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Emissions 

 

Summary 
Is pollution a dirty word? To answer this question we develop an endogenous growth 
model à la Rebelo (1991) where dirtiness becomes a fundamental choice variable for 
the economy to grow. Conclusions to our analysis say that a positive sustainable 
economic growth is attainable only if polluting production activities are taken into 
account. Moreover, transitional dynamics points out that local stability and uniqueness 
of equilibria are also achieved. 
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Introduction

Nowadays, pollution is still considered a dirty word. The basic question is
whether or not a continued environmental degradation becomes necessary to
the process of industrialisation of an economy of our times. It is commonly
accepted in the literature of this �eld that a clear connection between growth
and environmental quality is so much complex, and not so easy to be found.1

In fact, although concentration in the environment of some pollutants seem
to bene�t from growth (see, for example, coliforms in river basins); others
irremediably worsen (as for CO2, SO2); and still others do exhibit deteri-
oration at a �rst stage followed by clear amelioration in a second phase of
development.
Following Aghion-Howitt (1998), and Grimaud (1999), our scope is then

to introduce environmental concerns as a fundamental choice variable for an
economy to grow. To this end, the present paper is so aimed at describing how
an economy � with depletion of environmental quality � performs by means
of a Rebelo-type (1991) model. Why to choose this model? First, because
it guarantees endogenous growth, although the simplicity of the structure,
which is within the scope of our work. Second, because we do not need to
endogenise the technological sector which is simply maintained constant, thus
simplifying the analysis. In other words, this version of the model considers
a production function close to Rebelo�s (1991), and given by

y = Akz (1)

where z represents a measure of dirtiness due to the existing production
techniques (as pointed out by Aghion-Howitt, 1998), while A is a constant
which captures the level of technology. Besides, y stands for output, and k is
a measure for aggregate capital, respectively. As we do not distinguish any
kind of specialisation among workers, from now on we will be dealing only
with variables in per capita terms. Therefore, the level of new investments
in physical capital can be expressed in the usual form

_k = y � c

We also borrow from Aghion-Howitt (1998) the assumption that pollution
be a by-product of output. The �ow of pollution loads P is then assumed to

1For a complete survey of the literature concerning environmental economics, sustain-
able development and endogenous growth, see Pittel (2003).
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be proportional to the level of production, and to the use of cleaner technolo-
gies (which means low values of z) that reduce the pollution/output ratio

P = Y z  > 0 (2)

Following the existing literature of the �eld we also assume that the struc-
ture of preferences be given by the following CIES utility function:

U(c; E) =
(cE)1�� � 1
1� �

where c is per capita consumption, and E the usual environmental quality
indicator (see, for example, Musu, 1995).2 Moreover, we de�ne

�(c; E) =
E � UE
c � Uc

as the ratio of the values of environmental quality and consumption, both
evaluated at their marginal utilities (see Le Kama-Schubert, 2004). That is,
�(�) re�ects the �relative preference for the environment�of the representa-
tive agent. Therefore, the utility function we adopted so far allows us to deal
with the useful property of unitarian �green preferences�, that is � = 1.
On the other hand, environmental quality is supposed to evolve according

to the law of motion
_E = �E � P (3)

where � represents the speed at which nature regenerates, and being now
aware of the functional form assumed by the �ow of pollution, when we
substitute equation (1) into (2), such that P = Y z = Akz1+.
Finally, we focus on a centralised solution problem.3

2Both arguments c and E enter this utility function as two substitute goods. That
is, as long as one increases, the second one must necessarily be reduced. Formally, this
assumption requires

@2U

@c@E
=
1� �
(cE)�

< 0

and consequently, � > 1. Remember also that the higher �, the less willing are households
to accept deviations from a uniform pattern of consumption over time (see Barro-Sala-i-
Martin, 2004).

