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WE.F R IREEA S MU E AR Fo I sl b, B A ie b B A b VLA W
HAELSRENARIFABILEZF, AL HEERFREIARENAER G AR £ T 5k,
BB XA RS T 0. AALEMETL IR RH R, oW F AT AR AR T
REMARA G FR, SREW, AT ENALR G RSN A BRTREETREWALR, B4
WA R O TR R LA R BT Rk R LR A B AL SR AR R RIBCR R B, SR F M KRB
B G F T R R EAER KB R X R AF TRMNES B EE R ZEER R
SATIL T B, AR R R BRI A AT T B
EEF.FRAMIAR REABRIKR XZ2eTH EANKEK
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it T 30 4R BOR M By 2 BUN TR SE AR A S M AR AR A 2 W ASE B ok B G 22 i
e B, B ORI 8 7R 2 U AR Z RUAEAE AR 22 09 S5 BT R AR TE 4 Yellen (2016) B7 5 9 1 IR
FE 5 BT RRAE XS T B WL B I sh A A8 A B OCH 2L, BN BOR B 2 19 7 3 T 46 9 ) 55 o 1k 24K
(heterogeneous agents) 7 ML Y (1) 85 224 , (0 H A X SR8 B B0 e & AR e AN 1z, 2
A AN PR ¢ — S A5 AL SR A 1) RIXE T AR A B R A R R AR 118 28 B A A L SR e A 285 i R ARE 4
G ER it 3 A R W A LGS 2 L B I B g 5 R T R A E A T D B P R S B S B R
RRAE, R AR e M 4K (representative agents) 7% WA B AT 31 B 2 4% 09 i B f1 . 41 4, Rios-Rull
(1996) 14 # 1 AF W% 43 A 55 B 92 B8 BT i A PR AR i SR 4 0 AY S3 B M OLG LAY, S IR GHART 2% A4
B AR X 3B 2l 238 LA R 7 R G Al A e R DG AR M AR A A RS SR — 2. TE
Krusell & Smith(1998) 14 & i A7 5 BT PEARIE 9 RBC BERL M, AR Ja B Ml e 14 52 JBT4 T LAOE 4 b
Z2 ] S T B U A AT B R R et X R T BRI B 5 e 5 AR R 32 AR RBC BRI A 45 2R
+ AL

PR T2 M WA A SR A B30 05 11 15 oy L O HL 2 200 H i B X A P 5 3 1Y R e T LA L
TR . E R R E SRR 1 18 % PR S 5 RS e S TP S A LR AL T i o8 3, H
T SR AR S O e 3 A 2 LA AR X 2 3 T I AT o IR B8 DA R R 4R T PR IR ASE B SR it Y TR XE 2 2
S PR S AT AL & S AN I BB L 534k, BRI 4 S0k (Rios-Rull, 19965 Krusell & Smith,
1998) 4 25 Uk WA M 32 1A WASE HUA)S A — & Y ik 6 ) L R 38 22 110 SR A 1 5 BT 1k 4402 WL
R B i B VF 2 ARERE AR WA Y I TC Ik i BE R 2 35 4 . 40 Guvenen(2006) 1A, f£ 48 RBC
H5E TR Ay it R 77 M ARG O 10 D 8 e 5 M R AR S CETS) 199 5% i) T 34 2 140 5 780 2 5 (v T 8 B 5030 14 £
THE I 3k X7 e 025 400 4 e AR AT B 00 A A e e ) K R 9 2 B o S JB P 32 A O O AR A2 4D 1)

* AR, PEAARKFXFLR 5L 2858 LE, PE % .100872, 8 F ¥ 4 :haodp@ruc. edu. cn; &= #, 4k
FRFAESIFRE, W B %A . 100871, % F ¥ 45 . nklili0903¢@163. com, A 4T B . BEAHALFRXEAH L
Wi EXRI&"(1I8VFHO0T) , Bt F A F LRI R IMHABRFELTRERWETERL. X FTAA.
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W5 FI 2% 455 0 5 25 SR B AHAF . Kaplan et al(2018) A0, 76 5 J5t 11 58 B2 2 W R 280 v, 4%
T ISR X Y 2% 110 52 ) 2% 3 5 % e 1k R 7 RS R A 5 2 i) . 3 U0 %) SR A L R E 2 OIR 1 4 5
M) 28 55 AR 10 S5 S P R 0 T L 428 355 A A A S5 e 0 2 Sk AR e ol A 2550 3RS 7 A B i) 0 i X 27 UL AR
WM, W Ahn et al(2018) 38 Hi AR Z [8] 1 AS - 25 56 22 W AS 1 () sh A AR b 2 ¢ 2, AR SR
Pk F2 AT T 1 fg e axX A sz ML . DRI, BROAR AR R M AR S WS Y L AL TV T L O B G T 20 m
F B WS i 2 TA) Y B A5 0GR L H R 3 P R T B S T A R A X S 8 U B 4 Y i R
J7 R B 55 S 0 R AR i SOUL R s 1 8 S AR =2 ) S O M R AR 1 % T Y 2
S T T A LSS TR (4 7 P AR AR K 3k A Ay o WL IBR SR e A R AL T 2 A R Y TR,

N IR T Ak S T RS HE SRR AR W SO RN B A % TR B ROk R 2 i 22
S0 HLBE A RCE Al B R Al Z N AE AR PP ROR R AR 57 B TR R T 2 R R W .
GREE R A Ml 1) S5 o A K 3 [ 2 00 22 % A e R 7 OB 3G 19 o 1 43 E B L (EL R PN 2 o R R R
T R 7 AL TR K B 5 v ] S o ] A 1) SCRiR A L 3D iR R 4R RBCLOLG il DSGE 45 7 WAk
i 95 F2 0 . B TR 22 T Ge T HECE 00 O W 58 8 L IOV B R H 4R R R X AR T I N AE N S
Jo P AR 2 A AR S AT 5 v e e U . BRI, AR SO i S M AR 2 DR ASE ARY 1 SCk L DA S T
PR I TR AR | 402 L 2R U DA R RIS TR SR A B 1 A T TR R AT B R AR, O X R o A
% WA TR 7 3% [ A 07 FH S R AT R R, LA G R B 0 48 U 1 R R AR AR B 2 1 B G S RN BOOR
JAR .
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S B P AR WSS Y O SR 8 B AR I S B R RO S8 4 T 3 Y A B AR B B, O AT
X 5 AR A A WA Y 1) Al 18 5 AR T

PR 32 1A WUASE A Y o 8 42 A B 28 0% > R 22 ) 2 () S5 19 o 2 A R ) ) £ o o XU Bl - 3
IR K] - FH 300 B T 2 A0 ) 56 L S R AR 22 B 2 B SR AT LUZH B — A AR vk A LISk B AR AL Y H
BB 2 Pe M AR VAT N TEARZ 4R B2 T AR 5 0 1 1 o T3 0 b 2 A 38 1 3 1Ak 220 i 33 2 At B¢
AL AT —E MR 22 . 53 Ah AR AR B 28 U5 1> A 22 1) 8 J2 () JBT 79 3 IR Al A 22 18] 5 d5ke = A 5 5% i
BLA T 22 TF AR Z 8] 14 22 S S 0 A B i sh AR A = AR F 25 e, AR ELARHR T & O MR 22 TR) 1Y
AN BB OG5 S X W28 T i B0 0 5 W B SR 1 2 ) o 0 6 20 AU SR Z (B S B . R,
T S b 220 T 30 ST 8 5 L S IO R 2 R TR R I R 2R T AR ) SRR SRR AE A AE R B PE

