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Abstract

Consumer behavior can be significantly influenced by the individual’s financial state,
including their asset holdings and income. This thesis ventures further into this dynamic,
studying the interplay between these factors and behavioral preferences, particularly the
effect of present bias. Under the framework of two-asset model, we find that present bias
greatly enhances the marginal propensity to consume, but simultaneously leads to a re-
duction in their asset holdings. By combining consumers with exponential discounting
preferences and those with present-bias discounting preferences, the calibrated model re-
quires only a 4% gap between the returns on liquid and illiquid assets. This allows it to
align with a range of macroeconomic distribution data and empirical average MPC within
reasonable bounds. Compared to the 8% asset return gap required by the two-asset model
in Kaplan and Violante (2022), the return differential used in our model is more closely

aligned with empirical data.

Keywords: Heterogeneous agents, Instantaneous gratification, Marginal propensity to

consume, Borrowing constraints, Hand-to-mouth
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#—% Introduction

Mrcrc g R - B R AR - A e B i
3 % ¥ (marginal propensity to consume) 5z i 13 st B E R e € e
e B R e o HAMPC Edp i §F I - LRt M - B
PERE P rid ) F B B o AR MAsT A 17 S0k MPC e AR
FATFRY LI P EERE TR DB INE R DT E o F 0 B

BN P R w42 A MPC 7 Ak 1= e 42 554 BV B s SR A

4

FHES LA A Y APRERE - BEACA A AR - EE R T AL

Tt GEAr T BT ARE P kR ) e TR AL B EFEE RS
MPC + /| -
ERMMEATES i B Y o &L | F #3] (representative agent model)

ARG IS REApE > HcF K PMPC 2% © 2@ » & MPC 9
BETY O AER /I%;}F] ¥ 2emt A B enfEiR T > $500 3 $1,000 e g o~
BT A 4 ch T 33%E B MPC 4t 15% I 25% (Jappelli and Pistaferri (2010)
frHavranek and Sokolova (2020) <7724 ) > % % *T i3 B G AE @A A 44 4
SIMPCc% o 31 > P #RMPCHeG ~ £ end FTid o ige @0 A4

MPC X 38FF » # 1§ 2 :Ié’»-,ﬁ ;@;gﬁmg %‘rr} YR .

g o B F 14 B A B3 (Heterogeneous agent model) =R £ (Huggett (1993)
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frAiyagari (1994)) ~ 7 i}’ % % 7 5 04834 (Laibson (2015) fvGul and Pesendorfer

(2001)) ~ ™1 2 ## 3 F A h R 712 (Kaplanetal, 2014) » & 7 { % 0B F i i 43

AR AT Y - 2w 0 3R E B2 aE i R AL (Achdou et al., 2022) @ {7 24
FoEERcE S 22 BB F % MPC £ 5E - & (¢ » Kaplan and Violante

(2022) $ 3T % AT & MPC 3RAELH 2+ & -

Kaplan and Violante (2022) v* 3 4o 5 [ iy 45 ~ P 8 B J 12~ B2 7 F
Fa 22 RF *ﬁé“ A 0 Bl B A T MPC 2 R F oo F2
T % M7 k% (hand-to-mouth) e+t ] 8 & 4 f + MPC crRf 4 % - Ra - A+
SRR X2 T > TIT A R EE KIS MPC R B T AR sk B 1
Era x> oS FA B R TV UEF L e R R M T B AW AN b
BAGEPTARMFIRE N BT AT EIFEFAL Y OMPC K - 4
#2 T > Jordaetal (2019) 5iE p 1950 & chE M¥kdy - BRI L5 R H £

FRAR K B R AR LR K 5 4% -

¥ #&*tKaplan and Violante (2022) en % » A PR BIEEH B F 7 5 0§
—%z VR F AN FTAFIFE S PR o Fp o A 5 & - =Y "”Fl‘f —‘%‘E’ﬁ
ALl N = EAL - A R S ) D R ORI ENE S B I
A KRB A KdET { < GdTIRE o i F - R (dynamically inconsistent) i

Y erFt 3 p Strotz (1956)F 4 G4t £ AW e o 307 L 3)3F § & F % gk

Ha BEF EFESS LI (4o ¢ Ashraf et al. (2006) ~ Frederick et al. (2002)) o

R

B R F R AT - RAOEAMEBEERG A L RO R AR
B3 FLAPMPC s §REL Sy §EEHF O RNF A - F LG
s > #7A 4 ehT B MPC sk ¥ % - %€ 3 4r (Kaplan and Violante, 2022) - %]