3Appendix A provides a complete solution to the maximisation problem which will be
discussed in the next section.
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Social planner analysis

The social planner maximises the present discounted utility

1Z
0

(cE)1�� � 1
1� � e��tdt

subject to the following constraints on per capita physical capital, and envi-
ronmental quality:

_k = Akz � c
_E = �E � Akz1+

and given initial conditions on the state variables

k(0) = k0 E(0) = E0

The current value Hamiltonian then looks like

HC =
(cE)1�� � 1
1� � + � [Akz � c] + �

�
�E � Akz1+

�
where �, and � represent the shadow prices of physical capital, and environ-
mental quality, respectively.
First order condition for a maximum requires the discount Hamiltonian

function to be maximised with respect to its control variables (c, and z)

@HC
@c

= 0 =) � = c��E1�� (4)

@HC
@z

= 0 =) � = �(1 + )z1+ (5)

though the canonical system provides also the law of motion of each costate
variable,

_�

�
= �

�


1 + 

�
Az + � (6)

_�

�
= � c

E
(1 + )z � � + �
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this leading to a balanced growth rate given by

g =
' (1 + ) ~z + � � �

2� � 1 (7)

where ' represents the share of consumption to environmental quality.4

A comparative static exercise might show that, depending the growth
rate, g, on the level of dirty emissions, ~z, it follows necessarily that when ~z
increases, g raises accordingly. Hence, polluting emissions seem necessary for
the economy to grow in the long-run. Formally,

@g

@~z
=
' (1 + ) ~z�1

2� � 1 > 0

since we assumed � > 1.

Local stability and uniqueness of equilibria

Which path will this economy follow while converging to the steady state? Is
our system stable or unstable? If it is stable, do solutions describe uniqueness
or multiplicity of equilibria, or might we face indeterminacy problems? To
answer these questions, we ought to investigate the local stability properties
of the BGP found in the previous section and describe the reasons for why
an indeterminate equilibrium could possibly arise. To this end, we have to
analyse the Jacobian matrix of the reduced system, and check for the sign of
the associated eigenvalues.
First of all, to reduce the system, we introduce the following convenient

variable substitution:

x =
c

E
(8)

y =
c

k
4Solution to this model requires consumption and environmental quality to grow in

balanced growth at the same rate, that is

_c

c
=

_E

E
= g

thus being the share of consumption to environmental quality constant along the BGP,
c

E
= '.
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and make the weak sustainability condition, that is we assume the environ-
mental quality to grow over time at a constant rate ( _E

E
= �);5 thus driving

to a system of three equations in three unknowns

_x

x
=

��
1� 2�
�

�
� � �

�

�
+

�


1 + 

�
A

�
z

_y

y
=

��
1� �
�

�
� � �

�

�
+

�
 � �(1 + )

1 + 

�
A

�
z + y

_z

z
=

�


+

�
1 + 



�
xz � A

1 + 
z

with the following steady state values

~x =

�


1 + 

�
1

~z

�
A~z

1 + 
� �



�
~y = A~z � �

~z =

�
�+ ��

A

�
(1 + )

where � = �� (1� �) � > 0.
The Jacobian matrix, evaluated at the steady state, then becomes

J� = J(~x;~y;~z) =

26664
0 0

�

1+

�
A
�

0 �
�
�
h
��(1+)
1+

i
A
�
~z
h
��(1+)
1+

i
A
�
~y�

1+


�
~z1+ 0 � A~z

1+

37775
with the following associated signs6

J� =

24 0 0 +
0 + �
+ 0 �

35
Proposition 1 Let assume the following parameters� restrictions:  > 1,
� > 1, � > 0, ' > 0, and � > �; then the equilibrium is locally unique: J�

has one negative eigenvalue and two eigenvalues with positive real parts.
5Remember that under the weak sustainability version, environmental quality is not

constrained to be constant over time ( _E = 0), thanks to technological progress which
permits to substitute natural capital with phisical capital continuously.