PERME F R WA 5 — D E AR R R A MR A T g 2 58 . il s &l
YA & Ue A T8 M BT A BT H BETE AN [] I 18] BODR 25 e 4 I & 50 BT, LS 273
5 31T % AT SRR B R A B Y . 2 B 2 A 1K 32 31 4F BT o (idiosyncratic shock) I, 7E
SEARTT AR L 3K 86 2 T AR B A5 58 42 % gt oo, 3B AS ) 09 28 55 A ) e 68 20 AR e 1k A,
SR, BLSE vl T 05 RTE S A W L 5 15 I e 55 5 T 1) 22 5 8 40 8 5 S IR 43 32 31— I i OF
LYY AATTASBE 58 A b XoF R BT XU 0 et o 9 G 20 A R AR BE 2 R 28 U IR A 32 B I
PE bt i, H T R 24 SR BRI RN B 5 S P Y 22 R AT JC S T A Y 9 2R B T D Rk S AU
KA (Kaplan et al, 2018), B, L P AT M EEE ARG EAZ 2T ST T A%S
73 52 57 JoT 1 R 2 WA AR 1% i AR A o T LS N AT Y 3k R PR A T SR B S B PR R AR 1 8 T
AR AE TG AR SE AT v L 3 S R R S R T DL A 58 A T e b b XU L 9 BB AT 21 5 AR R
AR AH ) ) 25 SR (Heathcote et al, 2009),

H BT 78 5 S50 R 7 LA A SR e, 38 0TI 37 AN 58 4 1 TR 3R 3 B A 45 X o R JB A RIS 1 R
1 F & R (Guvenen,2011) K BE B HPE R BE (Misra & Surico, 2014; Farhi & Werning, 2017) ,fil
B H (McKay et al, 2016; Gopinath et al, 2017) % F= W BR 25 #4 (Auclert, 2017) % 7= sl A9 IR
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il (Luetticke, 2018; Kaplan et al, 2018; Ahn et al, 2018)%, 7EAEETHIHE T . &5 MK 0k
T 37 T H 2k 58 42 A 80 X8 4 BT A AR 5 e RIS o b S JB e XU sk ) S A b X6 2 WL 28 35 1Y) 52
M) )t 5 1R A R % WA AR v A o o 17 Ok 1 B ) A T A K 22 S« I 225 L ) 42 ISR 18 380 ) TE X
FREEAL T 25 AL BT TA] . DR, K 0 0 50 428 5% 198 FOUR 5 40 ok A v S5 o P 2 1k 2 LS 78 o) A 1
TWLBUR B AL ) 28 00 T X A I 90 S I P R 2 WA A ) i LT

(Z)IRRAEFHEEREBENEES L

T8 S B M AR WAL b, SR 32 0] 93O S 1 G BE S B A M N S B 4 e A B R Y
S B A2 WA 1) SRR 2 I 9 G BE T S BT e R e B T AR AR W L 05 Bl AR R PR
T DA 1) | XIS g 40 1 PR) AR i 4~ 55 5 T ) 2 S o O LB T T e 08 XU o o AR DR 20 AN ), S o
P SR JAE 7 WS BN ASC AT DABE L 4 25 I & SO R 28 B A1 45 B4, o /T LR Ok 43 i B T B3R U
S R R WA B R 5 5 WL B Y Ok 1 2 ) L I L BE R W 52 5% T O 1 s M 51 2k AR
BB RS . I — B 532 3 TF A 25 S A i S B HG S o R T 2 ) RS % s 4 L A K
MR B 1 55 7 T 0 22 5 . HBT 5 BrE Al 2% WA A 32 2 FOR A 58 Al s 2828 4k R AR RS I L 4%
BE 5 R AT B A AL A B4 SCHER T 4R BIF 5 7% WL SR 4 5 e W 5% TR BOR A AR B e R E A L G
A A 0 5 SCHRARL T R R 5 500 A il i A 0 WA AR v FG S o M o R A B il b A 198 E AL
AR AR BE g 45 D7 T Y 22 S, 3X T LA R W 58 SR AT 2R 8 22 ) 19 XU A% 2 AL ] L K2 %) 2 W 28 T 1Y)
M 45

= FREEM R AR B R R A S

S M T2 AR 7 AR TR BB A% 2 6 22 R M A A R 5 A4, B G M 2 i B S 28 % RN 2 00 B0 O 3
PRSE R Y 22 S, DR B P AR R T2 AR R WA Y HL AT S s A B ) . AR R A AP35 B8
R W BOBOR BB | Sl B BF Al S A8 Al BEAS R IC Al B BT L 4 il b A R U U B A5 7
AT 5 3 A S JB P 2 A 2 LA 18 1) iy P 400 4 5 28 5% DAL

(—)HHETREE

18 JH 57 0T 3 AR 2 WY BIF 5 4k S AP A5 A SOk B PR A B NP R JT IR . BT LA e
ANV S5 53 A 1 5 2 F BT - — SR I A 57 B AR 7 A i 1 22 S ok 20 R B RS P A BIER 43 5 08 SR
(455 3l A 7 R 52 B R o 55 SIS I , DTG A8 A5 & A 5 1T 52 21 F) bt 1) FoAth 5 2 23 78 15 9%
75 (Huggett, 1996; Castaneda et al, 2003), T JEZKEEFTEMTT AR E 25,10 Krusell &. Smith
(1998) 3 48 1 7 G & #8171 EL AT AN [7) 14 bl B 5 ok 52 9 8 AR 3R 114 22 57 5 Laitner (2002) fBUE B2 0 J5 AR
B35 T P AR B RO A A 22 S R T R R R I e A A 22 S . LR W Il R B B I e R
1) 5% BE 23 78 A5 LA 8 7 [T i SR I R BE B B A, 11 Guvenen(2006) 3 28 152 1 I S UK 25 5% = T 151 J5 UK 2%
RS EE A E T S A ; Quadrini(2000) Fl Cagetti & De Nardi(2006) 18 11 X 434 b 57 Fi1 3% 38 5
T AREA N K SRR L HEA, JEMIAL IS 2] 1 5 0S5 g AR AT A 0 e 20 A

BB T BT B A4 5 AR R A vy A b 97 S AL 2 BT e e . RN SOk AR R R JE
e A Y 22 5 A0 A 45 58 (Alyagari, 19945 Krusell & Smith, 1998) , i J5 #54 SCHk T 46 N A= 1k 25 sh it 45
PR ML TR 22 5, IR R A SR 9 A 755 (Heathcote et al, 2010) . ZEKE T3¢ A4 g J5 2
s 53 S HE, BRL I AR 20 SCHRORE 9% 22 S N A AL AR A N ) AR B R AR SR P E 4%, Huggett et
al(2006) WF5E R W, b AW 4 N 3 B A S Joe A 100 P B I i 2 5 B oK g A il N TR P48 9 R
Wi T3 27 >0 BE I 04 57 o 1k RE A A1 21 5 B0 vh AR A BT S ARAT A ZE R . BEJS Huggett et al
(2011) .Guvenen et al(2013) CFF A g A< 1 4 B Pk o i 5 | AR AL o, R 50 0 0N 0 A KR 1Y
SR TR A% E M. 540, Ahn et al(2018) MR 4 55 3 11 5 W8 A i B A6 55 30 1 X
3R e B BE AR AL RE HEAT BIF 5 A B, XA 4L B 55 20 J 1 Ak 7 8803 A ) b i 2l oR IR L R
F TR 68 51 T2, DT USC A I 2% A A S-S5 3 0K 5 IR B8 A4 9 A= 7 280 3 it I iF 1) o o 2 $R 4R 2 07 T
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A T HORE BT B [E AR 2 S BORACRITE 28 B9 AP SRR

