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APPENDIX SA: THE CERTAINTY EQUIVALENT SOLUTION

This section describes the certainty equivalent solution to DSGE models and how it is
obtained numerically by the Extended Path. Section SA.1 introduces our notation and
describes the computational problem. We describe how to solve for the certainty equiv-
alent solution in Section SA.2. Good starting values to compute the certainty equivalent
solution and how to set the termination values for the control variables are presented in
Section SA.3.

SA.1 The setup

The setup is similar to the one given in the paper but included for completeness. That
is, we consider the broad class of DSGE models, which can be expressed as

E/[fx1, X141, V1, yi41)] =0 forallr=1,2,..., (S1)

where E; denotes the conditional expectation given information available in time period
t. The state vector x; with dimension n, x 1 belongs to the set X, denoting the Borel
subset of R"*. The control variables are stored in y; with dimension ny, x 1 and y; € &,
where &), refers to the Borel subset of R"». We further let n, 4 n, = n. The function f takes
elements from X, x Xy x &y x X) into R".

It is useful to consider the partitioning x; = [x’l,, X, ]/, where x;,; contains endoge-
nous state variables and x» ; denotes exogenous states. The dimensions of these vectors
are ny, x 1 and ny, x 1, respectively, with ny, + n,, = n,. We further assume that the
dynamics of the exogenous state variables belong to the general class

X241 =1(X2,¢) + o€, (82)
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where €;11 € X and has dimension n. x 1. We also assume €1 to be independent and
identically distributed with zero and an unit covariance matrix, that is, €,+1 ~ ZZD(0, I).
The function I' maps elements from &, into Xy,. We further assume that I' generates a
stable process for x ;.! In linear systems, this corresponds to requiring that all eigenval-
ues of the n,, x ny, Jacobian 4I'/dx; , lie inside the unit circle. For nonlinear mappings,
I must satisfy the general stability condition for nonlinear first-order Markov systems
provided in the paper.

In the certainty equivalent solution, uncertainty about future shocks is absence by
definition. This corresponds to omitting the conditional expectation in (S1), which re-
duces to a deterministic system, that is,

f(Xzth+1th,Yt+1)=0 forallt=1,2,....

The system contains an infinite number of equations and cannot be solved without any
simplifying assumptions. The approach taken in the Extended Path of Fair and Taylor
(1983) is to truncate the problem at some finite horizon N after which the variables are
assumed to be constant, for instance, given by their deterministic steady-state values.
Although this is an asymptotic model property it implies that the approximation errors
from the truncation decreases in N and can be made arbitrary small for an appropriately
chosen horizon N (see Fair and Taylor (1983) and Boucekkine (1995)). Hence, the key
assumption in the Extended Path is to close the infinite system in (S1) by considering a
terminal value for y;; 5. This gives rise to the finite dimensional system

f(xt, Xt+1, Yz; Yt+1) = 0n><1;
f(xt+17 Xt4+2, YH-I; Yt+2) = 0n><1;

f(Xr42, X143, Yi+2, Vi+3) = Onx1, (S3)

f(Xt+N—1, Xi+N> VieN—1, Yi+N) = Opx1.

Given that f(-) constraints » equilibrium conditions, we thus have a total of n x N condi-
tions. The initial state x; and y;, 5y are known by assumption, whereas we must solve for
(Yo, Xe4+1) Yit+1) X142, Vit 2s - - +» Xet N—1, Yi+N—1, Xe+-N ), constituting n x N unknowns. Thus,
the certainty equivalent solution as given by the Extended Path is obtained by solving
the fixed-point problem implied by (S3).

SA.1.1 System reduction I To reduce the computational burden when solving the
fixed-point problem in (S3), the exogenous states {Xy, ,Jrj}j.\’: | can be concentrated out
of the system as they can be computed directly by iterating on (S2). Hence, the concen-

1 This implies that trends may only be included in the class of DSGE models considered, if a given model
after rescaling has an equivalent representation without trending variables. The procedure is carefully de-
scribed in King and Rebelo (1999).
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trated fixed-point problem is given by

fi(x1,6, X1,041, Yo, Vi+1) = Opy <1,
f1 (X1, 141, X1,142, Vi1, Yi42) = Oy <1,

f1(X1, 142, X1,143, Vi42, Yi+3) = O <1, (S4)

fi (X1,t4+N=1> X1, 14N> Ye4N—1, Ye+N ) = Oy 51,

where we have introduced the partitioning

| Bi(X1,6 X1, 041, Yoo Y1)
foe e, Y1, Yi1) = |: f2(x2,1) X2,141) i| '
The function f>(-) has dimensions n, x 1 where ny = n,, and contains the law of motions
for the exogenous variables, whereas the function f;(-) has dimensions n; x 1 where
n1 = ny+ny, and contains all the remaining equilibrium conditions. In f; (-), we suppress
the dependence of x; ; to reduce the notational burden. Hence, the concentrated system
in (S4) has n; * N equations with the same number of unknowns and constitutes the
certainty equivalent solution, provided that it is unaffected by increasing N (see Fair and
Taylor (1983)). For numerical stability of the proposed routines below, we recommend
expressing the residuals of f in terms of unit-free errors.

SA.1.2 System reduction Il Some of the most popular DSGE models are characterized
by having lagged control variables in the states. For instance, lagged consumption ¢;_;
to capture the effect of consumption habits in the RBC model or the lagged interest rate
rr—1 to capture interest rate smoothing by the central bank in a New Keynesian model.
This link between some of the controls and the states can be exploited to further elim-
inate some of the states, as we do not need to separately solve for a path of {ct}ﬁi ; and
{c,_l}ﬁi 1» say. The same observation is used in Binning (2013) to reduce the number of
states in the standard perturbation approximation. To see how we concentrate these
lagged control variables out of the system, consider the following partition:

X11,t
Xt = | X12,¢
X2, ¢

Here, x11,, contains the true endogenous state variables (such as capital), whereas x;2,;
contains the lagged control variables (which also are endogenous states). As in Binning
(2013), we say that x;1,, has dimension m, x 1 and xy2 ; has dimension m,, x 1. As before,
Xy, refers to the exogenous states. Hence, the concentrated fixed-point problem is given
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by
f1(y—1, X111, X11,141, Vor Yi+1) = Opy x1,
£1(ys, X11, 041, X11, 142, Yi+1, Ye12) = 0y <1,

£1(Yr+1, X11, 142> X11, 143> Yr+2> Yi43) = Ony x1, (S5)

f1 (Ye+N—2,X11,t4+N—1> X11,14N» Yi+N—1, Yi+N) = 0n; <1,
where we have introduced the partitioning
£1(ye—1, X110 X11,141, Ve, Yet1)

f(x¢, X1, Vo, Ver1) = | Fi2(ye—1, X11,6 X11, 141, Yo» Y1)
f2(x2,1, X2,141)

Note that we here explicitly account for the fact that y;_; enters in the f-function, as this
effect is not captured by x11,,. This is what makes this additional concentration “trick”
different from the one presented in Section SA.1.1. Furthermore, f; (y;—1, X1,;, X1,141, V1)
y:+1) contains the first n, 4+ m, equations in the model, f12(y;—1, X11,/, X11,141, ¥1> Yr4+1)
contains the m,, link-equations for defining the lagged control variables, and finally
f>(-) contains the exogenous shocks with dimension ny x 1 where n = ny, .

SA.2 Solving the fixed-point problem

This subsection describes how we solve for the fixed-point problem in (S4) when us-
ing the system reduction described in Section SA.1.1. To do so, we let the unknowns be
denoted by

7| Y Ver1 ocer VN2 Ye4N-1
- )
X141 X1,042 0 X14N-1 X[ 4N

meaning that the system in (54) can be condensely expressed as

f1(x1,1, X1,041, Y1, Ye41)
f1 (X141, X1, 142, Ye41) Yig2)
F(Z)= 1 (X1, 142, X1,143, Yr42) Yi43) =0.
1 (X1,1+N -1, X1,04N, Yi4-N—1, Yi4N)
Linearizing this system around the point Z* gives
F(Z) ~ F(Z*) + J(Z*)(vec(Z) — vec(Z¥)), (56)
where J(Z*) denotes the Jacobian evaluated at Z*. That is,

JF(Z
()= So

avec(Z) |z_zs’
which has dimensions (n7 * N) x (n1 * N).
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When also using the system reduction in Section SA.1.2, we define

7= Y: Vi1 v Ve4N-2  Y4N-1
X11,t+1  X11,642 -+ X11,04N-1 X11,t4N

and the system in (S5) can be condensely expressed as

f1(yi—1, X11,6, X11,041, Yo, Yi41)
£1(ys, X11, 041, X11, 142, Vi1, Yr+2)
F(Z) = £1(Vi+1, X11, 142, X11,143, Yi+2, Yi+3) =0.

f1(yi—N—2, X11, 14N 1, X11,14N> Yr+N—1, Yi+N)

SA.2.1 The standard Newton-Raphson routine The most efficeint way to solve (S4) (if
we can obtain convergence) is to use the Newton-Raphson routine. To describe this rou-
tine, let Z/ denote the value of Z at iteration i, and use (S6) for Z! = Z* to obtain

F(Z) ~F(Z') +J(Z') (vec(Z) — vec(Z')).
Let F(Z) = 0 and isolate for vec(Z), that is,
vec(Z) = vec(Z') — J(Z!) ' B(ZY).
Hence, the Newton—-Raphson routine is then
vee(Z 1) =vec(Z!) - J(Z') 'R(Z)). (S7)

We iterate until the change in max |vec(Z+1) — vec(Z')| is smaller than some tolerance.
Note that this routine is sometimes referred to as a Newton—Raphson relaxation algo-
rithm (see Boucekkine (1995)). When computing the inversion of the Jacobian we use
the efficient method of Boucekkine (1995) (see Section SB of this technical Appendix for
a presentation of this method using our notation).

