 9 quarters for the estimator to converge. Of more empirical 
relevance is the case of the HP  filter applied to Xll-SA series (i .e. ,  the filter 
vXHP{B, F)). It is well known that Xll, another two-sided filter, also produces 
revisions. Therefore, the revisions associated with the filter VXHP will reflect 
the combined effect of the two filters. For illustration, we select the so-called 
"Airline model" , discussed in Box and Jenkins (1970), given by the expression 

VV4x, = {I + O,B)(1 + 04B4)a,. (3.6) 
The model fits well many series with trend and seasonality (see the results for 
14000 series from 17 countries in F ischer and Planas, 1998), and has became a 
standard example. For the most relevant range for the parameters 0, and 04, 
Table 3.1  presents the fraction cr{revision) /cr{a,) and the number of periods 
(r) needed for convergence. The standard deviation of the revision represents 
between .4 and 1 .5  of cr{a,) ,  and convergence takes, roughly, between 2 and 
5 years. Given that 0, close to -1 implies very stable trends, while 04 close 
to -1 implies very stable seasonals, what Table 3.2 shows is that series with 
highly moving trends and seasonals will be subject to bigger, longer lasting, 
revisions. It is worth pointing out that, for the range of values most often found 
in practice which is the botton right corner, the revision period lasts between 
9 and 15 quarters. The two examples clearly indicate two features. First, that 
the revision error is quantitatively important, of a magnitude often comparable 
to that of the I-period-ahead forecast; and, second, that the revision period 
lasts more than 2 years. 

84 - 0 84 - -.2 84 _ -.4 84 - -.6 84 - -.8 

(jr/Ua. T ar/ua. T ur/(ja. r ar/aa. r (jr/(ja. T 

8, - .4 1.53 19 1.44 18 1.36 17 1.28 9 1.21 9 

8, = .2 1.34 19 1.26 18 1.18 17 1.12 9 1.06 9 

8, = 0 1.15 19 1.08 18 1.02 16 0.96 9 0.90 9 

8, = -.2 0.97 19 0.91 18 0.85 15 0.80 9 0.76 9 

8, = -.4 0.79 18 0.74 17 0.70 14 0.65 9 0.61 9 

8, = -.6 0.64 15 0.60 14 0.55 9 0.51 9 0.47 9 

8, = -.8 0.52 9 0.48 9 0.44 9 0.40 9 0.36 9 

Table 3.1. Revisions implied by the HP-Xll filter. 
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3.2 An example 
An application, that will also be used in later sections, will complete the dis­
cussion. We consider four quarterly Spanish economic indicators that could be 
related to the business cycle. The series are the industrial production index 
(IPI), cement consumption (CC), car registration (CR) and airline passengers 
(AP), for the 26-year period 1972/1 - 1997/4, and contain 104 observations. 
(For the IPI series, the first 12 observations were missing and the period was 
completed using backcasts). The series were log transformed (following proper 
comparison· of the BIC criteria) , and the application will be discussed for the 
additive decomposition of the logs. So as to facilitate comparisons, we stan­
dardize the 4 logged series to have zero mean and unit variance. The 4 series 
are represented in Figure 3.1j their trend and seasonal features are clearly 
discernible. ARIMA modeling of the 4 series produced similar results: the 

Figure 3.1. Short-term economic indicators:original series 
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models were of the type (3.6) and a summary of results is given in Table 3.2; 
none of the series appeared to be in need of outlier adjustment. (Estimation 
was made with the program TRAMO run in an automatic mode, see Gomez 
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and Maravall, 1996). Using the ARIMA models to extend the series, the Xl! 
filter was applied to obtain the SA series. Then, the HP (oX = 1600) filter was 
applied. The 4 cycles obtained are displayed in F igure 3.2. For the series CC 
and CR the short-term contribution of the cyclical variation is relatively more 
important than for the series IPI and, in particular, AP. 

Parameter Estimates Residual BL test 
9, 9. Variance Va Q( < xl.) 

CC -.405 -.957 .175 18.4 
IPI -.299 -.721 .054 23.3 
CR -.387 -.760 .156 18.7 
AP -.392 -.762 .017 21.1 

Table 3.2. Summary of ARIMA estimation results. 

Figure 3.2. X11-HP cycles 
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The cycles of Figure 3.2 are a combination of concurrent, preliminary, and 
final estimators. Since, on occasion, the filter is treated as a one-sided filter 
(see Prescott, 1986), an interesting comparison is the following. Using the 
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first and last 22 periods for safe convergence of the Xll and the H P  filters, we 
obtained the sequence of concurrent and final estimators of the trend and cycle 
for the 60 central periods of the 4 series. Then, we evaluated the standard loss 
function of the H P  filter, given by (2.2), for the concurrent and final estimators 
of the trend and cycle; the results are given in Table 3.3. 

CC IPI CR AP 
Concurrent Final Concurrent Final Concurrent Final Concurrent Final 

624.7 13.3 172.8 2.9 513.4 11.9 43.2 1.0 

Table 3.3. HP loss-function for concurrent and final estimator 

The improvement achieved by using final estimators instead. of concurrent 
ones is indeed large. Figure 3.3 compares the series of concurrent and final 
estimators, for the cycle. A clear phase effect in the concurrent estimator can 
be observed for the 4 series, a well-known feature of one-sided filters. 

0.5 
0 

-0.5 
-1 

0 

o 

Figure 3.3. Concurrent versus final cycle estimator 
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A point of applied relevance is to asses the imprecision of the estimator of 
the cycle for recent periods, as measured by the standard error of the revision. 
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In so far as the revision represents a measurement error, its variance can be 
used to build confidence intervals around the cycle estimator. Figure 3.4 dis­
plays the 95% confidence interval for the 4 series. Direct inspection shows that, 
although the estimators converges in 2 (at most 3) years, for recent periods it 
is unreliable. This large increase in the measurement error of the most recent 
signals implies that forecasts would be of little use. 

Figure 3.4. 95% confidence intervals for cycle (based on revisions) 
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4 Spurious results 

While the problem of revisions has been often overlooked, the danger of obtain­
ing spurious results induced by HP filtering has been frequently mentioned. 
The squared gain of v'j;px(B, F) is shown in Figure 4. 1 .  It displays zeros 
for the zero and seasonal frequencies. The application of this fixed structure 
brings the possibility of spurious results. On the one hand, it will affect the 
autocorrelation structure of the series and spurious correlations between series 
may be obtained (in the line of Granger and Newbold, 1974). On the other 
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hand, the first peak may induce a spurious periodic cycle. 