Mo ABEFETEREEY RS A RER RS G B EGYT

434

B R i R A F AR R R AT AFPF LI g
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T R AR EE TS F ASRIE D R 2 K3y % hT 35 MPC sk -
I ST B = e SR Sl S
003 0y el SR e B2 S BB O e o B AR

—

MEFALT AR XY NG

o r deml el B et L A e e e
el i PR S B N AT R A M
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A e g * i A PF R ehA T A Alyagari-Bewley-Huggett #5073 o &4k ih
e APy - B B B R T B F e (Heterogeneous
income) » + ,Tﬁinii pEERE > &R Y f,‘ rjer $R G fRd (N s
(idiosyncratic shock) o ¥ ® 2% i B3k 3% b8 3 & 5 "Lk fi eh © X 1B 42 (Poisson
process) ° # =t o AP D F A A 2 FL R f Rz U HE o 17
FA Do B UE e f RS B X
RZEIBADREY R T- FERFPYPRTFALRP R 270 kI H
- T A NP ARDEAFECE PR HRERE PR 5N
g shentt A B A (representative agent) 7| » i% i Aiyagari-Bewley-Huggett -
A AT AR Y RfE - B AR T AL T DR T Y BEA S -
F_ ] en? k2% (hand-to-mouth) » ;ﬁ- B 4 T3 MPC Mae 33 L Se BEIT R F ahlg

LT

¥ - % m » 22 Campbell and Mankiw (1991) 7 Spender-Saver #5-3| 5¢ o7 > F% i

-

BB 3 AR R AT R R F B 5 T R R
2ol AR A g AT § F 5 hikt o B Kaplan and Violante
(2022) ¢ g BT GE I F R RAT L hA FAKAT AR ENT
MPC > it B & kA AT A TEFPAFER g S e Bz o ¥ - 3§ 0
THEER WA FEBRA G AL AL L hMPCe KA o BB § R EY
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PEFFROCOT AR RFENIG F T REO o RS oAl m 2 B

~m)

EFAY T HFT A RELE MPC & | o B A K 23 IR £ dp et
B R IR T R K A R WA T T T A

B RALTAFRPFLIEL P DERT D AREIEFEL S DTIBMPC -

ﬁ_ﬁuf_ég s NN AT mﬁf""]m:ﬁ,% N ﬁm k,{@g S B3EH ST R —F;\,g,
RitEL T OFEER > VTR BENHREEN R e DA #H - AP BER

oMY R A SR TR DAY R E R gk
Koo FRA L OIS AP R T RIS R ML h R PR A 3 iR

% RS

2.1 Preferences

PR T hE T WEPFR % F 4 9>t Harris and Laibson (2013) # 5 &
12 = %% & (Instantaneously Gratification) P fF ik 4% 1% 5 S 34 pF F 7 g 7 iR3E
A BT EY AP PHL G R - BRRFERT o v PAFEE
L g (quasi-hyperbolic) F fF 47 4§ ™ W EFE I 47 © 1, 86, 67, 50°, ... < 4P
He 0 IG e TR T IRARIT N 00 KRB FRET T 0§ T R S

oo BAMAPEE =00 IG i Pl N 4o A7t

1 ift=0
D(t) = (2.1)

Be P ift >0
AT Y L 0 PER R Y 0 0 5 B A AF P FE TR AR 0 &
MHERER A o d AL 00 P FARATEE AARTTRIUT MR S g AT

2

(exponential discount) » 7 gt % 5 #* < 1§J<v‘ VR Rk p T3 G AR & o 4p
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e s fd FPFR 2T o AP ki L g T REhiE R o i

B=08:p=3%FgblL 3R 2.1 ¢ -

o
)

IG Discount Function D(t)
o
(4]

°
»

0.3 L 1 L L 1
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Figure 2.1: Discount function D(t) : 3% Bl "/ IGT R I8t f = 0.8 fr p = 3% PF
A e FUFI AT TREC=0EARE>0) TR EAL I A .

&@ﬁﬁ%@@&&ﬁ@ﬁa,ﬁwu—&%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ@a,ﬁ
 4p #3474 (exponential discount preference) i) § % o ¥ - 3 & » A Harris
and Laibson (2013) ¢ - IG &% 3 'ﬁ L 'ﬁ? ABRFIP g T RO
BwA 5 = 83 % P 0 (sophisticated) ~ %4 % X (Partial naive) 1 2 X E
(Naive) o 2V i s B2 R &3 f K B0 8 & § 7T ke k > = BAR Y § 5 4
w;ﬁEzﬁwﬁegiDuﬁﬁEzlvﬁm%i’%WﬁN%ﬁ Z2Hp e F

