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Abstract

This survey is organized around three main topics: modelscenometrics, and empir-
ical applications. Section2 presents the theoretical framework, introduces the concep
of Markov Perfect Nash Equilibrium, discusses existence ahmultiplicity, and describes
the representation of this equilibrium in terms of conditional choice probabilities. We
also discuss extensions of the basic framework, includingadels in continuous time, the
concepts of oblivious equilibrium and experience-based etjbrium, and dynamic games
where rms have non-equilibrium beliefs. In section3, we rst provide an overview of
the types of data used in this literature, before turning to adiscussion of identi cation
issues and results, and estimation methods. We review di @ant methods to deal with
multiple equilibria and large state spaces. We also describrecent developments for es-
timating games in continuous time and incorporating serialy correlated unobservables,
and discuss the use of machine learning methods to solving @restimating dynamic
games. Sectiord discusses empirical applications of dynamic games in 10. W&tart de-
scribing the rst empirical applications in this literatur e during the early 2000s. Then,
we review recent applications dealing with innovation, anitrust and mergers, dynamic
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pricing, regulation, product repositioning, advertising, uncertainty and investment, air-
line network competition, dynamic matching, and natural resources. We conclude with
our view of the progress made in this literature and the remaiing challenges.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Role of dynamic games in empirical industrial organizat ion

A central focus in industrial organization (10) is understading the role of market structure
on equilibrium outcomes such as prices, product quality andariety, and market shares,
and how those outcomes in uence producer pro ts and consumevelfare. Market structure
encompasses all of the features of the supply side of a markiste number of competitors in
a market, their cost structure, where rms are located, theige of installed base in network
industries, productivity advantages due to learning and m@agerial expertise, types and
capacities of capital, the state of technology, vertical ahhorizontal relationships between
rms, and everything else that is critical to understand corpetition. Dynamics is key to
understanding the endogenous evolution of market structar There are many questions in
IO that revolve around the dynamic aspects faced by rms. Ingstment, production, or
pricing decisions can a ect rms' future pro ts, as well as uture pro ts of their competitors
in the industry. Supply-side dynamics can arise from di enat sources, including sunk costs
of entry, partially irreversible investments, product remsitioning costs, price adjustment
costs, or learning-by-doing. Demand is dynamic when consams have switching costs, or
when products are durable or storable. Accounting for dynaigs can change our view of the
impact of competition in industries and our evaluation of pblic policies.

An early attempt to understand these relationships, the strcture-conduct-performance
paradigm (Bain 195% Bain 1956 looked at empirical associations between market structar
and outcomes across industries. However, the endogeneityr@arket structure that market
structure is itself the result of many rm decisions in equibrium was the core reason
why the structure-conduct-performance paradigm ended upegerating more questions than
answers in empirical 10. Thus, the so-called New Empiricald movement (see the survey
by Bresnahan 198Pemphasized the need to build models of endogenous marketusture.
To that end, Bresnahan and Reiss 1990991 and Berry 1992 proposed entry models that
used observed market structure to infer aspects of the undigng pro t function. While it is
possible to include predetermined variables in the payo fuction (e.g., rm size, capacity,
incumbent status) and to interpret the payo function as an ntertemporal value function (see
Bresnahan and Reiss 1994these models are essentially static in nature and have imgant
limitations. The observed structure of an industry or markeis the result of years or decades
of cumulative rm decisions, and these static models leaveorroom for the history of demand
or technology, or the process by which rms enter the indusyr and then shake out, to



fundamentally alter the predictions for market structure. In addition, empirical questions
in 10 that have to do with the e ects of uncertainty on rm behavior and competition, or
that try to distinguish between short-run and long-run e eds of exogenous shocks, typically
require the speci cation and estimation of dynamic structual models that explicitly take
into account rms' forward-looking behavior. For these reaons, most of the recent work in
IO dealing with industry dynamics has relied on a more explicmodeling of dynamics.

Advances in econometric methods and modeling techniques,donjunction with the in-
creased availability of data and computing power, have ledota large body of empirical
papers that study the dynamics of competition in oligopoly rarkets, especially over the last
decade. The history of applications in the dynamic games ditature in industrial organiza-
tion can be delineated by two de ning innovations. The rst innovation was the introduction
of Markov Perfect Nash Equilibrium (henceforth MPNE) byMaskin and Tirole 1988a21988b
and Ericson and Pakes 1995The concept of MPNE restricts players' strategies to depeh
only on payo -relevant state variables, which reduces sutemntially the set of equilibria and
facilitates their computation. At the same time, it provides a exible framework that al-
lows for rich dynamics and can be applied to a wide variety ok#ings. A rst generation
of applications focused on the calibration of stylized conupational models that illustrated
general economic principles, such d&akes and McGuire 1994nd Gowrisankaran 1999 At
the same time, a handful of empirical applications directhapplied those theoretical frame-
works, such asBenkard 2004and Gowrisankaran and Town 1997 These papers were highly
in uential for both the substantive research questions thg addressed and for highlighting the
need for an econometric approach to estimation that sidegtped the computational burden
of repeatedly solving the theoretical model. The second iavation was the subsequent de-
velopment of conditional choice probability (henceforth CP) based methods inspired by the
dynamic single agent work oHotz and Miller 1993and Hotz et al. 1994adapted to dynamic
games by a collection of papers\guirregabiria and Mira 2007 Bajari, Benkard, and Levin 2007
Pesendorfer and Schmidt-Dengler 200Bakes, Ostrovsky, and Berry 200%hat has directly
led to the current era of empirical applications. These CCPdsed approaches allowed very
complex dynamic games to be estimated indeed much more contgx than the types of
dynamic games that can usually be solved for.

1. See Besanko, Doraszelski, and Kryukov 2014 Doraszelski and Judd 2012 and
Borkovsky, Doraszelski, and Kryukov 2012 for more recent examples of this computational theory
papers in 10. These computational models have been coverednia previous Handbook Chapter
(Doraszelski and Pakes 2007



1.2 Organization of this chapter

This survey is organized around three main topics: Models) section 2; Econometrics, in
section 3; and Empirical Applications, in section4.

In section 2, we present the theoretical framework, introduce the conpe of Markov
Perfect Nash Equilibrium, discuss existence and multiplity, describe the representation
of this equilibrium in terms of conditional choice probabities, and illustrate it with some
examples. We also discuss some extensions of the basic fraonk, including models in
continuous time, the concepts of oblivious equilibrium anexperience-based equilibrium,
and dynamic games where rms have non-equilibrium beliefs.

In section 3, we rst provide a brief overview of the types of data used inHtis literature,
in section 3.1, before turning to a discussion of identi cation issues ancesults in section3.2
As a dynamic model, a key issue is the separate identi catioof true dynamics from spuri-
ous dynamics due to serially correlated unobservables. Aggame, the presence of multiple
equilibria in the data and unobservables correlated acroggayers introduce relevant identi-
cation issues. The identi cation of the discount factor ard the biases from normalization
restrictions of the payo function are issues that dynamic gmes share with other structural
models where agents are forward-looking. For discrete cb®@imodels, the misspeci cation
of the distribution of the unobservables is an important iage as it a ects average marginal
e ects and counterfactuals using the estimated model. We stiuss these identi cation issues
and present positive and negative identi cation results fodynamic games.

Section 3.3 deals with estimation methods. Empirical applications of yhamic games in
IO need to deal with two main computational issues. First, foa given value of the struc-
tural parameters, the model typically has multiple equilibia. This introduces important
challenges in the implementation of standard estimation niigods such as maximum likeli-
hood or generalized method of moments. Second, the curse infiehsionality in the solution
of dynamic programming problems is particularly importantin dynamic games with hetero-
geneous agents. We review di erent methods to deal with thesssues. We also describe
recent developments for estimating games in continuous terand incorporating serially cor-
related unobservables. We nisi3 with a discussion on the use of machine learning methods
to solving and estimating dynamic games.

Section4 discusses empirical applications of dynamic games in 10. \Wa&rt in section4.1
describing the main features data, model, estimation, coputation, and research questions

in the rst empirical applications in this literature duri ng the early 2000s. Then, we re-
view more recent applied papers. We have organized these bgations around the following



topics: innovation; antitrust and mergers; dynamic priciig; regulation; retail; product repo-
sitioning; advertising; uncertainty and investment; airine network competition; dynamic
matching ; and natural resources. Admittedly, this classication is based in multiple criteria
(e.g., empirical question, rms' decisions, industry), btiwe prefer that each section covers
clearly related papers, perhaps at the expense of missingreorelevant connections between
papers at di erent sections.

Previous survey papers on dynamic games in lIO includeoraszelski and Pakes 2007
Arcidiacono and Ellickson 2011Aguirregabiria and Nevo 2013and Berry and Compiani 2021
Doraszelski and Pakes 200deal with algorithms for computing MPNE in dynamic games.
Estimation methods are the main focus ilrcidiacono and Ellickson 2015and Aguirregabiria and Nevo 2C
Our chapter also covers these topics, though our treatment solution methods is quite lim-
ited. Instead, we provide a more extensive coverage of recdavelopments on identi cation
of dynamic games, and on empirical applications. Other chagrs in this new volume of the
Handbook of 10 include sections on dynamics, e.g., the ch&ps on demand, productivity,
collusion, or innovation, among others. In this chapter, wéocus on methodological issues
(speci cation, computation, identi cation, inference), which are particularly critical for dy-
namic games, as well as empirical applications where the @&mics of strategic interactions
plays a key role for the empirical results.

2 Models

2.1 Basic framework

We start presenting the Ericson-Pakes modelEficson and Pakes 1995 which is a general
framework that includes as particular cases most empiricalpplications of dynamic games
in 10.

The game is played byN rms that we index by i 21 = f1;2;:::;Ng. Time is discrete
and indexed byt. Firms maximize their expected and discounted ow of protsin the
market, E; ( ;0 ? it+s) Where ; 2 (0;1) is the rm's discount factor, and j is its prot
at period t. Every period, each rm i makes two strategic decisions: a static decision,
that a ects current prots but not future prots; and an inve stment (dynamic) decision,
that has implications on future prots. For instance, in a dierentiated product industry,
incumbent rms choose their prices (static decision) and nme investments to improve the
quality of their products (dynamic decision). See, for insince, Pakes and McGuire 1994
These decisions correspond to a static and a dynamic gamespectively, that rms play in
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this market.

In the dierentiated product example, given demand and maripal costs at periodt,
active rms compete in prices, and a static Bertrand equilibum determines the current
prot of each incumbent rm at period t up to investment costs. We represent this
component of the prot function asr;(x;), whereXx; is a vector of state variables a ecting
demand and costs at period. We represent the investment decision using variabley .
This dynamic action involves an investment cost;(a;;X¢). The total prot function is

i(ai;xp) = ri(xy) c(ag;xt). The set of feasible investment decisions may depend on the
state variables, and it is represented a&;(X;). For instance, investments may be restricted
to be positive, or not larger than a borrowing constraint th&a may evolve endogenously.

The vector of state variablesx; follows a rst order controlled Markov process with
transition CDF F,(X+1]X¢;a¢), Wherea;  (ag : i1 2 1) is the vector with the investment
decisions of theN rms. Vector X; includes endogenous state variables such as capital
stock, capacity, or product quality with transition rules that depend on rms' investments.
For instance, a rm's stock of physical capital ki, may evolve according to equatiotk;.;.; =

it+1 Kit + &, wherea in this example is investment, and i+, iS a depreciation rate that
may be stochastic or not. The vectox; may also include exogenous state variables with
transition probabilities that do not depend on rms' investment decisions such as demand
shifters (e.g., market population and demographics) and jiut prices.