6Since both parameters  and � are constrained to be greater than unity ( > 1, � > 1).
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Proof. For completeness, see also the Appendix B.
Brie�y, we are able to derive the characteristic equation of the system,

de�ned as
��3 + trJ��2 �BJ��+DetJ� = 0

being � the auxiliary variable (the eigenvalue of the system). Provided that
trJ� > 0, BJ� < 0, and DetJ� < 0, we can thus check for local stability
of the system around the steady state by means of the neat Routh-Hurwitz
theorem, which can be summarised as

The number of roots of the characteristic polynomial with positive real

parts is equal to the number of variations of sign in the scheme

�1 trJ� �BJ� + DetJ
�

trJ�
DetJ�

that we can brie�y synthesise for our model as

� + + �

that is, we have two changes of sign, hence J� has one negative eigenvalue and
two eigenvalues with positive real parts. As a consequence, the equilibrium
is locally unique.
Trying to simulate the system numerically, we can solve for it by sub-

stituting out some reasonable parameter values that can be found across
the literature on the �eld (See, for example, Stokey, 1998).7 Therefore, the
characteristic equation of the system now becomes

f(�) = ��3 + 0:09�2 + 0:013�� 0:0007 (9)

7With the following parameters�scheme:

 � A � �
2 1:5 1 0:03 0:02

the Jacobian matrix now becomes:

J� =

24 0 0 0:44
0 0:15 0:09
0:01 0 �0:06

35
since we assume that the level of technology (A) is normalised to one, for simplicity, while
 and � are strictly greater than one. Moreover, natural capital is assumed to grow at a

3% annual rate
�
_E
E = � = 0:03

�
. Finally, we assume a small, but still positive, level of the

social discount rate, �.
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which can be solved through Cardano�s formula, and represented as follows

f( )

Figure 1: Characteristic Function

that is to say, there is a double change of sign, and there are one negative
eigenvalue and two complex conjugate eigenvalues with positive real part.8

With a three-dimensional phase space, motion close to an equilibrium can
be studied on the basis of local linearised equations. In our case, graphic

8Cardano�s formula to solve cubic equations in basic form:

x3 + ax2 + bx+ c = 0

can be obtained through the convenient substitution y = x+a=3, that leads to the reduced
form:

y3 + py + q = 0

with p = 3b�a2
3 and q = c+ 2a3

27 �
ab
3 , thus deriving the following associated roots:

x1 = �a
3
+ u+ v

x2;3 = �a
3
� u+ v

2
�
p
3
u� v
2

i

where i =
p
�1 is the imaginary root, u = 3

q
� q
2 +

p
D and v = 3

q
� q
2 �

p
D, whereas

D =
�
p
3

�3
+
�
q
2

�2
is the discriminant.
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representation of the solution might be depicted as

1 negative and 2 complex
conjugate with positive real
part eigenvalues

Figure 2: Liapunov�s Saddle

As pointed out in the Argand diagram above the picture, we can think of
it as a so-called Liapunov�s �saddle of index 2�, where the index stands for the
number of positive eigenvalues. Hence, for any starting value of our state-like
variables � capital (k) and environmental quality (E) � the corresponding
initial values of our control-like variables � consumption (c) and the level
of dirtiness (z) � must be those which lay along the stable manifold that
drives the system towards the stable equilibrium point. The general idea is
that, for any positive initial level of physical and natural capital, k0 and E0,
there is a unique initial level of consumption and dirtiness, c0 and z0, that
is consistent with households�intertemporal optimisation. Obviously, if the
economy does not start with these initial values, that is we are o¤ the stable
manifold, we will never reach the equilibrium, thus being balanced growth
amongst variables irremediably compromised.

Remarks

Although some attempts have been made to extend traditional endogenous
growth models, they mostly lead to indeterminacy, that is multiple equilib-
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ria might arise.9 Traditional explanations of indeterminacy arising in en-
dogenous growth models is explained through two identical economies with
identical initial conditions that might consume, produce new goods though
polluting the environment, and exploit natural resources at completely di¤er-
ent rates. Only in the long run are these economies supposed to converge to
the same growth rate, but not to the same level of output, consumption, and
human and physical capital.10 Conclusions to our analysis say that we might
face determinacy instead, and transitional dynamics con�rms that when en-
vironmental issues are introduced into a Rebelo (1991) type model a unique
stable equilibrium can be reached (that is, BGP is determinate), depending
on the initial values the economy starts up with.

Appendix

A The Social Planner Maximisation Problem

The current value Hamiltonian for the maximisation problem is given by

Hc =
(cE)1�� � 1
1� � + � [Akz � c] + �

�
�E � Akz1+

�
(A.1)

where � and � denote the costate variables associated with the accumu-
lation of physical and natural capital, respectively.