SA.2.2 The extended Newton—Raphson routine When the problem is very nonlinear,
the standard Newton-Raphson may fail to converge. If this is the case, then we consider
an extended Newton-Raphson routine of the form

vec(ZI1(8)) =vec(Z) — 8(1(Z"))'F(Z'), (S8)
where the scaling parameter 6 € R is determined by a rough grid search to the problem
6=argmin F(Z""! (8))'F(Z1(9)).

That is, 6 accounts for the possibility that a linear approximation to F(Z) may be in-
sufficiently accurate. We iterate on (S8) until the change in max |vec(Z*!) — vec(Z)| is
smaller than some tolerance, and we refer to this algorithm as an extended Newton-
Raphson relaxation routine.
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SA.2.3 Minimizing the squared model-residuals by the LM optimizer If these routines
are unsuccessful in solving the fixed-point problem in (S4), then we use the Levenberg-
Marquardt (LM) optimizer to minimize F(Z)'F(Z) across Z.

SA.3 Determining starting values and terminal values for the controls

To obtain fast convergence when solving the fixed-point problem in (S4), it is essential
to have good starting values. They are typically computed based on a first-order approx-
imation, that is, by iterating on

Vil — Vs = B (X7 — Xss), (S9)

Xlst 1st )

i — Xos = (X031 — Xos

fori=1,2,..., N where xtl” = X;. Adjemian and Juillard (2010) further notes that it is

possible to reduce the value of N, and hence increase the speed of the certainty equiva-
lent solver by replacing the standard terminal condition of y;y y = Vss by yean = ytlfN of
course, for N — oo, we clearly have x}fi —Xgs —> 0 and y}fi —yss — 0, given the stabil-
ity of hy, implying that this procedure reproduces the standard terminal condition in the
limit. This section generalizes these ideas by using a fourth-order perturbation approx-
imation to compute starting values and the terminal value of y,, 5. To reduce the com-
putational burden, we use the perturbation on perturbation (POP) method suggested
by Andreasen and Zabczyk (2015) and applied to compute conditional expectations in
the technical Appendix of Andreasen (2012). Below, we provide the key results from this
technical Appendix for terms under certainty equivalence (i.e., we leave out the expres-
sions for derivatives involving the perturbation parameter) and extend these results to

fourth order.

SA.3.1 Using the POP-method to compute conditional expectations in DSGE models
Consider the case where the DSGE model reports the endogenous variable r; and we
want to compute conditional expectations of this variable, that is, r1,; = E;[ri+1], r2,; =
E([ri42], 13,1 = E[r43], etc.? The law of iterated expectations implies 72, = E;[ri12] =
E([E 41(ri4+2]1 = E([r1,1+1] and so on. Hence, we only need to derive a formula for com-
puting p; = E;[r:11] because all other expectations can be found be iterating this for-
mula. We therefore consider the problem

p(Xs, 0) = Ef[r(Xi41, 0)], (S10)
where ¢ is the perturbation parameter. We then observe that
F(x;, 0) = E{[—p(X;, o) + r(h(X;, o) + ome 1, 0)] =0, (S11)
because
X1 =h(x, o) + one, 4. (S12)
2If the variable of interest is a control variable, then the function r(x;41, o) follows from the g-function.

If the variable of interest is a state variable, then we let r, = i’x; to obtain moments for the i’th state variable
with i(k, 1) = 1 for k = i, otherwise i(k, 1) = 0.
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Note then that (S11) must hold for all values of (x;, o). This allow us to compute all
derivatives of p with respect to (x;, o) around the deterministic steady state, that is, x; =
Xgs and o = 0, given derivatives of h(x;, o) and r(x;+1, o) around the same point.

For the indices, we adopt the convention that the subscript indicates the order of
differentiation, that is, a subscript 1 is for the first time we take derivatives and so on.
Thus,

o, a2, a3, X4 = ]-) 2; ceoy Ry,
Y1, Y2, V3, Y4 = ]-) 2; ceey Ry,

where the o's and y's will be used to index the states. We will also use superscript ¢ and
t+1on p,r, and h and their derivatives. This is done to indicate that the functions
are functions of x; and x,41, respectively. This distinction is relevant when we compute
the derivatives, but not when these derivatives are evaluated in the deterministic steady
state where X; = X, 1 = Xgs.

SA.3.2 The first-order terms: For (X,),
[Fx(xss, 0], = Ei[=[Pil,, + "], )i ] =0
¢
[P, = B[], 02 ]
Hence, in the steady state we have
[Pxlay = [rx]y, [Dx]2),
or in standard matrix notation,
Px(1; 1) =rx(1, )hy,
which is identical to the expression computed in (S9).

SA.3.3 The second-order terms: For (X;, X;),
[F)Q((XSSr 0)]0(10(2 = Et[_[p)t(x]alaz + [rgl]ylyz [h;(]Z§ [h;‘(];:i + [r)l;+l]y1 [hltcx]zllaz] = 0
¢
[Pl arar = Edllrs ', (sl (] + [ [, )
Hence, in the steady state we have
[pxx]alag = [rXX] Y1Y2 [hx]zg [hX]le + [rX] Y1 [hﬂ]zllaz )
or in the standard matrix notation,

Ny
Pxx Zh;l'xxhx + Z rX(l’ Yl)hxx(yl, O )
v1=1
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SA.3.4 Third-order terms: For (X, X;, X;),

[Fxxx(xss; 0)]

ajaza3

= Et[_[p}t(xx]alazafg

sl L L A e L W
+ 1],y s (5]
+[ra '], s [y
Sl L~ N | o | N
+ [, (o) on s
=0
¢
[Pooc] e aras

= E [0 ], 3,9, e [0 [l

[ 1y [y [P
+ [ 1, [0 ol
+ 15 1 [0 [,
+ 5, Moy )

Hence, in the steady state we have

[Prxx]arazas =
+ [ y1 2 oo 2, [ 21

+ [13x]y1 2 [ 22 Tha 120 o

+ [y ys (] 33 Thax 23 4,

+ [rxly, (hax

]alazas’

or in the standard matrix notation,

pXXX(al) a2, a3) =
y3=1

+hy (5, 1) rochx (5, a2, a3)

[rocx]y1 923 [hx]y3 [hx]y2 [hx]yl

Supplementary Material

D ha(, a1) o 3, v3)hx(, a2)hx(y3, @3)

Hy
+ ) rx(y1, Dby, @2)hyx(y1, @1, a3)

v1=1
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Ny
+ Z Ixx(v1, Dhx (5, a3)hyx (1, a1, a2)
71=1

+ rx(lr :)hxxx(:, aq, a2, 0{3).
SA.3.5 Fourth order terms: For (X;, X;, X;, X;) Recall that

[FXXX(XSSv 0)]

= Edl—[ Plocxayazas
(1300 11y [0 512 [
yrye Moy [
S LA e
h]” [

7173[ X]as[ ;X]Ziaz
]

Y1
ajapas

~
Mo~
—+
—

=
—
S«»

[ Froox (Xss» ())]mow3 = Et[—[p;xx]a{m{m3 + 01+ Q24 03+ 04+ 0Os],

where
1= [t ]y [l (052 [0
2= [r ]y, (ML cs [P
5= [ 1, [xs (i o
=[r§i1]m3[ xo [
05 =[], Moy apas
Thus,

[Q1xas =71,y [Py [ ]2 BSE

+ []"t+1 ] Y1Y2Y3 [h)tﬁx] zz ay [hx] zi [hx] zi

[0t Ly i [P, (]
[0 Ly s [y [0 [Pk ]
Do, Ty

[Q2,xlay = [ HI]YU’ZM[ ]
t

RS L

+[r}t(;(‘r1]'y1'y2[ ;(X]ZZag[ 5{){]11014’
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(03,51 = [t |,y [Tt [05]22 [ ]
+ [, (e, (M)
Rl L OO | 4 o | Y
[Qa,x1as = [Tk |y [t (]2 [ ]2
S S I | U G | N

D T2 ]

[QS,X]O{4 = [rg(_l]'yl V4 [hx]a4 [hgxx]liagoq + [rf(—i_l]'yl [hngXX]Z1a2a3a4 '

Thus,

[F4X(XSS' 0)]‘110120(3014 = Et[_[p‘th]mazawzx
W)+ [ (050 5] TS5 TS
(2) Y17Y273 [ ’t‘x] a3oy [hX]Zz [hx]zll

(3)
(4)
()

+ [P, [
N
N
6) +
N
N
N

Qaaq

ML AL oy
A L L L

+ [
(e
[
(o]
LS O 1 SN |9 8
[ ]
[
[ ]

Y17Y273

[hsl.
L
(bl
]

M)+, a2 (i,

(8 + [15a0x 11,y [ ] [B5a] o
9 +[ra' ], M, i,

(1) +[rigt' ], ()22 ]2 e
A1)+ [rax ], il (il e (]2 o,
(12)  + '], s i), (],

(13)  +[rt' ], (022 o] e

(14 + '], I ] e

(15)  + [, Moo s apagas]

=0.



Supplementary Material The extended perturbation method 11

APPENDIX SB: EFFICIENT INVERSION OF THE JACOBIAN: SYSTEM REDUCTION [

This section presents the efficient solution algorithm of Boucekkine (1995) to compute
J(Z)~'F(Z). In this section, we consider

£(x¢, ¥, X¢41, Vi41) =0

or the condensed version of this system, that is, f; (X1, Y, X1,7+1, Yr+1) = 0. Whether we
use the normal or condensed system in Section SA.1.1, we will express it as

f(x, y,xp, yp) =0.
To reduce the notational burden, let
I = (X4, Yo, Xet1, Vet
or
Iy = [X1,6, Yoo X1,041, Ye+11

if using the condensed system. We then consider the following notation for the partial
derivatives:

() = ‘?t:;;‘),
fy(r) = ﬁfof,;”,
fatry= 25
fyp(r:) = (9;;1;)-

To understand the logic of the solution method of Boucekkine (1995), it is useful to grad-
ually extend the horizon N when solving the certainty equivalent solution.