H1 T G BE 1T 9 T2 A2 TR 2 TR A R AL S BE T SR 0 5 B A B 0 e RIS B DDA OG
PRI T B AN 1 25 5 U RIS A - S5 B DDA G . B3R 20 SCHR AT 52 3 B L 46 il i 55 L B8 e A 4k 2 B i
A BIR R IE AT HEZ AR EZ AR . Krueger & Perri(2006) i F € [E 11 2% & ¥ A
BRI & B, N 1980 4E 2 2003 47, 2H Py CHIVEAT AH [ 45 4 19 1 9% 20O WA 155 E TS B ok
T BN A L AL RS SRR S A4 ETHE AR . AT A s AR R RS
2y (10 S M R JEE 2 WSS R 9 ke B, JFL A0 AR 4 b AL B S e % B HR L O DA IR P 4 il IR 5 1 R
A DLZE M TH 22 1 3 . Heathcote et al(2014) U0 1A 2 ZRBE 7T L3 ik 4 Rl 117 37 5% ik W A b s i 2 i
A it i R BT BN SR Bl . b WA bl BRI 40 00 2345 S BT 9, ALY S W ORI LB
WD 55 B PR AL 2% vh b, HJE Aguiar & Bils(2015) 3 i3 X 4 i A RIS S B2 LB 4% 5 Fn it FH o
SEUEZE SRR W 9155 1Y A2 3 SR AR VS5 AE B+ o R,

I3 —J7 s FEBESFA G 9 28 R XS S5 AN [F] 2 B 2R ) (MPO) R BE 1943 i B R 2, R BT
FEAL AN A5 SCHR TP R R E A — R B OF AR BY N A — 8 L) i R BE A7 AE A5 B 29 R
(Aiyagari, 1994; Krusell & Smith, 1998), 4K 24 JF 4300 K5 4k 25 47 46 v s, 4o SR AR i s 4 1) % 7
SN L A9 1 A A o 220 1 ) o 300 B T R 1) 1) 5 B AR T O R e % LI A 5 T 2R AR A
BN G WO L AT A UE 45 BR L B A 5 R T i S ) 30 B3 98 4 1] S EE 14 43 A1 32 AT DT
B, AH X 2 AR fl AL 2 MO AS . i pe st 0] B, Ahn et al (2018) E— 26 Ji I H5 8 19 98 72 X 43 M 7 80
BEPRNAE L B B 7 AR AR UL 25 R 5 R b ST 20 WA A S Y SRR AR 9 S Bl A S
SEHEIT . 32 DR AR A U Bl 7 i 48 O B sl 5% 5 O DR T B I S AN — S B A L 2 Rk W A
IS 35 A 3 B 0 K BE T AE B UAS B A AE 23 BR R 9% 22 3 Y R 5 3R W) 1 Chand-to-
mouth, WA FR A H G 19 ZHE B T4 BF BE 7 i B 1 AL AS B8 37 B R e 4 T3 2% o 17 2 3% 7 38 i =
TH 2%, XA O 2 ARG NP1

(Z)EMER

BT T R R A5 R WL U 8 I B M A I R S LR 4R T R B A S 5 e T 37 1 S A 25 R
ST ORI 23 5 A G R 1T WA A 0 A8 Ak BRI B T IBOR — ERARERE AR LB T (Repre-
sentative Agent New Keynesian, il FR 8 RANK) 818 () F ZL0F 58 N 25 . Bl & 57 00 32 0 72 XL 7Y
ARG | BRI 22 19 2 38 T 06 8 5 B AR A A 55 DL T S0 A6 28 ) AT S AE 2 vl g R S B 1 2
1 HLE T (Heterogeneous Agent New Keynesian, fij # 5 HANK) # 8 . HANK 4% % g 15 2] 5
RANK 5 BIAS [] f) 45 SR FNEL 3R & S, IF 5 B 92 SR 25 2R 50 AR A, 33k S FR AT A T 6% 1T SRk I 45 %
WL2E 5 A R A bR 4Rt T I 2 I BUR A 7R

Lo B¢ P BOR 6 ve . AL B T R X S E TH 9 Y 52 e 5 X A Ml 45 9 1) B e R TG

(D) 5T TR ZE B 52 . T8 202 GDP 1y 81 220 AU AL 43 - A 0C 3R 3 J R A9 AR 1% JoT 4t 1A
SR A P IE S 8 T B vl 60T S B o> B, 7R RANK L8, AP AR 57 T B il X0 4>
PRFLE AT 2 19 52 0 A PR 2800« — 2 5 4R AR T 2 o) 2 S R 468 )y ) B SN L 5
RIS A8 Bl 23 52 ) 52 7 S [] B 309 9 2% A9 0 T 5 2 M0 A R B0 iy U T B L SR SR AR B 23 B IR K
JE 1 SR TSR AR A2 B 2 S BOH SR8 3, BARTE HANK BRL H i L I8 S 485 80 o (i 9
7RI R S5 gty 2 0 A1) 38R AN 4 2 AR 198 S PR R AR 19 B2 L (HL R T HANK B AU A DL 2% 1 58 42 1Y) 5
BPERFAE PG Auclert(2017) 0 HANK BRI RE SR AL 5 A0 =M 2 i, — RIA RS
A WA T2 S, B AR i X AN [R] SEJE WA B S e S [ 3K 5 BOER A3 53 BE R WAL A Bl AR X R
PR A AE 2y B3 T H b 5 Hh B 2K L O S R S E B 2 s R S T BRAE” (Fisher chan-
nel) , BIVOR T 30 i) i fik 2 B AT 44 SCWE 7 (9 A0 A8 o R I AS ] 50 B8 T AN [] I 457 A 119 44 S 7 52 B 9%
7 2 LA 2 5 W 52 JRE B 7 8 2 B A (L B T IBORE 2 52 W) 6 K K P o DT 23 X A [] 568 5 AT 7
(18 SEE I A1 L 7 A 5 W) 5 = 2% A S w14 R 56 XU G 50 11 423 BV AS ) 9% 7 A0 47 £t 1 03 AN TR 30 HL R R
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JRUIRS: I 1 AS Ti] 22 5 5 I 32 % e ) 25 XU i 11 B R 238 728 ) £ 5 W 5K 2 194 % 7 M AL 8 T 4 5 Tl K
JE AT B o B E N () Y 5 e R T X e R AR ) 5 5 1 i BT 2 i 1) (MIPC) 1)
FHEHE . Auclert(2017) 8 FH 22 KR AN 56 [ A4 S B 0 1 5080 AF 92 & B0, 3 = 6l 7 2 38 BE 0K 1% 1 BOR
XF I 2% 19 52 W8, IFAE Bewley-Huggett-Aiyagari /N 58 4 T A B JE il [ 3F — 25 25 18CH A% Rl 4 e ™
(18 30 B 25 40  BIF 5 25 SR 3 B L 78 9% 7 LA 5 B0 s K B 0 R LI S O I I i S B A5 B 5 SR A
PSSR . Kaplan et al(2018) i — 20 2% J& T 9% ) il g% B 38 , I #F Aiyagari-Huggett-Imrohoroglu
AN GE AT AR B Al 4 9 7 X 43 Sk 3 stk B 7 AR A Bl P B R S I A A s R 1R R R
A GRS A B TE 2, I 3 L BT AR R P A0 s g A H e L I 9 8 SR 3 T R U 3] A R SRR
TH B 7= A 1 D) 422 558 07 RIS SR B sl 35 sl 43 45 0 52 i T 5 13 9 S0 A 728 3 26 ) 36 KT 42 sk I (B i85 30
B AR 5 (VL 3X 5 B0 S S A3 A B B AR AT . T AL S8 1 RANK A58 v B 4 3400 R
A 33 2 PR Oy A AR e AR WA TR e 5 JEE 1 B R A B R MR B S IS ) BT B A A X 3
M BN LA WA KA BA S M EHEE % . 7F Kaplan et al(2018) By i, 1 3 3 9% 7~
3 Ry U BN 0% 7 8 A T B e I AR RVAE AR B U S M BRI 2R R A T A AR
Bl 5% 2 3 3 1 4 9% 7 T Ok e A Ak AN TR B3 O 2 i BB ) S a2 BIBR D X — e R E b S 55 Ak s
A OIS Byl T e R (= S I I AR S AR (R D60 i v o B A i N VR 3
SR A B 3k 2 B A B R AR RN R O A i T R L AR ) B R AR BB S . Luetticke
(2018) 7£ 55 Kaplan et al(2018) b4 A T W HE 42 T b & B, 52 B2 9% 7= Uit 3h 1 1) BIR A 55 16 ) 3 A% 3
XV 2 5 0 1) EL RO 5 6 Ak WSO 1 B 43 TE 45 55 5 A0 R SR R B U1 2t 0 R SR A gl 1 e 1 2 R R
AR 5% Xof ] 2578 By fg o 7