In our description of the model, we have implicitly assumedhtit a rm's investment af-
fects its own prot other than the investment cost and other rms' pro ts one period after
the investment decision is taken. This is the assumption ¢ime-to-build that has been used
in many models of rm investment such asKydland and Prescott 1982 but more specif-
ically in Ericson and Pakes 1995 Though time-to-build is a feature in many applications
of dynamic games that we review in this chapter, there are alsnany studies that do not
make this assumption. For instance, in a model of market erirwe may consider that entry
decisions are made at at the beginning of periadand are e ective during the same period.
For this alternative timing assumption, we need to modify tle notation above and allow the
variable prot and the total prot functions to depend on all the rms' current investment
decisions. That is, these functions becomg(a;; x;) and ;(a;; X¢), respectively. For the rest
of the paper, unless we state otherwise, we adopt this notati without time-to-build.



2.2 Markov Perfect Nash Equilibrium
2.2.1 De nition

Building on the seminal work ofMaskin and Tirole 1988a 1988h most of the 10 literature
studying industry dynamics has used the solution concept dflarkov Perfect Nash Equi-
librium (MPNE). A key assumption in MPNE is that players' strategies at periodt are
functions only of payo -relevant state variables at the sara period. In this model, it means
that rms' strategies are functions of the vectorx; only. Let =f (x{):i 2Ig be a set
of strategy functions, one for each rm. A MPNE is a set of streegy functions such that
every rm is maximizing its value given the strategies of theother players.

For given strategies of the other rms, the decision problenof a rm is a single-agent
dynamic programming (DP) problem. LetV, (x;) be the value function of this DP problem.
This value function is the unique solution to the Bellman eqation:

Z
Vi (X¢) = max (@ X))+ 0 Vi (X ) dFg (Xeea X5 @) 1)
ajt 2A i (Xt)
where ; (ay;x) and F,; (X+1]X¢; &) are the rm's prot and the transition CDF of the
state variables given actiona; for rm i and the strategy functionsf ;(x;) : j 6 ig for
rms other than i. Thatis, ; (ax;X:) = (& j(X¢) : ] 6 i;X¢) and Fy; (X1 X @) =
Fx(Xts1jXt;a; j(X¢) ] 6 i). For the description of some results, it is convenient to
de ne the expression in bracket$g in equation (1) as the conditional choice value function
Vv, (a;Xt). That is,
Z
Vi (@t ; Xt) P (@sx) 0V (X ) ARy (X jXes @) (2)

The best response decision rule for rm is argmaxin a; 2 Ai(X:) of v; (&;Xt).

2.2.2 Equilibrium existence

Doraszelski and Satterthwaite 201Ghow that existence of a MPNE in pure strategies is
not guaranteed in this model under the conditions irEricson and Pakes 1995They show
that, when rms make discrete choices such as market entry drexit decisions, the exis-
tence of an equilibrium cannot be ensured without allowingrms to randomize over these
discrete actions. A possible approach to guarantee equiilbm existence is to allow for
mixed strategies. However, computing a MPNE in mixed stratges poses important com-
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putational challenges. Instead, to establish equilibriunexistence in this class of models,
Doraszelski and Satterthwaite 201(propose incorporating private information state vari-

ables? This approach is in the spirit ofHarsanyi 1973echnique for purifying mixed-strategy

Nash equilibria of static games. This incomplete informadn version of the Ericson-Pakes
model has been the one adopted in most empirical applicat®f dynamic games in 10.

2.2.3 Incomplete information

Rust 1994awas the rst paper to present an incomplete information velisn of the Ericson-
Pakes model (see his section 9 on discrete dynamic games). isTts also the model in
the rst econometric papers in this literature, such asJofre-Bonet and Pesendorfer 2003
Aguirregabiria and Mira 2007 and Pakes, Ostrovsky, and Berry 2007

In addition to the common knowledge state variableg;, a rm's pro t depends on a pri-
vate information shock (or vector of shocks);;, such that the pro t function is ;(a¢; Xt; "it).
This private information shock is independently distribued over time and across rms with
a distribution function F- that has support over the real line. Similarly as in the compgite
information version of Ericson-Pakes model, Markov Perfect Bayesian Nash Equilibrium
(MPBNE) in this model is an N-tuple of strategy functions = f ;(x{;") : 1 21g such
that a rm's strategy maximizes its value taking as given otler rms' strategies.

For the computation of an equilibrium and for the estimationof the model, it is very
convenient to represent rm's strategies agonditional choice probabilities(CCP). For any
strategy function (x;;"i) we can de ne its corresponding CCP functionP;(ayjx;), as the
probability distribution of the rm's action conditional o n common knowledge state variables
that is induced by this strategy and the distribution of private information. That is,

Z
Pi (ait JXt) f i(Xe; ") = aeg dF("it); (3)

wherelf g is the indicator function. This CCP function represents theexpected behavior of
a rm from the point of view of other rms (or the researcher) who do not know this rm's
private information.

We can represent rms' best responses and equilibrium cotidins as a xed point map-
ping in the space of these CCPs. Le® f Pj(a:jx;)g be a vector of CCPs for every rm
i 21, every actiona;y 2 A, and every statex; 2 X . Dene P (ay;x¢;") as rm i's expected

2. This issue of existence is also discussed Bowrisankaran 1995for these models.
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prot given that the other rm behave according to their respective CCPs inP. That is,
" #
o X Y .
D (@ X i) Pi(aejxe) i(asa itsXe "ie): (4)
a it 2A i(xt) j6i
Similarly, let FP (xw1jX¢;a¢) be the transition probability of the state variables from tre

perspective of rmi' and given that the other rms behave according their CCPs inP:

n #
X Y

FiP(Xt+1th;ait) Pi (gt jXt) Fx(Xes1 ]JXe; @@ it). (5)
a it2A i(xt) |6i

Then, for every rm i, action a;, and state x;, we have that CCPs satisfy the following
equilibrium condition:

z z
Pi(atjxt)= 1 ay =arg aigl?(ét) Plasxe ")+ i VP (Xe) AR (X jXo; &) dF("it)

(6)

where VP is the (integrated) value function in rm i's DP problem given that the other
rms behave according their CCPs inP. This value function uniquely solves the following
integrated Bellman equation

Z Z

VP (x) = aigﬂia.())ft) Plaisxe ")+ i VP (Xee1) deF;i (Xe+1jXe ) dR("i).  (7)

Using a more compact vector notation, a MPBNE is a vector of CPs, P 2 [0; 1]JWAIX]
that solves the xed point problemP = ( P), where ( :) is a vector-valued function that
is de ned by stacking the function in the right-hand-side ofequation (6) over every value
(hai:;x) 21 A X . Vector P lives in the compact simplex space, and under standard
conditions on the distribution F-, the best response function is continuous. Therefore,
Brower's xed point theorem implies equilibrium existence(see footnote 45 inRust 1994a
and for more details, section 2.3 inAguirregabiria and Mira 2007 and Proposition 2 in
Doraszelski and Satterthwaite 2010

2.2.4 Multiple equilibria

The model generically has multiple equilibria, as agents berespond to the strategies of
other agents, and there are potentially many strategies tliaare consistent with this de -
nition of equilibrium. There are conditions on the primitives of the model that guarantee

12



equilibrium uniqueness, but they are typically strong restctions. For instance, a set of
su cient conditions for uniqueness is: (i) the game has a rie time horizon; (ii)) rms
are (ex-ante) homogeneous in their prot functions and trasition probabilities; and (iii)
every period, only one rm can make an investment decisioh.However, multiple equilib-
ria are possible when we relax only one of the conditions (ifij), and (iii). Alternatively,
Abbring and Campbell 2010work through an entry model with identical rms, in which
entry and exit decisions are assumed to follow a last-in rsbut (LIFO) structure. With
the addition of assumptions on the process for demand, theyxawv that this model has a
unique equilibrium in demand thresholds. An obstacle is hot® extend this approach beyond
identical rms.

Dealing with multiple equilibria, in the estimation of the model and in counterfactual
experiments using the estimated model, is a topic that hasceived substantial attention in
this literature. We deal with this issue in section3.3.

2.3 Examples

The framework presented above has been used in a wide rangeswipirical applications
in 10, including market entry and exit, rms' adoption of new technologies or products,
investment in physical capital or capacity, investment in RD and innovation, learning-by-
doing, competition in product quality, product positioning, store geographic location, price
competition with menu costs or/and with durable or storableproducts, search and matching,
dynamic auction games, market networks, endogenous mergeand exploitation of natural
resources. We cover all these applications in sectidn To illustrate some speci c features
and economic trade-o s in these models, we brie y describeske three examples.

Market entry and exit The investment decision is binary, witha; = 0 if the rm is not active
in the market, and a; = 1 if active. The endogenous state variable is the lagged deois
that determines if the rm is an incumbent (a;; ; = 1) or a potential entrant (a; 1 = 0).
Potential entrants pay an entry cost if they decide to enter. Incumbents do not pay an
entry cost if they decide to be active, but pay exit costs (oreceive a scrap value) if they
choose to be inactive. A rm's number of years of experience ithe market may have a
positive e ect on the rm's prot by increasing consumer dermand or reducing costs (i.e.,
passive learning). A key parameter of interest in these appations is the sunk entry cost:
the di erence between the entry cost and the rm's scrap vala upon exit. The magnitude

3. Seelgami 2017 for an empirical application that imposes this set of restrictions.
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of this sunk cost and its distribution across rms has important implications on market
structure. Firms' uncertainty about future demand and coss$ also plays an important role
in rms' entry and exit decisions.

Price competition with durable products In the market of a di erentiated durable product,
rms face a dynamic trade-o in their pricing decisions. A piice reduction implies an increase
in today's sales but also a reduction in future demand, as csmmers buying the product
today exit the market and will not be part of future demand. Goettler and Gordon 2011
study this type of dynamic pricing in the PC microchip industy, discussed in sectior#.2.1
Esteban and Shum 20038tudy the e ects of durability and secondary markets on dynanic
price competition between automobile manufacturers.

Exploitation of natural resources In industries where rms exploit a common-pool resource,
a rm's amount of output implies a dynamic externality on other rms because of the
depletion of the common stock. This is known popularly athe tragedy of the commons
Huang and Smith 2014study this problem in the context of the shrimp shery industy in
North Carolina discussed in sectiot.10 They propose and estimate a dynamic game of
shermen's daily shing decisions.

2.4 Extensions of the basic framework
2.4.1 Continuous time

Doraszelski and Judd 2012troduced continuous time methods to the dynamic games {it
erature. A key property of continuous models is that, with pobability one, only one rm
moves at any time. This reduces the number of future states weeed to integrate over to
calculate expected continuation values, and consequenttycan generate computational sav-
ings when solving for an equilibrium. In a discrete time gaméf there are N agents with A
possible actions each, one has to integrate ov&l states. By contrast, in continuous time,
one has to sum oveA 1)N terms; this is smaller than the previous quantity and also
grows slower as eitheA and N increase. Furthermore, in continuous time models, transi-
tion matrices are typically more sparse than in discrete tim, such that solution algorithms
that exploit sparse matrices can be more e ective when compng the solution to Bellman
equations. A negative computational property of continuosi time models is that the time
discount factor becomes larger than in discrete time, sucthdt a solution algorithm that
iterates in the Bellman equation requires a larger number dkrations than in discrete time.
However, when the number of playersl becomes larger, the savings from the smaller cost
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per iteration dominates the cost from the larger number of drations.