SB.1 2 time periods

Let N =2 and consider the system

Xt
Inx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny y:
fx(r)  fy(r) fxp(r)  fyp(re) 01xn, 015 Xr+1

Or5ny Onxny fx(ri41) fy(rtJrl) fxp(rtJrl) fyp(rtJrl) Yt
Ony XNy Ony Xny Ony XNy Ony Xny Onyxnx Iny Xt42
| Y42
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—X;
_ | fen)
f(r, 1)
—Yi+N
Inx 0nx><n onxxn Onxxny
—fx(r;) I, 05xn 0n><ny
onxnx 0,1 I Onxny
Onyxnx onyxn Onyxn Iny
3nx3n
_Xt_
Inx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny v
% fx(r,) fy(rt) fxp(rt) fyp(rt) 0nxn, Onxny X1
Onxn,  Onxn, E(rep1) fy(rip1) fip(ren) fyp(rgn) | | yen
Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Iny Xr42
3nx3n LYr+2
Inx Onxxn Onxxn Onxxny Xt
_fx(rt) In Onxn Onxny _f(rt)
Onxnx 0n><n In 0n><ny _f(rtJrl)
Onyxnx Onyxn Onyxn Iny YieN
¢
_ X -
Inx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny onxxnx Onxxny Yy
fx(r,) — fx(ry) fy(rt) fxp(rt) fyp(rt) 01251, 0n><ny Xi+1
01251, Onxn, Ix(rei1) fy(rep) Sp(ren) fyp(re) || Ve
Onyxnx onyxny onyxnx onyxny Onyxnx Iny Xi+2
LYr+2 |
X
—fx(r)x, — £(r))
—f(ri41)
YerN
¢
_ X -
Inx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny onxxnx Onxxny y:
Onsn, Fy(r) fiplr)  fyp(r) 0nxn, Onxny Xi+1
0nxn, 0n><ny fx(rey1) fy(l't+1) fxp(l't+1) fyp(rt+1) Vi
Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx onyxny Onyxnx Iny Xt4+2
L Ye+2
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Xt

—fx(r)x, — f(r))
f(r; 1)
YN

I,

Onxnx

X

Onxnx

Onyxnx

w (-

Onxxny
In,ny
0n><ny

Ony Xny

Onxxnx onxxny onxxnx onxxny

W, fyp (1)
fy(rt+1)

Oi’ly Xny

Oany
fyp (re1)
I,

onxnx
fxp(rt+1)

Onyxnx

In,nx
fx(ri1)

Onyxnx y

Xt
fx(ro)x, — f(r;))

—f(r;11)
YN

)

Xit1

Vi1

X¢42
LY:+2 |
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Xt
y:

where W, = [ fy(r) fp(r1) | and we use the partitioning I, = [Iusy Lun: | where I, are the

first ny, columns of

I, and I, , denotes the last columns ofI,,.

Xy
y:
Xit1
Vi1
Xi+2

¢
C X,
Inx Onxxny onxxnx Onxxny onxxnx Onxxny y
t
Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Qny(t) Onyxnx Onyxny Xei1
onxxnx Onxxny Inx an(t) Onxxnx Onxxny Vi1
1+
0nxn, onxny fx(rev1) fy(l't+1) fxp(l't+1) fyp(l't+1)
0 0 0 0 0 I X2
nanx nany nanx nany nanx ny yt+2
Qny (1) 1 Ry, (1) 1
where[Q ym]zwt fyp(rt)and[Rym]z—w, (Fe(r)x, + f(x)))
ny X
Inx Onxxny Onxxnx onxxn onx><ny
Onanx Iny onanx Onan onyxny
Onxxnx Onxxny Inx Onxxn onxxny
0551, 0n><ny —fx(ri41) I, 0n><ny
Onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxn Iny
Inx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny
Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Qny(t) Onyxnx Onyxny
X Onxxnx Onxxny Inx an(t) Onxxnx Onxxny
Or5ny 0n><ny fx(rs41) fy(rt+l) fxp(rt+1) fyp(rt+1)
Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Iny

L Vii+2_]

Xy
Ry, (1)
Ry, (1)

—f(r 1)
YN

’
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Inx Onxxny Onxxnx onxxn
onyxnx Iny onyxnx Onyxn
= onxxnx Onxxny Inx onxxn
0/ xn, 0n><ny —fx(rr41) I,
Onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxn
¢
Inx Onxxny Onxxnx
Onyxn,C Iny Onyxnx
Onxxnx Onxxny Inx
Onxnx nxny fx(rt+1) - fx(rt-',-l)
Onyxn,C nyxny Onyxnx
_Xl_
y:
X
« | Xt
Ye+1
Xs+2
| Ve+2_|
X
Ry, (1)
= Rnx(t)
— (114 1)Rn, (1) — £(r141)
YN
¢
Inx onxxny onxxnx onxxny Onxxnx
Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Qny(t) Onyxnx
Onxxnx onxxny Inx an(t) Onxxnx
Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx
Onxxnx onxxny Onxxnx onxxny Inx
_Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx

where we have defined W

Rny t+1)]

W, fyp(ri41) and (& e (41)

Onx Xny
onyxny
onx XMy

Ol’any

X

Ry, (1)
R, (#)
—f(r 1)

L, Yi+N

Onxxny

Qu, (1)

Q. (1

)

Ony Xny

onxxny

Ony><ny

onxxny
Quy (1 +1)
Q.. (t+1)
I

y

Xy
y:
Xi+1
Vi1
X¢42

- x(rt—&-l)an (1) + fy(rt+1)

LYi+2 |

[ f () Qg (D Hy (1) Fp(re) | and |

Wt_+1(fx(rt+l)Rnx(t) +£(ri11))

This system can then be solved by backward substitution as follows:

® Vit2 =Vi4N

o Xpo0=Ry, (1 +1) = Qp (1 + 1)yry2

o Vi1 =Ry (1+1) — Qpn, (¢ + 1)ys42
o X1 =Ry, (1) — Qp, ()yr41
o Vi =Ry, (1) — Quy (D)yit1

Supplementary Material

onxxnx Onxxny
Onyxnx Onyxny
Onxxnx nyxny
fxp(rrv1)  fyp(rern)
Onyxnx Iny
Cox
Ry, (1)
Ry, ()
Ry, (t+1) |’
R, (t+1)
Yi+N
Qny(t+1)] _
Quy (141)
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Recall that for period ¢

W, = [f () ()],

020w

R, ( -
0 e

and for period t + 1,

Wi = [ 6 1)Qu, (0 + 41 fp(riin)],

[Qny(wr 1)

Q (f+ 1)j| EW;_llfyp(rt—i-l);

R, (t+1) _
|:Rni(t n 1)i| = W, !, (f(rr 1R, (1) + £(xr41)).

SB.2 3 time periods

Let N = 3 and consider the system:

Inx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny
fx(rt) fy(rt) fxp(rt) fyp(rt) Onxnx 0n><ny Onxnx 0n><ny
0n><nx 0n><ny fx(rt+1) fy(rt+1) fxp(rt+1) fyp(rt+1) Onxnx 0n><ny
Onxnx 0n><ny 0n><nx 0n><ny fx(rt+2) fy(rt+2) fxp(rl+2) fyp(rt+2)
Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Iny
4nx4n

— X, -

y: _x,

. f(r,)
x | Y = = o)

e £(r,;2)

Ve+2 VN

Xr+3

| ¥i+3 |
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Using the same transformations as above for the two first periods, we have

[ I, 0n,xny  Onyxcny  Onexny,  Onyxn, 01, xny 0n, xn, 01, xn, 11
01, xn, Iny 01, xn, Qny(t) 01, xn, 01, xn, 01, xn, 01, xn, th
0n,xn,  Onyxn, Iy, Qn, (1) Onyxn, 01, xn, 0n, xn, 01, 5n, o
01, xn,  Onyxny,  Onyxn, Iny 01, xn, Qny(t +1)  Opyxn, 01, xn, it—H
0, xn,  Onexny Onexny  Onyxny In, Qu (t+1)  Opyxn, 01, xn, 2
Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny fx(rsi2) fy(rt+2) fxp(l't+2) fyp(l't+2) iH_Z

t+3

L Onyscny Onyxny Onyxny Onyxcny Onyxn, 01, xn, 01, xn, I,

REEA
_ X -
R, (1)
—R,, (1)
= Rny(t +1)
Ry, (1+1)
—f(r;12)
L YN

¢

[ I, 0n,xny  Onexny  Onyxny 0n, xn, 01, xn onxxny_
01, xn, In, 01, xn,  Onyxn, 01, xn, 0n,xn  Onyxn,
01, xn,  Onyxn, In, 01, xn, 01, xn, 0n,xn Onyexn,
Ony><nx Onyxny 01, xn, Iny onyxnx ony><n Ony><ny
01, xny  Onexny,  Onexn, Onxxny I, 01, xn Onxxny
0nxn,  Onxn,  Onxn, 0n><ny —fx(rr42) I, |

[ O, xn, Onxxny 01, xn, Onxxny 0n, xn, onxxny I,

[ L, Onxxny 01, 5, Onxxny 0, 5, Onxxny 01, 5, Onxxny ]
Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Qny(t) Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny
0p, xn, Onxxny I, Qn, (1) Onyxn, Onxxny 01, 5, Onxxny

X [ Onyxne  Onyxny  Onyxn, Iny 01y xn, Qny(t +1)  Opysn, 01y xn,

Onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny Inx an(t"‘l) Onxxnx Onxxny
Onyxnx onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny fx(rt+2) fy(rt+2) fxp(rt+2) fyp(rt+2)

_OﬂyXﬂx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny Ol’lyXI’lx Onany Onyxnx I}’ly