) MBGE XL B 5, F9 L GDP (4 53 — F B4 4« [R]E 35 b 32 21 6% 1 B oK
(RS, 6T LR T 2 AR AR e, 4% T 0B 5 2 %o 4 8 7 A ] S L O L 4l R 452 2 i RS e AR
BT 4 Rl I SACES AN . FEAR GENY RANK LAY v, ol 1A oll 2 5] 5T 1 o PR 0 G 32 F 9 % T 805 % AN [
FEIIAAY B M 32 5 5P GREE 7 RASE H ) 5% M) o S B il SORASE 76 SRR b, I B 2 R B T B0 Sk
N [R] 2B B AL (R 52 M0 L K 52 438 . Ottonello & Winberry (2018) 3 3 X 43 A7 A~ [5] 33 24 3 19 4\l
JUT AL ) HANK A 317 5 55 & 30, 0% T BUR X 8 i 24 238 i Ml 8 %8 A9 5% e /s 1 X AR i 2 32 sl 1Y)
S T L Al AR 5 TR X 8 A B X G Ry A SR . — e R ) Y B SR R 2 B )
il B BT B3R B LA L 33X 23 52 ) Aol 48 5% 5 R IR AN B GE L B AR KT £ 58 e B AR SRR
0+ 3 25 52 W) 4 b 1) B0 4 U RIS R 25 5 — 2 R AR SR Gl RV RS AR 23 R T 9T A I R G A%
T 25 X 45 9% 7 A B 3 2 e A SR T A R W AR A R AR RN . LT A R R L X
SR R B R A AR

2. AR P BOK M IR BE M) SRR AR B BT T UK 545 % RANK A5 ) fe 1 6%
LR A AR AR AN AR R, I BEAS 2108 A 28 TF R DR Ry 3 IR 35 22 2% 18 04 B2 ) R A 0% T BOSR 19 0 & Ry
FIC R0\ G BE F5 A 9% 7 S A0 11 2 5 0 91 B M 4% 35 2 L 5% . Nuno & Thomas(2016) 7 Huggett A 5%
STl R LR b, SRR B RE A S A BUA (7 2 LA X AR R e A XU ool 2 i O P 3 9 L OF i
DAV v 1 [ AP 0 R i . AR AT AR A 2 A ) i R Ak ke I8 T 22 O, I 2 28 LY
TR« 2 IR, X H 2 B ZE A LR 8 (discretion) FT & 37 (commitment) 554 F 09 AL 5%
B, WREAE AR T W 049 53 A0 23 5 0 SR AT 5% T BOR A 1 2 ZE AR PL PR B RO S R AT
2y 73 200 15 58 ik DA A5 0 5 DA AE 35 2 T [ 4 AR S EE » T 1 3R BE 1 00 B 80 FH 3 s 5 MG B A
T AL SRR, MAEAE G0 RANK AL b, IR 2 I 1k 20 i 5K 62 0 W 8 40 A Bk C 4R 58 W &
PN BCRON Y52 . Bilbiie & Ragot(2017) 7E Bewley-Huggett-Aiyagari /58 4 17 451 8 JEfilt | %
[T e U S P o ) S [0 B A G Rl N o ) A S Rl D WS E P VA G B SO RU LS E R N o | e Y 5
Uife, I HRARTE R 2 B sh PE g . B oT 45 S & B0, 24 5% M BOR A i sh M AR B sh ML, 25 77 78 I
B A% R 1 e 00 33 2 PRk (A% R 2 R A R 0L 2 L A0 A D B S R T A2 A SR R E DRUR T
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Bz, X 5E5R RANK B E) 45 R IR AR A% G2 RANK B8 (14 48 F) 3 87 28 B A % 19 35k 3l 2%
T BRI 5 R 5% T B A AR LA AR E W K-S B A . Challe (2019) 78 HANK #8125 & 1
TR AR B Ml XU, BV 52 o 5 B FH 930 75 P A 85 o g %o Rl KU o 22 & A B R 2l JRUS: ot B
Joi B At B 2 4G o, T SR R B — 2D R Rl XU o BRIV 7R B 4 S B ONE . WE IR A SRR 2 Kk
Az 3 45 s (R A= 77 SRl A Bl B o) B, R S8 A R IS AR 1 (Y BR300 b o8 A AR I A TR
AR BRI 2 T B, 58 A AR B 45 1 T O &5 2R 548 S8 19 RANK A5 B 10 45 2R LE S5 815 i 78 4% B2 1Y
RANK RS e, i 3633 o 671 1] (4 205 e o CRID A= 77 30 B A #E 3 B9 oy ) i) e O B 70 ISR W % 2 4
FR 3k 5z A 45 R 58 2 AH .

3.5 P OBUR G AT BE AR 5] a7, UTSEAE Sk, BT T BONE Y BT BE R e 5 1 2 W A S it BT T BUOR
0 F TR I 2 T 2R 3T BR 29 R, 7E A% G 1 RANK BEAUAE 22T, 6% 0 O 09 i B M 95
SIREXT 27T 7 A= B R A S el I L3 52 0 B 5 1 B PR 8 5 A0 42 BT DI R0 1 . 3 DR O S B R R Y
7 ) 2% 5 ) 5 R A0 2 SR AT AR U R R K AR 4 SR A8, 28 55 A IR 22 77 A R ok 28 3% SR 1 13
S, DR T3 R T 25 b TR SO 2 TR AR Y R SR PR AR, SR BOR B 22 1 SRR A Sy BT T IERORE 0 IT BES
PEFE BIVE I AT 258 , RV ITIE 19 < F BEEF5 51 Z i " (Del Negro et al, 2012) , 7E 5 Jii 14 5% B 72 WLA
AUMESL T L3R4 SCHR REA UM B AT iEPEFE 51 Z k7. McKay et al(2016) 48 H BT BEYESS 51 AR 5 5¢
2l 3 BB R B DDA G FEAR SE AT 3 N 19 5 0T M G JE 2 RS AR e, Fly T G TED I S AT AR Y A
DRI RS BF 29 5, S50 1A 2 S L 583 A e R X8 A fe AR 30 78 A iy i 7 o 3 o S8 5 % R iy IS P 45 5 1 )
MATTHIAMEH . Farhi & Werning(2017) ¥t — B 7E RS2 T35 F M 840 & A B WU 09 5 1 42 22
TR WA, LABIE S B A IR o M) 30 A48 Al X S 4™ H B 52 0 7 AR v i AP A P 4. — R R AT R
W57 18 4R o s RN sl A P A R 2 R TR R BERY k JE A PRERME L RS R B T A R 4R i 55 Ak BT T
SAS AL, JF H AR I B I S O 2 L X B U R RTIS MR B Z k7,