The computational advantage of modelling dynamic games inomtinuous time comes
with a cost in terms of exibility and realism. In these mode$, a rm's ability to make a
choice at timet is exogenously determined and it does not depend on the valokthe state
variables. For instance, in an actual market, if a competitocuts its price, a rm might
want to respond almost instantaneously by cutting its own gce. But in the continuous
time model, the rm needs to wait until it has the opportunity to move, that has the same
probability as if the competitor had charged a high price. Tk standard continuous time
dynamic game can be modi ed to allow the hazard rate of a rm’'snove to depend on state
variables. However, this extension eliminates the computanal savings of the continuous
time model, as it requires integrating over all possible st@s to calculate continuation values.
Nevertheless, there may be speci cations that allow the hard rate to depend on some of
the state variables, allowing for more exibility and realsm than the standard model but
still maintaining most of its computational advantages. Arcidiacono et al. 2016developed
methods for estimation and counterfactual experiments inyshamic discrete choice models
in continuous time.

2.4.2 Oblivious equilibrium

In competitive models of industry dynamics, such as those gored in Hopenhayn 1992
rms are atomistic. That is, any choice that they make has no baring on the evolution of
the aggregate state. This is very helpful for computation,iisce it means that rms can take
the path of the aggregate state as given. If one assumes thaete are no aggregate shocks,
i.e., shocks that create uncertainty on the evolution of a miket level state such as changes
in demand, then the path of the aggregate state is also detemmstic. In other words, rms
have perfect foresight.

In contrast, the work that builds on Ericson and Pakes 199&akes as a fundamental that
rms can, by themselves, a ect the pro ts of their rivals. This brings up issue of strategic
considerations, which requires rms to take into account th entire distribution of their rival's
states. As a matter of computation, the size of the state spaaequired for even very austere
models of industry dynamics is quite large. For instance, Bakes and McGuire 1994nodel
with 10 rms choosing 20 di erent quality levels, has over 1Qrillion states, which raises an
issue of how to store the value function in computer memoryet alone how to compute it.

4. Of course, if there are aggregate shocks, such as shocksdemand, then rms will need consider the
distribution of aggregate states in the future. This is the basis of many models in macroeconomics with
heterogeneous agents. Sderusell and Smith 1998 for a very in uential example of this type of work.
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Weintraub, Benkard, and Van Roy 2008work out the consequences of a model where

rms behave more closely to how they would in a competitive efronment, with the goal of
simplifying computation. More precisely, they propose a nuel where rms only keep track
of their own state when making choices, that is they restricstrategies () to be functions
of a rm-speci c state X, which is a component of the vectox;. In addition, every rm
believes that the state of the market (i.e., the average vaduof x; over all the rms in the
market) is the long-run average of this variable in equilibum. Given that the state space

considered by oblivious rms is merelyx;;, the state space is as large as the one considered

by a single agent model, considerably alleviating computan.

The restrictions imposed by the oblivious equilibrium corept on the variables that en-
ter rms' strategies are somewhat ad hoc, much as the MPNE r@ement restricts strate-
gies to depend only on payo relevant state variables and res out the type of strate-
gies typically used to describe tacit collusion such aSreen and Porter 1984 However,

Weintraub, Benkard, and Van Roy 2008&lso show that, for a class of oligopoly models than

include a speci c di erentiated product quality game, the dlivious equilibrium of this game
converges to the MPNE as the market becomes large and the nuenbof rms increases.
Furthermore, under certain conditions, the quality of thisapproximation, measured by nu-
merical experiments, can be quite reasonable even with a pteiof rms in the market. Thus,
one can think of oblivious equilibrium as a good approximain for MPNE in industries with
many rms, none of which is particularly large, rather than atheoretical re nement which
of interest by itself. Oblivious equilibria have been usechia number of applications, such
as Xu and Chen 2020

The immediate issue with oblivious equilbria is how to genalize its computational sim-
plicity to environments where rms may need to keep track of rare than their state variable
Xit. For instance, many industries are characterized by a smaumber of leading rms and a
large number of fringe rms. In this context it may make senséor rms to track the states of
the dominant rms in addition to their own state variable. Benkard, Jeziorski, and Weintraub
study this model.

Even in an unconcentrated industry, there are some di cultes with oblivious strate-
gies if there are aggregate state variables again think of amacro demand shifter. For
instance, if we consider a market where demand has been denly, say Cleveland, there
may be a large number of rms compared to a market where demartths been growing
over time, like Austin, even if the two cities currently havecomparable metro level pop-
ulations. This means that current demand might not capture lhe number of rms in the
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market very well, and oblivious equilibria could di er subsantially from MPNE. One way
to get around this problem is the moment based Markov equilium (henceforth MME)
proposed bylfrach and Weintraub 2017 This equilibrium concept restricts rms' strategies
to be functions of the rm's own state x;; but also of as moments of the state&;, which are
denoted agh;. For instance, in a dynamic game of investment in capacity vére rms com-
pete each period a la Cournot, relevant moments ig could be the number of active rms
and total capacity of all the rms. These two moments are su dent statistics for pro ts in

a static Cournot game with ex-ante homogeneous rms. Note hw@ver, there is no guarantee
that two states x; that generate the same moments will have the same pro ts in thfuture
in this game, so they are not usually su cient statistics fora rm's value function.

An important contribution of Ifrach and Weintraub 2017is to structure how rms form
expectations on current and future prots given their own sate x; as well as the mo-
ment based state for the rest of the market given b,.. The issue here is that one needs
to forecast current prots and future state transitions given the MME state (X;;B). In
the Cournot example discussed above, the total capacity andn capacity are su cient
statistics to compute the prot function. This is not usually the case. Thus, one needs to
associate the expected pro th(x; ;) to the actual prot function (x;) for the statesx;
that generate momentss;, and this requires understanding what type of weighted sumiilv
do this properly. Furthermore, the state transitions de nal on the MME state denoted as
I*f’[xi;t +1,;B+1)Xit ; Bt] are also unknown, and these are essential for computing them's value
function. Ifrach and Weintraub 2017propose to sample from the ergodic distribution. That
is, given a set of MME strategies®(Xxit; ), they use forward simulation to compute both
the expected pro t function (Xx;) and expected state transition matrixfb[xi;t +1;Bee1 jXit ;B
This allows them to solve for the value function and rm poliges, and repeat this sampling
procedure to computeb and B, until this algorithm converges. Incidentally, this sampihg
idea is also found in the algorithm used irfFershtman and Pakes 2012 model with asym-
metric information. Moreover, a natural speci cation of MME without any moments at
all, reduces down to an oblivious equilibrium. A number of Ent papers have used MME,
such asJeon 2020 Caoui 2019 and Vreugdenhil 2020 which all incorporate rich rm level
heterogeneity making a reduction of the state space inesedye >

While the research can in principle choose any vector of monig b, usually these mo-
ments are chosen so that the MME might be close to a MPNE of theume. This immediately

5. Notice than an attractive part of using MME's is that the re duction in the state space happens in the
choice of the momentss;. Otherwise, this choice will be made earlier in the paper whe choosing the richness
of the underlying state spacex; to begin with.
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poses the gquestion of which moments to choose, which we d&in more detail in the next
section.

2.4.3 Large state spaces

An alternative to using MME to reduce the state space is to appximate the value function
with a basis approximation such a¥/ (x;) E « “(x¢), where each X() is a basis function
and  is a coe cient. To make this more concrete, if two rms were capeting in quality
and Xy = (Xy;X2) Where xi; is rm i's quality at period t, then basis functions could
be a second order polynomial such that value functioN (Xy;X») IS approximated using
1+ Xyt Xyt gX5 + X5+ eXuXy. A key feature of this approach is that to
compute an approximation to the solution of the DP problem, ne does not need to solve
for a xed point for the value function at each statex;, but for a xed point in the space of
the vector of coe cients f «di.;. A good example of this approach using Chebyshev
polynomials for a basis function isDoraszelski 2003 work on an R&D race in duopoly
Farias, Saure, and Weintraub 2012xplore the numerical implementation of these solutions
in the context of a Pakes and McGuire 1994nodel. Several empirical papers have also used
this approach, such asSweeting 2013for a dynamic game of competition between radio
stations (that we describe in sectio.5.3, Barwick and Pathak 2015for the market for real
estate agents, andArcidiacono et al. 2016for retail entry.

In the context of dynamic games, the main di culty in the application of this method
is nding a suitable basis function, given the large dimensn of the statex;. Clearly, poly-
nomial basis functions do not work when there are ten rms intte market since this means
that the space of has at least ten dimensions. InsteadPowell 2007 suggests including
features of the states, which roughly translates to pickingelevant moments of the state
and have basis functions de ned over them. This returns theugstion to how to properly
pick moments of the state as in our discussion of MME. One apgach is to think about
the components of the state that help predict prots. In the @urnot example, total ca-
pacity of the industry is the relevant state variable. In a mael with rms competing in
quality with a logit demand system, the relevant aggregatesithe inclusive value, such as in
Gowrisankaran and Rysman 2012and Aguirregabiria and Ho 2012

A promising approach for solving dynamic games is using t@ofrom machine learning
and arti cial intelligence. For instance, in the context ofapproximate DP methods described
above, the relevant moments can be identi ed using an iterate algorithm that simultane-

6. Theseapproximate DP methods are extensively covered in a book byowell 2007
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ously solves for the solution of the Bellman equation. In tkispirit, Kalouptsidi 2018 uses
LASSO to pick out the basis functions in her application. Mag promising is the application
to dynamic games of newly developed techniques in deep leéam

2.4.4 Persistent asymmetric information

The model considered so far assumes that the only form of rimgrivate information is an
idiosyncratic shock that is independently distributed acnss rms and over time. This pre-
cludes interesting forms of asymmetric information. For istance,La ont and Tirole 1993's
work on the regulation of a monopolist with unknown costs ras critically on persistent
asymmetric information. There is a deep interest in 10 thegr on these types of models.

In dynamic games, an important challenge of incorporatinggsistent private information
is that the complete history of previous states and decisisrbecomes payo relevant. For a
rm trying to uncover its rival's private information, any a ction that they have taken in the
past, and the context in which this action was taken, i.e., th state at that point, is relevant
to form a posterior on their private information. Therefore if we maintain the assumption of
MPBNE without further restrictions, the dimension of the siate space becomes intractable
for solving or estimating even for simple versions of thesamges.

Fershtman and Pakes 2013tudy this type of model and propose an alternative equi-
librium concept to deal with the high dimensionality problen of MPBNE. In their model,
every rm i observes a public statee; and a private state";, such that their informa-
tion set at periodt is (B;"it) and its strategy function is ;(®;"i). This information set
has two important di erences with respect to the model condiered so far. First,®; may
contain lagged valuesfxs : s < tg. Second,"; can be serially correlated or even time-
invariant. To avoid the dimensionality problem of the MPBNE solution concept in this
game, Fershtman and Pakes 201propose an equilibrium concept that they denoté&xperi-
ence Based Equilibrium(EBE). An EBE imposes three types of restrictions on equiliium
strategies: (i) if a state is visited, then this state will bevisited in the future repeatedly;
(i) strategies are optimal given the evaluations of outcoss (prots); and (iii) strategies
generate expected discounted values of pro ts that are cdstent with these evaluations in
the recurrent subset of states.Fershtman and Pakes 201®ropose a reinforcement learn-
ing algorithm to compute EBE strategies, taking ideas from Eearning implemented in
Pakes and McGuire 2001

In dynamic games with persistent asymmetric information, m assumption that can re-
duce substantially the dimensionality problem is that rms private information becomes
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common knowledge everyl periods. Under this condition,®; = X; when private informa-
tion is revealed;®; = (X; 1;X;) one period after revealing private information; and so on,
such that the maximum dimension of the state space & = ( X¢ T+1;::5X¢).

