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A. Course description. This course in behavioral public policy focuses on appli-
cations of theory and field experiments to public policy questions. It highlights how
experiments can be used to identify behavioral models, and how these techniques can
be used for cost-benefit and welfare analysis. Along the way, we also discuss several
issues that arise with experimental designs and inference.

B. Learning outcomes. This course will teach students how laboratory and field
experiments can be used in research and policy analysis. It enables students to
design and analyze experiments, and how to identify key structural parameters of
economic models and welfare functions.

C. Assessment. You will write a research proposal based on the content of the course.

F. Research discussions. Each day, one hour is devoted to free-form discussion
of research topics. I have some suggested topics, but we can also talk about other
issues.

F. Course Schedule. The table below gives an overview of the schedule of the course.
Papers marked * are required reading (only the parts discussed in class). The other
papers will be covered partially in class, but you need not read the paper.



Meeting

Monday, 5 Sept
10h00 - 12h00

14h00 - 16h00

16h30 - 17h30

Tuesday 6 Sept
10h00 - 12h00

14h00 - 16h00

16h30 - 17h30

Wednesday, 7 Sept
10h00- 12h00

14h00 - 16h00

16h30 - 17h30

References

Behavioral welfare analysis

Libertarian paternalism. The behavioral Harberger triangle.
Sufficient-statistics approaches.

Salience bias in taxation. Estimating salience bias. The special
role of heterogeneity.

Research discussion

Readings: (Chetty| (2009)*, Rodemeier (2020), Blake et al. (2018)
Chetty et al.| (2009)*, Taubinsky and Rees-Jones (2017)

Behavioral interventions for resource conservation

Salience bias in resource consumption. Home-energy reports.
Real-time feedback.

The welfare effects of feedback. Default effects in electricity con-
tract choice.

Research discussion

Readings: Tiefenbeck et al.| (2018)* Tiefenbeck et al. (2019), Jes-
soe and Rapson (2014), Ebeling and Lotz (2015), Fowlie et al.
(2017), Allcott| (2011)*, Andor et al. (2017), [Fang et al.| (2020).

Habit formation / defaults

The habit-stock model. Rational anticipation of habit effects.
The automatic-control model. Evidence of habit formation. The
policy implications of habit formation.

Default effects in savings decisions, default effects in environ-
mental behaviors.

Research discussion

Readings: |Charness and Gneezy| (2009)*, Byrne et al.| (2020),
Yang and Lim (2017), Bruhin et al. (2020), Ebeling and Lotz
(2015), Chetty et al.| (2014).
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