(=) B BUR

LW sk, 0P BOBCR 2 AR HE 5 0D R BRI S AR A B T B, RS Rk
FAR AT b T B SRR S () T 1Y o AT O K DU BB S A DA — A R 2 B8 3] D) — A R T A A gk
b T B RN 2N 227 S N 0O R A S X R 28 5 5 o R R A A S B AR
WA R v, G BE 1 W0 6T 3200 B T8 2 00 1) FAE Y BE ) S5 A7 78 22 5, DR M RE 8 B 4 b 221 1) DOF L 0B85 % 4K e
PRI TR ROCR X A AE 275 B W) AR AR WAL A 25 21

Heathcote(2005) W 7% 3% B, AR 3% M 3 A 22 WURR 78 v %87 s ) — YR OB A B IR (Tlump-sum taxes) I 42
T8 58 42 1 35 25 A7 5 X018 2 A E Y 52 2 vh Ve Y L T 7E 5268 2 e 50 9 FLPE TR AR O 29 R A B 28 v, L
WSO A Xt N [ 30 I 114 5 40 ) 149 5% 1) 52 ML AS TR) 8 T Ao M SR 75 2% . Allonso-Ortiz & Rogerson
(2010) B 5T e W, FEAR R T2 1A WLASE A8 v, g 0 199 43 TG IBO 3R 2 22 B0 ISR 5 8 S A i 7 S o P % JiE
T WUASEAY e B MSORI e 7% S B3PI DA 8B R A 2 AR R T L o X6 5 Ml 8 5 4 5 e B X 1 9%
By R AP AR RS . Misra & Surico(2014) 3 3 M8 B AN 7] 52 2 B Tt o it J8E 0 55 401 5 A 3 AN )
HEAT BT e IR 7E 5 B0 M 58 08 2 WLASE AR b, 3 SR 3 ) VRS 2 A R /N T AR 3 1k 0 R W AR L {EL kG
LT 56 [ 2001 4F R 2018 AEBLIGR I 1Y B9 AE B . Kaplan & Violante(2014) il i X 43 ¥ 3
PETE P FIEE i 20 B 7 i b S ) S B P G JE 2 W ASE U BF 5 K L L 5 LA B R R A L, B o 32 Y
PR 2 ) FEE H A AR 3X 5 B S B AR AT . AT T HE B W AR A T 2 0 RO A2 5 WL B
B2 0520 o RI7E 48 B e aB S0T A SR ORI O T ™ i e IR B IR 8 B G b R A BT B R
I 0 0T 3R 30 ST 2 I ROR Ak

5 43 SCHR DU K i L RS R 1 B A S M B S AR AL R, Oh & Reis(2012) 7EH7
BRI LA I AE Adyagari(1994) A 58 4 17 3 FUBT I B TR R (0 A0 KRG 4 DX 3R L 8 1 44 22 S o
P G JEE 7 LSS 7R S B 9 7 Xof R e AR ) I BB BB 3R . RS 4 R R I, D s M A R AR IR I AR 1) — IR
SN 3% ST AT LA S PR A R S A RO O A . — R v R, B Y e AR S A A A
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TE TAE R G 0 A T2 B0 B8 22 B[] o A A3 25 A ) T 97 sl 4k 25 0 15 s 32 i 25 o i 8
Grig A s ZIR LR SR OE | B0 U B SAS 2 5 e A [RTCA EEE R B it o DRI SA K 0 U5 DA AR 320 B T 2%
2 T C R g A 8 TR 2 8 28] 1 30 o i % 0 ) C R AER WS A B A 4 3 5 B AR 5 3Kt T AR A c A
PR PR . McKay & Reis(2016) K431 9% AN - 55 19 R 58 417 S 45 780 55 5 1 LT B9 ¢ A% Al
g4 R E T AT ST BRI E A% S AN B X RRUE A T A R A T R . PR SRR L L5
()R T S C IS A B TR 2 O R A0 A8 gl b R 4B AR /N B AR S T WS P T O T R R 2 R I T 1 R
W28 55 % Bl A AR R 4 52 1) g 5 24 0% T B0 A2 ) 1 25 0 3 B, D08 BB 5 Bk #E  TE R AR AT OF HL
3 o A 2 DR B XA 2 A8 R P AR AR B S

2. BUOKEOR . WPBUECR A 5y — > 8 2 T R B CBOR , BISOR BRI Y 32 B R 2 R T
P EEFB ., YT X R BB — R BB R (progressive taxes rate) , 2
PR — 5 TH T LA ZZ A SRR WO I S - 55 AHL 55 — T THT 23 % 55 20 A1 26 Fn 4 e 4 T 1 L it s PR R
B A 200 BB — FR 2= BT M ), p A 3R 5 S TR I R 2 [ o Y, B
BB SRR AN 7] 52 JE 1 55 i) o, 2 [ S5 1), AR X T 240 220 i 3R 0 A 2% 1) XoF BB U A AN ) 5% 3 W T 52
M) PR b S5 Jo A 2 JEE 2 WSS 2R i Sy O 5 B0 AT TR ORE ) T T B

AT — 3843 SCHk i 4k 23 4 A e AR OR R 58 S AR 119 B EBE R I £ . Conesa & Krueger(2006)
T RBPEZEE OLG BLA, 780 5 A B 1Y S5 O B2 320 Bt 3 ), {18 5K o 52 3] I 1 5% o 1) A 5 Pk 55 30
He =R phady IR IE 45 SR B, R B &0 5 [ 2 A 9400 Tt Vi BRABL R E 2 A 17. 2% & 3 B &L Rt
Bl G B . Conesa et al(2009) i#f — % J& T & B ZARWCR AT, 25 L R R AR T ABEH 36 %0,
Vb I S 0 11 B2 2R B S8 1 B Ry S BLUE 7200 2500 U PR B[ 2 A 23 %, Krueger & Ludwig(2013)
P T AL A5 DE 29 0 (AR L AR A A D AR B L BRI I A RS (1 R A OLG B AL, iF 58 77
TE 20 A UG IS B a0 B2 R B 2%, 45 R 3R ] e O 100 SR A B0 3 R 07 M U AR R T 9 [ 22 ) ) 1B
. Heathcote et al(2017) 44 1Y 5 ot = 4 72 A Y il 22 18 T S e 4 . 2 H g A 2 FoR LA
LR PR R R EAS R 3 A4 1R (utilitarian social planner) % 3% i AR o, i
ABL ) B A R BN T35 EDY I BB . 3R B i v B B R s 0 ] B RR O AN E TARRT G,
BRA B Z S S W AR REBIR, RBOR G e R E A S AT S5 E T
e R B P 3R L 3 (H AR AR B B3 55 18 PR T 1 RE 45 W8 I, SR I 3R 0 B AR 5 56 [ R S (B

T3 — 43 SCHR L T R B W Y B K Ak ok BIF 9 52 E A 38 ) 2 X R B W By 2 i . Holter et al
(201D M 5 Btk K g OLG AR SE T 95 sl A B BB X OECD [F 52 B B WY 52 il , B 5%
KR 5 E E AN AR BB A LY L SR B R 2 A5 BOUR B D AH 5 AR M AR UL LA L L % &
K& 5 U I BUR B IROR B BLCE A EUR . Guner et al(2016) #F— 2 0F 58 & 80, 2 5 5 A A BE
1) 52 E B 3 FURE /DN I 4t v O USCA  AE 23 X6 77 RN 57 Sl Ak 45 77 A= B 25