1. First order conditions can be written as:

1.a
�
@Hc
@c
= 0

�
:

@Hc
@c

= c��E1�� � � = 0 =) c��E1�� = � (A.2)

9For example, Benhabib and Perli (1994) study the dynamics of endogenous growth
in a generalised version of Lucas (1988) that incorporates a labour-leisure choice; while
Scholz and Ziemes (1999) try to explain exhaustible resource use by means of a Romer
(1990) type model. They both conclude that equilibrium trajectories are indeterminate,
and a continuum of equilibria is very likely to happen.
10It is usually assumed the presence of cultural and non-economic factors a¤ecting funda-

mentals like technology or preferences to greenery, as a possible explanation for equilibria
to di¤er along the transition paths.
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1.b
�
@Hc
@z
= 0

�
:

@Hc
@z

= �Ak � �(1 + )Akz = 0 (A.3)

that is simply11

� = �(1 + )z (A.4)

2. Equation of motion for each costate variable is given by

_� = �@Hc
@k

+ �� (A.5)

_� = �@Hc
@E

+ �� (A.6)

and we can simply derive, by means of the conditions obtained above:

_�

�
= �

�


1 + 

�
Az + � (A.7)

_�

�
= � c

E
(1 + )z � � + �

2.b whereas, taking logs in (A.1) and di¤erentiating, we have

_�

�
= �� _c

c
+ (1� �)

_E

E
(A.8)

since we assume that, in balanced growth, c and E must grow at the same
rate, g, it is indeed true that

_�

�
= (1� 2�)g (A.9)

11Necessary condition for a maximum can be checked by studying the sign of all principal
minors of the Hessian matrix for the control variables of the problem, whose determinant
is formed by the following signs:

jHj =
���� � 0
0 �

����
thus obtaining, jH1j < 0, jH2j = jHj > 0, that is to say, the system is maximised.
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2.c Moreover, the law of motion of the shadow price of the environment, the
costate variable �, is

_� = �c1��E�� � �� + �� (A.10)

or, alternatively,
_�

�
= �UE

�
� � + � (A.11)

given that @U(�)
@E

= c1��E�� = UE. But substituting out � in the RHS,
by means of equation (A.4), we obtain

_�

�
= �UE

�
(1 + )z � � + � (A.12)

Since � = Uc, from FOC, and given constancy of z in balanced growth at
some value ~z, we have

_�

�
= �UE

Uc
(1 + )~z � � + � (A.13)

and �nally, since equilibrium requires that UE
Uc
= c

E
= ', it follows

_�

�
= �'(1 + )~z � � + � (A.14)

2.d Equation (A.4) says that

� = �(1 + )z (A.15)

but we are assuming that, for balanced growth to be achieved, z must
be held constant at some value called ~z. In fact, from equation (1) we
can derive

_y

y
=
_k

k
+
_z

z

but since balanced growth requires both output, y, and physical capital,
k, to grow at the same rate, it follows consequently that z must be held
constant at some value called ~z. Hence, � and � must be equal, so it
is their growth rate:

_�

�
=
_�

�
(A.16)
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On the other hand, from (A.16), by means of (A.9), follows that

�t = �t = ~�e
(1�2�)gt (A.17)

where (1� 2�)g < 0, since we assumed that � > 1.
It is easy to note that as long as t!1 all Lagrange multipliers converge

to zero (with ~� being a constant value assumed by both shadow prices in
BGP).

4. Transversality conditions for a free terminal state hold for all shadow
prices, and are given by

lim
t!1

�ke��t = ~�e(1�2�)gt~kegte��t = ~�~ke�(2�g+�)t = 0 (A.18)

lim
t!1

�Ee��t = ~�e(1�2�)gt ~Eegte��t = ~� ~Ee�(2�g+�)t = 0

where ~�, ~�, and ~k, ~E, are the shadow prices and the state-values on
the balanced growth path, respectively.

5. Moreover, for free time t, we need to show that lim
t!1

H = 0, which is

always veri�ed due to convergence towards zero of both the discounted
utility function, lim

t!1
U(�)e��t = 0, and all the multipliers, as proved

above.