, . S 

, .. 

" 

' . 2 

, , 

Figure 4.1. Squared gain: Convolution of HP and X11 filters 
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lrequ.ncy 

2.' 

4.1 Spurious crosscorrelation 
We performed a simulation in MATLAB, whereby 10.000 independent ran­
dom samples of 600 observations each were drawn from a N(O, 1) distribution. 
Each white-noise series was filtered through the Xll and HP filters and the last 
100 values were selected. Next, 10.000 lag-zero crosscorrelation between two 
series were sampled (in what follows, all crosscorrelations are lag-zero ones). 
The same exercise was performed to generate independent random walks se­
ries. Table 4 .1  presents the first four moments of the distribution of Po, the 
crosscorrelation estimator between the original series and between the cycles. 

a. White Noise Mean Std.deviation Skewness Kurtosis 

Original -.001 .11 -.03 2.9 
Cycle -.001 .11 -.05 2.9 
b. Random Walk Mean Std. deviation Skewness Kurtosis 

Original -.000 .10 -.04 2.9 
Cycle .000 .19 -.01 2.8 

Table 4.1. Crosscorrelation between filtered series 

Clearly, for the white-noise case no spurious crosscorrelations has been induced. 
For the random walk model the zero-mean normality assumption can still be 
accepted but the spread of the distribution of Po for the cycle becomes wider. 
A spurious, though moderate, crosscorrelation effect can thus be detected. A 
similar simulation was performed for the more complex airline model (3.6) ,  
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with the parameter values set at 0, = -.4 and 0, = -.6. Figure 4.2 plots the 
densities of the crosscorrrelation estimator for the stationary transformation 
of the original and SA series and of the Xll-SA and HP detrended series. The 
filter Xll is seen to have virtually no effect while, as before, the HP filter 
induces a small increase in the spread of the distribution. Still, the HP-Xll . 
filter seems to induce a small amount of spurious crosscorrelations and hence 
the detection of relatively large crosscorrelation between cycles obtained with 
it is unlikely to be spurious. (Although the filter will have distorting effects 
when the series are correlated; see Cogley and Nason, 1995.) 

Figure 4.2. Density for correlation coefficient: Airline model 
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4.2 Spurious autocorrelation; calibration 

Assume that a theoretical economic model implies that an economic variable 
follows the 4-year cycle AR(2) process: 

(1 - 1 .293B + .490B')c, = ad, Var(a,,) = 1, (4.1) 
with act a white-noise innovation, and that simulations of the model yield in 
fact an ACF for the variable equal to the theoretical ACF of (4.1), shown in the 
second column of Table 4.2. The basic idea behind calibration is to validate 
the economic model by comparing the previous ACF with the one implied by 
the observed economic variable. To compute the latter, the non-stationary 
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trend and seasonal component need to be removed. (Besides, seasonality and 
often the trend are typically excluded from the theoretical economic model.) 

Lag-k ACF True X11-HP filtered MMSE 
component component estimator 

Vp .1, Vp .1, Vp I Vp _ .1, 
V, ==.1 V, = 1 V, = 1 V, = 1 

k_1 .S7 .71 .19 .37 .S3 
k=2 .63 .44 .22 .30 .43 
k=3 .39 .10 -.06 .00 -.02 
k=4 .20 -.05 .22 .IS -.35 
k=5 .06 -.25 -.23 -.15 -.45 
k=6 -.01 -.30 -.19 -.16 -.43 
k=7 -.05 -.34 -:27 -.26 -.31 
k=S -.06 -.27 -.01 -.07 -.20 
k=9 -.05 -.25 -.IS -.20 -.10 

k=IO -.04 -.19 -.12 -.16 -.04 
k=l1 -.02 -.16 -.17 -.20 -.00 
k=12 -.01 -.09 .06 -.03 -.02 
k=13 -.00 -.OS -.07 -.12 -.03 
k=14 -.00 -.05 -.03 -.OS -.03 
k=15 -.03 -.04 -.11 -.13 -.02 
k=16 -.00 -.01 -.13 .05 -.01 

Table 4.2 Theoretical ACF of the component model and of its estimators 

Let the observed series be generated by the cycle given by (4.1), contaminated 
by a random walk trend (p,) and a seasonal component (s.) as in the Basic 
Structural Model of Harvey and Todd (1983). Thus the observed series x, is 
given by c, + p, + s" where c, is generated by (4.1) ' and \lp, = ap" Ss, = a" , 
with act, apt and ad mutually orthogonal innovations, with variances Vc, Yp and 
v,. Seasonally adjusting with Xl l  and detrending with the HP filter the ob­
served series, the estimator of the cycle is obtained. Its variance and ACF 
(the "observed moments" in the calibration comparison) are straightforward 
to derive analytically; they are given in the third, fourth and fifth column of 
Table 4.2, for the three cases v;, = v, = .1; v;, = .1, V, = 1; and v;, = v, = 1. 
Comparing these columns with the second, although the theoretical model is 
perfectly correct, the second moments obtained from the observed series would 
seem to indicate the contrary. The distortion that seasonal adjustment and 
detrending induce also occurs when the components are estimated as' MMSE 
estimators in a model based approach; the ACF of the cycle obtained in this 
case is given in the 6" row of Table 4.2. Still, the distortion induced by MMSE 
estimation is considerably smaller than that induced by HP-Xll filtering. Cal­
ibration of models using filtered series seems, thus, an unreliable procedure. 
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If the theoretical economic model is correct, then calibration should not look 
for similarities between the ACF of the theoretical model and of the empirical 
series. It should compare instead the empirical moments with the theoretical 
ones that include the effect of filtering the data. Performing this comparison, 
however, requires incorporating into the model trend and seasonality. 