() 2% Ak B B

21 G BE 32 B AR B 1) 5 BT P WSO B8 Ml vt B A F 24 SRR A7 A 23 i A 5K BE TCVE B P b - 3 TH
XA G HEAT TR PEAE B . TR PR DI NS S BB AR TR R TR ORI T L7
FOHlE T R ST AT RE A AR B BIE . H T AR M 5 2 AR AL TG ok 2 1 AN ) G J2E 2 [ 1Y) S BT Pk
FEAE T 52 0 4 PR A0 ot o DRI ok T v A RN R I I 52 1T S SO M R T WSS TR A iR ) R
Ravn & Sterk(2017) 3&F 5 JFi Pk 5t 72 WA AL, 1558 th 46 Je ki bE 0y, OF L% R T 95 sh i g b A7 1
U JiC B2 45 R ik = BHPE Y TR . IR SR A R e B v 1 R Ml XU N SR T AR A SR U 4 2 5 1R A
TT T M A 3K 2 R AR o 7 R A s TR T R D 2 T BOE Y A 9/ 3 R AE B R A 4
KL 2 F B A T iR . Challe et al(2017) LRI A 3L, F B 1 it 3 A0 2% b IKURS: 22 (1) A7 76 AH B R A5t
A" KB . Sterk & Ravn(2017) 78 1 B ¥ fits 2 sh AL AN 2l JRURS: 114 4 B B 45t 1 Sty b o SO A R iz
R U2 I S S B e 1 I ARG 75 s (707 B 8 S (A R | = R [ B S b s A
S 14 Ml B B 3 B A% 0 i L JEL BT RS AR e g 28 A R ) AT R 2 kAR, O L AE R R B (ZLB) B, il
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B P it 5 BN 2 T OSBRI 0 R B L S BR R R R I 2 0l A 2 S E A S R E K B A
SEEAG ST LRI R X Rl 5 2 R ECGE AR, N AR 20 1R i, 5B 23 8 2 A R Ok 7 T U
B, FHLFRAR LI, 244 R R, 3 R M K T, B A S R N
(R) W FHETHEREER
Lok sh AT, AT LT 1RO Al (14 5% 4 78 DAL RN A ol 44 B2 ) 2 25 45 1k
XF W A B, AR Al 2 AR TR 8 R AR AR 43 A Ml Y UKL R HE A £l SRR B
PRI Aall 328 107 35 380 1 8 RS 30 L 1T 0 220 i 0 ol 1) sl 25 A A o BRI A 5 30 285 £l A8 A 1) Sk
R S BT Al 2 AR, Luttmer (2007) i A 5 50 P £ Ml 25 W0 ASE 20 220 i 1™ 28 9% 1 P A G 4K 5 4
M a3 A FEEET T Al S T AR R R | T A b ) 35 R AL AR T S R X 28 B K Y
B, Clementi & Palazzo(2013) Al (4 s 25 45 16 M BEIEBH L £l i iF A TR 1 & 9 K g
T SR w s B VR S O 25 L0 Bl 7 A B A SCHRE B S T BR B 5 5 Al 8 A AR Ak 2 ]
6% . Melitz(2003) 38 iof A4 A 3 A ] A= 77 28 Al 1) S Jo0 P 2 SO0 A5 780 3 4 i 58 B 161 B B2 9 1Y)
SRR AR S5 8 FH R R 5 b & i Fe A ™ 23809 4l 23 Bl v K 4t 53X 25 4 i
SRR PR AR SR TR SR A A AN, Melitz & Ottaviano(2008) #f — 25 52 T 5 5t 1 £ Ml 2% WA 751
WEFE T AN R /N B T 3 SR ] Bk 57 5 — A b 1R 5 %o A A 7 23R (0 5 1, I Sy 52 5 0 DX 3 — 1 £k 1B
AR T — A I /AT AE S
T — o SCHRIE AR ST T AT Al B2 . Caggese & Cunat(2013) M 4 il 24 5 (4 £ JiE A
8T Ak i E AT R R R R PR R R LA R R SR A R SRR R 5 A B
R I B AR P AR B TR PR Sy [ R A2 AR R A Rl 2 TR 2 aa (Al B OB B0 O A AT fg
S04 Ml 0 B e b HE 2 1 P LA B Lk L 0 S AR R A A TSR AL . Wang et
al(2018) 3l o F 7% 4 il 2 J88 Xof S [ A P 0 Al 1) 5 i 2 3, 4 il Tl 30 19 2 J R 8 20 7= R 4
My 3 3 AR A DR fl 9% Sk 1 g A RLASE L T AER A 7 3R A ol 3 3 A A T 3 R AT 4R Ok e A K L X
ol N N P T RT3 K N S L T T R i S SR NS il N v e vt L Y e L L A
Ao PN S Rl RN 4 A T AR R T, DR I A e ol s Al A8 i R S R P R (R B ) 2 A
2. FABE ., T AL BNl RE ) A7 2200 v 2R FE Al R — AR B R A8 T 4L
oA A AT RE 3 U 1] AR 7 AR A Al 34 T RS AR A G I A A B G ) A L 48 AE SR A
A5 2 78 20 UE B R5 0 2 A8 B 2% T b I S O P A, AR R PO A R Ok 2 i o A i D A R G
G, B T A S B Al R W AL . Gopinath et al(2017) 3 32 74 2 4 M i B9 68 g 5 H %8 A LA
S A 2R P 26 R R R 5% & B, RIS R B 30 TFP (19T B 3 2 R R 98 AR O 1) 4 (B R {H A 7=
RS — T 1o 20 ) 5 3k £ e BRO0T TR TG A5 TR AR DL 25 SR 55 35 R ) R A 2 2 A Y A 7 T R A
AL . & T Un o] 22 fiff 95 A4 T 1) A5, Moll (2014) 38 33 X 43 A ) A 7= A A lb K BF 58 1 2447 78 4
PRI Al R A IR AR B R BB WS PR AR FS BC . Ak 5 eh 1 I A5 5% 20 50, AT LA o il 5 Ok S [
KA R I BB H) TEP KO8T W& 9501 . 225 3 R W R vk o s i R et e E Fa A8 N AR
PG R RN R A B (R G SR AR T v A KO AR A R AT R B R T 4
il 8 S B W IR A T L 3 S RO Mk i 0% 38 a AR B B B AR A5 R 8 B U AR R S Ok 58 A R Y
(RN)LEE RRESHPNEEZNIEDH
L R FESE R, S5 PE A b 22 VB AL w] DL B vk b o A0 £ OY A8 ) A AR
b, Sl AR AN S wf s X A Ml @l B L B R LD AE T TR B2 AL L R A5 B 2 W 2 T A U B AR B .
Khan & Thomas(2008) 3l i X /04 MV 7E A FI TEP b 4 55 5Pk, 3 B 5@ Al £ 1 % 1A 4 i
P b T R I ST B 0T 1 Bh A AR Ak I 25 SR B L AR Y op 5 A R S 1 R T ot R /DN R ) 4 % A
HENAET , RN D 5 SEUE 45 HAH A 19 B 34040, O HL B SR S8R T8 R 5 B AN AT EE AR .
AN AT A S AR Y G R R R AR 2 YR R R — YR B (lumpy investment) , 3X 5 LLAE SCHk 6 245 SR
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AJA] . Bachmann et al(2013) 38 1o 70 5 £ 5% 20 25748 10 52 A M6 R 58 AR 52 0 9 38 20 45 B 0N =
TET F) AR50 — U A5 % 9 A AR 0 o gk 45 % 2 2578 Al 28 G T MO 2598, X5 DAAE SCHR B WL s A 7