Asker et al. 2020apply the EBE solution concept together with the assumptiorof infor-
mation revelation everyT periods to a dynamic auction game. Take the example of either
timber or construction auctions, which have been studied &nsively in empirical 10. In both
contexts, rms are competing against rivals repeatedly, ahthere are important sources of
persistent asymmetric information. For instance, rms hae backlogs of construction projects
or timber that a ect their bidding behavior (i.e., a larger backlog lowers the value from win-
ning an auction). A rm's backlog is not perfectly known by its rivals. However, when a
rm wins an auction, its bid becomes publicly available andhis yields information to rivals
that is helpful for subsequent auctions. Furthermore, rmamay bene t from a commitment
to share their backlog information with each other.Asker et al. 2020compute EBE for dif-
ferent values ofT to evaluate the impact of information sharing among biddersThey show
that information sharing, even of strategically importantdata, can be welfare increasing.

Fershtman and Pakes 2012 approach to deal with persistent asymmetric information
can be critical for making empirical work on dynamic gamesds tied down to the MPNE
solution concept. However, the issues with large state sgmcbecome substantially more
di cult since some history dependence needs to be tracked. phlied work will need to
address these computational problems in order to make thiparoach more than a proof of
concept.

2.4.5 Firms' biased beliefs

Firms' behavior depends on their beliefs about the actiond other rms in the same market.
Managers and their rms have di erent abilities to collect and process information and, as
a result, they are heterogeneous in their expectations. Thiheterogeneity in beliefs can
have important implications on rms' performance and welfee. The importance of rms'
heterogeneity in their ability to form expectations and thepossibility of biased beliefs has
been long recognized in economics, at least since the workSahon 1959 However, in most
elds in economics, the status quo has been to assume ratidrxpectations. In particular,
as we described above, the assumption of Markov perfect ddurium has been very common
in empirical applications of dynamic games in 10O.

Recent papers in empirical 10 relax the assumption of ratial expectations and present
evidence of substantial heterogeneity and biases in rms'efiefs. As one would expect,
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biased beliefs are more likely in new markets and after regtibry changes. For instance,
after deregulation of the US telecommunication industry@oldfarb and Xiao 201}, the UK
electricity market (Doraszelski, Lewis, and Pakes 20).,8the Texas electricity spot market
(Hortagsu and Puller 2008 Hortagsu et al. 2019, or the Washington State liquor market
(Huang, Ellickson, and Lovett 202), and in the early years of the fast-food restaurant in-
dustry in UK (Aguirregabiria and Magesan 20200r China (Xie 202J).

Most of these applications consider static games of markebrapetition and use the so-
lution concepts of level-K rationality introduced by Stahl and Wilson 1995and Nagel 1995
and the Cognitive Hierarchy (hereafter, CH) equilibrium itroduced by Camerer, Ho, and Chong 2004
Let Bi(a ijx;) be the probability distribution that represents rm i's belief about other
rms' actions given common knowledge state variablex;. Under Bayesian Nash Equilib-
rium (BNE), beliefs correspond to the_actual probability dstribution, as represented by
players' CCPs, such thatBi(a itjxt) = ~¢; Pj(atiXt). In contrast, level-K rationality and
CH are equilibrium concepts where rms have biased beliefdn these models, rms are
heterogeneous in their beliefs and there is a nite number dfelief types. That is, the prob-
ability distribution Bj(a ijx;) belongs to a nite number K of belief types. These types
correspond to di erent levels of strategic sophisticatiorand are determined by a hierarchi-
cal structure. A type-0 rm has an arbitrary belief function B© (a jx;). In the level-k
model, a type-k rm believes that all the other rms are typek 1. This recursive struc-
ture de nes the belief functions for every type k between 1 ahK. The only unrestricted
function is the beliefs function for type-0: the rest of the blief functions are known func-
tions of B and the structural parameters of the model. The CH model is me exible
than the levelK model. In the CH model, a type-k rm believes that the other rms come
from a probability distribution over types O to k 1. This is the model of rms' biased
beliefs that has been most commonly used in 10 applications,g., Goldfarb and Xiao 2011
Brown, Camerer, and Lovallo 2013and Hortagsu et al. 2019 These models impose impor-
tant restrictions: they do not include BNE or rational belids as a particular case, and there
is a small number of belief types. However, they have the a#tctive feature of being equilib-
rium models where (biased) beliefs are determined endogasly. This feature makes them
particularly attractive for counterfactual experiments.

In dynamic games, every period rms need to form probabilistic beliefs about the
actions of competitors not only at the current period but ale at future periods. Let
Bli.s(a it+siXt+s) be the probability distribution that represents rm i's beliefs at periodt
about the behaviour of competitors at period + s if the state is X;+s. A rm can update
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its beliefs over time, andBit;jis(:) Bi..s(:) represents the updating from period to period
t +1 in the beliefs that rm i has about the behaviour of competitors at period + s. This
belief structure is very general and allows for general fosrof rms' learning or forgetting.
Given its beliefs at periodt, a rm's best response is the solution of a single-agent dymac
programming problem. Under MPBNE, rms' beliefs are equal @ the actual probability
distribution of other rms' choices: B}, (@ it+siXt+s) = isi Pit+s(8t+siXt+s).” CH and
Level-K rationality models have been extended to dynamic games (e.gg and Su 201}
However, these models impose strong restrictions on the u®n of beliefs over time: a
rm's belief type does not vary over time. As far as we know, tlre are not 10 applications
of these models in dynamic gameg\guirregabiria and Magesan 2026onsider empirical dy-
namic games where rms' belief functions have the generalrgtture describe above. They
study the nonparametric identi cation of belief and payo functions in this model, and apply
this model to study competition in number of stores between bDonalds and Burger King
in UK.

3 Identi cation and estimation

3.1 Data

The datasets used in most applications of dynamic games in I€n be described as panel
data of M markets (geographic locations, products), over periods of time, with information
on actions and state variables foN players (often rms). The order of magnitude ofM, T,
and N, and the structure of the panel (e.g., how unbalanced it is ithe di erent dimensions)
varies across applications. Since most applications studyigopoly markets, the number of
rms N is typically small, but there is also a literature consider in section4.9that handles
cases with a large number of agents. The number of period@isis often small too. In many
applications, a substantial part of the sample variation ames from the number of markets
M that may include hundreds or thousands of locations. Nevdrntless, there are applications
where the global nature of the industry implies very few magks, or even a single national or
world market. For instance, this is the case for PC microchg(Goettler and Gordon 201},
or hard drives (gami 2017 discussed in sectiord.2 In these cases, enough sample variation
is achieved by the joint combination of rms, time periods, ad markets, where neither of
the three dimensions is large buMNT can be large enough.

7. The notation here considers a non-stationary model. If tle model is stationary, then CCP functions
P;j (:) are time invariant.
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More generally, we have a three dimensional panel dataded,; ; Xime : 1 = 1;2;::5;N;
t=1;2:;T, m2M g, wherei indexes rms, t time, and m markets. We useM i
M f 1;2;::;;Mg to represent the set of markets where rm is observed making decisions
at period t. The structure of the setsM ;; is important for the identi cation and estimation
of the model. In some industries every rm is a player in all ;omost of) the M markets
such that M y = M for every (i;t). For instance, this is the case in a retail industry
characterized by competition between large retail chainshich are potential entrants in any
of the geographic markets that constitute the industry, disussed in more detail in section
4.6. With this type of data, the researcher can allow for rich fans of rm heterogeneity
that is xed across markets and time by estimating rm-specic structural parameters. In
other industries, even if competition is local andV is large, most of the rms specialize
in operating in a few markets such thatM ;; is typically a small subset ofM . In these
cases, allowing for rich forms of rm unobserved heterogdterequires more sophisticated
econometric methods, and sometimes restrictions.

In some applications, the data also includes information oprices and quantities, pro-
duction functions and input costs, that can be used to estimt@ demand functions and
variable costs. In fact, as we show in sectiofd, empirical applications of dynamic games
in 10 are characterized by a wide variation in the types of dat being used. The idea of
looking a panel of independent markets using data on obsedvdemand factors and mar-
ket structure pioneered in the static setting byBresnahan and Reiss 199dr Berry 1992has
been carried over to dynamic settings. This starts with thencompletely dynamic models
of Bresnahan and Reiss 199¢sed in Collard-Wexler 2014as well), but adopted by both
Collard-Wexler 2013and Dunne et al. 2013 Indeed, the most popular methods for the es-
timation of dynamic games (the two-step CCP methods that we ekcribe in sections3.3.2
and 3.3.3 are particularly well suited to use panel data from many indpendent markets.
However, this is not the only type of data that has been brougdtio bear on these questions.
For many applications, such as those for industries with argjle national of world market,
this panel data with largeM approach is not feasible.

Beyond the problem of not having a cross-section of marketthe original idea from
Bresnahan and Reiss 199df backing out markups purely from the pattern of market strg-
ture and market demand shifters, that is, without any infornation on prices or costs, is an
admittedly heroic use of economic theory to structure estiation. A rst alternative is to
use more traditional static cost and demand estimation to llin much of the period pro t
function. The second approach is to calibrate both the deterinants of static pro ts, and
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dynamic costs, such as entry or scrap values, from more anetal accounting data or engi-
neering estimates. IndeedBenkard 2004is a particularly extreme case in that no dynamic
choices are used to estimate the model, and there is only agienglobal market for aircraft.

Many papers have used a more ragtag empirical approach ingHiterature. For instance,
in Ryan 2012 demand and costs are estimated using traditional IO methador these prob-
lems. Only a very parsimonious number of parameters are estited using the dynamic
structure of the industry, such as entry and exit costs and wrestment adjustment costs.
While there are fewer agship methodological papers to ilktrate how these methods work,
most serious empirical applications of dynamic oligopolyse empirical support in the form
of well researched calibrations, static demand and cost asation, as well as estimation that
leverages the dynamic choices in the dynamic oligopoly game

This makes the literature on dynamic games quite di erent fom, say, the empirical
literature on demand estimation and production function égnation that is organized around
common data structures, such as data on prices and quantgiefor demand, or rm level
data on output and inputs, for production functions.

3.2 ldenti cation

The structural parameters (or functions) of the model const of the prot functions ;, the
discount factors i, the transition probability of the state variablesF,, and the distribution
of private information shocksF-. We represent all these parameters in a compact form using

f i, i, Fx, F-:121g. The researcher is interested in the identi cation of using the
data described above.

In this subsection, we present identi cation and non-identcation results for dynamic
games. We start with a well known non-identi cation result. Then, we present a set of
su cient conditions for identi cation that has been used, implicitly or explicitly, in most
existing empirical applications of dynamic games in 10. Fally, we discuss recent studies
showing identi cation of dynamic games under weaker condins than some of these suf-
cient conditions. In particular, we focus on the followingidenti cation issues that have
received attention in the literature: (i) unobserved markeheterogeneity; (ii) multiple equi-
libria in the data; (iii) normalization of the payo of a choice alternative; (iv) time discount
factor; (v) non-additive unobservables; (vi) nonparametc distribution of unobservables; and
(vii) non-equilibrium beliefs. Most of these results have den developed in the context of
discrete dynamic games (i.e., rms' actions and observedaie variables are discrete), and
this class of models is the focus of sectioB2.1to 3.2.3 In section3.2.4 we present results
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for mixed continuous-discrete choice models.

