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Preface
This document provides an algebraic description of the SNOW Global model (SNOW-Global), a multi-sector
multi-region computable general equilibrium (CGE) model tailored to analyze energy, environmental and
climate policies in the world including Norway as a separate region. The development of the SNOWmodels,
including a small open economy version for Norway (SNOW-NO) and an intertemporally dynamic version
(SNOW-DYN), have been supported by funding from the Ministry of Finance.

Statistics Norway, 31 August 2024
Linda Nøstbakken
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Abstract
In this document, I provide an algebraic description of the SNOW Global model (SNOW-Global), a multi-
sector multi-region computable general equilibrium (CGE) model tailored to analyze energy, environmental
and climate policies of the world including Norway.

4



Table of contents
Preface ................................................................................................................................................................... 3

Abstract.................................................................................................................................................................. 4

1. Introduction .................................................................................................................................................... 6

2. Dual representation of technologies and preferences ......................................................................... 10

3. Market clearance conditions ...................................................................................................................... 13

4. Income Balance Conditions ......................................................................................................................... 15

5. Auxiliary Conditions ...................................................................................................................................... 16

6. Greenhouse Gas Emissions .......................................................................................................................... 17

7. Climate Policies .............................................................................................................................................. 18

8. Forward Calibration ...................................................................................................................................... 19

5



Documents 2024/32 The SNOW Global Model

1. Introduction
The Statistics Norway’s World (SNOW) models constitute a family of different model variants, including a
global version (SNOW-Global), a small open economy version for Norway (SNOW-NO)1 and an intertempo-
rally dynamic version (SNOW-DYN). This documentation describes the SNOW Global model (SNOW-Global)
and includes an explanation of forward calibration for 2030, in addition to presenting an algebraicmodel de-
scription.2 SNOW-Global is a multi-sector multi-region computable general equilibrium (CGE) model of the
global economy (includingNorway as a separate region). Themodel describesmarket interactions among all
agents of the economy (industries, households and government), as well as bilateral trade among regions.
The model is what is called a mixed complementarity system in mathematics (for an explanation, see the
technical Appendices in Markusen (2002)). The model includes n commodities (goods and services), which
are purchased by households, firms, and the government. Let the commodities be indexed by g ∈ G.
The production functions follow constant returns to scale (CRTS).3 However, note that with the resource
factor input, which is sector-specific, in fossil fuel extraction sectors (e.g., crude oil, natural gas, and coal),
their supply curves become upward sloping (i.e., effectively decreasing return to scale), and the elasticity of
substitution with respect to the resource factor is calibrated such that the supply elasticities are consistent
with the literature. Commodities are also classified by their associated region, indexed by r ∈ R where
O indicates own region. The accounts track the incomes of the representative household in each region,
decomposed by the primary mobile factors of production as well as sector-specific inputs for fossil fuel
extraction sectors and agriculture sector(s).4
Table 1.1 summarizes the equilibrium conditions and associated variables, and Tables 1.2 and 1.3
summarizes the parameters. To reduce the notation burden, we consider the perspective from one country
so that we can suppress the index of own region r in Table 1.1 and the following equations, although the
model is a multi-region model. The non-linear system is formulated in GAMS/MPSGE and solved using the
PATHalgorithm. I proceedwith a description and algebraic representation of each of the conditions itemized
in Table 1.1.

1Recent analyses using SNOW-NO include Bye et al. (2023), Fæhn et al. (2020), Kaushal et al. (2019), Kaushal and Yonezawa (2022),and Bye et al. (2021). The model documentation is available as Rosnes and Yonezawa (2024).2Recent analyses using SNOW-Global include Fæhn and Yonezawa (2021), Kaushal et al. (2023), and Bye et al. (2022).3As an extension, we could incorporate increasing returns to scale by monopolistic competition under Krugman (1980), firmheterogeneity under Melitz (2003) or foreign direct investment (e.g., Latorre et al. (2020)).4Themain economic data of themodel is GTAP (Aguiar et al., 2023), and for each project, aggregation of sectors (and regions) is fullyflexible to the extent that GTAP data has separate sectors. For example, in climate policy analyses, we tend to aggregate agriculture-related sectors as one agriculture sector, but we could keep separate sectors (e.g., rice and wheat).