4.3 Spurious periodic cycle 

4.3.1 Random-walk input 

We consider the simplest case of a model with trend, namely the random-walk 
model, \lx, = a,; for which, the cycle is estimated through (2.12). Letting 
W denote the frequency in radians, if vHPX(w) is the Fourier transform of 
vHPx(B, F), the spectrum of the estimator of the cycle is given by, 

flHPX(w) = [VHPX(W)J29x(W)' (4.2) 
where 9x(W) is the pseudospectrum of x, (see Harvey, 1989); thereafter the 
term spectrum will also be used to refer to a pseudospectrum. (To simplify 
notation, all spectra will be implicitly expressed in units of 1/2".) Figure 4.3 
plots the spectra of the series (dotted line) and of the cycle (continuous line). 
The latter displays a peak for a frequency in the cyclical range associated 
with a period of 31-32 quarters, Of, approximately, 8 years. Yet, by its own 
definition, does it make sense to see a. random walk as generated by a trend 
and a 8-year cycle? Is it not rather a case of "overreading" the data? The 
answer to this question is not quite so obvious, as we proceed to discuss. 
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Figure 4.3. Spectrum of cycle component in a random walk 
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4.3.2 Spectral characteristics of the cycle 

The cycle obtained with Xl1-HP filtering displays a stochastic structure which 
depends on the ARIMA model followed by the observed series, and on the A­
parameter of the HP filter. To look, first at the effect of the model, we set 
A = 1600. Figure 4.4 compares the cycles obtained when the series follows 
the IMA(I,I) model \7x, = (I + BBja" with Va = 1, for a range of values 
for B. In all cases, the period associated with the spectral peak of the cycle 
is approximately constant, and very close to 8 years. The amplitude of the 
cycle varies, adapting to the width of the spectral peak for w = 0 in the series 
model, which is determined by the parameter B. 

Figure 4.4. Spectrum of cycle in IMA(1, 1) as a func1ion of theta 
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The relative constancy of the period with respect to the model parameter 
is also shown in Table 4.3 for a MA(1) and an IMA(2,1) models. What the 
table seems to indicate is that, for a fixed value of A, the period of the cycle 
is determined fundamentally by the order of integration of the series, rather 
than by the model parameters. As the order of integration increases. so does 
the period of the cycle. 

Theta 0 -.3 -.6 
MA(I) 2 3 3.2 
IMA(l,l) 7.9 7.9 7.9 
IMA(2,1) 10.5 10.5 10.5 

Table 4.3. Period of cycle (in years). 

When the HP filter is applied to an Xl1 SA series, a similar effect is seen 
to occur. For the Airline model (3.6) we computed the period associated with 
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the spectral peak of the cycle for the range - .9 < 01 < .5 and -.9 < O. < O. 
and in all cases the period was approximately equal to 10 years. For fixed 
parameter A, three conclusions emerge: (1) Given the type of ARIMA model 
for the series, the associated cyclical period becomes roughly fixed. (2) The 
period seems to be mostly determined by the order of integration at the zero 
frequency; the stationary part of the model has little influence. (3) For most 
actual time series containing a trend (d=1 or 2), the standard value of A = 1600 
implies a period between 8 and 10 years. 

Fixing now the model to that of a random walk, the dependence of the 
cycle period on A is shown in Figure 4.5. The line represents the value of A 
associated with the period of the spectral peak of the cycle when only the HP 
filter is applied. It can be seen that the convolution of Xl! has little effect 
on the period of the cycle spectral maximum (in fact the two figures would 
be indistinguishable). The relationship between this period and A is highly 
nonlinear. When A is small (and the period of the cycle relatively short) small 
changes in ). have a very strong impact on the period; for long cycles, very 
large values of A need to be used. 

Fig. 4 . .5. Period of cycle as a function of lambda 
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The effect of A is illustrated in Figure 4.6, which compares the spectra 
of the cycles obtained with A = 1600 and A = 25000 for the same random 
walk series (the periods associated with the spectral peaks are about 8 and 
15 years, respectively). The figure shows that the longer period implies a 
stochastic cycle more concentrated around its peak (i.e., a more stable cycle). 
The estimators of the trend and cycle for the two A values are compared in 
Figures 4 .7 and 4.8, respectively. The difference between the two trends is seen. 
to consist of a cycle with a relatively long period. Comparison of the cycle 
shows that its short-term profile remains basically unchanged, the main effect 
being a "pulling away" from the zero line, which allows for longer cycles. 
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As a consequence, the use of the Xll-HP filter (or simply the H P  filter) 
to measure the cycle implies an a-priori choice: The analyst should first decide 
the length of the period around which he wishes to measure economic activity. 
Then, given d (the number of unit roots at the zero frequency in the series) , 
he can choose the appropiate value of A. For example, a business cycle analyst 
involved in policy making may be interested in using 8 or lO-years cycles; an 
economic historian looking at several centuries, may be interested in spreading 
activity over longer periods. Viewed in this way, the H P  cycle cannot be seen 
as spurious but as an arbitrary yet perhaps sensible way to look at the data. 
This statement will be made more precise at the end of Section 6. 
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Figure 4.6. Spectrum of a cyle in a random walk 
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Figure 4.7. Estimated trends 
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Figure 4.6. Estimated cycles 
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5 Improving the Hodrick-Prescott filter 

In Section 3 we saw that the filter implies large revisions for the last 2 years. 
The imprecision in the cycle estimator for the last ,quarters implies, in turn, a 
poor performance in the detection of turning points. Further, direct inspection 
of Figure 3.2 shows another limitation of the filter: the cyclical signal it pro­
vides seems rather uninformative. Seasonal variation has been removed, but a 
large amount of noise remains in the signal. Averaging over the 4 series, the 
number of times the series crosses the zero line is 31 times, over a period of 26 
years! In the next two sections, we show how these two shortcomings can be 
reduced with relatively simple modifications. 

5.1 Reducing revisions 

Estimation of the cycle for the end periods of the series by the HP filter 
implies a truncation of the filter. In terms of the model based interpretation, 
this truncation is equivalent to the assumption that model (2.5) is always the 
model that generates forecasts to extend the series at both end points. The 
assumption will in general be false, and proper optimal forecasts (obtained 
with the appropriate ARIMA model for the series) can be used instead to 
improve the filter extension. This idea is the same as the one behind Xl! 
ARIMA (see Dagum, 1980) and the HP filter applied to the series extended 
with ARIMA forecasts will be referred as the Hodrick-Prescott ARIMA (HPA) 
filter. The poor performance of the HP filter at the end of the series has been 
often pointed out (see, for example, Apel et ai, 1996 and Baxter and King, 
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1995) and application of the filter to series extended with forecasts is often 
recommended in practice (see EU Commission, 1995). 