B Dynamics of a Rebelo-type model with dirt-
iness

Transitional dynamics of the problem can be derived through the law of
motion of the state variables:

_k = Akz � c (B.1)
_E = �E � Akz1+

with the stated equations for the multipliers:

_�

�
= �

�


1 + 

�
Az + � (B.2)

_�

�
= � c

E
(1 + )~z � � + �
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and being aware that the law of motion for z can be derived from �rst order
condition (5), by taking logs to both sides, and then substituting out the law
of motion of each multiplier, as de�ned in (6).
To make things simpler, we adopt the following convenient substitutions:

c

E
= x (B.3)

c

k
= y

and derive the system of autonomous equations:

_x

x
=

��
1� 2�
�

�
� � �

�

�
+

�


1 + 

�
A

�
z (B.4)

_y

y
=

��
1� �
�

�
� � �

�

�
+

�
 � �(1 + )

1 + 

�
A

�
z + y

_z

z
=

�


+

�
1 + 



�
xz � A

1 + 
z

with the following steady-states equilibria:

~x =

�


1 + 

�
1

~z

�
A~z

1 + 
� �



�
(B.5)

~y = A~z � �

~z =

�
�+ ��

A

�
(1 + )

where � = �� (1� 2�)� > 0.
Stability analysis can be checked through the signs of the Jacobian matrix

of the system

J�(~x;~y;~z) =

24 J�11 J�12 J�13
J�21 J�22 J�23
J�31 J�32 J�33

35
evaluated at the steady state (~x; ~y; ~z), thus obtaining,

J�(~x;~y;~z) =

26664
0 0

�

1+

�
A
�

0 �
�
�
h
��(1+)
1+

i
A
�
~z
h
��(1+)
1+

i
A
�
~y�

1+


�
~z1+ 0 � A~z

1+

37775 (B.6)
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where we assume _E
E
= � > 0, and � > 1.

The associated determinant then becomes

DetJ� =

���������
0 0

�

1+

�
A
�

0 �
�
�
h
��(1+)
1+

i
A
�
~z
h
��(1+)
1+

i
A
�
~y�

1+


�
~z1+ 0 � A~z

1+

��������� (B.7)

that can be reduced to

DetJ� = �A
�
~z1+

�
�

�
�
�
 � �(1 + )

1 + 

�
A

�
~z

�
(B.8)

which is always negative (DetJ� < 0), as long as all parameters are con-
strained to be positive and, particularly, either  > 1 or � > 1, thus deter-
mining the following sign sequence for each matrix element:

J� =

24 0 0 +
0 + �
+ 0 �

35 (B.9)

2. Following Benhabib and Perli (1994), we need to check for the sign
of the real part of the roots (the eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix),
and study the stability of the system by means of the Routh-Hurwitz
criterion. To this end, we derive the characteristic equation of the
Jacobian matrix:

��3 + trJ��2 �BJ��+DetJ� = 0

and examine the variation of signs in the following sequence:

�1 trJ� �BJ� + DetJ
�

trJ�
DetJ�

where the trace of the determinant is given by

trJ� = J�11 + J
�
22 + J

�
33

that is explicitly

trJ� =
�

�
�
�



1 + 

�
(1� �)A~z

�
(B.10)
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which is clearly positive (trJ� > 0), since � > 1.
Furthermore, the cross determinant of the minors, is given by

BJ =

���� J�11 J�12
J�21 J�22

����+ ���� J�22 J�23
J�32 J�33

����+ ���� J�11 J�13
J�31 J�33

����
or, explicitly,

BJ� = �A
�
~z

�
�

�
�
�
 � �(1 + )

1 + 

�
A

�
~z

�
� A
�
~z1+ (B.11)

which is clearly always strictly negative, BJ < 0.
And since,

�BJ� + DetJ
�

trJ�
=
A

�
~z

�
�

�
�
�
 � �(1 + )

1 + 

�
A

�
~z

�
+

+
A

�
~z1+ �

A
�
~z1+

n
�
�
�
h
��(1+)
1+

i
A
�
~z
o

�
�
�
�


1+

�
(1��)A~z

�

> 0 (B.12)

it is indeed true that the necessary condition

�BJ� + DetJ
�

trJ�
> 0

always holds. It can be so proved that there are two change of sign in the
characteristic roots, with one negative eigenvalue and two eigenvalues with
positive real part. That is, there is always a continuum of equilibria.