Xy

y:
Xi+1
Y1
X142
Y2
X143
| Yr+3
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| P onxxny 01, 5, Onxxny 011, xn, 01, xn onxxny Xy
Onyxnx Iny onyxnx onyxny Onyxnx Onyxn Onyxny Rny(t)
011, 511, onxxny I, Onxxny 011, xn, 01, xn onxxny R, (2)
= Onyxnx Onyxny onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Onyxn Onyxny Rny(t‘i‘l)
051, 511, onxxny 051,51, Onxxny L, 05, xn onxxny R, (t+1)
0551, Onxny 011, 0n><ny —fx(r142) I, Onxny —f(ri42)
| 011, <, onxxny 0, xn, Onxxny 0, xn, Onxxny Iny dL Ve+nN
¢
B | P Onxxny 0, xn, 011X><11v 0,1, xn, Onxxny 0,1, xn, Onxxny ]
Onne Dny Opm Qu () O, O, S
e Oy T Qut) O O, Onne O,
O, O, O T, O, Qu, (1+1) S
Onxxnx nyxny Ynyxny Onxxny Inx an(t"‘l) OnxxnJc Onxxny
Onyxnx Onyxny onyxnx onyxny fx(rig2) — fx(rg2) _fx(rt+2)an(t+ 1) +fy(rt+2) fxp(l't+2) fyp(l't+2)
_Onyxnx nyxny Ynyxny Ynyxny Onyxnx Onyxn'v Onyxnx Iny _
_ X -
R,, (1
Ry, (2)
= Rny(t+1)
Ry (1 +1)
—tx(ri2)Ry, (1 +1) — £(r,12)
L YN |
¢
i | P onxxny 01, 1, onxxny 011, x1, Onxxny 011, 511, onxxny ]
Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Qny(t) Onyxnx Onyxny onyxnx Onyxny
011, x11, onxxny | P Q. (1) 04,xn, Onxxny 011, 511, onxxny
Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Iny 0ny><nx Qny(t+1) onyxnx Onyxny
01, x11, onxxny 0, %1y onxxny I, Qn, (t+1) 0y xn, onxxny
Onxnx 0n><ny 0n><nx 0n><ny Onxnx Wt+2 - fyp(rt+2)
_Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny onyxnx Iny _
_ X -
R,, (1
Ry, (1)
= Rny(t—l—l)
R, (1+1)
—fx(r2)Ry, (£ + 1) — f(r12)
L Yi+N A

Let Wy = [ —fx(re2)Quy (14D Hy (ri12) fip(resa) |
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Inx onxxny Onxxnx onxxny onxxn,\- onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny
Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Qny(t) Onyxnx Onyxny onyxnx onyxny
onxxnx onxxny Inx an(t) onxxnx onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny
Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Qny(t‘i‘l) onyxnx onyxny
onxxnx onxxny Onxxnx onxxny Inx an(t+1) Onxxnx Onxxny
Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Iny onyxnx Qny(t+2)
onxxnx onxxny Onxxnx onxxny onxxnx Onxxny Inx an(t+2)
_Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx onyxny onyxnx Iny |

-

Ry, (1)
R, (1)
Ry
| Ryt 1) |
Ry, (1 +2)
Ry, (1 +2)
Yi+N
where [ 2”00 ] = W, Lfyp(rie2) and [ (1) ] = =Wy ((Frs2)Ro, (1 4+ 1) + £(ris2)).

Thus, this system is easily solved by backwards substitution.

SB.3 Summarizing: For N time periods
Thus, the general solution is given by
® ViiN =YN IS given
® Virk=—Rp, (t +k) = Qu (1 + K)Yrygy1 fork=0,1,2,..., N -1
o X pr1=—Ry (t+k)—Qp (t +k)Ysyhy1 fork=0,1,2,...,N -1

The relevant matrices are given by

W, = [fy(l‘z) fxp(rt)] )

31w

Ry, (1) —

and for period ¢ + k,

Wik = [~ ) Qu, 4+ k= 1)+ fyms) fpre)],

(4K _
|:8ny Et + kﬂ =W, il (T
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[Rnymk)

R, (f+ k)j| = —W;_:k(fx(rt+k)Rnx(t +k—1) +f(rt+k))

fork=1,2,...,N

APPENDIX SC: EFFICIENT INVERSION OF THE JACOBIAN: SYSTEM REDUCTION II

This section presents the efficient solution algorithm of Boucekkine (1995) to compute
J(Z)~'F(Z). In this section, we consider

£1(ye—1, X110, Yoo X11,641, Y1) = 0.
To condensely represent this system of equations, we use the notation
f(Z, X,Y, Xp’ yp) = 0)

meaning that z refers to y,_1, X to Xj1,;, Xp t0 X11,/41, ¥ t0 ¥, and yp to y.+1. Also, to
reduce the notational burden, let

r=[yr—1,X11,6, Yoo X11, 141, Ye+11.

We then consider the following notation for the partial derivatives:

fe(r,) = ‘92(;’),
fy(r,) = ﬁfg‘),
fote) =212,
L)
f,(r) = &f;;’).

To understand the logic of the solution method of Boucekkine (1995), it is useful to grad-
ually extend the horizon N when solving the certainty equivalent solution.

SC.1 2time periods

Let N =2 and consider the system

Xt
Inx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny y: —X;
fx(r;)  fy(r,)  fxp(r)  fyp(r) 01 xn, 015, Xep1 | _ | f(r)
Onsn, fr(rip1) f(rn) o) fp@an) fp@a) ||y | | f@an)
Ony XNy Ony xny Onyxnx Onyxny Ony XNy Iny Xi+2 —Yi+N
LVi+2 |
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Inx 0nx><n Onxxn Onxxny
—tx(r,) I 055 Onxny
Onxnx 0551 I, Onxny
Onyxnx Onyxn Onyxn Iny
3nx3n
_Xt_
Inx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny Onxxn)C Onxxny y:
< fx (r;) fy(rt) fxp(rt) fyp(rt) 0r5ny Onxny Xi+1
Onsn, T2(rep1) fx(re1) fy(ren) Bp(re) fprea) || yen
onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Iny Xt42
3nx3n LYr+2 |
Inx 0, xn Onyxn Onxxny Xt
— _fx(rt) In onxn Onxny _f(rt)
onxnx Onxn In Onxny _f(rt+1)
Onyxnx onyxn Onyxn Iny Yi+N
¢
_ - -
Inx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny y:
fx (r;) — fx(ry) fy(rt) fxp(rt) fyp(l't) Opxny 0n><ny Xs+1
011, f2(ri1)  fx(re1) fy(l't+1) fxp(rt-i-l) fyp(l't+1) Vi
Onyxnx onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Iny Xt42
LYr+2 ]
Xy
—fx(r)x, — f(r))
—f(r 1)
YN
¢
_Xt_
Inx Onxxny 05, 5ny Onxxny 051, xn, Onxxny y:
0n><nx fy(rt) fxp(rt) fyp(rt) Onxnx Onxny Xt41
0nxn, Tz(rep1) fx(ren) fy(ren) Gp(ren) fyprea) || yen
Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Iny Xs+2
LYr+2_]
Xy
—fx(r)x; — £(ry)
f(r,41)

YN
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¢
mx, ]
Inx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny y:
Onxnx In,ny In,nx Wt_lfyp(rt) Onxnx Onxny Xr+1
O0nxn, Tz(rep1) fx(re1)  fy(rn)  fxp(rn) fyp(raa) | |y
Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Iny Xr42
L Yr+2]
X
W, (—fx(r)x, — f(r7))
—f(r 1) '
YN

The extended perturbation method 21

where W, = [ fy(r) fp(r)) | and we use the partitioning I, = [ Tuny Tnnx | where I,n, are the
first ny, columns of I, and I, ,, denotes the last columns of I,,.

¢
" x, ]
Inx Onxxny onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny Xt
Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Qny(l) Onyxnx Onyxny XYt Rny(l)
Onxxnx Onxxny Inx an(t) Onxxnx Onxxny o+l = Rnx(t) ’
Onsxn, FTz(rep1)  fx(ris1) fy(l't+1) fxp(l't+1) fyp(l't+1) Vil —f(re11)
Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Iny X2 YN
LYi+2 ]
where [828] EWt_lfyp(rt) and [EZZ;] =W, (£ (r)x; +f(r;))
¢
Inx onxxny Onxxnx Onxxn Onxxny
onanx Iﬂy Onyxnx 0/1y><l1 Onyxny
Onxxnx onxxny Inx onxxn Onxxny
0, xn, —f(rip1)  —f(rig1) I, onxny
Onxxnx onxxny Onxxnx on,\-xn Iny
Inx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny X
onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Qny(t) Onyxnx Onyxny XYt
X Onxxnx Onxxny Inx an(t) Onxxnx Onxxny o+l
0nscn,  Tz(rep1) fx(rig1) fy(l't+1) fxp(rt-i-l) fyp(rt+1) iH_l
Onyxnx onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Iny +2
| Yr+2 ]
Inx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxn Onxxny Xt
Onyxnx I}’ly Onanx Onyxn Oﬂyxﬂy Rny(t)
- Onxxnx Onxxny Inx Onxxn Onxxny Rnx(t)
Onxnx _fz(rtJrl) _fx(rtJrl) In Onxny —f(l‘[+1)
Onxxnx Onxxny onxxnx Onxxn Iny YieN
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&2
Inx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny On,yxnx Onxxny
Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Qny(t) Onyxn,\- onyxn’v
On,yxnx Onxxn InX an(t) On,yxnx Onxxny
0n><nx fz(rf+1) - fz(rt+1) fx(rl+1) - fx(rf+1) _fz(rtJrl)Qny(z) - fx(rtJrl)QnX(z) +fy(rt+1) fxp(rHrl) fyp(rt+1)
Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxn,\- In'v
_ X, -
y:
X
% t+1
Vi1
Xi42
LYe+2 ]
X
R, (1)
= Rnx(t)
—fz(rr41)Rn, (1) — Ex(r141) Ry, (1) — £(x141)
YernN
Inx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny
Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Qny(t) Onyxnx Onyxny
Onxxnx Onxxny Inx an(t) Onxxnx onxxny
Onxnx Onxny 0n><nx _fz(rtJrl)Qny([) - fx(rt+l)an(t) + fy(rt+l) fxp(rt+l) fyp(rtJrl)
Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Iny
— X, -
Xy
y:
i R, (1)
o | K| 2 R, (1)
Vi1 f f
Xoio —t7(ri11)Ry, (1) — & (rp 1) Ry, (1) — £(F141)
1+
YN
L Yi+2 |