6



Documents 2024/32 The SNOW Global Model

Table 1.1 General equilibrium conditions

Equilibrium Conditions (Equation) Associated Variables

Dual representation of preferences and technologies:Armington-like unit-cost functions (2.1) ∀g ∈ G Ag : Armington-like activityInput-output technologies for non primary energy (2.7) ∀g ∈ G but g = xe Y g : Production levelInput-output technologies for primary energy (2.10) Y xe: Production levelUnit expenditure function (2.12) U : Household utility indexUnit cost of public purchase (2.13) PUB: Government activityUnit cost of investment (2.14) INV : Investment activity
Market clearance conditions:Composite goods and services (3.1) ∀g ∈ G PAg : Composite price indexesMarkets for output (3.5) ∀g ∈ G PY g : Output pricesMarkets for imports (3.6) ∀g ∈ G and r ̸= O PMg

r : Import pricesFactor markets (3.7) ∀f ∈ F PFf : Factor pricesMobile labor (3.8) PLmob: Mobile labor priceSector specific labor (3.10) ∀g ∈ G PLg : Sector-specific labor priceFixed real investment (3.11) PINV : Unit cost of investmentFixed real public spending (3.12) PG: Unit cost of public goodNominal utility equals Income (3.13) PC: Unit expenditure indexBalance of payments (3.14) PFX : Price of foreign exchange
Income balance:Domestic agent income (4.1) RAh: Household IncomeGovernment budget (4.2) GOVT : Government spending
Auxiliary Conditions:Fixed real public spending (5.1) T : Index on direct taxesCapital in steady state (5.2) SCAP : Capital stockInvestment in the steady state (5.3) INV : Investment activityUnemployment rate (5.4) UNE: Unemployment
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Table 1.2 Model parameters

Symbol Description

Elasticity of substitution parameters
σmat Material vs. rest
σvae Value-added vs. energy composite
σele Electricity vs. fossil fuel composite
σfe Among fossil fuel products
σlab Mobile labor vs. sector specific labor
σg
va Value added composite

σk
DM Armington elasticity of substitution (Domestic vs. foreign)

σk
MM Armington elasticity of substitution (among foreign)

σxe Resource factor vs. rest
Other parameters
sav Reference saving
pub Reference level of government spending
dtax Reference level of direct tax from household to government
ftrn Reference capital account surplus
ϕg
r Share of domestic or import component in Armington activity

θmat Share of material cost in marginal cost
θML Share of mobile labor component in labor composite
θfe Share of aggregate fossil fuel products
θmat Share of aggregate material intermediate inputs
θva Share of value-added cost in value-added plus energy cost bundle
θf Share of each factor cost in value added cost bundle
θi Share of each intermediate input i
θres Share of resource factor input
µg
C Expenditure share commodity g in private consumption

µg
G Expenditure share commodity g in public consumption

µg
INV Expenditure share commodity g in investment consumption
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Table 1.3 Parameter values for elasticities

Parameter Description Value

σmat Material vs. rest 0.5
σvae Value-added vs. energy composite 0.5
σele Electricity vs. fossil fuel composite 0.5
σfe Among fossil fuel products 0.5
σlab Mobile labor vs. sector specific labor 2
σg
va Value-added bundle GTAP values

σg
DM Armington elasticity (Domestic vs. foreign) GTAP values

σg
MM Armington elasticity (among foreign) GTAP values

σxe Resource factor vs. rest Calibrated
sxe Price elasticity of primary energy production See notes
ϵemp Elasticity of unemployment with respect to real wage 0.1

Notes: For each project (and each sector in each region), if necessary, we adjust them. Nevertheless, hereare the central values. The supply elasticites are set to 4 for coal and 1 for crude oil and natural gas sectors.For Armington elasticities, see Hummels (2001) and Hertel et al. (2007).
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2. Dual representation of technologies and preferences
Technologies and preferences are represented through value functions that embed the optimizing behavior
of agents. Any linearly-homogeneous transformation of inputs into outputs is fully characterized by a unit-
cost (or expenditure) function. Generally, setting the output price equal to optimized unit cost yields the
equilibrium condition for the activity level of the transformation. That is, a competitive constant-returns
activity will increase up to the point that marginal benefit (unit revenue) equals marginal cost. In general,
we will use the convention of setting unit revenues (left-hand side) equal to unit cost (right-hand side) and
associating this equilibrium condition with a transformation activity level.
Agents in each region wishing to purchase a particular good or service g face an aggregate price PAg. In
constructing the aggregate prices, we will rely on the following notation for the component prices:
PY g Price of output for sector g,
PMg Price of import composite of good g.
Assuming a Constant Elasticity of Substitution (CES) aggregation of the components we equate the prices to
the CES unit-cost functions:

PAg =
(
ϕg
D(PY g)1−σg

DM + ϕg
M (PMg)1−σg

DM

)1/(1−σg
DM )

, (2.1)

where σg
DM is the Armington elasticity of substitution, and PMg is the composite of imports from all

other countries by using the Armington elasticities σg
MM . The arguments of these functions are the

component prices. The ϕ parameters are CES distribution parameters that indicate scale and weighting
of the arguments. These are calibrated to the social accounts such that the accounts are replicated in the
benchmark equilibrium.
We have domestic production in accordance with the input output data. The exact nesting structures of
production functions can be flexible for each project (also for each sector within each project), as the
scope and focus is different among projects. Here we describe one illustrative setting as an example.
The technology includes an upstream CES value-added nest which then combines business services and
ultimately then this composite combines with other intermediates in fixed proportions. Let PFf indicate the
price of primary factor of production f ∈ F and let P vas

g be the value-added business-services composite
price for sector g. Note that we could specify that all the labor is mobile among sectors, or alternatively we
could assume that some share of labor is mobile among sectors, while the rest of labor is sector specific.5
In the setting of some sector specific labor, PFLab is the price of the composite of mobile labor and sector-
specific labor, and thus it is sector-specific, althoughPFLab does not include g index for reducing the notation
burden. Let PLg and PLmob indicate the price of the sector specific labor andmobile labor, respectively. The
composite of value added and energy, P vae

g , is the CES aggregate of value added and energy (P va
g and P e

g )
as follows:

P vae
g =

[
(1− θvag )(P e

g )
1−σvae + θvag (P va

g )1−σvae
]1/(1−σvae)

, (2.2)
5Here we write a general setting where some share of labor is sector specific, but we can think of the special case of zero share ofsector specific labor as 100% mobile labor case.

10



Documents 2024/32 The SNOW Global Model

P va
g =

∑
f

θfg [(1 + tfg)PFf ]
1−σg

va

1/(1−σg
va)

, (2.3)

PFLab =
[
(1− θML

g )(PLg)1−σlab + θML
g (PLmob)

1−σlab
]1/(1−σlab)

. (2.4)

The energy composite, P e
g , is the composite of electricity and the composite of fossil fuels (i.e., coal, natural

gas and refined oil products):

P e
g =

[
(1− θeleg )(P fe

g )1−σele + θeleg [(1 + tintele,g)PAele]
1−σele

]1/(1−σele)
, (2.5)

P fe
g =

∑
fe

θfeg [(1 + tintfe,g)PAfe]
1−σfe

1/(1−σfe)

. (2.6)

The composite of "material intermediate inputs" (i.e., non-energy intermediate inputs) and value added plus
energy, P vae

g , is the CES aggregate of two CES aggregates (Pmat
g and P vae

g ) as follows:

PY g =
[
(1− θmat

g )(P vae
g )1−σmat + θmat

g (Pmat
g )1−σmat

]1/(1−σmat)
, (2.7)

Pmat
g =

∑
i̸=E

θig(1 + tintig )PAi, (2.8)

where the set E is energy goods (electricity and fossil fuel products). tintig is the tax in sector g on purchases
of good i and tfg is the factor tax. The substitution elasticity between value added and energy composite
is given by σvae, whereas the substitution between factors are given by σva, and σlab is the substitution
elasticity between mobile and sector specific labor. The substitution elasticity between electricity and fossil
fuel products is given by σele, whereas the substitution between fossil fuel products are given by σfe. The θ

is share parameters determined in the calibration to the input-output accounts.
Regarding the primary energy production sectors (i.e., coal, natural gas, and crude oil), it includes the
resource factor that is sector-specific, and thus this sector is subject to decreasing returns to scale. We
calibrate the elasticity of substitution betweeen the resource factor and the rest of inputs tomatch the given
price elasticities of supply, denoted sxe. As Rutherford (2002) shows, the calibrated substitution elasticitiy
σxe is given by