References

[1] Aghion, P.; Howitt, P. Endogenous Growth Theory. 2nd ed. Cambridge,
Massachusetts, MIT Press, 1998.

[2] Ayong Le Kama, A.; Schubert, K. �The consequences of an endogenous
discounting depending on environmental quality�. Environmental and
Resource Economics (2004), vol. 28 (1), p. 31-53.

[3] Barro, R.J.; Sala-i-Martin, X. Economic Growth. Cambridge, Massa-
chusetts, MIT Press, 2004.

16



[4] Benhabib, J.; Perli, R. �Uniqueness and indeterminacy: On the dynam-
ics of endogenous growth�. Journal of Economic Theory (1994), vol. 63,
p. 113-142.

[5] Grimaud, A. �Pollution Permits and Sustainable Growth in a Schum-
peterianModel�. Journal of Environmental Economics and Management
(1999), vol. 38, p. 249-266.

[6] Lucas, R.E. �On the mechanics of economic development�. Journal of
Monetary Economics (1988), vol. 22, p. 3-42.

[7] Musu, I. Transitional Dynamics to Optimal Sustainable Growth. Fon-
dazione ENI Enrico Mattei (1995), Working Paper n. 50.95.

[8] Pittel, K. Sustainability and Endogenous Growth. Cheltenham, Edward
Elgar, 2003.

[9] Rebelo, S. �Long-run policy analysis and long-run growth�. Journal of
Political Economy (1991), vol. 99, p. 500-521.

[10] Romer, P.M. �Endogenous Technological Change�. Journal of Political
Economy (1990), vol. 98, p. S71-S102.

[11] Scholz, C.M.; Ziemes, G. �Exhaustible resources, monopolistic competi-
tion and endogenous growth�. Environmental and Resource Economics
(1999), vol. 13, p. 169-185.

[12] Stokey, N.L. �Are there limits to growth?�. International Economic Re-
view (1998), vol. 39, p. 1-31.

17



NOTE DI LAVORO DELLA FONDAZIONE ENI ENRICO MATTEI 
Fondazione Eni Enrico Mattei Working Paper Series 

Our Note di Lavoro are available on the Internet at the following addresses: 
http://www.feem.it/Feem/Pub/Publications/WPapers/default.html 

http://www.ssrn.com/link/feem.html 
http://www.repec.org 

http://agecon.lib.umn.edu 
 
 
 
 
 

NOTE DI LAVORO PUBLISHED IN 2006 
   

SIEV 1.2006 Anna ALBERINI: Determinants and Effects on Property Values of Participation in Voluntary Cleanup Programs: 
The Case of Colorado 

CCMP 2.2006 Valentina BOSETTI, Carlo CARRARO and Marzio GALEOTTI:  Stabilisation Targets, Technical Change and the 
Macroeconomic Costs of Climate Change Control 

CCMP 3.2006 Roberto ROSON: Introducing Imperfect Competition in CGE Models: Technical Aspects and Implications 
KTHC 4.2006 Sergio VERGALLI: The Role of Community in Migration Dynamics 

SIEV 5.2006 Fabio GRAZI, Jeroen C.J.M. van den BERGH and Piet RIETVELD: Modeling Spatial Sustainability: Spatial 
Welfare Economics versus Ecological Footprint 

CCMP 6.2006 Olivier DESCHENES and Michael GREENSTONE: The Economic Impacts of Climate Change: Evidence from 
Agricultural Profits and Random Fluctuations in Weather 

PRCG 7.2006 Michele MORETTO and Paola VALBONESE: Firm Regulation and Profit-Sharing: A Real Option Approach 
SIEV 8.2006 Anna ALBERINI and Aline CHIABAI: Discount Rates in Risk v. Money and Money v. Money Tradeoffs 
CTN 9.2006 Jon X. EGUIA: United We Vote 
CTN 10.2006 Shao CHIN SUNG and Dinko DIMITRO: A Taxonomy of Myopic Stability Concepts for Hedonic Games 
NRM 11.2006 Fabio CERINA (lxxviii): Tourism Specialization and Sustainability: A Long-Run Policy Analysis 