T HF 0 BT R B T R AR E XGRS

[

peang T RAGRMAMER S T RFORE S XL R HRIR 2R
PRI FTRFNEL XY ENAR A R g E I UL

2 m,ﬂ

~mk

BEEAR (KA o R e gkp e IGHRERNER G FEFL)
# tMaxted (2020) p 41 = 820 fi e § ¥ fif % hE B 4 15130 IG faE -

F R end B Gt 3 R T EEHE R T R P e T

o

A2 ? s APRIG HEFaR TG o I Lk EIG %ﬁ;ﬁjiﬂ‘%‘:_ﬁ
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4v fr Laibson and Maxted (2023) #7if » IG 4 & 228 — f&.« 2 & a7 F E 3]
MR- fEARITRYT R F PV R R dle AR ERE DL
BUOREE S RBEN T T 2 TRk o Bigie) PR dE e G A
$¢ > Laibson and Maxted (2023) P i § & [ e [G I 4% $034) 7 13T 20 3G 2o 12
B LRy THIEFL (FRFIE - 23 - %2 F) T4 4 el

o p- BRI IG Y H i R fE Y i g

2.2 Household Balance sheet

* B § F G R iefc ~ (Heterogeneous income) » # ek pF Y 8
P e gh g o TRl FL#F (idiosyncratic shock) % Uk

1% § $2 1842 (Poisson process) o #\ i #y » F AL L 1 3 I BeiE b gt o

=

S A X T o AL % Kaplan etal. (2018) =7 XBFARASLABET A
bILE e BT A ar BT o BT AR 3 ASULEE > VRED § o

B o pEE > AREETARG G A ARBEFF R QAL - X

s
o
‘g.
S

B
3«\
A
FBS
W
é
_<.
*‘!%

S AT ARFIGE EEE S 0 > 0 5 F s F
BFAET - kPR f § 4 § BT AR X 2N LT A PR

B SF R AMAM G o AFEE LHI5V P fp#tKaplan and Violante (2022) # i

;#j)i'%’j—iﬁfﬁﬁ,é\:xfﬁyz}\ ,)JF. FTUEREL - g B LR (F D<0)
SRR ERF L FRAPBEREESF RA SRR S - B
BT we s £ 2 R P e T =0t e 2 KR R IF B 80

BEAEAY s A AY Y Ak RuFT AN Ao EFACL A
FAFRTEE- LFHTHTE S A EEAE (Kaplan et al. (2014) » 2% 7 53] P 2
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i)
44
s
7l

% ¥ - 6 N 1 2B 2 k¢ 7 Rotemberg (1982) chdh 5 4+ — A 4 & |

##* (Inaction region) -4} 58 (Kaplan et al., 2018) ©

EARAEL I - Rl ’E‘ﬁ}) 2 ﬁ?ﬁﬁ—; HE(F d>0) &8P (5 d<0) £

e
FHGAF BT AT I A ST AR LA R PR AR T AP

X1 ,d 2
x(d,a) = xold +7-(=)%a .
2 a
Inaction Part Convex Part
LEXAE T IABIMA > LA AET A RARE LN - RIS A

PR GAARY AL REB B H - BP T AR S0 SRS

— RS RAREETE ] YU A A A g o B I AILEIRA (g > 0) & 72

PAMEFHE SR PEG AL AN R R E RS E B
(|df <oo)» RFWF FHFNFT AT E3 § NIRPEDRIL - i8> ¥ ILFRTIZ

(%

oA AER R AR AR S FIUL R R e AP b g

= fi (2 3) (2 5) _ﬁiljﬁ ﬁ_?é a’bﬁj—}’ﬁﬂ'&_«: 551#"115\: o —FT * 5, N i = _.-Z_Jﬁflj

bﬁj/m)‘fé‘ zm‘r] ‘1{)‘ yt"(;/nﬁ?]"}:ﬁ?

\fm
-’_‘*
E o
<+
/\
o>
S

SN—
>
o~

5 *
=
=
Gy
Ny
=
R
)

YRR AR x(dyap) o AREE 0 a I E RGN e Z2ERE LT AL e

REEAR A BT ARBETA o SR 3 AR

6t =y + Tb(bt)bt —dy — x(di,ar) — ¢ (2.3)
ar =1 a; + dt (24)
bt > Q, (o >0 (25)
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2.3 Utility and Value

ARk E B R T ALCRRA 2 *
ify>1
logc ify=1

oSGl T OB T T AT A kS @ 4 0 ¥ Harris

and Laibson (2013) * 0 1G W4 if § F > A @Sl A~ 5 15 @ £l

wy(current-value function) ™ % £ 3§ #§ & 3 # v, (continuation-value function) « & £ >
AT g - R (B=1) i S AT SR

vy = ]E[/ e_p(s_t)u(cs)ds], Wy = V¢
¢

Flo - Wi FF R R arg R pR o Bt B
BadcAnE o XA IGREDFFHI NBEI - RO AP EEEFFELD
FARR o F1E IG haF g R F ¥ THAF AkBES T S (0,1) TR -
R o RBERERT o F PR RRART 00 F T awkt HEMOR BT