For any positive integer k, write the final estimator of the cycle as 
00 00 

c, = vHP(B, F)x, = L Vi+kX'+k-i + L Vi+kX'+k+i, (5.1) 
j=O j=1 

and assume a series long enough so as to ignore starting values. Because the 
preliminary estimator Ctlt+k is a projection onto a subset of the set onto which 
C. is projected, it follows that c'lt+k = E'+k(C.) = E'+k(C.), or 

00 00 

Ctlt+k = L: lIj+kXt+k_j + L Vj+kEt+k(XHk+i) , 
j=O j=1 

(5.2) 

which expresses the preliminary estimator as a function of the series extended 
with forecasts. Substracting (5.2) from (5.1) ,  the revision in C'It+k is equal to 

00 

r'lt+k = L Vj+ke'+k(j) , 
;=1 

where et+k(j) denotes the forecasts error associated with forecasting j periods 
ahead the variable at time t + k. It follows that, reducing these forecasts 
errors, revisions should decrease (and early detection of turning points should 
improve). 

We performed a simulation exercise. First, we consider the IMA(I,I)  
model for different values of the 8-parameter. Then, we consider the ARIMA 
(2,1,1) model, where the AR(2) polynomial is given by ( 1 - .16B+ .35B').  This 
polynomial is the one found in Jenkins(1975) for the mink-muskrat Canadian 
data, and contains a cycle of period 4.4. The AR(2) structure will therefore 
produce an increase in the number of turning points. (In order to avoid effects 
due to the SA filter, no seasonality was entered into the models. )  Again, 
different values of the 8-parameter were considered. A total of 14.000 series of 
length 100 each were simulated, and for each series the HP filter was compared 
to the HPA one extended with 16 ARIMA forecasts and backcasts. Table 5 .1  
compares the variances of the revision in the concurrent estimator and in the 
estimator revised after 1 ,  2, 3 and 4 more years of data are added. It is 
seen that, in all 70 cases, the HPA filter reduces considerably revisions. This 
is particularly noticeable for the ARIMA(2,1,1) model, where the use of the 
standard HP filter may more than triplicate the revision variance. 

As for the detection of turning points, we use the following simple criterion 
(along the lines of method B in Boldin, 1994): a turning point is the first of at 
least two successive periods of negative/positive growth. Table 5.2 compares 
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Concurrent L 1 year rev. 2 year rev. 1 3 year rev. I· " year rev. 

Model HPA HP I HPA HP I HPA HP I HPA HPJ HPA HP 
IMA( I , I )  
9 _ -.8 .31 .41 .08 .10 .02 .03 .01 .01 .00 .01 
9 = -.5 .94 1.34 .24 .33 .07 . 1 1  .03 .06 .02 . .04 
9 = -.3 1.58 2.54 .39 .63 . 1 1  . 1 9  .06 . 1 2  .04 .08 

9 = 0  2.86 4.84 .71 1 . 1 8  .21 .39 . 1 2  .24 .08 .15 
9 = .3 4.51 8.29 1 . 1 1  2.03 .32 .64 .19 .38 .13 .24 
8 = .5 5.14 .11.02 lAO 2,62 .44 .86 .26 .50 . 1 7  .32 
8 = .8 7.33 14.89 1.87 3.70 .60 1 . 17 .34 .70 .22 .46 

ARIMA(2,1,1) 
8 _  .8 .12 .55 .05 .14 .01 .03 .00 .01 .00 .01 
8 = -.5 Al 1.27 .15 .33 .04 .09 .01 .04 .00 .03 
8 = -.3 .74 2.23 .25 .56 .06 .15 .02 .08 .01 .05 

8 = 0 1.35 4.26 .14 1.09 .12 .29 .03 . 1 5  .02 .10 
8 = .3 2.06 7.00 .71 1.77 .18 .46 .05 .25 .03 . 1 8  
9 = .5 2.75 9.68 .95 2.14 .23 .64 .06 .33 .03 . .22 
8 = .8 3.70 12.95 1.20 3.25 .31 .88 .09 .17 .05 .33 

Table 5.1. Variance of the revision in estimator. Values are multiplied by 100. 

the performance of the HP and HPA filters in the first and last 8 observations 
of the simulated series, both in terms of the mean number of turning points 
that are dated on the original series and missed by the filtered one, and in 
terms of the mean number of turning points detected on the filtered series 
but not present in the original one ("peaks" and "throughsl! are considered 
separately) . Of the 56 comparisons ,  in 53 cases the gain from using the HPA 
filter is substantiaL Table 5.3 compares the performance of the two filters when 
all observations in each series are considered, in terms of correctly detected 
turning points and spurious turning points (indicated by the filtered series 
and not present in the original one). Fo is the relative frequency of cases 
in which the two filters coincide, Fl denotes the relative frequency of cases 
in which HPA performs better, while F_l denotes the relative frequency of 
cases in which HP performs better. The HPA filter performs (in all 56 cases) 
consistently better. 

Original Missed False Alarms 
Peaks 1 Throughs Peaks Throughs Peaks Throughs 

IMA(I , l) HPA HP HPA HP HPA HP HPA HP 
8 _  .8 1.49 1.50 .10 .16 .10 .15 .18 .19 .19 .20 
8 = -.5 1.51 1.52 . 1 8  .22 . 1 9  .23 .29 .31 .26 .28 
9 =  -.3 1.52 1.52 .22 .28 .24 .30 .36 .37 .38 .39 

8 = 0  1.62 1.59 .23 .32 .25 .37 .19 .51 .17 .19 
8 = . 3 1.69 1.72 .29 .10 .29 Al .19 .59 .55 .63 
8 = .5 1 .77 1.79 .32 .16 .29 A l  .54 .68 . 5 1  .63 
8 = .8 1 .83 1.86 .30 .43 .34 .18 .52 .65 .54 .69 

Table 5.2. Mean number of turning points (First and last 8 observations). 
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ARIMA(2,l,I) Table 5.2 cont. 
8 .8 1.78 1.79 .05 .13 .05 .13 .21 .18 .19 .18 
8 = -.5 1.78 1.77 .09 .19 .11 .19 .25 .24 .26 .26 
8 = -.3 1.84 1.77 .12 .23 .10 .20 .25 .31 .25 .30 

8 = 0  1.87 1.84 .13 .25 .16 .27 .27 .38 .26 .36 
8 = .3 1.93 1.89 . 1 7  .27 .20 .31 .25 .40 .25 .41 
8 = .5 1.94 1.96 .18 .31 .17 .32 .24 .40 .25 .42 
8 = .8 2.02 1.95 .18 .32 .16 .31 .22 38 .24 .41 

Table 5.2. Mean number of turning points (First and last 8 observations). 