3.2.1 Non-identi cation result

In the context of single-agent dynamic discrete choice gasy&ust 1994band Magnac and Thesmar 2002
present a non-identi cation result that is well-known in the literature of dynamic struc-
tural models. Note that a single-agent dynamic model is a reited version of the dy-
namic game in sectior2: payo functions (a;;a i;X;) and transition probability func-
tions Fy (Xt+1]X¢; @t; @ i) do not depend on other rms' actions,a ;. Since this model is
more restrictive than a dynamic game, and it is estimated usg the same type of data, non-
identi cation of single-agent models implies non-identication of the dynamic game version.
For the same reason, a positive identi cation result for dyamic games implies identi cation
of its restricted single-agent version.

The set of assumptions (ID.1) to (ID.4) below de ne a class alynamic discrete choice
models that has been used in many empirical applications. €ke assumptions were rst
introduced by Rust 1987 and Rust 1994b such that this model is often referred afRust
model

Assumption (ID.1). No common knowledge unobservables. The researcher observes
all the state variables that are common knowledge to rmsx;. The only unobservables for
the researcher are the private information shock;.

Assumption (ID.2). Additive unobservables. The private information variables are
additively separable in the payo function. More specicaly, the prot function has the
form (ay; %) + "ii(at), wheref"(a) : & 2 A g are the unobservable shocks.

Assumption (ID.3). Known distribution of the unobservable s. The probability
distribution F- does not depend on any parameter that is unknown to the reseher. Fur-
thermore, it is strictly increasing over the whole Euclidea spaceR’**.

Assumption (ID.4). Conditional independence. Conditional only (a¢; x;), the real-
ization of x{+1 is independent of';. Note that this assumption was already included in the
description of the incomplete information dynamic game inestion 2.2.3

Under conditions (ID.1) to (ID.4), the CCP functions P;(a;jX;) and the transition proba-
bility function Fy(Xt+1]X¢; @) are nonparametrically identi ed. Furthermore, Hotz and Miller 1993
show that there is a one-to-one relationship between CCPsd@nonditional choice value func-
tion (as de ned in equation 2) relative to a baseline choice alternative, that we can repsent
ase (ai;x¢) Vi(ag;xt) Vi(0;x¢) (Proposition 1 inHotz and Miller 1993. Therefore, under
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these assumptions, di erences in conditional choice valdanctions & (a;;X;) are uniquely
identi ed. However, Rust 1994band Magnac and Thesmar 2008how that knowledge of dif-
ferences in conditional choice value functions is not su ent to identify the payo function

i and the discount factor ; (Proposition 2 in Magnac and Thesmar 2002

There are two main identi cation issues involved in this noridenti cation result. First,
as in any other revealed preference approach, we can identgayo function ; only rel-
ative to the payo of a baseline alternative. The typical appoach is to normalize to zero
all the payo s of a baseline choice alternative, e.g.,i(ax = 0;x{) = 0 for every value of
Xt. The problem is that, in contrast to static discrete choice mdels, this normalization
condition is not innocuous in dynamic models (se@guirregabiria and Suzuki 2014 and
Kalouptsidi, Scott, and Souza-Rodrigues 2021In the equation describing value di erences
@ as functions of the structural parameters, the payo for thebaseline alternative interacts
with the discount factor and with transition probabilities of the state variables. Therefore,
the e ect on value di erences (and on CCPs) of a change in theistount factor or in transi-
tion probabilities depends on the level of the baseline pagy such that misspeci cation of
baseline payo s implies biases in the predictions about tlse e ects.

A second problem comes from the identi cation of the time dsount factor ;. The
identi ed value di erence ®(a;;X;) has two additive components: the di erence in current
payos, i(ay;Xt) i(0;xy); and the dierence in continuation values | Xt+1\/i(xt+1)
[Fxi (Xt+1)Xt;&t)  Fxi(Xt+1)X¢; 0)] where Fy; is identied and the value function V; only
depends on this transition probability and on ;, and ;. Knowledge of the value di erence
@ (ay; X¢) is not enough to separately identify ;(ay; Xt) i(0;x¢) and ;. The intuition is
simple. Without further restrictions, the di erence in cortinuation values depends on the
same variables as the di erence in current payos. Therefe; the model can explain the
data i.e., the value dierences equally well with any value of ; betweenO and 1.2

3.2.2 A set of su cient conditions for identi cation

(a) Identi cation of single-agent dynamic model.Suppose that the researcher has data only
on agents' choices and state$a ; Xmtg. Consider the following additional assumptions.

Assumption (ID.5). Normalization of payo of one choice alt ernative. For one of
the choice alternatives, say; = 0, the pro t function is equal to zero (or to any other value
known to the researcher): i(a; = 0;x;) =0 for any value ofx;.

8. Note that the same non-identi cation holds if the discount factor is restricted to be the same across
rms.
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Assumption (ID.6). Known time discount factors. The discount factors ; are known
to the researcher.

Under conditions (ID.1) to (ID.6) all the structural parameters in f i, i, Fx,
F. :i 2 lg are identi ed in the single-agent modeP. This set of identi cation restrictions
has been, so far, the most commonly used in empirical applims of single-agent dynamic
structural models.

(b) Identi cation of dynamic game. The identi cation of the dynamic game needs to deal
with two additional issues. First, the dynamic game can havenultiple equilibria and, in
principle, observations in the data may come from di erent quilibria. Second, under con-
ditions (ID.1) to (ID.6), and ignoring for the moment the issie of multiple equilibria in the
data, the expected prot function [(ay;X:) as dened in equation (4) is identied.
However, the prot function j(a:;a i;X;) depends on the actions of all the other players.
That is, the dimension of the structural payo function (ag;a i;X¢) is larger than the
dimension of the identi ed expected payo F(ay;X;). As it is common in other empirical
games or in econometric models with social interactions,lgmg this identi cation problem
requires exclusion restrictions. Consider the followingsaumptions.

Assumption (ID.7). Single MPBNE in the data. Every observation(i;m;t) in the
sample comes from the same Markov perfect equilibrium.

Assumption (ID.8). Exclusion restriction in payo . The vector of observable state
variables x; contains rm-speci c state variables that enter in the pro t function of a rm
but not in the prot function of competitors. More specically, x; = (x{;z; : i1 2 1), and
the prot function is i(a;; X{; z¢) that does not depend org;; for j 6 i. Furthermore, the
support of z; has at least as many points as the support @ .

Under conditions (ID.1) to (ID.8) all the structural parameters  f ;, i, Fx,F-:i21g
are identi ed in the dynamic game (see Proposition 3 iResendorfer and Schmidt-Dengler 208
Similarly as for the case of single-agent models, these haeen the most commonly used
identi cation restrictions in empirical applications of dynamic games in 10.

9. This positive identi cation result is a corollary of Magnac and Thesmar's Proposition on non-
identi cation (Proposition 2 in  Magnac and Thesmar 2002 See also Proposition 1 inAguirregabiria 2005
for an explicit statement and proof of this positive identi cation result.
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3.2.3 Relaxing restrictions (ID.1) to (ID.8)

Some of the identi cation restrictions (ID.1) to (ID.8) are strong, and they might not hold
in some applications, such that imposing these restricti@nmay generate important biases
in parameter estimates and in our understanding of rms' bedwvior and the determinants of
market structure in those industries. During the last decagl, there has been a substantial
amount of research dealing with identi cation results relging some of the conditions (ID.1)
to (ID.8). This subsection reviews this literature.

(i) Incorporating common-knowledge serially correlated u nobservables

Assumption (ID.1) establishes that the only unobservablefor the researcher are the pri-
vate information shocks, which are i.i.d. over rms, market, and time. In most applications
in 10, this assumption is not realistic and can be easily repted by the data. Markets and
rms di er in terms of characteristics that are payo -relevant. Some of these di erences can
be captured by state variables that the researcher observasd puts into the model, the
Xt's, but other variables are either tricky to measure propey] or their inclusion in the model
would expand the size of the state space in infeasible way4. id di cult to believe that
the state variables that the researcher does not measure dotmexhibit the same persistence
over the time as the observed state variables that are k. As such, no serial correlation of
unobservables is a strong assumption.

Not accounting for this heterogeneity may generate signiant biases in parameter esti-
mates and in our understanding of competition in the indusir. For instance, in the empirical
applications in Aguirregabiria and Mira 2007and Collard-Wexler 2013 the estimation of a
model without unobserved market heterogeneity implies @states of competition e ects
(i.e., in this case, the e ect on a rms' prot of other rms' m arket entry) that are strongly
biased towards zero. In both applications, accounting foirhe-invariant unobserved market
heterogeneity results in signi cantly larger estimates o€ompetition e ects.

Kasahara and Shimotsu 2008tudy the identi cation of CCPs in dynamic discrete choice
models either single-agent or games when the model incled time-invariant unobserved
heterogeneity with nite support but with a nonparametric distribution. This unobserved
heterogeneity may vary over rms, over markets, or both. The derive su cient conditions
for nonparametric identi cation of the CCP functions condtional on unobserved market
type, and the distribution of the unobserved types. That is,if !, represents unobserved
market heterogeneity, andf! @1 @:::::1 (L g s the set of market types, they prove identi -
cation of the CCP functionP;(aijX¢;! m) at every value in the support set of these variables,
and of the probability distribution of market types, (! ). The identi cation restrictions
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depend on the time-dimension of the panel datal( should be large enough), and on the
number of points in the support sets of the observable stateanablesx; and of the unob-
servable! ,. Given these CCPs, and the other identi cation restrictiors described above,
all the structural parameters of the model are identi ed.

Hu and Shum 2012(in a general Markov model) andHu and Shum 2013 more speci -
cally in dynamic games) extend this result on identi cationof CCPs to a model where the
unobservable! can vary over time following a rst order Markov process. Theg present
identi cation results for di erent models depending on whéher the decision variable and
the serially correlated unobservablé are discrete or continuous.

(i) Multiple equilibria in the data

In the context of discrete choice games of incomplete infoation, De Paula and Tang 2012
propose a test of the restriction of unique equilibrium in te data based on the independence
between players' actions conditional on observable statanables: a testa; ? g jX;. They
interpret failure of independence in terms of multiple eqlibria across markets. They also
show (in a similar spirit as Sweeting 200pthat the sample variation generated by multiple
equilibria across markets provides identi cation of the gjn of the parameters that capture
the strategic interactions between players (e.g., compgtin e ects), without need of the ex-
clusion restrictions in (ID.8). A key restriction for de Paua and Tang's identi cation results
is that the model does not contain (payo relevant) common kowledge unobservables.

Otsu, Pesendorfer, and Takahashi 201propose statistical tests of the null hypothesis
that panel data from a discrete dynamic game can be pooled ovaultiple markets. This null
hypothesis can be interpreted in terms of a restriction of nenobserved market heterogeneity,
either payo relevant or multiple equilibria. The asymptotics of the test is based on larg&.
The authors apply their tests to data of the US Portland cemédnindustry from Ryan 2012
and reject the null hypothesis of homogeneity.