56T A0 whets X 22 WA B 9 5% i, Khan & Thomas (2013) MAE 77 5 0 1 £ B 15 52 4ol 23 52 %)
PRIV S5 B A 7 SR e il 5 L A ol 2 T I A E 24 SRR 20 5 B ANl gt 45 5 3R B X BEIR
D B ) e ity 2 A B AS B 100 IE AR AR LRI R GEIR L IX 5 TFP bl (4 SR R AMIE . Senga et al
(2017) 3 — 25 A= 7 5 JoPE A BE R 5T 1 3 249 XU X 2 U8 3 (9 A P A 78 ey A 2 P 1) B8 01 2% 23 3K
2y 3 JEL I Aol 35 24 S AR 3R G5 BRI U TFP IS S opoh 1 2 i i 29 % BT RAE Be o
MZE R 5 EE 2007 F AT IR IR,

2. FREAwR TS EIAEF . ERTPARERBIIROr NI RE RN EZE TR, B
SErp Bl P A TR R BT RE 0 XU A A B M BR 0 A5 D T AT A — S 114 22 ) 5 T <6 v A 199 S 5 X <
MR E 2R E B, AUSRME R AR B8 20 i A A G il b A 5 Al AR 1] 22 ) B9 56 &, TRIE AT
<55 Rl PP A PR B4 22 031 0 2 L8 U B W T S5 S5 < il e A A 1R T G M R R < R A ) S B A T R
FIXK: A% AL . Boissay et al(2016) 384 X 43 A [7] A5 7 84 A0 (4 SR AT O ¥ AL BRAT 1B] T 375, 45 2R R W AR AT
P 3 P RS A S AN X AT R B AT A L £ D% 5K 4 ™ B 10 < e 0 L i L < e IR A A R A A
i MK Z 5 o R 4 Rl R SRR — 5 2 A R 7 16] wh il 2L . Coimbra & Rey(2017) 3 2 44y g4 75 57 5
PG Rl P A 9 A AR A RE HR BIL ) A 225 R 25 A 2 I < it e A B9 DXL 52 B A DA R I 2 ) 2 00 AU 5
AL I Rl A B9 5 B SR BE L B A B (VaR) B 22 53 . WRIEE R B, 4 A R AL T80
IR 56 R 3T L0 G845 9 R T R R AE 5 T M) 3R Ak T S AR K P I I A0 M) 3R 2 i SRS i 1 Y
R AR AR 2R 0 XIS F9 b 7 3k I 652 T B 5 B A 38 2 D (R ME <5 Rl R R =2 ) il R AL A

M 5B E R R AR B B R R

(—)REEEFEEREIRENES

S O M A OB AR e 1 ) M A R Ay BT SR R B O SR ik ) B R A A LT AIL T
U5 5 2R A RG24 1 SR 5 v 45 07 T

B 5 T R 2 AR A (Aiyagari, 1994; Huggett, 1996) H 4845 o f AN A i) o o IR abb A5 780
Sy TR, BE)G BTN A AR sh i (aggregate shock) o I AN A2 52 3] SR 78 H 4 52 00, SR B9 457 11
G323 PR AR B BRI AR AL o TR AR B SR i AR S NS B PR R LA B
(] 23 AF LS MR 33X 2% UMY PSR 5 B3 52 B AR 22 250000 52 ) I I AR 174 SRk ¥ B 23 K B T

2SR P B8 AT [) I 00 e s e A AR Z0T 8 Ak Y B AR B S SO P AR 0 S [ AR S L R X
REEH AR BPREH A . AR H G B L BEEE R SBR (A 2 SECRESH A 80
FRIVARSE DL BT ) DR 0 165 00 DRI a0 200 1 A A L () BOA . B IS 5 AR B s R0 o B R 3 g AR S 4 B A
T — 301 4 PR 3R RN N A ARE R L B 3 P 3R B R (decision rule) IR 2 5 B Hi B5: (probability tran-
sition matrix) . 2250 B SR O A L T BEAEAT AR N )RR T AR S L DR 2 oR A o RO (H R B S
AR ST IR S THFE R BT IT IR

Wit S o e AR 2 O ASE Y A e R B 1Y B T B O [T SR A AR A Y I (R oy B R OF B T
AL ik V5 30 25 oy 7 M A 22 T 2 52 I () A58 BB SR At O 125 1) G B G B 23 B . 2 71 (Achdou et al,
2017) o 2GR HT i S [A] T 1Y ffe 12k I, AR R A Ll 1 3 2 I [R] B 2ok 67, 5 R B 8] R 1Y A vk A
LU 3% i v B A8 38 o 2 MR oK Y SR A RS L RO AE SR G AL A B . n SRS TR AR BRI 22 B R
I3 X I I T A N RS A TR A . I3 A LI ] TR A SR A 5 vE WIS H i
I AN BTN 56 35 o TE SR AR S0l 52 2% A A5 Y I 3 A A — 5 Y Jmy B

WAL AR S 5T 1 A s W TR g 2 B AT A i 06 ZB DG TE S R ARCHE TP A AR . AR ME E
AR 5 LA 2 = B DG E 2 WL 28 5 1) S AR A e T S B A = R 22 OB 28 2 DG T 12 o 5 4 v 28 1) 23 A 1
B 33X N 2 OB HEBE SR B 1w o DRI SR A e D 18 e 1 25 005 T 6 8 19 I ) R B ML W L
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(D) R RERERWEE R

L &t o) T o9 Mok LI SCHRTE 525 10 ) T SR S BT M A R LA AL I Ay A O A 4
TR R A J5 of % A5 b B (8 SR A O T Cn % s S LB Bh B 9L S5) 51 AL Krusell & Smith
(1998) 4 i 2 T BELLAY I RUANEL Capproximate aggregation) fiff % e 453 Hh B (R AL i (1912 ) 7 i, R4t
S A RE U8 5T 00 TN R — IR A KO o 3R RO TR O BR TR I B 95 A iR Ah
AN 5] W8 8 VA KT B A 1A 1Y) 300 B At 26 0 1 AR 5 AR AL, |l TR0 00 23095 ISR AN SR AR 22 AT 1Y
Wb A0 AR A A A 2 o it 2 46 1) P ARLARUAE I8 ) P PRE A 2 X S AR i 25 7 A o T AS 23 )
i 77 A S, PR R 25 BE A A7 i A S (B RE S TR N — IR B A% K P o O T A fif 4] BRI 4SS 18 SR i
AR B S 75 3K B B5K , Den Haan(2010a) 1A K Krusell & Smith(1998) 2 Ff R? Fi [a] 5 45 v 15 3 1 e
D 2 A5 T8 B B 19 5 vk T BE 2 AN USRS B L OF S 10 1 SR S0 4 B 7 1%

H T Krusell & Smith(1998) 193K i J5 1 MR 2k F 7 A% . 3 W] Rl £ 5 BOBE AU K ff A 15 19 T F%
T AR A SR g T R AN W T B AR ke o P40 SR X 2R Al 7 i HEAT B0E L AN Reiter (2010) f F 394 1]
U 985 5k K A - Young (2010) fdf F AR BE MLASE DR SK % T Maliar et al (2010) fdf A B AL ASE 80k 5K A
B — 4 SCHER A A5 B ke ok i R B MR AL, 4 Algan et al(2008, 2010)%% ;1 Den Haan &. Ren-
dahl(2010) S fiff FH 48 5% 12: A PR P 3 7 B2 4 5 1 B R e 5 D 2, AN 08F FH 8 0T 40 A 19 15 8L TR IE 9
FR W B 7n L Cexplicit aggregation) fi# ¥, i A — 384 SCHR (i FH 3 3332 SR f@ A58, 4 Preston &
Roca(2007) \Kim et al(2010) 45, T Reiter (2009) 48 40 | #5% 52 5 vk A0 8 30 12 25 5 3 R R g AL
& F A B R A 735 AR, Den Haan(2010b) %t b 3R A 7S Ff £ 235 O B9 45 5 & 3, Reiter (2010)
M Den Haan & Rendahl(2010) "1 1% 532 M4 5 fc o S B AR . B8R Kim et al(2010) B9 J7 755K
it 3 B R A DR AH Y AR TE AN S A A IR B AR MEAL BN % 22 S48 Kim et al(2010) 1 FI 7]
BRI HOR Ak A 25 AR HAOCR A AR AR