Capt. peaks I (.;apt. Through. I False peaks I False Throughs 
Model Fl Fo F_l I Fl Fo L l  I Fl Fo F_l I Fl Fo F_l 

IMA(I,I)  
8 _  .8 .07 .92 .01 .07 .93 .00 .06 .91 .03 .05 .91 .04 
8 = -.5 .07 .91 .02 .07 .89 .04 .09 .85 .06 . 1 0  .84 .06 
8 = -.3 .11 .84 .05 . 1 0  .86 .04 . 1 2  .81 .07 .13 .78 .09 

8 = 0  .14 .80 .06 .16 .80 .04 .15 .74 . 1 1  .15 .74 . 1 1  
8 = .3 .17 .78 .05 .17 .78 .05 .22 .68 .09 .20 .70 .10 
8 = .5 .18 .76 .06 .19 .74 .07 .23 .68 .09 .20 .70 · .10 
8 = .8 . 1 8  .76 .06 .20 .75 .05 .25 .64 .11 .24 .65 .11 

ARIMA(2,1,1) 
8 _ .8 . 1 1  .88 .01 . 1 1  .88 .01 .07 .86 .07 .06 .84 .10 
8 = -.5 .14 .84 .02 .13 .84 .03 .10 .80 .10 .10 .81 .09 
8 = -.3 .17 .79 .04 .16 .80 .04 .15 .77 .08 .14 .78 .08 

8 = 0  .18 .77 .04 . 1 8  .77 .05 .19 .74 .07 .19 .75 .06 
8 = .3 .18 .77 .05 .20 .73 .07 .28 66 .06 .25 .67 .08 
8 = .5 .21 .73 .06 .23 .71 .06 .23 .70 .07 .23 .70 .07 
8 = .8 .21 .74 .05 .22 .73 .05 .28 .66 .06 .25 .69 .06 

Table 5.3. Relative performance of HP vs HPA: captured and spurious turning points. 

In summary, the results of the simulation exercise show that applying 
the HP filter to the series extended at both ends with appropriate ARIMA 
forecasts and backcasts is likely to provide a cycle estimator for recent periods 
that requires smaller revisions and improves detection of turning points. 

5.2 Improving the cyclical signal 

Concerning erraticity of the cycle estimator, illustrated in Figure 3.2, one 
possible improvement could come from using a more appropiate SA procedure. 
Since the width of the spectral peaks associated with seasonal frequencies vary 
across series, fixed filters such as Xli may over or underestimate seasonality. 
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Having obtained an ARIMA model for the series, one could use, instead of Xll ,  
an ARIMA-model-based (AMB) type of adjustment, following the approach 
of Burman (1980) and Hillmer and Tiao (1982). We use the program SEATS 
(Gomez and Maravall, 1996) to seasonally adjust the 4 series of the example in 
Section 3. Figure 5.1 compares the cycles obtained by applying the HP filter 
to the AMB and Xll  SA series, and Figure 5.2 exhibits the spectra of the two 
cycles for the 4 series. It is seen that the estimates of the cycle obtained with 
the two SA series are close: Turning points are basically unchanged and the 
cyclical signal remains very noisy. (Figure 5.2 illustrates the overestimation 
of seasonality implied by the Xll  filter for the case of the CC series: The 
"holes" that XII induces for the seasonal frequencies are obviously too wide. 
The AMB method, instead, adjusts the width of the hole to the width of the 
peak.) 

Figure 5.1  . HP cycle based on X11 and SEATS SA series 
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Given that the SA series produces a cyclical signal with too much noise 
it would seem that this signal could be improved by removing the noise from 
the SA series, nt. Thus we decompose nt as in 

. 
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Figure 5.2. Spectrum of cycle based on X1 1 and SEATS SA series 
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where for the case of the Airline model, the trend-cycle Pt follows an IMA (2,2) 
model, say, 

(5.4) 
where apt is white-noise and the polynomial 8p(B) can be factorized as (I -

",B) ( I  + B), with the second root reflecting a spectral zero for the frequency 
7r, and Q not far from l .  The irregular Ut, and the component innovations a.d} 
and apt are mutually orthogonal white noises. If 8(B) = (I + 8tB)(1 + 8,B'), 
the MMSE estimator of Pt is given by, 

" [k 8p( B)S 8p( F)S] (5.5) Pt = 
p 8(8) IJ(F) x" 

whith kp = v,,/V •. From (5.3), the trend-cycle component p, is seen to be the 
noise-free SA series. Using the HP filter on the trend-cycle estimator p" the 
estimated cycles are displayed in Figure 5.3 (continuous line). The use of the 
trend-cycle instead of the SA series drastically improves the cyclical signal, 
which becomes much cleaner. F igure 5.4 compares the spectra of the cycles 
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obtained with the two series (Pt and n,l. The difference is due to the fact that 
the cycle based on p, has removed variance associated with frequencies of no 
cyclical interest and, as shown in Figure 5.5, the spectrum of the difference 
is close to that of white noise. So to speak, the band-pass features of the 
cycle are much better defined. This improvement of the cyclical signal allows 
for a clearer comparison of cycles among series, as is evidenced by comparing 
Figures 5.6 and 5.7. (Figure 5.3 showed that for the series AP the cyclical 
component has become very small and hence it is not included. l Figure 5.7 
shows that the series CC, IPI, and CR have fairly similar cyclical patterns, 
moving roughly in phase. 