Aguirregabiria and Mira 2019study the identi cation of discrete games of incomplete in-
formation when there are two forms of market heterogeneitynobservable to the researcher
but common-knowledge to the players: payo -relevant unotesvables, and nonpayo -relevant
variables that determine the selection between multiple @gibria. The number of equilibria

in this class of models is (generically) nite (see their Lema 1, and alsdoraszelski and Escobar 20)0

such that the unobservable that represents the selection ah equilibrium has discrete and
nite support. Following Kasahara and Shimotsu 200and Hu and Shum 2013the authors
assume that payo -relevant unobserved market heterogengihas discrete and nite support.
The authors provide necessary and su cient conditions forhe identi cation of all the prim-
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itives of the model. Two types of conditions play a key role itheir identi cation results:
independence between players' private information, and éhexclusion restriction in assump-
tion (ID.8). This exclusion restriction identi es which part of the unobserved heterogeneity
a ects the payo function and which part a ects players' CCPs but not the payo function
(i.e., multiple equilibria across markets).

(i) Identi cation without normalization restrictions

In the context of a single-agent model of market entry and exiAguirregabiria and Suzuki 2014
show that three components of a rm's pro t function are not eparately identi ed: the xed
cost of an incumbent rm, the entry cost of a new entrant, and he scrap value (or exit cost)
of an exiting rm. Empirical applications assume that one ofthese three components is
zero. Aguirregabiria and Suzuki 2014study the implications of this identi cation problem
and normalization restrictions on di erent comparative satic exercises and counterfactual
public policies using the estimated model. They show that #h normalization is innocuous
(i.e., it does not introduce biases) for counterfactual exgiments that consist of an additive
change in the prot function, as long as the magnitude of the dditive change is known
to the researcher. They also show that the normalization regtion introduces important
biases in the predictions from counterfactual experimenthat change transition probabili-
ties of the state variables or the discount factor. The biasam modify even the sign of the
estimated e ects. Kalouptsidi, Scott, and Souza-Rodrigues 202éxtend this analysis to a
general framework that covers virtually any counterfactuaencountered in applied work in
single-agent dynamic discrete choice models.

For dynamic games,Kalouptsidi, Scott, and Souza-Rodrigues 2018how that counter-
factuals are not identi ed, even when analogous counterfa@ls of single- agent models are
identi ed, i.e., additive changes in players' payo functions. In dynamic games, a player's
best response function depends on other players' CCPs in andar way as it depends on
exogenous transition probabilities. An additive change iplayer 1's payo function a ects
the CCP of this player, and in turn this change a ects player 2 best response. This second
e ect depends on the value of baseline payo s.

A possible approach to deal with this identi cation problemis to use partial identi cation.
There are weak and plausible restrictions on the sign of egtcost, xed cost, and scrap value
that provide bounds on the estimation of all the structural mrameters in the pro t function.
For instance, if the three components are always positivehén the model implies sharper
lower bounds for the entry cost and the scrap valueAguirregabiria and Suzuki 2014lescribe
this approach in the context of the model of market entry/exi. Kalouptsidi et al. 2020
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present a general partial identi cation approach for the inplementation of counterfactuals
in dynamic discrete choice models.

In some industries, the acquisition of an incumbent rm is a@mmon form of rm entry
and exit: the owner of an incumbent rm sells all the rm's asgts to a new entrant. In the
shipping, hotel, and banking industries this is frequentlghe case. Sometimes, the researcher
has data on rm acquisition prices, or else the rm's underling valuation can be recovered
from stock market data or other assessments of a rm's valu@ieh as accounting statements.
Under some assumptions, these additional data can be useddeal with the identi cation
problem that we describe in this subsection. This is exactlghe identi cation strategy used
by Kalouptsidi 2014 for the bulk shipping industry. Aguirregabiria and Suzuki 2014liscuss
this approach and the economic restrictions on transactiocosts that it requires.

(iv) ldenti cation of discount factors

The discount factor measures the strength of an agent's foand-looking behavior. For
given payo and transition probability functions, the discount factor plays a key role in the
optimal decision rule in a DP problem. However, without resictions on payo or transition
probability functions, the discount factor is not identi ed: see Lemma 3.3 irRust 1994h
and Proposition 2 inMagnac and Thesmar 2002

An exclusion restriction that has certain power in the ideritcation of the discount factor
is a state variable that a ects the expectation of future pag s but not current payo s.
Intuitively, if the agent's behavior does not respond to chages in this state variable, this
is evidence that the agent is myopic; the stronger the obsew response, the more forward-
looking the agent is. This exclusion restriction has been &g to identify the discount factor
in di erent applications of single-agent dynamic model$® So far, this identi cation strategy

10. Chevalier and Goolsbee 2008st whether textbook consumers are forward-looking. Theyconsider that
the resale price of a textbook in the second hand market is thespecial state variable that does not a ect
current utility of buying that textbook in the rst-hand mar ket but it a ects future expected utility. They
nd strong evidence that students are forward-looking. Fang and Wang 2015study women's decisions to get
a mammogram . They assume that the mother's age at death trurcated, if still alive aects a woman's
expectations but not her current utility. Bayer et al. 2016 estimate a dynamic model of housing demand.
Their identi cation of the discount factor exploits the ass umption that the utility from housing depends on
the current level of the neighborhood amenities, but the vaiables representing amenities follow a stochastic
process with more than one-year memory such that lagged améies shifts consumer expectations but not
current utility. In a model of consumer stockpiling decisions, Ching and Osborne 2020identify consumers'
discount factors under the assumption that current storagecosts depend on the size of the package regardless
of the level of inventory such that the actual inventory of t he product a ects expected future utilities but
not current utility. De Groote and Verboven 201%tudy households' adoption of solar photovoltaic systems,
and their response to a generous subsidy program in BelgiumTheir identi cation of the discount factor
exploits that the program mainly consisted of future production subsidies instead of upfront investment
subsidies.
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has not been applied to dynamic games in 10, possibly becaus®st applications are to
decisions about large rms where it would be surprising thatdiscount factors dier too
much from the interest rates that rms pay for capital.

These empirical applications also impose restrictions ath than the exclusion restric-
tion to identify the discount factor, such as parametric agsmptions in the payo function.
Therefore, it is not obvious what is the actual identi cation power provided by the exclu-
sion restriction, and how much of the identi cation comes mm functional form restrictions.
To answer this question,Abbring and Daljord 2020study the identi cation of the discount
factor in a dynamic discrete choice model under assumptiofD.1) to (ID.5) but where
the payo function is nonparametrically speci ed. They shov that the discount factor is
partially identi ed, but it is not point identi ed. More spe ci cally, there are multiple (but
nite) values of the discount factor that are consistent with the moment conditions implied
by the exclusion restriction. They also show that if the dynaic model exhibits nite depen-
dence, as de ned inArcidiacono and Miller 2011 the identi ed set is smaller. In a model
with -periods nite dependence, the identi ed set contains at m&t values. Therefore, in
a model of market entry-exit that has =2 periods nite dependence the identi ed set
for the discount factor contains only two values.

Komarova et al. 2018study identi cation of the discount factor in an scenario that is,
somehow, the complement afAbbring and Daljord 202Q They consider a model under as-
sumptions (ID.1) to (ID.4) but without the exclusion restriction and with a linear in pa-
rameters specication of the payo function. That is, the payo function has the form

i(a; %) = h(a;; %)% ; whereh(a;x;) is a vector of functions known to the researcher,
and ; is a vector of parameters. They show that the discount factor; and the payo
parameters ; are (generically) point identi ed. Their identi cation pr oof is constructive
and provides a simple two-step estimator.

(v) Non-additive unobservables

The Hotz-Miller inversion property i.e., the one-to-one napping between CCPs and
value di erences is a key component in the proofs of identication of dynamic discrete choice
structural models. This inversion property relies on the aditive separability (and in nite
support) of the unobservable shocks;;. This restriction, though convenient, is not always
plausible or desirable. For instance, in a model of compeath in a di erentiated product
market with a logit demand system, unobservable demand shac(the so called 's) do not
enter additively in a rm's prot function. Kristensen, Nesheim, and de Paula 201€how
that additive separability is not necessary to obtain a onés-one mapping between CCPs and
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value di erences. The necessary and su cient condition fothe inversion property is that, for
every value of(a i;X;), the vector ofJ +1 payos f (0;a i;X¢;"it), i(L;a it;Xe;"it), e

i(J;a i;X¢;"it)g has full support on the Euclidean spac®’*!. This condition is satis ed
by di erent models where the shocks; are not additively separable.

(vi) Non-parametric distribution of unobservable shocks

Most empirical applications of dynamic discrete choice sictural models have assumed a
parametric speci cation for the distribution of the unobsevables. However, it is well-known
that, in discrete choice models, the misspeci cation of thdistribution of unobservablesF-
can generate substantial biases in the estimation of payo gpameters (e.g.Horowitz 1993.
Relaxing this parametric assumption is quite relevant in tis class of models. As in static
discrete choice models, the shape of the distribution of thenobservables plays a key role in
the e ect on the choice probability of a marginal change of atate variable or a structural
parameter. Furthermore, in dynamic discrete choice modelthe distribution of the unob-
servables captures also agents' uncertainty about futureago s and plays an important role
in the magnitude and shape of the continuation values of theydamic decision problem.

Aguirregabiria 201Q based on results byMatzkin 1992 shows the nonparametric identi -
cation of the distribution F- in a binary choice dynamic structural model with nite horizon.
A key condition in this identi cation result is the existence of an observable state variable
that enters additively in the payo function, i.e., a so-caled special regressqrusing the term
coined by Arthur Lewbel (seeLewbel 1998and Lewbel 200(. Blevins 2014extends this
result to a more general class of dynamic models in which aggeran make both discrete
and continuous choicesNorets and Tang 2014study partial identi cation when the model
does not include exclusion restrictions or "special” addite state variables, and the decision
problem can have in nite horizon. They derive sharp boundsrothe distribution function
F. and on per-period payo functions ;. Buchholz, Shum, and Xu 202lalso consider an
in nite horizon model and do not impose the restriction of a gecial regressor. Instead, they
assume that the vector of state variables includes at leashe continuous variable and the
payo function is linear in parameters. They establish the onparametric point identi ca-
tion of F-. Chen 2017obtains point identi cation results under the restriction that a subset
of the state variables a ects only the current payo function but not agents' beliefs about
future utilities.

(vii) Non-equilibrium beliefs
Models of belief formation that depart from Bayesian Nash Hdlibria can be di cult
since both payo s and beliefs need to be identi edAguirregabiria and Magesan 2028tudy

33



the identi cation of biased beliefs in dynamic games. Theimodel allows payo and belief
functions to vary over time in an unrestricted way. First, the authors show that the exclusion
restriction in (ID.8) provides testable non-parametric rstrictions of the null hypothesis of
equilibrium beliefs in dynamic games with either nite or innite horizon. Second, they
prove that this exclusion restriction, together with constent estimates of beliefs at two
points in the support of the variable involved in the exclugin restriction, is su cient for non-
parametric point-identi cation of players' belief functions and payo functions. They apply
these results to a dynamic game of competition in number of@es between McDonalds
and Burger King in UK. They nd signi cant evidence of biased beliefs by Burger King.
Imposing the restriction of unbiased beliefs generates abstantial attenuation bias in the
estimate of competition e ects.

An, Hu, and Xiao 2021study the identi cation of dynamic discrete choice models ith-
out assuming rational expectations. For nite horizon modks, their key identi cation re-
striction is that payo function and transition probabilit ies are time invariant. Under this
restriction, all the variation over time in the CCP functions should be attributed to the
proximity to the terminal period. This implies a recursive elationship between CCPs at
two consecutive periods. The authors show that this relatiship provides identi cation
of subjective beliefs. For the identi cation of subjectivebeliefs in in nite horizon models,
they impose the stronger restriction that for one of the sta variables, agents' have rational
expectations.