AT 00 F 0 IG .’g’;,ﬁ%;‘}i’ —ﬂz g T ITIL T G 4t ‘é“x% B S B oo 4o 4258 (2.6)

AT
o0
Vy = E[/ eip(#t)u@s)ds]a wy = Puy (2.6)
t
BB R e M e o A R LR TR R P

Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HIB) = #%.;% 12 2 & i 5 748 - Kolmogorov Forward (KF)
2\ 1?5"‘11"—‘-5 4“}3 _ﬁé_j B;EE?,}.Tm,J—g\mﬁt,fg—ﬁ'”lli—

&
A
THFWAEG DT AL T > U2 2 RATER GO v o B A B RN > A
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U3 E gAY BB L A F (stationary distribution) T eSfE o F A 0 AR E

BT R RS - R R r={bay} i} FFPHB AN 2SN

2.7) #7977
po(z) = u(c()) + vy(@) (y +1°(b)b — d(z) — x(d(), a) — c(x))
M
+ va(x) (r*a + d(x)) (2.7)
a
+ ) AN (w(b,a,y') — v(b,a,y))
y'Fy

HIB 225 ¢ 7 005 21§ 4§ @S Heemlm 81+ 508 - 7 Lg T sier
FoORBRZELUEFREANEAI BT ADRMKASL R FTATRFREE
ﬁxf;—iﬁé,ﬂp ﬂﬂ(%ﬂ*ﬂhmﬁiﬁ'ﬁﬁf’w l]“hi‘%‘l% BRI E o AP RS

FAORMEHCTEL L8 s Tobo Bhis- 09 N7V QAR ket
ke y#H 2 ¥ - BorEf Y OIS (arrival rate) o B - e eE s d 3
)

HIB ¥ i ndf 4 % 4 31 A R enF AR G kot i @ Pl - i %

1o 1G i i § ¥ hHIB » A28 £ g = 5 o B o Rl A0 § o ek s o

IG 45 § % hE AL 2220 1538 HIB = A28 4T R0 el e » Ap 3 35 o
BECAGELIGRFYFHHERF R EME - &- KT BT § 7 R
FrodpF2R LR LERYFHEL T BFE - AP #g Ide

A

£EF KF 3 25540 4258 (2.8) #77

0=~ 101y 0.0 — L2y (0.0 = Ay (br0) + Asgslba) @

KF = 258 £ 7 ¢ ' gj % r’ﬁjﬁ“ﬁ-f ;}Lngrr:,)i mﬁk}fﬁ%g&,&o?u

PP F PR g(ba) Y RRDPFHE §AABPRTASAAPRTA £
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#% =% Policy Function and Marginal

Propensity to Consume

3.1 Policy Function

fip B H AP RS HIB S AR (27) BRI R K e B o o
W FEREARA WA 4250 (3.1) 82 4250 (3.2) Ham
Luy(z) iftb>0
u'(c(x)) = (3.1)
max{Juv,(z),u' (y +r(b)b)} ifb=>
Vg _a Vg a
d=(——1+x0) —+(——1-x0)" — (3.2)
Vp X1 Up X1

a3 fel 3¢ w —ﬁf!“ﬁ’%%ﬁqiﬂ’ﬁj#ﬁ » E 5:1%,%?53}@;;“@;;#'?

— R o F AP S iE HIB B ARt R A St o i

F_&

sl A e N

TR R SR S » & IG 4 - § % & HIB °

AR T E BRI pe EFEPNFTE o RS 0 F T RER T

o5 o0 @ 3 i)
08 S’:szﬁi §l% BT B F s b de— ﬂf’izﬂfﬁ"—*ﬁ IG Tﬁaiw,ﬁ
[ 5 (T RAEN G Bl F SRk G ST - 4
BEFE I IGHREREY F P TR E IR BB En il
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~RERE L wF G E MR SR T R BT AL AR
b=0b> i} fF#3 - B - LEIEERT F o (c(2) = Bup(x) 5 F- 2
F R L b e B A 7Tk 00 E Pl i (second-best) i f o ¥ eb o d v R
Fier fw o TR s R E G ARFNBLT AR U T
W R R U A R TR S B T A T ki