2. F L a A F a9 Ak . I I SR 0% SR A D7k 2 T DA A [R] B ) 3 S ) [, SR AR RS TR Y R B
FIUHE B2 W] B . 7 S )T SR S BT v AR R A ) B — R A S A B A TR
B4 Achdou et al(2017) fEE 15 B8 2 R FEARZS 25 8] N B AETE » RAEAR S 28 1R i G R R AR 7E L 1
BRI )R 2 R U 29 R — B AE, W0 Krusell & Smith(1998) % ; —J& % Sz i ] T 45840 (1) — By
2171 B BT A b 47 3R 5 DI TSRS BRI 8 HR I ) TR 8 e AR AL A A ok 220 T e AT TR A T 43 A TE
A 8] 1 %) Bl 2 AR Ak, 1 8 22 5 (8] R AT DL A A 2R B2 8F 9% 8 i ) (Kolmogorov forward) 77 2 28 i8>
PRI 5 43 A 7 ] 8] - 10 3% S A8 A e B, 33 2% TR R 4 T 34 282 I () T A5 R 114 SR fige 3 B2 5 = J2 % S ) )
T BE AR 7 A i i A B R R LA S e 22 1 A Y 4 6 2 1 R A RS DU R R HE 7 A R i e B
WA o 100 2 R R o 9 1 X A 2 SR A )G T 28 O E

Achdou et al(2017) B e 8 T Aiyagari-Bewley-Huggett BIFERY , 5 BE 57 SIS v {16 B 45 i v
55 SO vt I LTI A DR 24 5, S5 M A M 5 32 8 HIC AR 1 78 A 7 iUAS B 20 3. AT T3 FH DU 7K
i — AT L — DR S 5 ARl 34 S 2 Al 521 it 35 DR 3 L G ] JR 58 RE % I I 1w 5 R A A i R A
b R T RN A 7 AR I 43 A o 25 R 3 W SR N [R] T A SR A 7 12 B T o 4 b 20 T — SRR TR A5 O R
B b A PRAR G 2 o, I B SRk BB AR 4 v A B HAB A AL b, Ahn et al(2018) 7E Achdou et al
(2017) 77 VA& WAl T, M T BEAY 17 ol A 408 U7 12 K i R 4 B2 ok 2 ) 8T, 45 SR 3% WY 7E 3 2 I ) T oK i
Krusell & Smith(1998) 4%y 5 £ FIVKE B2 3447 T Den Haan(2010b) X b i FFh 205 16 O 45 5L

(=) BRI = AR R B %

S BT A Ml 2 LASE Y 1) SR At 5 o A S B % E 2 W ASE AR 1 SR A O 1k 1 L A b B R kR
i, Terry(2017)7E Khan & Thomas(2008) 7 i JE il b X HE 43 B 17 2R A 55 o 1 A b 22 WA 744 g

D4 H 1 Algan et al(2010) \Den Haan & Rendahl(2010) ,Kim et al(2010) ., Maliar et al(2010) , Reiter (2010)
Young(2010) fiT fifi FH i 7 .
@ T Kim et al(2010) Ay A5 BEBE 2, K FE X L6 55 S HRh 7 1%
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TRy @, 85 R W R 9 Krusell-Smith 895 2 f e B9 B2 515 i Reiter (2009) H i fili i 9 4%
WRIE SRS G R R R L IR B SR . AR AE K v AR M A Bl I A R TR
YL LT 2T EORS B A0 o0 A U T B R SR FH IR sh Bk . Winberry (2018) 7F Krusell & Smith(1998)
il Algan et al(2008) A3t 75 ¥k i F Al B A EE T — N At Iy vk L i 2o s 1 — 4> 06 09 2 80515 315k
Lo A FE TR AR S H e 5 JF a3 IR s B R SR i S B sh 78 k. fid $2 17 A CHY dynare
T HAf I Khan & Thomas(2008) 1 1 ) FE Rl 1 F B 12 5 75 J& A 5 RN HERA 7

A RREEEEUEENNRATI=SRE

AN S S SCHR A A B 0 B 2 T S B AR % LA B £ e R 0 B IS T AR AR P A L
BB R i R A R 32 M LA AR BT JC v i R B AN ) R, S B P K R L AE A 2 S T O
A UL A ) Bl L REAR G 3t 412 BV A8 TR 5 S ROV 500l 5 8 45 5 R L 3K X i b B S )
BAEEE S, 7EERRAUT B g G ) A Ak PEGE ) iy P 42 iy, 0 02 2 U8 55 4 R 040 1 B
Sy ARAT A 5T S B AR LA Y AR IR A RT RE L R TE AL R 0 S B T A R LA R SR
fifk 7 V5 W) PR A JR A, AR AT P S P A LA R A B ) A Ol e S R T A LA
T REA S o 2% WL BCR A 52 1) R 0l 73 B TR

B 3 [ T 37 A 2 AR AR IE L A 2 W OO AR B A AN P S5 Tl H 4500 i, Bl 5 v
AN A A AR 7 AR B PR AR T B R B R 0 A5 T A 22 e W AR . LB A 3R R SERE Al S
AR BT R A 52 35 L TIOW RN P2 B B Y D H AR T OR L SOR A AT FRAT 4G S S B AR WA A
AF 50 3 [ fRlOUL = THT A S5 O P AR AT S DA M o G 22 WL 5 B . L 00 ] e Jo 1P 3 R 22 LA TR ke
5 S B 1] AT e 2 R AT DU A 7 T s — S I - 2 R 2 W A R B AP AL R
FEI B AN AN 1 25 06 4 2 31 98 3 1A 32 i, o2 75 2 Ji A 23 75 oR O A2 5 = F 50 e 110 1) W08 BB o
SR A B T IBOSRE Q] sl S v /08 2R IR i oMb i A 9 < 4 i T 7 R e R A5 R R s R 0 S A A Y
SPEBE AR L, TR0 T S B0 i 7 AR g B A ) B SOIR B0 R 5T 1 ] i 3R R B AR A R RE A AR
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Research Progress on Heterogeneous Agent Macroeconomic Models
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Abstract: Heterogeneous agent macroeconomic models are based on micro agents and data, which can closely
combine theoretical models with empirical microdata to better explain the real world. This paper systematically sum-
marizes relevant key literature and recent developments from the perspectives of premise assumption, main classifica-
tions, application fields and solving algorithms of heterogeneous agent macroeconomic models. This paper also com-
pares and contrasts heterogeneous agent macroeconomic models and representative agent macroeconomic models. The
results show that the explanatory power of heterogeneous agent macroeconomic models is obviously higher than repre-
sentative agent macroeconomic models. Heterogeneous agent macroeconomic models can explain the phenomena and
problems that representative agent macroeconomic models cannot explain, and they can provide new policy implica-
tions. The more easily obtained multi-source heterogeneous big data and the rapid development of solving algorithms
for heterogeneous agent macroeconomic models will help us to analyze real problems by using heterogeneous agent
macroeconomic models with China’s special conditions taken into account, and make heterogeneous agent macroeco-
nomic models to become the basic analytical tools of China’s macro policy regulation.
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