3.2.4 Identi cation of mixed continuous-discrete choice m odels

Blevins 2014studies the identi cation of dynamic structural models wih a discrete deci-
sion, diy 2 f0;1;:::;Jg, and a continuous decisiong; 2 R. For instance, in the model of
Sweeting and Bhattacharya 2015rms choose to enter auctions based on the valuation they
have. Thus, the entry and bidding problem are linked. More gerally, we often have some
information on rms outcomes post-entry, and this creates aelection problem of what's are
observed in the market. InBlevins 2014 the model includes two types of unobservable state
variables: unobservables associated with the discrete ate (" (d) : d=0;1;:::;J) 2 R,
and an unobservable associated with the continuous choicg, 2 R. For instance, consider
a rm manager that every period decides whether to operate arpduction plant (d; = 1)
or to keep it idle (diy = 0), and conditional on operating, the manager chooses the aord
of output to produce, ¢;. Unobservable"; (1) " (0) represents a shock in the xed cost of
starting up the plant. Unobservable ;; is a shock in the marginal cost of output.
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Blevins 2014s model maintains all the assumptions (ID.1) to (ID.8) preented above.
More speci cally, the unobservable$;; and ; satisfy the conditional independence assump-
tion (ID.4), and the discrete unobservables are additivelgeparable in the payo function, as
in assumption (ID.2). Firmi's prot function is ;(di; G¢;X¢; it) + "it (dig). Blevins includes
three additional assumptions related to the continuous-cice part of the model. First, shocks
"it and j are revealed to the rm sequentially within each period. Therm observes rst
the discrete-choice shockd; and makes its discrete choice at period Then, after making
its discrete choice, the continuous-choice shock is revealed and the rm makes its contin-
uous decision. A second assumption is that conditional oq, the unobservables'; and
are independently distributed. These are arguably strongsaumptions that may not hold in
some applications. However, these two assumptions faclié substantially the analysis of
this model. In particular, they imply that the conditional discrete-choice value functions at
the beginning of period (conditional on optimal continuous decision and integrat over the
distribution of ) have the standard structure in the literature where all theunobservables
are additively separable. Finally, he assumes that the mar@l prot function @;=@g¢ is
strictly monotonic in ¢; and ;. This is a standard condition in continuous decisions modzl

Under these conditionsBlevins 2014proves the nonparametric identi cation of the pro t
function (:). Note that this function is nonparametric in all its argumerns, including the
the unobservable ;. He presents identi cation results both when the distributon functions
F. and F are known to the researcher and when these functions are nangmetrically
speci ed.

3.3 Estimation methods

The primitives of the model,f i; i;Fx;F+ 11 21g, can be described in terms of a vector

of structural parameters that is unknown to the researcher. In this section, we desbe

methods for the estimation of , as well as di erent econometric issues. It is convenient to

distinguish three components in the vector of structural pameters: =( ; ¢; ), where
represents the parameters in payo functions and in the disibuion of the unobservables

(if any), ¢ contains the parameters in the transition probabilities oftate variables, and

is the vector of discount factors.

3.3.1 Full solution methods

(i) Nested xed point algorithm with equilibrium uniquenes S
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Rust's nested xed point algorithm (NFXP; Rust 1987 Rust 19941 was a fundamental
development in the estimation of dynamic structural modelsNFXP is a gradient iterative
search method to obtain the maximum likelihood estimator afhe structural parameters. It
was originally proposed for single-agent models, but it hdseen applied also to the estima-
tion of games with unique equilibrium (e.g.,Seim 2006 Abbring and Campbell 2010 and
Igami 2017. The own concept of a likelihood function and not a correspndence seems
to imply that the model has only one equilibrium for each vala of the structural parame-
ters. The condition of equilibrium uniqueness has been coromin applications of NFXP to
games. However, as we describe below, a conceptually simpledi cation of this algorithm
can be applied to estimate dynamic games with multiple eqiliria. The problem is not the
conceptual de nition of this algorithm but the computational cost of implementing it.

For the moment, suppose that the dynamic game has a unique MREE for every value
of the structural parameters!! Let fP;(ajx; ):i 21g be the equilibrium CCPs associated
with a value of the structural parameters . Under assumptions (ID.1) to (ID.4) the full

log-likelihood function of the datais’ ( ) = mzl "m( ), where () is the contribution of
market m and has the following form:
m( ) = |ogpi(aimtlxmt; )+|Og fx(xm;t+1jamt;xmt; f)+|Og Pr(xmll ) (8)
i=1 t=1

where f, is the transition density function, and log Pr(x,1j ) is the contribution of the
initial conditions to the likelihood, e.g., the observed miket structure at the rst sample
period. Most applications imposing the restriction of no sa&lly correlated unobservables
follow a conditional likelihood approach that ignores thedrm log Pr(xn:j ). Though this
approach is consistent as long as there are not serially celated unobservables, it implies
a loss of e ciency that can be important in stationary dynamic gamest> Under the con-
ditional independence assumption (ID.4), the subvector dftructural parameters ; can be
estimated separately from the rest of the parameters withawsolving for an equilibrium of
the game. To reduce the computational cost in the estimatioonf the model, most appli-
cations use a sequential approach where the parameters are estimated in a rst step
based on the partial likelihood . logfyx(Xmt+1jame;Xme; ), and in a second step the
rest of the parameters are estimated using the conditionalaptial likelihood "¢( ; ) =

11. As we have mentioned in sectior2.2.4 above, equilibrium uniqueness in this class of dynamic ganse
requires strong restrictions.

12. In applications with serially correlated unobservables, accounting for the endogeneity of the initial
conditions is key to generate consistent estimators. We desibe this in section 3.3.5below.
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P :
imt 109Pi (@me Xme; 5 5 bf)-

The NFXP combines aBerndt et al. 1974(BHHH hereafter) method for the outer algo-
rithm, that searches for a root of the likelihood equationswith an solution algorithm (inner
algorithm) that solves for the MPBNE of the game for each trihvalue of the structural
parameters. The algorithm is initialized with an arbitrary vector of structural parameters,
say bo. A BHHH iteration is de ned as:

| |

hoob. XM @M@ty T X v @t o

m1 @ @ @° m1 @
The score vector@ﬁn(bk):@ depends on@og P; (&mt jXmt ; bk)=@. To obtain these deriva-
tives, the inner algorithm of NFXP solves for the equilibrim CCPs given b,. This solution
algorithm can be based on value function iterations, or paly function iterations, or a hybrid
of the two. As any other gradient method, the NFXP algorithm eturns a solution to the

likelihood equations®®

There is a long list of applications in 10 which have used the RXP algorithm to estimate
single-agent Rust models. For instance, the machine repéament model used irRust 1987

Das 1992 Rust and Rothwell 1995 The list of applications for dynamic games is shorter
but includes important recent contributions such agsgami 2017and Igami and Uetake 2020

(i) Maximum likelihood estimation with multiple equilibr ia

A modi ed version of NFXP can be applied to obtain the maximumlikelihood estimator
(MLE) in games with multiple equilibria. To de ne the MLE in a model with multiple
equilibria, it is convenient to de ne anextendedor pseudolikelihood function. For arbitrary
values of the vector of structural parameters and rms' CCPs P, we de ne the following
likelihood function of observed players' actions conditital on observed state variables:

XX _
Q( ;P)= log i(amt | Xmt; ;P) (10)
m=1i=1 t=1
where ; is the best response probability functiothat we have de ned in equation ). We
call Q( ;P) a pseudo likelihood function because players' CCPs i are arbitrary and do
not represent the equilibrium probabilities associated wh  implied by the model. An

13. In general, the likelihood function of this class of modks is not globally concave. Therefore, some global
search is necessary to check whether the root of the likelitad equations that has been found is actually the
global maximum and not just a local optimum.
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implication of using arbitrary CCPs, instead of equilibrium CCPs, is that likelihood Q is a
function and not a correspondence.

The MLE is de ned as the pair (bMLE ;bMLE) that maximizes the pseudo likelihood
subject to the constraint that the CCPs in Pue are equilibrium strategies associated with
bMLE . This is a constrained MLE can be de ned as the solution of thiollowing Lagrangian
problem:

(Ouie s Puie ; Puie ) = arg (me'fl_X) Q(;P)+ °[P  ( ;P) (11)

where is the vector of Lagrange multipliers, and , P, and ( ;P) are vectors where each
element corresponds to a value dfi; ajm ;Xmt). This constrained MLE satis es the stan-
dard regularity conditions for consistency, asymptotic nanality, and e ciency of maximum
likelihood estimation.

In principle, this constrained MLE can be computed using Newwn or Quasi-Newton
methods. The rst order conditions of this problem imply thefollowing Lagrangian equa-

tions: 8
2 Puie (B MLE Pue) = 0
> O Q(bMLE ;bMLE) bMLE o ( MLE ;bMLE) = 0 (12)

OPQ(bMLE ;bMLE) b?/ILE OP ( MLE beLE) = 0

A Newton method can be used to obtain a root of this system of gaangian equations.
However, a key computational problem is the very high dimemmality of this system of
equations. In the empirical applications of dynamic oligogly games, the vector of proba-
bilities P and the vector of Lagrange multipliers  includes thousands, millions, or even
more elements. In particular, the computationally most inensive part of this algorithm is
in the calculation of the Jacobian matrixOp ( b. b). In dynamic games, in general, this
is not a sparse matrix, and can contain billions or trillionsof elements. Furthermore, the
evaluation of the best response mapping ;P) for a new value ofP requires solving for a
valuation operator and solving a system of equations with thhsame dimension aB. There-
fore, if L = NJAjjX] is the dimension of the vectoiP, the evaluation of the Jacobian matrix
Or ( b. b) requires solving of the order of.? systems of linear equation with dimensio..
Furthermore, this Jacobian matrix needs to be recomputed agach iteration of the Newton's
method. Given the value ofL in empirical applications, this approach is impractical irmost
empirical applications. Su and Judd 2012have proposed using an MPEC algorithm, which
is a general purpose algorithm for the numerical solution @bnstrained optimization prob-
lems. However, MPEC also requires the repeated computatiarf the high dimensional and
non-sparse Jacobian matriXOp ( b: b). Due to serious computational issues, there are no
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empirical applications of dynamic games with multiple eqlibria that compute the MLE,
with either the NFXP or MPEC algorithms.

(iif) Nested pseudo maximum likelihood estimation

Motivated by the computational challenges of implementinghe MLE in dynamic struc-
tural models (and by limitations of the two-step methods thawe describe below)Aguirregabiria and Mira
(for single-agent models) and\guirregabiria and Mira 2007(for dynamic games) propose an
alternative estimation method that imposes the equilibrim restrictions but does requires
neither repeatedly solving for equilibrium CCPs for each ial value of the structural pa-
rameters (as in the NFXP algorithm), nor computing Jacobiarmatrices Op ( b. b) (as in
the NFXP and MPEC algorithms). They denote their method theNested pseudo likelihood
(NPL hereafter) estimator.