Fp R R A e d R oy AP H ARG EEARY  APT ER

SRR (BT B0 AT EE R A R R M LA RRT AR T

[
3
o

AR EBETA KA BHM LTS RRAERTA > HIG i3

—*an‘v'g ) ﬁﬁﬁiu}u *K:L:—a(uﬁua o FREE AR A2 £ X F| [ E o

3.1.1 Overconsumption of Present Bias

S ey A UG BB R E R 5 cp B A - R F R - 80

220 (30) 0 AT AW G B R F - i p B T S s

(33) %7
1.1
%@%ﬂﬁwm@) (3-3)
St (3.3) ¢ 0 o F I IG i -y dﬁ ) F S £ (1)

B BBT O F T RS ERARRE 0 IG BEFY \.’é_ m,ﬁ%‘*kﬁig e FEHp ey
FABEARA S I R P RS ARRE S AR bR ABE R AR (y
) IG B E S § TS BT TR T BB i S g R

FOER S AREECL -

¥oek o Svips v ou g iE HIB 258 4 e ) § ehgid > 425% (Euler equation) -
A2 (34) 5 IG B R F R AR E - R Ry > 1

IG lﬁ]‘lﬁ‘ /ﬁ ;lz rﬂ&?ﬁﬂ Hf,)n 5§_r’} g Lo — _EI‘ /# ,Y(l _/Bl/’y)ac/ab i% o EET ,
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IG H4F & B % T endTi b2 HRPFH 40 P RS W R F A ELEY o

Eq[du'(c(zy))]/dt 1. dc(xy)
dem)) =)l (3.4)

FRARDEIGHPFI I - TRFLIPFEFPRAF G 2T A

% 2k

(a=0)> F15 a2Und BT ADIEPT 2 FPF > 3457 2500

S
)
T
=
[
-
|
34
73

RS R N RN £ & W (CRCLOE NaCh g -3 ESTS SER .1
U004 g A RS LT A hT e T

3.2 Marginal Propensity to Consume

SR S E o S R S S LR R Ep-tt

4] » At Kaplan and Violante (2022) #7i& #* e18% ¥ 5 A peifk /| enfi iR ™ » 7= i¢

WA R EDT PR § e B o hiE- BRI APRA LRI T

M T IR S N

EE-LR 2o G- KR T8 Ry R AR 2

F_

}gl‘_!' a*\alfaﬁaj’% /ﬂ ‘l"ﬁré’ MPC;;'@/#%&’JFT

T AR R R O ROTERE G Y T R =
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TEBPF MPCj, B $nd T A s » L2 4250 (3.5) -

ob (3.5)

Cjr(b,a) = E[/ cj(by, a)dt|by = b, ap = a,yo = yj]
0

MPCj,T(b, (I) =

ERE-BEEFORHNF O, FREALDIAPBER LEETFR > 7
Aﬁiﬁ, § B R g o TR 0 F KT O, fr MPC,, 215 ,,Ima Y-
H X Ba R L ME EE  Fe MPCE, - 5d 2 A2 (35) AT 1
S TEEHIE DN 40 28 (3.6) A

Cj77(b+x,a,y) - C’T(b,a,y) (3 6)

X

MPC? (b,a) =

M MPC ehdiciEzt 5 3 0% > gy ;g»_x;%gwA_z o
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% v= Numerical Method

PR E R PR B RT3 MPC HR B 3 2 o BciE b o A
i * Achdou et al. (2022) #7 4 e *LL A2 o F UL A ZAGF &+ K fdiddo)y
¥ -# & {7 % (conusmption-saving behavior) 7 HIB * #25% - {245 Barles and
Souganidis (1991) » @ * 3 "WEZ A2 pF > L fiF-HIB > 4258 # & T = Bk

% 1 (i) H 3 £ (monotonicity) ; (ii) & T_|% (stability) ; ™ % (iii) - &R+
(consistency) 3 f— B { F et hd o HIB & 25 9 s b iRixi2 5 A o IG

W 4 ) —‘ﬁ A - 2t & H A (Maxted, 2020) - #rx end > it m i
% > Harris and Laibson (2013) 4p #1 % ) § 4 <75 CRRA % Sndfe > 7 121 #-1G %

B et Sdcu(c) B T 0 5 # 4 (positive affine transformation) & #ciE t &

T IG i) § F ik K 2 (Maxted, 2020) © 241 2 & 0y (¢) = Su(Fé) + 455 0 &

#oqp= 0B g sk e GG

ay(6) ifb>b

iy (¢) ifb=bandé < 1(y+r(b)b)

e, x) = < (4.1)
—oo ifb=bandé € (Y(y +r(b)b),y +r(b)d)

u(¢) ifb=bandé¢>y+r(b)b

UaFolfgd i karet Zffcr Y2 L Emaami ® o @by o
PR K- MAEERK BRI (b >b) e d A F TR T
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FE R