Figure 5.3. HPcycie based on SEATS trend an on X1 1 SA series 
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Figure 5.4. Spectrum of cycle ( SEATS trend and X l l SA series) 
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Figure 5.5. Difference between cycles ( S EATS trend and X1 1 SA series) 
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Figure 5.S. HP cycles based on X1 1 SA series 
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Figure 5.7. HP cycles based on SEATS trend 
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One further advantage of using the more stable signal p, is that it produces 
a decrease in the size of the revisions in the cyclical estimate for the last periods, 
as shown in Figure 5.S. Although the full revision process takes close to 10 
years, in practice after two years most of the revision has been completed. 
F inally, F igure 5.9 displays the 95% confidence interval for the cycle estimator 
for the full period, based on the associated revisions when the trend-cycle 
component is used as input. In our view ; if cyclical analysis of the 4 series had 
to be summarized in one figure, Figure 5.9 would be the appropiate choice. 
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Figure 5.8. Standard deviation of revision from concurrent to final estimation 
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Fig 5.9. 95% CI for HP cycle (based on HP revisions) 
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6 Final Remarks 

We have seen how two serious drawbacks of the standard application of HP­
Xll  filtering to estimate cycles, namely the poor behavior of the estimator 
at the end of the series and the excessive noise in the cyclical signal, can 
be significantly reduced with two modifications that are straightforward to 
incorporate. The "modified HP filter" consists of appliying the HPA filter to 
the trend-cycle component of the series, which requires extending the trend­
cycle with optimal backcasts and forecasts. One simple way to implement the 
procedure is to run first TRAMO-SEATS in an automatic manner (this also 
yields forecasts of the trend-cycle) ;  then, to apply the HP filter to the extended 
trend-cycle series. The two steps can be done as a single one in the following 
manner. Let the model identified for the series be 

(6. 1 )  
where 8(B) i s  invertible. Convoluting the HP filter (2.10) with the filter (5.5) 
for the trend-cycle component yields the estimator of the cycle as a linear filter 
of the observations, 

(6.2) 

where k = v"k,(HP). (In the discussion, we use the expresion for the final 
estimator. For preliminary estimators it is assumed that the series has been 
extended with the appropriate ARIMA forecasts.) Direct inspection shows 
that the filter in (6.2) is the autocovariance function (ACYF) of the stationary 
model 

(6.3) 
with Var(b,) = k. It is well-known (see, for example, Maravall, 1987) that if 
an ARIMA model is decomposed into signal plus white noise, the filter that 
yields the MMSE estimator of the noise is given by the ACYF of the inverse 
model (multiplied by the variance of the noise). The inverse model is the one 
that results from interchanging the AR and MA parts, that is, the expression 
in brackets in (6.2) is the ACYF of the inverse model of 

(6.4 ) 
It follows that Ct, given by (6.2), is the estimator of the noise in the decom­
position of (6.4) into signal plus white-noise when the variance of the latter 
is k. This model-based interpretation of the modified HP filter provides a 
convenient algorithm (ACYF of ARIMA models are easy to compute; see the 
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appendix in BOi<, Hillmer and Tiao, 1978), but does not provide a sensible 
interpretation since, to start with, the cycle is not white noise. A full model­
based interpretation of the complete decomposition into trend, cycle, seasonal, 
and irregular components, where the last two are the same as in the standard 
AMB decomposition, the trend and the cycle aggregate into the trend-cycle 
component of the AMB decomposition, the cycle is the modified HP filter ad­
vocated in this paper, and the components aggregate into the model specified 
for the series, is presented in Kaiser and Maravall (1999). Basically, mean­
ingful model-based interpretations of the filter can be found by noticing that 
(6.2) is also the MMSE estimator of a cycle that. follows the model 

(6.5) 
when the ARIMA model for the series is (6.1) and Var(a,,)/Var(a,) = k .  
Figure 6 .1  displays the spectrum of the series X, and of the cycle C,. Figure 
6.2 shows what is left of the series once the cycle is removed. In all 4 cases it 
consists of a stable trend, seasonal effects, and noise. This brings us back to 
the spuriousness issue. Assuming the ARIMA model identified for the series is 
acceptable, so will be the decomposition of Figures 6 .1  and 6.2, which aggregate 
into the series spectrum. One may prefer other components, but there would 
be nothing spurious about the results. 

Figure 6.1. Spectra of the series and of the cycle 
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Figure 6.2. Spectra of the difference (original series minus cycle) 
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Appendix 

Wiener-Kolmogorov version of the Hodrick-Prescott 

filter 

We present an algorithm to compute the HP trend with the Wiener Kol­
mogorov filter applied to the finite series [x!, . . .  , XT] using an approach sim-
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ilar to the one in Burman (1980). The algorithm is explained in Kaiser and 
Maravall (1999). 

I.  Prior computations 

a)Given >. (the HP-filter parameter), from (2.6) the system of equations 
(I + 91 + 9nv" = I + 6>' 
0, ( 1  + O,)v" = -4>. 
0, v" = >. 

yields the parameters 0,, 0, and v". [They can also be easily obtained from the 
spectral factorization of (2.6).1 For >. = 1600, the solution is given by (2.7) .  
Removing the subscript " HP" , the WK filter to estimate m" given by (2.8), 
can be expressed as 

km [G(E) G(F) ] v(E, F) 
= O(E)O(F) = 

km OlE) + O(F) , (A.I) 

where G(E) = 90 + 9, E + 9,E'. Removing denominators in the above identity 
and equating the coefficients of the terms in EO, E' and E', yields a system 
of equations that can be solved for 90 , 9, and 9,. If 

the solution is given by 

o 0 ] [ 0  
I 0 + 0 
0,  I 0, 

o 0, ] 
0, 0, , 
0, I 

[9' 9, 9o]' = A-' [O 0 I]'. (A.2) 
(For >. = 1600 , one obtains 90 = -44.954,9, 

= 
1 1 . l41 ,  and 9, = 56.235.) 

Compute the matrix 

H _ [ �  �2 
�2 � ] -' 

- I 0, 0, 0 
o I 0, 0,  

Thus the expressions O( E) , km, G( E) and H are obtained simply from the value 
of >.. They can be stored for further use, since they will be the same for all 
senes. 

b) Using an ARIMA model for the series x" extend the series with 4 
backcasts and 4 forecasts. The extended series is given by 

[X_3, . . .  , Xo, Xl, ' . . J XT, XT+l , " "  XT+4] ' 
When the ARIMA model is correctly specified, the HPA filter is obtained; 
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when model (2.5) and (2.7) are used, the filter becomes the standard HP filter. 