Quy (141)

Now let Wy = [ ~£re1)Quy (0 ~fx(rr41)Quy (0 +Hy (rr1) fp(ri1) | and | ]= W;jlfyp(r,ﬂ)

Qi (141)
and [ 111 = =Wk (B 1R, (1) + fx(Fr1)Ro, (1) + f(xi1)). Using this, we get
i Inx Onxxny 0, xn, Onxxny 0, xn, Onxxny 11 Xt ] i Xt ]
01, xn, Iny 01, xn, Qny(t) 01, xn, 01, xn, y: Rny(t)
01, 5n,  Onyxn, L, Qu, (1) Opyxn, 01, 5, X1 | R, (?)
0n,xn,  Onyxcny,  Onyxn, I, 01, xn, Qny(t +1) || Y1 - Ry, (1+1)
0n,5n, Onexny  Onexny  Onyxn, I, Qu (1 +1) | [ X¢42 Ry, (¢ +1)
_Onyxnx onyxny Onyxnx onyxny Onyxnx Iny A LYr+2 ] L YN

This system can then be solved by backward substitution as follows:

® Vii2 =Yi+N
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e X1 2=R, (t+1)—Qp (t+ 1y
o Vit1 =Ry (1+1) = Qpn, (¢ + 1)ys42
o X1 =Ry, (1) — Qp (1)Yi11
o Vi =Ry (1) — Qn, (1)yi11

Recall that for period ¢,

W, = [fy(rt) fxp(rt):l ,

]

Ry, (1) —
|:an(”:| = —W, ! (f(r)x + £(r,))

and for period ¢ + 1,

Wit = [~ Qu, (1) = f(T)Qu, (0 + (i) fip(ria)]

(1 _
[g}: EH 1;} — W (),
R, 1 _
|:R yiii 1;i| =W, (Fa(xr1) R, (1) + (X101 R, (1) + £(x141)).

SC.2 3time periods

Let N = 3 and consider the system:

Inx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny
fx(rt) fy(rt) fxp(rt) fyp(rt) 0n><nx onxny Onxnx 0n><ny
Onscn, Tz(re1) fx(reg1) fy(rtJrl) fxp(rtJrl) fyp(rt+1) 01151, 0n><ny
0nscny  Onxny 0nxn, fz(ri2)  fx(reg2)  fy(rg2)  fxp(r2) fyp(re)
Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Iny
4nx4n
_ X -
y: —x,
e f(r,)
x | Y = — | e
vz f(r:12)
yie2 YN
X¢+3
| ¥i+3 |
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Using the same transformations as above for the two first periods, we have

In,( Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx onxxny ]
Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Qny(t) Onyxnx Onyxny onyxnx Onyxny
onxxnx Onxxny Inx an(t) Onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx onxxny
Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Qny(t +1) onyxnx Onyxny

onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny Inx an(t+1) Onxxnx onxxny
Onyxn,  Onyxn, Onysn,  fz(xev2) fx(reg2)  fy(re2)  Ep(re2) fyp(re2)

_Onyxnx Onyxny onyxnx onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny onyxnx Iny
i Xy ] — X, -
e —Ry, (1)
41 “R,.(1)
x 3;[“ = | Ry, (t+1)
42 R, (1+1)
Yiv2 —f(r112)
X1+3 Vein
| ¥i+3 | - * -

I, Onxxny 011, 511y onxxny 011, 1, 051, xn onxxny_
Onyxnx Iny onyxnx Onyxny onyxnx Onyxn onyxny
051, 51, Onxxny I, onxxny 011, 51, 051, xn onxxny
Onyxnx Onyxny onyxnx Iny onyxnx Onyxn Onyxny
051, 51, Onxxny 01, 511, onxxny I, 051, xn onxxny
onxnx 0n><ny Onxnx _fz(rt+2) _fx(rt+2) I 0n><ny
L 0n, xny Onxxny 0, x 1y Onxxny 0, x 1y onxxny Iny _
[ L, Onxxny 0, x 11y Onxxny 01, x 1y Onxxny 01, x 11y Onxxny ]
Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Qny(t) Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny
0, xny Onxxny L, Qu, (1) Opyxn, onxxny 0, x 1y Onxxny
X Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Qny([+1) Onyxnx Onyxny
0, 5y Onxxny 01, 51y Onxxny | P Qu, (t+1) 0y xn, Onxxny
Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx f(rr2) fx(rig2) fy(rt+2) fxp(rt+2) fyp(rt+2)
_Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny onyxnx Iny
_Xt_
y:
Xr+1
« | Y+l
Xr+2
Yi+2
Xr+3
REEE
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L, onxxny 011, onxxny 051, 51, 051, xn onxxny Xt
Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Ony><n Onyxny Rny(t)
01, 511, onxxny I, onxxny 01, 051, %1 onxxny R, (2)
= Ony><nx Onyxny Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Ony><n Onyxny Rny(t +1)
01, 511, Onxxny 051, 5, onxxny | P 051, xn Onxxny R, (t+1)
Onxnx onxny 0n><nx _fz(rt+2) _fx(rt+2) I, 0n><ny _f(rt+2)
| 071, <1, Onxxny 0, xn, onxxny 0, xn, Onxxny Iny dL Ve+nN
¢
[ I, Onxxny 0, xny Onxxny 0, x 1y
Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Qny(t) Onyxnx
0, 5y Onxxny I, Qy, (7) 0, 51y
onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx
0r, 5y Onxxny O, 5y Onxxny L,
Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx f7(ri42) — £ (ri12) £ (rip2) — £x(rs12)
_Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx
Onxxny 011, 51y onxxny ]
onyxny onyxnx Onyxny
Onxxny 011, 511, onxxny
Qny(t +1) onyxnx Onyxny
Qu (+1) 011, 511, onxxny
—M7(r142)Quy (1 + 1) — fx(1r42)Qn, (£ + 1) + Fy(rr42) fip (rr42) fyp (rr42)
onyxny onyxnx Iny _
_ X -
R, (1)
Ry, (1)
= Rny(t + 1)
Ry (1 +1)
- z(rt+2)Rny(f +1) —f(r2)Ry, (£ + 1) — f(xi42)
L YN _
¢
[ I, Onxxny 01, 51y Onxxny 0, 5y Onxxny 01, 51y Onxxny ]
Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Qny(t) Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny
011, xn, onxxny I, Qn, (1) 04y xn, Onxxny 01, %1y onxxny

onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Qny(t +1) onyxnx Onyxny
onxxnx onxxny onxxnx onxxny Inx an(t +1) Onxxnx onxxny
Onxnx Onxny Onxnx Onxny Onxnx Wt+2 - fyp(rtJrZ)

onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny onyxnx Onyxny onyxnx Iny



26 Andreasen and Kronborg Supplementary Material

Xy
R, (1)
Ry, (1)
= Rny(t+ 1)
Ry (t+1)
—f2(rr12)Rn, (1 + 1) — fx(1r42) Ry, (7 + 1) — £(r42)
L YirN _

Let Wiz = [ £ (r42)Qu, (14 1) = f(E0s2)Qu, (0 4+ 1) +fy(Xis2) plri)

Inx onxxny Onxxnx onxxny onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx onxxny
Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Qny(t) Onyxnx onyxny onyxnx Onyxny
onxxnx onxxny Inx an(t) onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny

Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Iny Ony><nx Qny (t+1) onyxnx Onyxny
onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny Inx an(t +1) Onxxnx Onxxny
Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Onyxny Onyxnx Iny Onyxnx Qny(t +2)
onxxnx Onxxny Onxxnx Onxxny onxxnx Onxxny Inx an(t+2)

_Oi’lanx Oi’lyX}’ly Onanx Oi’lyX}’ly Oi’lyXi’lx Onyxny Onanx Iny

Xy
Ry, (1)
Ry, (2)

R, (t+1)
R, (t+1)
R, (1 +2)
R, (1 +2)
YN

where

ny (£ +2 _
|:gny Et N 2§:| = W,Jrlgfyp(rt+2)
and

|:R,,y(t+2)

Rnx(t+2)} = W, (Fa(rrs2)Ry (1 + 1) + i (r12)Ry, (£ + 1) + £(ri52)).

Thus, this system is easily solved by backwards substitution.

SC.3 Summarizing: For N time periods

Thus, the general solution is given by

® Vi+N =Yi4N is given
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[ ] yt+k=_R}’ly(t+k) _Qny(t+k)YI+k+1 fOI‘k:O, ]., 2, ,N— 1
® X1kl Z—Rnx(t‘l-k) —an(t+k)yt+k+1 fOl‘k:O, ,2,...,N—1

The relevant matrices are given by

W, = [fy(rt) fxp(rt)] ,

3w

Ry, (1 -
[Rni(r)] = —W, ! (f(r)x + £(r,))

and for period ¢ + k

Wik = [_fz(rt+k)Qny(t +k—1) = f&(r 1 )Qun, (1 + k — 1) +fy(rik) fxp(l‘t+k)] )

Qu, (t+ k) _

|:Qny(t+k)} H—k Yp(rl‘-‘rk)y

R, (t+k B

[R yEtikﬂ W;+k( 2(Crp )Ry (£ 4+ k= 1) + (1 )R, (1 + k — 1) +£(r,44))

fork=1,2,...,N

APPENDIX SD: A NEw KEYNESIAN MODEL

This section presents a standard New Keynesian model with Calvo pricing.