σxe = sxe
θres

1− θres
, (2.9)

where θres is the value share of resource factor input. Then, instead of equation (2.7), the top-level unit cost
function of the primary energy production sector becomes

PY xe =
[
θres(PFres)

1−σxe + (1− θres)(P oth
xe )1−σxe

]1/(1−σxe)
, (2.10)
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P oth
xe =

[
(1− θmat

xe )(P vae
xe )1−σmat + θmat

xe (Pmat
xe )1−σmat

]1/(1−σmat)
. (2.11)

Final demand includes three categories: household demand, government demand, and investment. The
representative agents for each household h are assumed to have identical Cobb-Douglas preferences over
the aggregated goods and services. The preferences are specified via a unit expenditure function associated
with an economy-wide utility index (U ). LetPC be the true-cost-of-living index indicated by the following unit
expenditure function:

PC =
∏
g

[(1 + tconsg )PAg]µ
g
C , (2.12)

where the µ are value shares. The government faces a Leontief price index, PG, for government purchases:

PG =
∑
g

µg
G(1 + tgovg )PAg. (2.13)

Similarly the price of investment, PINV is a Leontief aggregation of commodity purchases:

PINV =
∑
g

µg
INV (1 + tinvg )PAg. (2.14)

Equations (1) through (2.14) define all of the transformation technologies for the model. Next we turn to a
specification of the market clearance conditions for each price.
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3. Market clearance conditions
For each goodor service there is amarket, and, for any non-zero equilibriumprice, supplywill equal demand.
We will use the convention of equating supply, on the left-hand side, to demand, on the right-hand side. The
unit-value functions presented above are quite useful in deriving the appropriate compensated demand
functions, by the envelope theorem (Shephard’s Lemma).
Supply of the composite goods and services, trading at PAg , is given by the activity level, Ag , and demand is
derived from each production or final demand activity that uses the good or service. The market clearance
condition is given by

Ag =
∑
i

hgi(Y
i,p) + µg

CU
PC

(1 + tconsg )PAg
+ µg

GPUB + µg
INV INV , (3.1)

where hgi(Y
i,p) are the conditional input demands (as a function of output and the price vector). These

are found by taking the partial derivative of the unit cost function for sector i with respect to the gross of
tax price of input g. For material intermediate inputs:

hgi(Y
i,p) = θgi θ

mat
i Y i

(
PY i

Pmat
i

)σmat (3.2)

where Pmat
i is the composite price of material inputs as defined in equation (2.8).

Similarly, the electricity input demand is:

hele,i(Y
i,p) = θelei (1− θvai )(1− θmat

i )Y i

(
PY i

P vae
i

)σmat
(
P vae
i

P e
i

)σvae

(
P e
i

(1 + tintele,i)PAele

)σele

(3.3)

The demand of fossil fuel products are:

hfe,i(Y
i,p) = θelei (1− θvai )(1− θmat

i )Y i

(
PY i

P vae
i

)σmat
(
P vae
i

P e
i

)σvae
(

P e
i

P fe
i

)σele

(
P fe
i

(1 + tintfe,i)PAfe

)σfe

(3.4)

Market clearance for the output depends on supply (simply given as an activity of production) and domestic
and foreign demand from the Armington activity:

Y g = ϕg
DAg

(
PAg

PY g

)σg
DM

+
∑
r

FORIMg
r . (3.5)

Import demand is derived from the Armington activities. For r ̸= O, we have the following:

IMg
r = ϕg

rA
g

(
PAg

PMg
r

)σg
DM

. (3.6)
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Factor markets clear, where factor supply is given by the exogenous endowments to households, denoted
Sf , and input demands are derived from the cost functions:

Sf =
∑
i

θifθ
va
i (1− θmat

i )Y i

(
PY i

P vae
i

)σmat
(
P vae
i

P va
i

)σvae
(

P va
i

(1 + tfi)PFf

)
, (3.7)

whereP va
i is the composite value-added price as defined in equaiton (2.3). Regarding the labor endowment,

SLab is the total labor endowment including bothmobile and sector specific labor. Denoting the endowment
of mobile labor SLmob, we have

SL
mob

=
∑
i

θML
i DLcom

i

(
PFLab

PLmob

)σlab

, (3.8)

whereDLcom
i is the sectoral demand of composite labor, and it is specified as following:

DLcom
i = θiLabθ

va
i (1− θmat

i )Y i

(
PY i

P vae
i

)σmat
(
P vae
i

P va
i

)σvae
(

P va
i

(1 + tLab,i)PFLab

)
. (3.9)

Denoting the endowment of sector specific labor SLsec

i , we have

SL
sec

i = (1− θML
i )DLcom

i

(
PFLab

PLi

)σlab

. (3.10)

Real investment equals real savings by households:

INV = sav. (3.11)

Real government purchases equal the nominal government budget scaled by the government price index:

PUB =
GOVT

PG
. (3.12)

Household utility (U ) equals nominal income across households scaled by the true-cost-of-living index. That
is, in each region we have an aggregate activity U , which supplies utility to the representative household of
that region, and its nominal income is RA. The corresponding market clearance condition is thus

U =
RA

PC
. (3.13)

The final market clearance condition reconciles the balance of payments. The supply of foreign exchange
includes its generation in the export activities and net borrowing from the rest of the world (net capital
account surpluses). The real capital account surplus is held fixed at the exogenous benchmark observation,
denoted ftrn. Foreign exchange is demanded for direct import purchases aswell as the payments to foreign
agents for their contribution to production.

∑
r ̸=O

∑
g

FORIMg
r + ftrn =

∑
r ̸=O

∑
g

IMg
r . (3.14)
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4. Income Balance Conditions
The representative agent (household) earns income from factor endowments, but disposable income nets
out savings and a direct tax transfer to the government. Real savings is held fixed (by the coefficient savh).
We also hold fixed the real level of government spending, but this requires an adjustment in direct taxes on
households. Removal of tariffs, for example, impact the government budget and the shortfall is made up for
by an endogenous increase in the direct taxes on households. We use the auxiliary variable T to scale the
direct taxes appropriately. In addition, the household is assumed to hold any benchmark net international
capital flows. The household’s budget is given by

RA =
∑
f

PFfSf

− savPINV

− dtaxPG× T

+ ftrnPFX (4.1)

The government budget is given by net direct and indirect taxes on domestic and international transactions.
The full nominal government budget is

GOVT = dtaxPG× T

+
∑
g

tconsg PAgµg
CU

PC

(1 + tconsg )PAg

+
∑
g

tinvg PAgµg
INV INV

+
∑
g

tgovg PAgµg
GPUB

+
∑
i

∑
g

tintgi PAghgi(Y
i,p)

+
∑
i

∑
f

tfiPFfθ
i
fθ

va
i (1− θmat

i )Y i

(
PY i

P vae
i

)σmat
(
P vae
i

P va
i

)σvae
(

P va
i

(1 + tfi)PFf

)
+

∑
r ̸=O

∑
g

timp
gr (PFX)IMg

r

+
∑
r ̸=O

∑
g

texpg PXg
rFORIM

g
r (4.2)

Again, the index T is adjusted endogenously to hold the real level of public spending fixed.
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5. Auxiliary Conditions
In addition to the three sets of standard conditions presented above, we use an auxiliary condition to fix
the real size of the government. Specifically, we need to determine the index which scales direct taxes on
households. Associated with the variable T is the following condition:

PUB = pub. (5.1)

Second, we could use auxiliary conditions to consider the steady state simulation instead of the static
simulation. While the capital stock is exogenous with the endogenous capital return in the static simulation,
the capital stock is endogenous with the exogenous capital return (demanded by investors) in the steady
state simulation as modelled in Balistreri et al. (2009). The capital return is determined by the following
equation with the associate variable of capital stock SCAP :

PFCAP = PINV. (5.2)

In this steady state setting, we assume that the real investment is decreased as the capital stock shrinks.
Specifically, we assume that the percentage change in investment equals the percentage change in capital
supply as Francois et al. (2013) does.