[o=2

Foo REDRAL > W LE R G OVL A o T Jhd R AR A
A HIB = 4258 » AT R R IG B4 ;ﬂ'%‘jﬁﬁvy#a‘;&,gﬁ,l‘z B AR A o 2

#3122 MPC #icild > j2 ciflmh B 30 i A o
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%A= Results

5.1 Calibration Strategy

pl— o AP SR Y R R ST

* aF gl 2 % kiR o Table 5.1

$IIET G R R MR B T KR

PN AZ ¢ 2431 % Laibson et al. (2021) =977 /2 > B » FARER 5 * L il
#% (Poisson process) » T #fe » d KT B ® A 5 = AR v € {yr, ym,y ) M E R
SRR T BTG AR KBS PR @A b=0112 b= )it

HITE A A - e A ikt (Achdouetal, 2022) » R R E R FETH 0

Bz » AR > A lﬁ 7€ Guerrieri and Lorenzoni (2017) #-% B e%t#kc
Lz~ B3k - FRenp A w Eﬁ“ﬁ@ #% (Auto Regression of degree 1 process)! - £ T—f{ ’
FREE A FF R Dok -F & F 5L iE 42 (Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process) °
B.s > B 'TL A2 (finite difference method) # i & = &4k & o0t X P AR o
ERCRlY o AP T s PR A 1 TR —1,0,1 B X 8 = fE s R

i v € {0.75,0.98,1.28}* -

' i Floden and Lindé (2001) frGuerrieri and Lorenzoni (2017) en§ 4L 5 46 ¥ 15 > b i fendd
4 78 (persistence)p = 0,967 » % % # 02 = 0.017

TR S M RS B G5 31% P B r RS B9 5 39% ~ R B T r RS
Bt s 31% ;5 = —g_&miﬁﬁp%éﬁ‘r.&a&a\ BL16&1&E~UE 16F
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ROBRFASBRTE : ZhLFAFTATRELY > APY gk FTaAS
Lo T A e @ o hofe Kaplan et al. (2018) 1% i 2004 & Survey of Consumer
Finances (SCF) fv Flow of Funds (FoF) 3 # #1 s 4 » [id 2 F & & 5 777
ERBHY SHR (AR CBEIRIHEES) B Ao G S B e
%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%'% PR AR T GEESH SN R oF 4 I
“ffikf%]%fﬂ R A& Bt 2Pt P H RIS -
%’ﬁ“r} Kaplan et al. (2018) 14 F it T 18 | enfp 3+ T -T2 » & R0 {8 > B e
1A i B4 5 0.26 (52, 700B) 5 2Linds 4 F A Sk @5 5 2.92 ($36,000B) -

A g 435 5 3.18 (338, 700B) -

Cz
=

fe BF > A dR * ZrKaplan et al. (2018) 4p e e fi ook 8 0 2SR F A 5

P B5T% R T AIE 1Y = 2 1B B I b = 8% -

BEBITAR LR A F A EREE Y A PRy =1 i
o b RBENFET > A PEEERFTREF o AFE S A
X={xo,x1} > % T WFALR f LR - B R F enibt Ao k@RI Z 0B

D(1) B F A i 2 3.2 5 (2) Hand-to-mouth ik vb 4227 41% 5 (3)Wealthy

hand-to-mouth =71k v* 3% % 27% o

5.2 Quantitatively Results

F ORI }I% » A ar B e MPC #4358 H =t $5,000 ehg, *h 2o pAer A 4
T EE B MPC > @ 2H4p 4% R 908500 14 4 ehT35% B MPC - #Kaplan and
Violante (2022) # » 1 #3473 b REHA 2 AL chT ok R & E R MPC &
B A MPC g v & chd FARAY > AT 4 1] $5,000 thid b 2 pA AT A

4 nT e R MPC 5 33.9% Tt g ivviparg b enp R o 2 42 B 7
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Table 5.1: fc 3 {8 48 T

e = & T £ Q-1 BB ARRE A RIR
PEF i 4
v B R 1 Kaplan and Violante (2022)
P P i 4 5.5% B R
B BT AR A 0.8
3 g g B
re L F A S 5.7% Kaplan et al. (2018)
rb IS aX eeny 2 LB 2% Kaplan et al. (2018)
rbor v U 8%* Kaplan et al. (2018)
b B 816,500 TI9H Ty
o~ B AR
Ui R P e {0.75,0.98, 1.28} Kaplan et al. (2018)
A? Yo~ A5 L LIRS Kaplan et al. (2018)
A A A
Xo e 0.05 BRI
X1 Th 38 0.8 A e
s g
A “N\/}J ;i"ﬂlé:'l’b 0.7

“Maxted (2020) 4 1 o3t B IG #03] ¥ PBE SR > @ R RS B RGP LU 4
AL R oyt AP B S APR D PR P A ERE 0 s UK