SD.1 Households

The dynamic optimization problem faced by the representative household is of the
form:

Max Vi=u(c, 1 — hy)
ctby, heyke, i V=0

N
l
St.kjp1 =1 — 8k, + iy — k= (k—t—ki:s)

. Ribi .
bt+ct+lt=%+h,w,+rtkkt+dlvt
t

ano-Ponzi-game condition
¢ty ey kg1, ir > 0VE>0.
As for the notation:

e ¢; = consumption
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e h; =hours

e k; = the capital stock

e I[; = investments

e R;=the gross one-period risk-free rate, thatis, R, =1+,
e b, =nominal one-period bonds

e m; = gross inflation of consumption good prices

e w; = the wage level measured in consumption good units

e ¥ = the rental rate for capital services sold to firms as measured in consumption
good units

e div, = net transfers of profit from firms to households as measured in consumption
good units

The Lagranian is therefore given by

o
L= Eiplulciis, 1= hiyp)
=0

o

[ Ry 141 k . .

+E; ZB )\t+l[ — bivi—1+ hepywpg +rp ke +divey —bey — ¢ — lt+li|
—o -+

o] . . 2
. K L4l Iss
E ! A 1-90)k —kpgyg= = -=) -k .
+E; IEZO By t+l|:( Yerpr+ i — kg 5 (kt+l kss) z+1+li|

That is, we introduce two Lagrange multipliers:
e )\; = for the budget constraint
e g\, = for the capital accumulation equation

FOC (Kuhn-Tucker conditions)
We look for a solution in the interior, that is, ¢;, by, h;, ks 1, i >0Vt >0
(1) Consumption, c;:

L
— =uclcy, 1 —h) — A =0
(QC[

¢
Ar =uc(cr, 1 — hy).
(2) Bonds, b;:

aL

R;
— =—MN+FE A =0
b, t+ t|:B t+1 m“]
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¢

R
1=E,[3)”“ d }

At Tegl

Note that D, ;11 = A1 _1_ g the nominal stochastic discount factor.
ot At 4

(3) The labor supply, h;

2
dhy

¢

ui—p(ce, 1 = hy) = Aqwy.

= _ul—h(ct’ 1-— ht) + /\tw[ =0

(4) The physical capital stock, k41 :

L
=—Mq: +EBArp1 ”ﬁ_l +qry1(1—96)
dkii1
. . 2 . . .
K ( lt+1 Iss 728 Iss \ lit+1
ST (/5 W R (S B S 1]=o
wn g (- 2) (- 1)
(>
k K (i1 Iss 2 ir+1 ss i'+1
A =E/BA 1-8)— 17 - = - =)=
qiA; tBAi11 [”,H + gr+1( )= qi+1 5 <k1+1 kss) + Qt+1K<kt+1 kss) kz+1i|
(5) Investments, i;:
L it Iss
— == M1=—k|——=-"))=0
iy (4 t( K(kt kss
¢
Iy Iss
1= 1-— ——=)).
"’( "Z(kt k))
SD.2 Firms

SD.2.1 Final good producers The representative competitive consumption good pro-
ducer chooses y; ; for i € [0, 1] to solve

1
maxP;ys — / Pi . yidi
Yt,i 0

s.t

1 -1 '%
yt=<f0 (Vi,e) 7 dt) .

As for the notation,
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¢ y;; = denotes the output from firm i at time ¢
e P, ;=thepriceof y;,

e y; = output from the final good producers

e P;=priceofy,

The first-order condition to the problem is given by

o ( P\
Yi,t = P, Y-

To find the expression for the aggregate price level, we use the zero-profit condition, that
is,

1
Py, Z/ Pi .y di
0

1 P; -n ]
=/0 Pi,t(%) yidi
1
=ylPtn/(; (Pi't)l_ndl.
¢
1 1
Pt_nZ/ (Pi,t)l_ndi
0
¢

1 1
I-m
P, = [/ (P )" dii| :
0

SD.2.2 Intermediate good producer This section derives the first-order conditions for
the ith firm’s optimization problem. We start by deriving the equation for the real divi-

dend payments:
. P;
div; , = |:< P”)y,-,t — rtkk,-,t - wth,-,t:|.
t

o
Max E; Z Dy 1Py divi i
=0

So the problem is

hi e kit Pi s V=0

. P \'" X
St. div; 4 = (?> Ye—rikit—wehi;
t
B P\
atk?,[(zthi,t)l o — <_};,t> e
t

a no-Ponzi-game condition.
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Here, we use the following notation:

e ¥ = the rental rate for capital services sold to firms as measured in consumption
good units

k; ; = the capital stock used by firm i at time ¢

w; = the wage level measured in consumption good units

e /1 ; = hours used by firm i at time ¢

a; = stationary technology shocks

The law of motion for a; is given by
logari1 =palogas + ou€q, 11,

where €, ;+1 ~NZD(0, 1). The Lagrangian is

oo
P41 K k
L=EY Dy 1Py Vil = Ty Ky i1 — Wit i 14
P Pryg

o0 —

P n

6 1-6 it+1

+ E; ZD[, t+1Prmci 4 |:at+lk,‘,t+[(hi,t+l) - (TH) )’t+li|-
=0

FOC (Kuhn-Tucker conditions)
We look for a solution in the interior, thatis, 4; ;, k; ;, Pi >0V ¢t > 0.
(1) Demand for labor, h; ;:

oL _
&hi,t -

Pi(—w; + mei a(1 — 0)k? (i) ™%)
Since P; > 0, we get
mc; rar(1 — G)kgt(hi,t)_g = wy.

(2) Demand for capital, k; ;:

oL
ki

= Pi(—rf +mc;, 0ak?;  (hi,)'f)

Since P; > 0, we get

k 6—1 1-6
Ty :mc,-,,(?atki,t (hi) ",

(3) The optimal price, P;

We assume Calvo pricing determined by «, giving the probability of a firm not being
allowed to change its price in a given period. Notice that all the reoptimizing firms face
the same problem, hence they all set the same price. We denote this price by P;. Hence,
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we have
!
~ 1
. A —
P P Tt
Py P, Py Py '

Pt+l
where 7, ; = P
If we only write the probability that the new price last forever, the Lagrangian reads

L=E Pt B 1\ k
tZDt 1P P, 1_[ ) Vil = Ty Ky et — Wit hi e
i=1

Ti+i

. ! 0 1-6 Pt —n 1 o
+E; E Dy, 4 1Prviamcipyi| aiky 4y (hijeyr) ™" — <IT> l_[<—> Vet |-
i

iy
=0 j=1 N

The first-order-condition is

aL A
=F D, 1P, la (1-— )P P, ( ) !
t9Pz tlz(; it n ll—{ P Y+

/

o 1 \""
+mei,pmP; " P?H(ﬂ ) YI+1:|

i=1 t+1

/

CES Dyl (B L) "yl a—mp? AL
= tZ t,t+l t+la Pt E e Ve[ (1 =m) 1_[ —_ +n B,

+1
00 5N —m ! — 5 !
PN\ 1 K (n—1) P 1 —n
zg t Dt P, g p—_ Y+ n Ptg p—_— i t+ B,
since n > 1 and P, > 0,75 =0 implies
ES D, (P) ﬁ( =) (-1 b l( =) 0
! jLe1 e 1 — —mcj ¢y | =0.
tl - t, 4+ 1+ P, I\ 7 Vet n P, 7 i+

SD.2.3 Marginal costs We next show that marginal costs are identical across firms,
thatis, mc; ; = mc, for all i. Note from the first-order conditions for k; ; and #; ; that

meieaiz(1— 0)k] (hi )" w,

6—1 -6  ~ k
mc,-,ta,(?kl.yt (hi) T,

=3
-6 _w
0k; ) (his)  rf



Supplementary Material The extended perturbation method

¢
I—Gk,-,t Wy

0 hie 1k
implying that % must be constant with respect to i. That is,

ki
—LL — cons;
it

¢

ki ;= h;cons;

N8

1 1
fki,,dizf h; cons; di
0 0
¢

k; = h;cons;

¢

cons; = k;/ h;.
Hence,

0—1 1-60 k
mci,,até?ki)t (h,"t) =1r;

This shows that mc; ; = mc;.
Hence, we can write the first-order condition for #; , and &; , as

h\7°
a;(1—0) — mce; = wy,

ki
B\ 10
rtk = Oat<k—i) mc;y.

SD.2.4 The recursive representation of the price relation We start by defining

1 S i A 1 o
x,=E, ZDt,H-la Ve+1MCey g\ o 1_[ —(a+m/n ’
P,
=0 i=1 Ty

33
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P\ ! 1 1-7
X = EtZDtt+layt+l(Pt> H(W) .

