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The Impact of External Public Debt on the Jordanian Trade Balance
during the Period

(2011 - 1980)

Khalid Ali al-Majali
Huthaifa Sameeh Al-Qralleh

Abstract

This study aims at presenting the impact of public debt on the Jordanian
trade balance during the period (1980 - 2011). In order to achaive the above
goal the (VAR) unrestricted Vector of Autoregression model has been
applied to the data , Augmented Dickey Fuller (ADF) has been also used so
as to test the stationarity of the data , and the Granger causality test has been
applied to clarify the relationship among all variables of the study.

The Study concluded that there is a negative relation between the bublic
dept and trade balance.

Keywords: Gross Domestic Product, Public Dept, Trade Balance, VAR.
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