II. The Algorithm 

Step I. For t = 1, . . .  , T  + 2, compute 

Yt = 90Ie + gtxt+l + g2It+2 ,  

[xf+" , . . , xfHI' = H[O, 0, YT+h YT+21', 

a.nd, for t = T, . . .  , I, obtain recursively 

xf = -8Ix[+1 - 82Xi+2 + Ye· 

Step II. For t = - 1 , 0, 1 , . . .  , T + 4 compute 

and, for t = 1, . . .  , T + 4, obtain recursively 

xf = -BIXf_1 - (hX�_2 + Zt -
Step III. For t = 1, . . .  , T  + 4, obtain 

m'lT = km[x; + xf] · 
This yields the MMSE estimator of the trend for the sample period t = 

1, . . . , T, and the forecasting period t = T + 1 ,  . . .  , T + 4, equal to E(m, I 
XI ,  . . . , XT) .  The algorithm is fast and reliable, even for a series with (say) 
a million observations. It is remarkable that 4 forecasts and backcasts are 
enough to reproduce the full effect of the infinite filter. 

- 41 -





WORKING PAPERS (1) 

9617 Juan J.  Dolado and Francese Mannol: Efficient estimation of cointegrating relationships 
among higher order and fractionally integrated processes. 

9618 Juan J. Dolado y Ramon Gomez: La relaci6n entre vacantes y desempleo en Espana: per· 
turbaciones agregadas y de reasignaci6n. 

9619 Alberto Cabrero and Juan Carlos Delrieu: Construction of a composite indicator for predicting 
inflation in Spain. (The Spanish original of this publication has the same number.) 

9620 Una-Louise Bell: Adjustment costs, uncertainty and employment inertia. 

9621 M" de los Uanos Matea y Ana Valentina RegiI: lndicadores de inflaci6n a corto plazo. 

9622 James Conklin: Computing value correspondences [or repeated games with state variables. 

9623 James Conklin: The theory of sovereign debt and Spain under Philip II. 

9624 Jose Viiials and Juan F. Jimeno: Monetary Union and European unemployment. 

9625 Maria JesUs Nieto Carol: Central and Eastern European Financial Systems: Towards inte­
gration in the European Union. 

9626 Matthew B. Canzoneri, Javier vaUes and Jose Vinals: Do exchange rates move to address 
international macroeconomic imbalances? 

9627 Enrique Alberola na: Integraci6n econ6mica y uni6n monetaria: el contraste entre Nor­
teamerica y Europa. 

9628 Victor Gomez and Agustin MaranO: Programs TRAMO and SEATS. 

9629 Javier Andres, Ricardo Mestre y Javier Valles: Un modelo estructural para el analisis del 
mecanismo de transmisi6n monetaria: el case espafioL 

9630 Francisco Alonso y Juan Ayuso: Una estimaci6n de las primas de riesgo por inflaci6n en el 
caso espanoL 

9631 Javier Santilbin: Polftica cambiaria y autonomia del Banco Central. 

9632 Marcial Suarez: Vocabula (Notas sobre uses lingiiisticos). 

9633 Juan Ayuso and J. David L6pez-Salido: What does consumption tell us about inflation 
expectations and real interest rates? 

9701 Victor Gomez, Agustin Maravall and Daniel Pena: Missing observations in ARIMA mo­
dels: Skipping strategy versus outlier approach. 

9702 Jose Ranon Martinez Resano: Los contratos DIFF y el tipe de cambio. 

9703 Gabriel QuirOs Romero: Una valoraci6n comparativa del mercado espafiol de deuda publica. 

9704 Agustin MaravaU: Two discussions on new seasonal adjustment methods. 

9705 J. David LOpez-Salido y Pilar Velilla: La dinamica de los margenes en Espana (Una primera 
aproximaci6n con datos agregados). 

9706 Javier Andres and Ignacio Hernando: Does inflation harm economic growth? Evidence for 
theOECD. 



9707 Marga Peeters: Does demand and price uncertainty affect Belgian and Spanish corporate 
investment? 

9708 Jeffrey Franks: Labor market policies and unemployment dynamics in Spain. 

9709 Jose Ramon Martin�z Resano: Los mercados de derivados y el euro. 

9710 Juan Ayuso and J. David Lopez-Salido: Are ex-post real interest rates a good proxy for 
ex-ante real rates? An international comparison within a CCAPM framework. 

9711 Ana Buisan Y Miguel Perez: Un indicador de gasto en construcci6n para la economia espanola. 

9712 Juan J. Dolado, J. David LOpez-Salido and Juan Luis Vega: Spanish unemployment and in­
flation persistence: Are there phillips trade-offs? 

9713 Jose M. Gonz8J.ez Minguez: The balance-sheet transmission channel of monetary policy: 
The cases of Germany and Spain. 

9714 Olympia Bover: Cambios en la composici6n del empleo y actividad iaboral femenina. 

9715 Francisco de Castro and Alfonso Novales: The joint dynamics of spot and forward exchange 
rates. 

9716 Juan Carlos Caballero, Jorge Martinez y M: Teresa Sastre: La utilizaci6n de los indices de 
condiciones monetarias desde la perspectiva de un banco central. 

9717 Jose Vliials y Juan F. Jimeno: EI mercado de trabajo espaftoi y la Uni6n Econ6mica y Mo­
netaria Europea. 

9718 Samuel Bentolila: La inmovilidad del trabajo en las regiones espafto!as. 

9719 Enrique Alberola, Juan Ayuso and J. David LOpez-Salido: When may peseta depreciations 
fuel inflation? 

9720 Jose M. Gonzilez Minguez: The back calculation of nominal historical series after the intro­
duction of the european currency (An application to the GDP). 

9721 Una-Louise Bell: A Comparative Anaiysis of the Aggregate Matching Process in France, 
Great Britain and Spain. 

9722 Francisco Alonso Sanchez, Juan Ayuso Huertas y Jorge Martinez Pages: EI peder predictivo 
de los tipos de interes sobre la tasa de. inflaci6n espaftoia. 