=0 i=1 t+i

Supplementary Material

This implies that the first-order condition for the price relation can be expressed as

00 5N —m ! — 5l
AN 1\ [n-1p 1
E, E Dt,tJrlPtJrlal(Ft) H(Tr—> Yt+l|: Ft H( ) - mct+l:| =0
=0 ! i= i+ n t i=1

i1 Ti+i
¢
) — s
7) () e 2 ()
E D P« —
IIX(; Lo (Pt U Ty Yt n Pl I\ my
i=1 i=1
o0 , P\ ! 1 \"
—E; ZDt,t+lPt+101 (F) H( ) Yerimer =0
=0 t i1 Ti+i
¢
! 1—
P[ 1 K (”’7 B 1)
E’ZDt +i1o Pt(P[> H(W) Y+l n
=0 i=1 t+i
P\ n-1_1 1 -n
— Et ZD[ 1 Pt(P ) H(W) Ve iMCry ] = 0 seebelow
! i=1 Ty
¢

since P; > 0

AN 1\ (-1
EIZDtt+layt+l< t) n( ) (n—1)

/(m—=1)
l 0 P i=1 7Tl“n+ln n
xf
13 _7]_1 l 1 -M
_EIZDZ t+l“‘YZ+lmCt+l<P) H( (l+n)/n> =0
=0 i=1 Ty
Xt
(>
2(77_1) 1
f —x =0
n
¢

nx; +(1— n)x% =0.
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We used the fact that
P l-n ! 1 1-n ~1_ -~ [P n ! 1 1-7
Pz+1<Pi> 1.11(77:4-1') =Pt1 nPIZJ:Pt(Fi) }:{(W?ﬁn—l))
and
o) ) == (5) T T ein)
“\p) Pl\my) T T TR L\ )

The dynamic process for x}
We define % = p¢. Therefore,

P! 1 -n
Xt = EtZDt +10 J’t+lmcz+l<P ) 1_[<(1+—77)/77>
=0 =1~y

_ AL 1 T
= yimei p; ! "+E, ;Dt t+la Yi1MCry <P > H(W)
1 i= t_;,_

——m— —m— A - 1 -n
=ymep, " 4 p" lEt[aBilpZ:l(—) x[l+1i|, see below
Ay Tl

= -n-1 -
-1 Ait1( Di 1 1
= y;mc, +E[aB <~ ) < ) b :|
NPy ! At \ Pr+1 i1 ol

At the third equality sign, we use the fact that

00 5 —n—1 1 -
P K 1 n
1 _ ! 1+1
Xpp1 = Er1 ZDt+1,t+1+la yt+1+1’7’lcz+1+l<PtJrl 1_[ i
1=0 i=1 41+

¢ change ofindex, j=/+1

. 00 j-1 1 -
1 _ ~—7n— S ,
X1 =DP Emr ZDH—I,H—ja Vet jmCr4 | H(W)

j=1 i=1 t+1+i
¢
1 . ! 1 o
1 =147 _ ) . .
Xt By @Dt = Eren 3 Do oje i jmers H( (1+n)/n>
j=1 i=2 Ty
¢
1 =ltn 1 -1 & ' / 1 -1
= - v )
X1 P aDt,t+1< (1+7,)/,,> =Er1 ) Disjedyijmey H( (1+n)/n>
Tl j=1 i=1 NTygg

¢

35
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A 1 1 N 1 N

1+n t+1

X}1Piy1 oB (W(Hn)/n) =Ein ZDt +jo Yt+/mct+;n(m)
t+1

Ay T+1

j=1 i=1 t+i
. Aep1 1
SlnceDtyH,]:B s
Ay Tl
¢
A 1 \" 0 . J 1 \7"
1 1+7 t+1
daples (L) = E o Dsselvmens T <oy

=1 i=1 N Ty

U

n )\t+1 1 -1 i . i 1 -
Et I:xt+1p[ n B ( ) i| = El E Dt.t+jajyz+jmct+j 1_[( (1+77)/77)
T

T .
+1 j=1 i=1 t+i

due to the law of iterated expectations, E/E;y1[-] = E[-].
The dynamic process for x?

PN\ 1 1-7
EzZDt 1+ Yt+1<Pt> H(m)

i=1 t+i

1 e . P
=yb; "+ by "Ei ZDt 1 }’t+l H(W) since py = -

i=1 NTyq g Py
Apel . 1 1=
=yp, "+ Pr Et[a,B + p;}H(E) fo , see below

o /\z+1< Dt >—n< 1 )1—n 2 }
n

= +FE [a - X .
YDy | B A \ P P t+1

At the third equality sign, we use the fact that

00 5 —n 1—
P K 1 K
2 D 1 t+1
X1 =Ern E 11414 yt+1+l<Pt+1 | | /1)
=0 i=1 t+1+i

¢ changeofindexj=1+1/

j—1 1 1-7
Jj— -
xt+l_pt+1Et+l E D114 )’t+/1_[( n/(n—1)>
j=1 =1 t+1+i

¢

1—
1 n
x;1aDy1 Py = En E Dy, z+ja]}’t+jn<m>
j=1 i=2 Ty

¢



Supplementary Material The extended perturbation method
2 1 1— 1—7]
xt+10‘Dt,t+1P7+1<m) —Et+IZDt t+/6¥j)’t+/1_[( /(= 1))
Tir1 Tivi
¢
A 1 1 1=m 1=m
2 t+1 ~1
Vi B m+1pf+1< 0/ (n— 1)) Ef“ZDf sk yfﬂl_[( n/(n— 1)
Tyl Mt
A 1
since Dy 1+1 = il
Ar Tyl
¢
At . 1 \!7" 1=
xt_H aff— p;’H(—) —EI+IZDZ +j& )’t+;l—[ n/(n o/ (-1)
as Tiyi
U
Ar+1 1\ 1=
E/| x5 jap—p] <—> i| E D aly ( )
t|: A At o+l T+1 tz b [ﬂl_[ tn+/ln1
due to the law of iterated expectations, E;E;+1[-] = E¢[-].

SD.3 The central bank

We assume a standard Taylor rule of the form

log(&> _p,log<R )+(1—pr)(K7TlOg( )+Ky10g( ))
Rss Rss Tss Vss

SD.4 Aggregation: Final good producer

From the final good producer, we have

- ( P\
Yi,t = P, Yt

We next notice that:
1. [y hidi=hy,
2. [ kiidi=k

3. cons; =k;/ hy

37
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Doing the summation with respect to i, we get

1 0 1.1—6 7 1 Pit - .
/atki,thi,t dl:)’t/ (?) di

0 0 t
[ —

St+1

¢
1 ki \?
/ athl"[<h;yr) di:ytst—i-l
0 it

1

/ a;h; ;(constant)? di = y;s,41
0

¢

1
a,(constant)ef hi i di=yisi1
0

(2

k "]
at<h—i> he =yiSi41
(3
at(kt)ehtl_a = ViSt+1
(3

ar(ke)?(h)t=? = VSt+1

lp. -n
1t .
Str1 = — di
o fo<Pt>

_ P\7" Py \7" of P2\ 7"
=a-a(p) ru-wa(G) Cra-wl ()

opt. in period ¢ opt. in period r—1 opt. in period r—2

o ﬁtfj _n
:(].—a)ga][Tt}

and

o0
o P . P
:(l—a)pt"—i—P:’E af[Pt,j] n Wherept,js It3t]

=1

=1 —-a)p, "+ P (s;aP,); seebelow:

=1 —a)p; "+ a(P/Pi_1)"s;
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¢

St+1 = (1 — C!)ﬁt_n =+ 0((77[)775'[.

We used that

n
-nngeff]

¢ change ofindex: j+ 1=/

o
sP i =(—a)) o P
=1

¢

o
siP fa=(1-a)) o [P
=1

So the resource constraints in the goods market are:

(1) ak?h)170 = yisipa,

2) sii=1—-a)p, " +ams.

SD.5 The aggregate resource constraint

Recall that firm dividends in equilibrium are given by

. P;
lei,t = |:< }l,’t>}’i,t - r[kki,t - wthi,t:|
t

=y — rtkkt —wihy.

From the household budget constraint, we have

Ri_1b,_ ,
b[+C[+i[= %—i—h,w[—krlkk[—i—dlvl
t

¢
ct—i—it:htwt—i—rtkkt—i—divt

as bonds are in zero net supply in equilibrium. Inserting for firm dividends implies

¢ +i = hw + rf‘k, + (v — rfkt — wihy)

:y[,
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SD.6 The goods market: The relation between the optimal price and the price index

We start by noticing: the number of firms is by construction very large, so there is a
fraction of 1 — « firms that reoptimize their prices and the remaining fraction has the

same price as in the previous period. This implies

1

1 —
P = UO Pl di} !

(2

1 1 =~ 1

Pt_"=/ {(l—a)P,_n—l—ozPiy[__nl}di
0

51 1 1
:(1—a)Pt_n+oz/ Pi:lldi

0 b

51 1 1
:(l—a)P[_n—i-a/ P " di

o b

P

¢
Ptl_n =(1- a)I;,l_n + ozPll__ln

¢
1= —a(B (P
= o Pt o4 Pt
¢
1-n D
~1—7 1 . ~ Pt
1=1-a)p, "+a| — , since p;=—.
Tt Pt
SD.7 The functional forms
The households’ utility functions
1 _ (1—h)t="
M(Ct,l—hz):m(ct)l ¢2+¢01—7t‘ﬁl,

uc(c, 1—hy) =c; %,

uy_p(er, 1—hy) = ¢o(1 — )~ %L
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SD.8 Summarizing

G W N =

© o N O

11

12
13
14
15

16

The households
A= % , .
qr —ErB/\r+1[V,k+1 +qr+1(1 = 8) — gr15( ;C’:l - ,%1)2 + gr+1K( ;{':1
do(1—h)~% = A,
1 —%(1 Kz(— - LS—S))

BR,EI[:;]
Theﬁrms
mceag (1 — 9)(k') 0 =w,

hr)l H_rtk

a,mctG(

(n—1)x? A 1 (n—
D=5 = yomer p 7+ EdaB A (L) T ()T

=yip, "+ EdlaB A1 (Ppil )7 7Tt1+1 )’ T]szrl]
1—(1—a)p, ”+a(;,)1 "
The central bank
log(#5) = prlog( =) + (1 = p,) (e log(21) + cy log(24))
Other relations
atk?htko = VtSt+1
Ser1=(1— a)ﬁt_n +017Tt St
kepr = (1= 8)k; +ir — 5§ (1 — 1)k,
ye=c+i
Exogenous processes
loga;1 = pgloga; + oa€q, 141

Dx Hrl]

_ Iss

kbb

)

i1
ki1

]

SD.9 The intertemporal elasticity of substitution

The intertemporal elasticity of substitution (IES) is given by

uc(t)
Cree(2)
(c) %2
ci(—¢ac!*™")

IES = —

SD.10 The Frisch labor supply elasticity

Recall that this elasticity is given by

In our case

Up
” .
Ucc

n=—do(l—h)"%,
upp = —dp1do(1 — hy)~¢1714,

ucp =0.

elasp =
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So

p =l —h) "
h( uch) h(=¢1do(1—m)~*171)

Ucce

Hence, if & = 1, then we get

1—Z=
1 13-1 2
elasp=——3=—""- -2

1 1 41 1 1
3

Thus, we get a Frisch labor elasticity of one by letting ¢ = 2.