NRM 12.2006 Valentina BOSETTI, Mariaester CASSINELLI and Alessandro LANZA (lxxviii): Benchmarking in Tourism 
Destination, Keeping in Mind the Sustainable Paradigm 

CCMP 13.2006 Jens HORBACH: Determinants of Environmental Innovation – New Evidence from German Panel Data Sources
KTHC 14.2006 Fabio SABATINI:  Social Capital, Public Spending and the Quality of Economic Development: The Case of Italy
KTHC 15.2006 Fabio SABATINI: The Empirics of Social Capital and Economic Development: A Critical Perspective 
CSRM 16.2006 Giuseppe DI VITA:  Corruption, Exogenous Changes in Incentives and Deterrence 

CCMP 17.2006 Rob B. DELLINK and Marjan W. HOFKES: The Timing of National Greenhouse Gas Emission Reductions in 
the Presence of Other Environmental Policies 

IEM 18.2006 Philippe QUIRION: Distributional Impacts of Energy-Efficiency Certificates Vs. Taxes and Standards 
CTN 19.2006 Somdeb LAHIRI: A Weak Bargaining Set for Contract Choice Problems 

CCMP 20.2006 Massimiliano MAZZANTI  and Roberto ZOBOLI: Examining the Factors Influencing Environmental 
Innovations  

SIEV 21.2006 Y. Hossein FARZIN and Ken-ICHI AKAO: Non-pecuniary Work Incentive and Labor Supply 

CCMP 22.2006 Marzio GALEOTTI, Matteo MANERA and Alessandro LANZA: On the Robustness of Robustness Checks of the 
Environmental Kuznets Curve 

NRM 23.2006 Y. Hossein FARZIN and Ken-ICHI AKAO: When is it Optimal to Exhaust a Resource in a Finite Time? 

NRM 24.2006 Y. Hossein FARZIN and Ken-ICHI AKAO: Non-pecuniary Value of Employment and Natural Resource 
Extinction 

SIEV 25.2006 Lucia VERGANO and Paulo A.L.D. NUNES: Analysis and Evaluation of Ecosystem Resilience: An Economic 
Perspective 

SIEV 26.2006 
Danny CAMPBELL, W. George HUTCHINSON and Riccardo SCARPA: Using Discrete Choice Experiments to
Derive Individual-Specific WTP Estimates for Landscape Improvements under Agri-Environmental Schemes
Evidence from the Rural Environment Protection Scheme in Ireland 

KTHC 27.2006 Vincent M. OTTO, Timo KUOSMANEN and Ekko C. van IERLAND: Estimating Feedback Effect in Technical 
Change: A Frontier Approach 

CCMP 28.2006 Giovanni BELLA: Uniqueness and Indeterminacy of Equilibria in a Model with Polluting Emissions 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

(lxxviii) This paper was presented at the Second International Conference on "Tourism and Sustainable 
Economic Development - Macro and Micro Economic Issues" jointly organised by CRENoS (Università 
di Cagliari and Sassari, Italy) and Fondazione Eni Enrico Mattei, Italy, and supported by the World Bank, 
Chia, Italy, 16-17 September 2005. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 2006 SERIES 

  CCMP Climate Change Modelling and Policy  (Editor: Marzio Galeotti ) 

  SIEV Sustainability Indicators and Environmental Valuation (Editor: Anna Alberini) 

  NRM Natural Resources Management  (Editor: Carlo Giupponi) 

  KTHC Knowledge, Technology, Human Capital  (Editor: Gianmarco Ottaviano) 

  IEM International Energy Markets (Editor: Anil Markandya) 

  CSRM Corporate Social Responsibility and Sustainable Management (Editor: Sabina Ratti) 

  PRCG Privatisation Regulation Corporate Governance (Editor: Bernardo Bortolotti) 

  ETA Economic Theory and Applications (Editor: Carlo Carraro) 

  CTN Coalition Theory Network 

 