9723 Isabel Argimon, Concha Artola y Jose Manuel Gonzalez-Paramo: Empresa publica y em­
presa privada: titularidad y eficiencia relativa. 

9724 Enrique Alberola and Pierfederico Asdrubali: How do countries smooth regional disturban­
ces? Risksharing in Spain: 1973-1993. 

9725 Enrique Alberola, Jose Manuel Marques and Alicia Sanchis: Unemployment persistence, 
Central Bank independence and inflation performance in the OECD countries. (The Spa­
nish original of this publication has the same number.) 

9726 Francisco Alonso, Juan Ayuso and Jorge Martinez Pages: How informative are financial as­
set prices in Spain? 

9727 Javier Anclres, Ricardo Mestre and Javier VaDes: Monetary policy and exchange rate dyna­
mics in the Spanish economy. 

9728 Juan J. Doiado, Jose M. Gonzlilez-Pairarno y Jose VliiaIs: A cost-benefit analysis of going 
from low inflation to price stability in Spain. 



9801 Angel Estrada, Pilar Garcia Perea, Alberto Urtasun y Jesus Briones: Indicadores de pre­
cios, costes y margenes en las diversas ramas productivas. 

9802 Pilar Alvarez Canal: Evoluci6n de la banca extranjera en el perfodo 1992-1996. 
9803 Angel Estrada y Alberto Urtasun: Cuantificaci6n de expeetativas a partir de las encuestas 

de opini6n. 

9804 Soyoung Kim: Monetary Policy Rules and Business Cycles. 

9805 Victor Gomez and Agustin Maravall: Guide for using the programs TRAMO and SEATS. 

9806 Javier Andres, Ignacio Hernando and J. David LOpez-Salido: Disinflation, output and 
unemployment: the case of Spain. 

9807 Olympia Bover, Pilar Garcia-Perea and Pedro Portugal: A comparative study of the Por­
tuguese and Spanish labour markets. 

9808 Victor Gomez and Agustin MaravaJl: Automatic modeling methods for univariate series. 

9809 Victor Gomez and Agustin Maravall: Seasonal adjustment and signal extraction in econo­
mic time series. 

9810 Pablo Hernandez de Cos e Ignacio Hernando: El eredito comercial en las empresas manu­
factureras espanolas. 

9811 SoyoWlg Kim: Identifying European Monetary Policy Interactions: French and Spanish Sys­
tem with German Variables. 

9812 Juan Ayuso, Roberto Blanco y Alicia Sanchis: Una clasificaci6n por riesgo de los fondos 
de inversi6n espai'ioles. 

9813 Jose ¥tiials: The retreat of inflation and the making of monetary policy: where do we stand? 

98J4 Juan Ayuso, Graciela L. Kaminsky and David LOpez-Salido: A switching-regime model for 
the Spanish inflation: 1962-1997. 

9815 Roberto Blanco: Transmisi6n de informaci6n y volatilidad entre el mercado de futuros so­
bre el indice Ibex 35 y el mercado al contado. 

9816 M: Cruz Manzano and Isabel Sanchez: Indicators of short-term interest rate expectations. 
The information contained in the options market. (The Spanish original of this publication 
has the same number.) 

9817 Alberto Cabrero, Jose Luis Escriva, Emilio Munoz and Juan Peii.alosa: The controllability 
of a monetary aggregate in EMU. 

9818 Jose M. Gonzalez Minguez y Javier Santilhin Fraile: El papel del euro en el Sistema Mo­
netario Internacional. 

9819 Eva Ortega: The Spanish business cycle and its relationship to Europe. 

9820 Eva Ortega: Comparing Evaluation Methodologies for Stochastic Dynamic General Equi­
librium Models. 

982J Eva Ortega: Assessing the fit of simulated multivariate dynamic models. 

9822 Coral Garcia y Esther Gordo: Funciones trimestrales de exportaei6n e importaci6n para la 
economia espanola. 

9823 Enrique Aiberola-lla and TImo Tyrviiinen: Is there scope for inflation differentials in 
EMU? An empirical evaluation of the Balassa-Samuelson model in EMU countries. 

9824 Concha Artola e Isabel Argimon: Titularidad y eficienda relativa en las manufacturas es­
panolas. 



9825 Ja�ier Andres, Ignacio Hernando and J. David LOpez-Salido: The long-run effect of per­
manent disinflations. 

9901 Jose Ramon Martinez Resano: Instrumentos derivados de los tipos Overnight: call money 
swaps y futuros sobre fondos federales. 

9902 J. Andres, J. D. Lopez-Salido and J. Valles: The liquidity effect in a small open economy 
mode!. 

9903 Olympia Bover and Ramon Gomez: Another look at unemployment duration: long-term 
unemployment and exit to a permanent job. (The Spanish original of this publication has 
the same nUJ?1ber.) 

9904 Ignacio Hernando y Josep A. Trib6: Relaci6n entre contratos laborales y financieros: Un 
estudio te6rico para el caso espano!. 

9905 Cristina Mazon and Soledad Nunez: On the optimality of treasury bond auctions: the Spa­
nish case. 

9906 Nadine Watson: Bank Lending Channel Evidence at the Firm Level. 

9907 Jose Vliials: EI marco general de la polftica monetaria linica: racionalidad, consecuencias y 
cuestiones pendientes. 

9908 Olympia Bover and Manuel Arellano: Learning about migration decisions from the mi­
grants: an exercise in endogenous samplig and complementary datasets. 

9909 Olympia Bover and Pilar Velilla: Migrations in Spain: Historical background and current 
trends. 

9910 Fernando Restoy: Los mercados financieros espanoles ante la Uni6n Monetaria. 

991 I Luis J. Alvarez and M.-de los Llanos Matea: Underlying inflation measures in Spain. 

9912 Regina Kaiser and Agustin MaranH: Estimation of the business cycle: a modified Hodrick­
Prescott filter. 

(1) Previously published Working Papers are Hsted in the Banco de Espana pubHcations catalogue. 

Queries should be addressed to: Banco de Espana 
Secci6n de Publicaciones. Negociado de Distribuci6n y Gesti6n 

Telephone: 91 338 5180 
Alcala, 50. 28014 Madrid 


