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An Important Problem Aggregate effects

Heterogeneous effects

= Study on carbon pricing using detailed household

= Climate change is the defining problem of our time; broad consensus that = First stage: F-statistic of 21, no evidence for weak instrument problems

carbon pricing is the way to address it micro data for the United Kingdom (confirm external validity using data for
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First stage regression: F-statistic: 20.95, R?: 3.65% . i i
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are important for climate change mitigation
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