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ABSTRACT 
This study examines the impact of monetary policy on economic growth in algeria, for the period 1980-
2015.using the new econometric techniques of times series within an autoregressive distributed lag 
(ARDL) fram work, in order to examine the long and short run and the causal relationship between the 
variable. 
 the results obtained indecate the existence of positive relationship of monetary policy with economic 
growth, the role of monetary policy can be more effective for enhancing economic growth by guarantees 
independenceto the central bank in conducting monetary policy  , How ever, the combination  of  both 
monetary and fiscal policy are highly recommended . 
Key words: Monetary policy, Economic growth, autoregressive distributed lag (ARDL) Model , Algeria 
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