SD.11 The steady state

This section solves for the steady state as a function of the structural parameters. We
denote variables in steady state by subscript ss. The steady state value of labor, that is,
hgs, is assumed to be given and we then back out the value of ¢¢. We also consider g as
given.

The optimal relative price, pss.

From equation (10),

_ 1\!™"
1=(1—a)p, ”+a<;>

t

4
—(1— ~1—
1—0(7753( 77)2(1_5"—)175871
¢
. |:1—a7rs(sn_l):|ﬁ
Dss=|——F—— .
l—«a

The state variable for distortion due to price stickiness, sss
From equation (13),

St+1 = (1 —(X)ﬁt_n +0(’7T:’S[

U
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~— n
Sss = (1 — a) Pgs’ + amrsgSss

¢

sss(1 — amg) = (1 — @) pgg”

¢

I L))
1—amd

The nominal one-period interest rate, Rss
From equation (5),

A R
1=Et[B +1 Re ]
Ar gl
U
RSS = ,n-ss.

The real price of capital, qss

From equation (4),
i ss
l=qi|l—k|———"])).
"’( K(kt k))

We immediately get that gss = 1.
The real price of capital, rk
From equation (2),

. . 2 . . .
K 1141 Iss L+l Iss \ U4+1
A =E |k 1-8) — g1 - S
qiAs B t+1[rt+1 + gry1( ) q,+12 (kt+1 kss) +qt+1"(kt+l kss)kt+li|

I
gss = B["é‘s + gss(1 — 8)]
¢

k 1 )
—gs(=—(1-9)).
rSS q (B ( )

The marginal costs in the firms, mcss
First, from equation (8),

(n— D)x} R [ A,H( P )‘"—1< 1 )‘"(n—l)XfH}
— = ymc + E/|aB -
Ui ymeipe ' At \ Pr+1 M1 Ui

U
(n — 1)x%

1 )"7 (n—1)x%
mn

~n—1
ZYSsmCssPssn +0‘B<— N

Tss
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(>
m—1 1\77" e
ng U <l—a,8<—> ZYSsmCssPssn !
n Tss
(2
..—1]—]
2 YssMCss Pss

Xgs = —
(n - 1) (1- apml)

and from equation (9),

_ A 7, - 1 1=n
2 — ~—T E t+1 pt 2
G t|:a,8 As <I3t+1 Tt+1 1

|3
2 ~— 1\,
Xgs = YSsPssn + C\(B<—> Xss
Tss
¢
2 _ YssPss

Xgg = LN
1-— aB(—)
Tss

So by setting the two equations equal to one another, we get
~—m—1 ~—
YssMCss Pss | _ Vss s

-1 - 1-
“’n )(1 - apml) 1_a3<i) !

Tss

- -1
Dss (n n ) (1 - aﬁ”s?’s)

mCSS - 1 1*7]
1—aB( —

The capital level, ks
From equation (7),
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1 _[ rk }fle 1
kss AssMCgs ) hss
¢

ko9
kss = |:rs—si| hss-

agsMcgg 0
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The wage level, Wgs
From equation (7),

PN

t

mctat(1—0)<—) = w;
k¢

Y
hss \ ™!
Wss = MCssdss(1 — 0) (k_> .
ss

The investment level, ig
From equation (14),

. . 2
o k(i i
kH_l:(l_b‘)kt—i_lt_E(k_lt_kL:s) ki

U

kss = (1 — 8)kss + iss
¢

iss = Okss.

The output level, yss
From equation (12),

07,1-6
atkt ht = ViSt+1

U
assksgsh;s_g = YssSss
N2
assk¥hg
)’ss = -
Sss
The consumption level: cs
From equation (15),
ye=c+i;
U

Css = Yss — Iss-
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The value of A;

From equation (1),
Ags = cs_sd)2 .

The value of o
From equation (3),

bo(1 —h) ™% = Nw,
4
bo = Asswss(1 — hss)d)l-

SD.12 Model equation for accuracy study

To evaluate accuracy, we use the following list of equations, where the residuals are ex-

pressed in unit-free terms (A; = ¢ ¢2)
The households
_ BA k i iss \2 i i i
1 I=E q){,\;l (i + @1 (1= 8) = g1 5 (£ = 2)7 + @ k(5 — 12) kl:l]
[— L ) S
2 T o(1—h)~"
3 1=¢q/(1- Kz(——,%ss))
— 1
4 l_ﬁRtEt[)\r;TtJrl
The firms
megay(1— 01(7[) o
_ a[mc,(i(é]l’e
6 l=—F
; ) ytmczﬁfn 1 aBMH (Ff-:-l) n— 1 ﬂ[{rl) n (n=Dx ;+1]
- (n-1)x7
- A 5 " 1
8 1= yib; "+EilaB ’)\tl (f’fil )77’(m)lfnx,2+1]
= o
1=(1-a)p, "+a(L)"
The central bank
R
10 10g(#5) = prlog(524) + (1= pr) (17 log(Z5) + Ky log(35))
Other relations
_ akOn1=0
11 1= th5‘1£17
12 1= (1-a)p, T’+a‘n',"s,
St+1
13 _ (1—6)kt+zr——(,7— )2k,
= k
14 1= ki o
t
15 1= (R,Rﬁ link equation for R,_;
Exogenous processes
16 lOgtlH,l =pa10ga,+a'aea,;+1

SD.13 The upper bound on inflation

The Calvo model for staggered pricing implies an upper bound on inflation. To see this,
recall that

1
Pl = /0 P "di=(1-a)P; " +aP )
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¢

P, 1-7 1 1-n
t t

Consider the limiting case, where marginal cost mc;, and hence the new price of the
optimizing firm P; becomes arbitrary large. The constant elasticity of substitution index
for prices with negative exponent, that is, Pt1 = fol Pl.lt_n di, implies that the aggregate

price index remains bounded, because the components with large prices (1 — a)( % yl=m
tend to zero as n > 1. Isolating for inflation then gives the upper bound 7™

1\
l=af ——
a<77max>

_1
max _ l 7’71.
o

Intuitively, consumers substitute away from the expensive goods with high prices to
goods with old and lower prices. This substitution effect ensures that inflation across
all goods in the economy remains bounded even when P, becomes arbitrary large.

Consider the case with price indexation of firms that do not reoptimize their prices.
Then we have

1
P "= / Pl Mdi=(1-a)P " +a(ml Poy) "
0
¢

AN 7TtX—1 o
1=(1—-a)| — +a .
P[ Tt

Thus, with full indexation (y = 1), we get an upper bound for the change in inflation as

10g< il >=10g(a1/(1_’7)).

Tr—1
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APPENDIX SE: A MULTICOUNTRY RBC MODEL

We consider the multicountry RBC model presented in Juillard and Villemot (2011). The
problem for the social planner is (with the same notation as in Juillard and Villemot

(2011))

j )1 1/y
J i t+l
Méxlz EtZT (ZB 1-1/vy )

{ctrl kt+l}t 0,1,.
subject to
t+1—(1 8)ky + it
N N ) ) ¢ ] 2
J J hNe @i
Z o +il - k) Z(a,A(kt) k <k’ ) )
Jj=1 j=1

The Lagranian reads
j )1 1/y
L= EZH(ZB 1 )

o0
+ ) B Miquri(kl ., — A — &)kl —il,)
i=1

. N ¢ ] 2
+ZB Am(Z (c] +i] — k) Z( TA(K])" ——k’(kj ) ))
j=1

j=1

The first-order conditions are

aL

i ](Ct) R =M\
ac;

L (i
P W)

¢

j
/\t[l + ¢>(l—t- - 8)] = Aq;
ki
(>

P
q,=1+¢<—’.—5>
k]

t

)a—l

oL
= Aiqs +Et[ﬁ)\t+1( gr+1(1—06) =86 — z+1 (ki+1

j
Ik
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¢ i{+1 2 i{+1 i{+1 _
+_<k’ —5) -kl R o —0
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¢
i
it BAry1 i j el
14 ¢(ﬁ - 5) =Et[ L (1t A(K] )
t
i i i
l 1/1 l
+¢{(1—5)+ i1 _5( 41 _a>}<_f; —5))].
kt+1 kt+1 kt+1
Thus, the economy is given by
1 ()=,
. . . i i i
2 A1+ ¢(% =) =EBArp1(1+aal, Akl )+ i(1—8) + k]z -1 i - 6)}(ﬁ - 8))]
3 K =0 -8k +il .
4 SNt il - okly = L (] Al - $EICE - 5)%)
5 logaf+1 = ploga{ + Ue{

For the steady state, we have
. aés =1 from equation (5)
° kés =1 from an assumption in Juillard and Villemot (2011)
o cly=al Akl =4
From equation (3),
klg= (1 — &)kls + il
¢
1=1-08+i

From equation (2),

l']
1+ qb<i.s - 5)
ks

S R j
:%(l—kaaésA(kés) 1+¢{(1—5)+Z§—E(lﬁ—s)K’s—?—a))
SS

SS

¢
1=81+ad)
¢
1=+aBA4
¢
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4=1"F
af
From equation (4),
Z(Cés +ids — Skés Z(assA kés Ekés<ks_js - 5) )
j=1 J=1 ss
(>
Z css = Z A
Jj=1
(>
N N
Z A= Z A
j=1 j=1
ok.

From equation (1),
1 y
Ass = 7J(Cs ) /

For 7/, we follow Juillard and Villemot (2011) and let

oL,

(Css) 1/y

The considered calibration is given by y = 0.25, § = 0.025, 8 =0.99, « = 0.36, p =
0.99, 0 =0.01, and ¢ = 0.5.
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