∆INV

INV0
=

∆K

K0
, (5.3)

where INV0 and K0 are the benchmark value of investment and capital supply, respectively. In the steady
state simulation, we replace the capital market clearance condition of (3.7) with the equation (5.2), and we
also replace the fixed investment condition (3.11) with endogenous investment condition (5.3).
Lastly, we can also use the following auxiliary condition to include the endogenous unemployment. As
suggested by Blanchflower and Oswald (1994), we characterize the unemployment by a wage curve. With
the unemployment feature in the model, we modify the labor endowment by following the equation:

log
PFLAB

PC
= ϵemp log

UNE

UNE0
, (5.4)

where UNE is the unemployment rate in the counterfactual simulation, UNE0 is the unemployment rate at
the benchmark, and ϵemp is the elasticity of the unemployment with respect to real wage.
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6. Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Greenhouse gas emissions include CO2, CH4, N2O, and fluorinated gases. The main data of GTAP includes
CO2 from the combustion of fossil fuels (i.e., coal, natural gas, and oil products) for each fossil fuel
consumption of each sector or final demand in each region.6 These CO2 from the combustion of fossil
fuels are combined with the consumption of fossil fuels in a fixed proportion (i.e., Leontief function).
GTAP Satellite Data of "Complementary Greenhouse Gas emissions" includes non-energy combustion CO2

and non-CO2 greenhouse gases (i.e., CH4, N2O, and fluorinated gases). One simplified and common way
to include these greenhouse gas emissions (for those that are appropriate to be considered in this way)
is by combining them in a fixed proportion with the activity level or production level. Since some of these
emission data include the association with endowment by industries and input use by industries, using
those information should be possible as well, which we have not explored yet.

6The emission intensity of the "same" fossil fuel product (e.g., refined oil products) is heterogeneous depending on sectors andregions. This reflects the heterogeneity of types of even for the "same" refined oil products (e.g., gasoline vs. jet fuel) and prices.
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7. Climate Policies
One main area of the simulation analysis of this model is climate policies. These include carbon pricing
policies (through carbon tax or emission trading systems), which have long been advocated by economists,
and technology policies (i.e., technology mandates and performance standards), which are commonly
implemented in many countries. Also, facing the concern of carbon leakage, border carbon adjustments
(e.g., the EU Carbon Border Adjustment Mechanism) have been commonly implemented in this type of
simulation model.
Regarding carbon pricing polices, we set the benchmark level of emissions as the endowment for the
government (or households). If we set a smaller endowment (e.g., 90%) as a counterfactual shock, then
the model solves for the endogenous emission price to achieve the specified emission reduction. Similarly,
for a carbon tax, we can set the level of the endowment of emissions as endogenous such that the emission
price is set to a given carbon tax.
It is straightforward to consider different emission pricing among sectors. Specifically, it is fully flexible,
ranging from no trading (each sector in each region has own emission price) to a uniform price among
some sectors in some regions (e.g., EU ETS), to a global uniform emission price. We can simply set up the
emission trading market based on sectors, regions, and types of greenhouse gas emissions as well. In other
words, we could also allow emission trading among different greenhouse gases, if we want.
Another common aspect explored in this type of models is how the extra revenues from carbon pricing are
used. In the literature (e.g., Rausch et al. (2011) and Beck et al. (2015)), it is common to consider three ways
(or some combinations of them): lump-sum return to households, lowering wage tax, and lowering capital
tax.
Technology policies are commonly implemented as a combination of subsidies on green technology and
tax on non-green technology (or all technology) to achieve a certain share of green technology (e.g., Holland
et al. (2009) and Rausch and Yonezawa (2023)). In this case, it is not about how to use the extra revenues,
but instead how to finance the subsides. The tax on non-green technology or all technology is possible.
Alternatively, we can use a more general tax outside of the corresponding sector.
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8. Forward Calibration
We often use a forward calibration technique to create a hypothetical future economy (e.g., 2030). In that
case, We follow the methodology described by Böhringer et al. (2009). We use forecasted data of GDP,
energy demand, and energy prices. There are two widely used data sources: the International Energy
Outlook data from the US EIA (Energy Information Administration) and the World Energy Outlook data from
the IEA (International Energy Agency).
However, we must be careful about how we interpret this hypothetical future economy, which is supposed
to be a reference economy against which we implement counterfactual policies, such as emission reduction
policies. If the forecasted data already reflects some future climate policies, the counterfactual climate
policies will not fully capture the impact of the entire climate policies because some parts are already
embedded into the reference future economy. For example, if the forecasted data reflects a future economy
where half of the emission reduction target is already achieved, then the counterfactual simulation (in the
model) to achieve the emission target captures only the remaining half of the policies.
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