FRFERRBPE R - 2427 > F- P FHOEr - 3 IGRE
FR s 2 a gAY o T A RETTT PR &5 Poor

Hand-to-Mouth % 22.1% > vt 3> P 74 14% - 231 & ehp T 358 & MPC >
g LA AT A 4 T 3aE B MPC A5 LEET B 4% SR T 0 T E L 3]

H s TR

F-cG o - R FFEIGHREN FF R G BB F - &
R FenTiog g MPC § 91 60% 11t o S eh@ S X 28R G W F AL F
& k5 0 IG 4 § ¢ hand-to-mouth % i& 90% 5 Fl¥* - #3171 IG i) §

—*"#B’Sﬁ B PP MPC R E ($v 2T 0 - A R "‘f’ﬁ 30%) o Rm o b fRAFH]
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il - B —f:{ ¢1 poor hand-to-mouth +* &)+t 1G &4 7 '?T B AF G oo snfR e
FAd AP ¢ > 2Ed T A ndf pY 4t Kaplan and Violante (2022) ¢ -4

TR 4% 5 F o It /}J r?’ TOoAFFRRABETAF A L Pak i

4+ % A& > = i wealthy hand-to-mouth -

Table 5.2: & it & % &7 1L fi

Exponential IG Preference | Aggregate Data
Ty e (FR) | 32.9% 53.2% 39.0% 33.9%
TIaF A 3.32 2.64 3.11 3.18
& A kER 28.58% 6.98% 22.1% 14%
AT kREEL 1.33% 85.56% 26.6% 27%

5.2.1 Analysis of Factors Influencing the Average Marginal Propen-

sity to Consume

4N IG RmFR TR FEAY o Fl 0 ARKET O IG BEF
H T B HMPC K o 4ol (5.1) #T7 i MPC 5§ d 1 5 A 3 e @
R IGH F e MPC Lind (LT A L chd A X3 - L) F MPC & Sueh}
oo g T AL QR AT 1o MPC 3% ¢ FABIN - BRE V-2 G 0 A
Bl FOMPC AR d L F A L R B oo - ) F F MPC £ A ¢
FEZUAB R T AP AT F 0 Re o AR EBHET A4 IG BT

W3 K MPCAEF 2m s 1L T A ¢ B 5 P AT Sk o

BRBETAS T F o - R E G - R BIRAEG L X A2 505

KT - B AREEE o BTt PIG B R A L o o Pk
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distribution with liquid asset

T
mpo of exp agent(a)
mpc of pb agents(a) | |

T
mpo of exp agent(a)
mpo of pb agents(a)

Figure 5.1: MPC over Liquid Asset and Illiquid Asset
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V=)

#H>x= Conclusion

he e RIS A B F B S R M Bk L e o 2 2

% Kaplan and Violante (2022) sh# R » A P E R4 a8 FTARN SR T » F6 Y
FEAATRA F A e T AR R o BREF R AA BT A
RS L RER T 4% iR T il M- BEAMEFRERLEELR

Wb 2 T3 MPC hp ok o R Mt FARCATE B h8% FARMF A
BE o %d-~m¢mg1%;ﬂFﬁ,aw?uAthiﬁmwcaﬁ&;E
-2 BRI F F R AL T T MPC AR AP ] 0 L 2T
Pj UBPTAKE - Fl - B L Y FE R APHIT - BT

LFEAAGETIHMPC-RE L R & F FF A i@ o
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Fiy 4t A — Computational method

E- FEAPRA LR EAITRBE G FF IG W R F S HIB S A5

2 KF = g5\ egfimt § WA Bl AP B EiE T WAL ezt y

MPC -

A.1 Computation for the Main Model

A.1.1 Exponential Discount Preference Agent

HIB = 4238 chb 5 = 2 4o

PR S b =1, Ta;j =1, J 0E gy k=1 K> 1%
WESH V=V (b,ajyy) o BFEERLLST LAY =b — b e
Aby =by — by Mt e B UL A EY > APEEH EaEAT- ke
# (Forward) £ & {& (Backward) %3 & @ Sfic e Flt > B @SBt § & » b
AT LB G

Viergn = Vig
Vilbi, aj ) 2 Vil = =20 (A1)

_ Viik — Vicijk (A2)

)

IV, ehi f 247 d - e 0@ o ¥ APtk
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n=0,1,2,... 5 &2 NP HIB 2 425% (2.7) 4

VTH;: n
1,7, 7/7]7 Jr]. +1
A V;njk_ (zyk) ‘/Eanz]k z]k+vn,jk (zl,jnk
(A.3)
+ Z Mg (V550 = VD)
k' £k
DR fEE - PRiE
(. n _ n
u (Ci,j,k]) = %zgk (A4)
Valiik = Vi (L+ xa(d; 15 a5)) (A.5)

