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Abstract Potentinl output and output gap are mportantw hen the authorities put policy mles nto practce However people cannot
get observab e and unobservabk data i real tme Furhemore every evaliatbn method has different benefis and pitfalls People
cannot d istinguish the bestone These above lead to uncertain estim ation resu lts about potential output and output gap as well as afford
wo clues for thi paper A fier review ing a bt of lieratures some results are bunded On the one hand uncertan estination resu lts
about output gap affect decisbn— mak ings of the authorities and the public They not only m ake m acreconom ic policies m uch m ore
comp licated but also strengthen volatility of output gap Then efficiency of m acweconomic contwls will be lowered On the other
hand it & significant for econan & polickes tom aintain contiu ity and stab ility as well as put lessw e ght on output gap when uncertainty
about output gap is rEng up
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