RS EARY 0 F A Tl B VY, R A 32
upwind method 2 E# & & - B R G FET B @D > % o i F FFFydL >

BT L s S MR T A SR E RS sl =0, st 0 B

c _ b n
Siin =Yk +17(bi)bi — ¢ p

d _ n n
Sigk = —dije — X(d; s a5)

TG AN (AS) Y T A I EERE L afob S e s o )
oo SRR APE dFB dABEdFE s % - B R AV, e s ¥ o B 4

Vo 8 < A VO

B __ BF BB

F  _ gFF FB

s = v F
Tt R G osE = —dPn o (dP:
1,3,k

- ljk 1,7,k ) dF F\?'Twc%‘%‘\ﬁ_jjikﬁ%’}\lfrajz_

zyk’
'PE] 1?},?‘;7 =3

_ 4B r
dijk = di,j,kl{sz}€k<0} + di7j7k1{s§f’fk>0}
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BfS ;’ﬁ-‘{; upwind 7§ FLE A E 2 A28 (A3) B 5

VTL+1 _ n
(2

7j7k i7j7k ’I’L+1 _ n
A + Vi =ulcijn)

+ ‘/b];’:;f;rl(sc,B )7 + +VF,n+1<Sc,F )+

i,5,k byi,g,k \7i,5,k

+ ‘/b]i,;t;rl(sd,B )7 + +VF,n+1<8d,F )+

ik byigik \7ijk (A.6)
Bn+1 53— Fn+1
+ Va,i,?,k: di,j,/c + V;,Jf;k (d;r]?k + Taaj)
K
1 1
£ M (Vi = Vi)
k'#£k
LR (s7))T B s B iR L e
B AT NS G AR (A7) SRV VL
1
AV =V 4 pV =+ (A AV (A7)

Ao VUV ey S ER IXIXKawe g Ao A 5+ )

(I x Jx K)x (I xJxK) et o 34w 12 i Achdou et al. (2022) ¢ ] A" i4f
LR AR R B AR o Bfl 0 A AP H R T LERRE
FOAARS P TR RARE-o ¥ - 36 0 3 KF 3 4258 g3t E ¢ 5 Achdou et al.
(2022) P Agd 3 AL A R R - E AR 0 2 ) HIB 2 ARt g £ e
AT J543 %3 KF > 4258 ¢ 992 B e o B2 g 5 B4 hA o KF = 2587 12

v

ATg=0 (A.8)

P
R

AT 52 T o Bl AREE S AP g AR B L - & (5

o AT p = 02) 2 B R FFELRES G gy e
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A.1.2 1IG Preference Agent

g d i - RERIG Kb ft f o HIB = 2t £ B fhepix > B
BT HRRY G ULALZFE - KA ,;gg; Foe 1A w U3ty a;ﬁ'%‘:—‘gmg
- HIEIG B i § F FusfEiE o Flut o JEd M- RRiE e L AR (3)
(3.2) 112 (4.1) T KW IG th4# i} § ¥ HHIB * 425% chlic @ 2 o 3 % KF = 4g.3°

m;‘_‘-ﬁb’?_ﬂf“/ﬂ;ﬁ?_ﬂﬁ 7:0

A.2 Computing MPC by Feymann-Kac Formula

B MPC et 8 2 32 A F 52 qe st (3.5) ¢ ehif ARl R AR B

Cir(ba) s 2 B 4B 47 % Cir(ba) =T;(b,a,0) 125 8 % if 2

0 =c;(b, a) + OL';(b, a,t)s5(b) + .1;(b, a, t)s}(a)
(A.9)

+ XN(T;(b,a,t) = T;(b,a,t)) + 0, L';(b,a,t), j =1,2,3

on (b,00) x (0,00) x (0,7), forall b, a

# - % % Z_Feymann-Kac formula (78 i * o pb— 238 F 00 2 anfe de 4|
oies = ARfR R (TEASE AR BN E o FE RS S AR E D licE a4
SES AR RO T o AlicE A > RN (A9) B E = EE (HAM 2T
Mo - R FPL T UG ULAZERYE o BET LRI AN
(A.9) & HIB = fz.je (2.7) shigfdp v » F 3 B P R T Rl =0,1,...,1,
f g% HIB » a8 e A v @ A0 % Cj (bay) o ~ 838 A0 3
Cir(bya,y) 12 WEIR A4 2B DRHNF Cir(b+x,a,y)  Fod = 4250 (3.6)
¥ 8 3] MPC?_(b,a) -
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