In the NPL method, the analogue to a root of the likelihood ecations is a NPL root
(or NPL xed point). A NPL root is de ned as a vector of structural parameters ad
a vector of CCPs,(prL : prL), that satisfy two conditions: (1) given PNPL, the vec-
tor of structural parameters maximizes the pseudo likelirad function, prL = arg max
Q( ;prL); and (2) given prL, the vector of CCPs satis es the equilibrium restrictions,
BupL = ( BypL;PupL). De ne the NPL mapping' : [0; 1NAXI 1 [0; 1NAIXI as® (P)

( b(P); P) where b(P) represents the value of that maximizes Q given P. Using this
mapping, we can de ne a NPL root as a xed point of the NPL mapmg:

(
bNPL ' (bNPL)

bNPL b(bNPL)

The NPL estimator is de ned as the NPL root with the largest vdue of the pseudo like-
lihood. The NPL estimator is consistent and asymptoticallynormal under the same reg-
ularity conditions as the MLE (Proposition 2 in Aguirregabiria and Mira 2007. For dy-
namic games, the NPL estimator has larger asymptotic variae than the MLE. In single-
agent dynamic models, the two estimators are asymptoticgllequivalent (Proposition 4 in
Aguirregabiria and Mira 2003.

To compute a NPL root, Aguirregabiria and Mira propose a simlp algorithm that consists
of successive iterations in the NPL mapping . They denote it NPL xed point algorithm.
Starting with an initial Py, at iteration k 1 the vector of CCPs is updated using®y =
" (Px 1). This updating or xed point iteration involves two calculations: (1) obtaining the
pseudo ML estimator b = b(Pk 1) by solving in  the systemO Q( ;Px 1) =0; and (2)
given b, and P, 1, obtain players' best response CCPs if the other players bere according

0
0:

(13)
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to Py 1 and the structural parameters areb,, i.e., Pr=( b Pk 1). Computation (1) is

very simple in most applications, as it is equivalent to obtaing the MLE in a static single-

agent discrete choice model. The main computational task {2) comes from the calculation
of present values that is equivalent to solving once a systavhlinear equations with the same
dimension asP. Therefore, one iteration of this algorithm is several orde of magnitude
cheaper than one Newton or MPEC iteration for the solution othe MLE. This is because
an iteration in the NPL mapping does not involve solving for a equilibrium (as in NFXP)

or calculating the non-sparse Jacobian matriop ( ; P) (as in MPEC).

The NPL estimator has been used in a good number of empiricap@ications in 10,
for single-agent dynamic modelsGopeland and Monnet 2009 De Pinto and Nelson 2009
Tomlin 2014, Aguirregabiria and Alonso-Borrego 201,4Huang, Singh, and Ghose 20)5dy-
namic games $weeting 201 3Aguirregabiria and Ho 2012 Collard-Wexler 2013 Kano 2013
Huang and Smith 2014Lin 2015 Gayle and Xie 201§ static games Ellickson and Misra 2008
Han and Hong 201} and networks (Lin and Xu 2017, Liu and Zhou 2017.

An important limitation of the NPL is that, in games, the mapping ' (P) is not a con-
traction, so that xed point iterations do not guarantee corvergence. In fact, mapping
may have multiple xed points, and the xed point algorithm may converge to a solution
that is not the consistent NPL root. This issue has been poiatl out and illustrated with
numerical examples byPesendorfer and Schmidt-Dengler 201@&gesdal, Lai, and Su 2015
Kasahara and Shimotsu 201,2and Aguirregabiria and Marcoux 2021 It has also motivated
di erent authors to propose algorithms to compute the NPL esmator that share the low
cost per iteration of xed point NPL iterations but that have better convergence properties
when the NPL mapping is not a contraction.

One way to resolve issues of convergence with the NPL is to nilydhe update rule forP.
Kasahara and Shimotsu 201propose a relaxation method that modi es the NPL mapping
so that P updated more slowly, where the speed of update is controlleég a tuning param-
eter . However, as shown in the numerical experiments iBgesdal, Lai, and Su 201%and
Aguirregabiria and Marcoux 2021 this approach comes at the cost of slower convergence.
Aguirregabiria and Marcoux 2021propose instead to use a spectral algorithm. A key fea-
ture of this approach is that the stepsize is updated at eacteration, and no derivatives need
to be computed. They apply this spectral algorithm to multige data generating processes
from dynamic games, including those considered [Besendorfer and Schmidt-Dengler 2010
and Egesdal, Lai, and Su 2015and nd that it converges to the NPL estimator for every
Monte Carlo simulated sample.
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3.3.2 Two-step CCP methods

To avoid the large computational cost of full-solution metbds, simpler two-step methods
have been proposedHotz and Miller 1993was a seminal contribution on this class of meth-
ods. In a single-agent model, under assumptions (ID.1) to[§l4), they show that the con-

ditional choice value function (as de ned in equation Z) above) can be written as known

functions of CCPs, transition probabilities, and one-pedd payos ;. If the ow payo
function is linear in parameters, i(ay;X:) = h(a¢;Xt) ., this representation is particu-
larly simple:

Viaiix) = B (anix) s+ & (anixe) (14)

wherefi” (a;; x;) and €” (ay ; X;) are the expected present values of their untilded counterpa
h and e I
x _
B (ai s X1) E (@i X ) | @i X
j=0

! (15)

x
E |J euP(ai;t+j;Xt+j)j it ; Xt
=0

e’ (a; Xt)

where future actions are drawn from the CCPs in vectoP. Function € (j; x;) represents
the conditional expectationE("i(j)jxt;a: = j) and it is a known function of the CCPs at
Xt; i.e., the expectation of shocks conditional on rms beharg optimally with conditional
choice probabilitiesP. For instance, when"'s are i.i.d. extreme value type I, we have that
e (j; x¢) = logP;(j jx;) where is Euler's constant. The present values in equatiorp)
can be represented as known functions of CCPs, transitiongiyabilities, and discount factor.
More precisely,

X
h(ai;xe) + @ Fx(Xeeajaie; Xe) Wi (Xee1)

Xt+1

BP (ai; Xt)

X (16)

[ fx(Xtr1]ai; Xt) Wep;i (Xt+1)

Xt+1

QP (&t ; X¢)

and the matrix of valuesW " = f[W/; (x;); W& (X1)] : X; 2 Xg can be obtained solving the
following systems of linear equations:

X
WP = Pi(a) hi@); (@) + i Fula) W/ (17)

at =0
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where is the element-by-element or Hadamard produc®;(g) is the column vector of choice
probabilities (P;(ajx) : X 2 X ); Fxi (&) is the matrix of transition probabilities of x given
choicea;; hi(a) is the matrix (hij(a;x) : x 2 X ); and e (&) is the vector (€ (a;;x) : x 2 X).
One can computeW P using e cient methods for solving systems of linear equatits, and
exploit the possible sparsity of the transition matrices.; (). Solving this system of linear
equations has a complexity of at most (worst cas&)(jXj3) wherejXj is the dimension of
the state space. This complexity is of the same order as solgithe DP problem once. From
the point of view of estimation, the main advantage of this ngresentation is that combined
with initial reduced form estimates of the CCPs can be usedad estimate the structural
parameters without having to solve repeatedly the DP probtea.

Hotz and Miller 1993also show that for DP problems with an absorbing state, so d¢ad
optimal stopping problemsthe representation of the conditional choice value funans in
equation (14) becomes extremely simple. To illustrate this assumptionthe application
in Hotz and Miller 1993 is the choice to have a vasectomy when families are choosirugg t
number of children to have. Likewise, in many of the market eéry and exit models considered
in this chapter, exit is a permanent decision (e.gCollard-Wexler 2013 Dunne et al. 2013.
In these modelsy;(ai; X;) can be represented using CCPs and transitions at only perist
andt+ 1. More specically, if ay = 0 represents the stopping decision and; = j is any
other choice alternative, we have that:

Vi(j; X¢) Vi(O;xe) = (i xe) (O xe)+ i Er o i(Js Xee) 1(0;Xes1) + € (s Xee1) @ (18)

It is clear that the representation in equation (8) is computationally much simpler than
the general representation in equation14): a complexity of O(jXj) instead of O(jXj3).
Arcidiacono and Miller 2011generalize this result to DP models withnite dependence struc-
ture, which is a substantially broader class than optimal stoppig problems. We describe
this extension in section3.3.4below.

Given either the general representation in14) or the nite dependence representation
in (18), the pseudo likelihood functionQ( ;P) has practically the same structure as in
a static or reduced form discrete choice model. That is, theelbt response probabilities

i(@mt JXmt; ; P) that enter in the pseudo likelihoodQ( ;P) can be seen as the choice
probabilities in a standard random utility model:

n (0]
i(@mt jXmt; 5 P) = Pr am = arg max BY G Xme) i+ €0 xme)+ "e () 0 (29)
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Given B8P (:; xmt) and € (:;xmt) and a parametric speci cation for the distribution of" (e.g.,
logit, probit), the vector of parameters ; can be estimated as in a standard logit or probit
model.

The method proceeds in two steps. LeP? be the vector with the population values of
the CCPs. Under assumptions (ID.1) to (ID.4), these CCPs cahe estimated consistently
using standard nonparametric methods. LeBP® be a consistent nonparametric estimator of
PO, The two-step estimator of is de ned as:

b,s = argmax Q( ;P?): (20)

Under standard regularity conditions, this two-step estirator is root-M consistent and
asymptotically normal (see Proposition 2 irHotz and Miller 1993 and more generalljNewey 1994
Aguirregabiria and Mira 2002 show that, in single-agent models, this two-step estimator
based on the maximization of the pseudo likelihood functio is asymptotically e ecient

due to the zero Jacobian propertyin this class of models?

The rst empirical applications of CCP methods in empiricallO were Slade 1998and
Aguirregabiria 1999on the estimation of dynamic models of rms' pricing and invatory deci-
sions!® Di erent versions of this two-step method have been propodend applied to the esti-
mation of dynamic games byAguirregabiria and Mira 2007 Bajari, Benkard, and Levin 2007
Pakes, Ostrovsky, and Berry 2007and Pesendorfer and Schmidt-Dengler 2008

In dynamic games, the two-step pseudo likelihood estimatan equation (20) is not
asymptotically e cient because the zero Jacobian propertyloes not hold in dynamic games.
Pesendorfer and Schmidt-Dengler 20G8opose a two-step estimator for dynamic games that
is asymptotically e cient. Their estimator belongs to a gereral class of minimum distance
(or asymptotic least squares) estimators described by thelfowing expression:

h io h [
b = argmin PO po: Ay B po: (21)

14. In single-agent dynamic discrete choice models, the Jabian matrix Op ( ;P) evaluated at a xed
point P is zero (Proposition 2 in Aguirregabiria and Mira 2002). Therefore, at the population parameters
( %P9 we have that Op ( %;P% = 0, and this implies asymptotic independence between the rststep
estimator of P% and the second step pseudo maximum likelihood estimator of°, and asymptotic e ciency
of the later (Proposition 4 in Aguirregabiria and Mira 2002).

15. For the computation of AP (ay ; x¢) and € (a ; X¢), Hotz and Miller 1993 considered only nite horizon
models and optimal stopping models. For in nite horizon models, they suggest treating them similarly as
nite horizon models by truncating the future stream of payo s. Aguirregabiria 1999 was the rst paper to
consider the representation of the present value8F (ai ; x;) and € (ax ;x¢) in the in nite horizon stationary
DP problems as presented above in equationslg) and (17). This representation has been used later in 10
applications of CCP methods.
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whereA y is a weighting matrix. Each estimator within this general css is associated with
a particular choice of the weighting matrix. The asymptotially optimal estimator within
this class has the following weighting matrix:

n o 01
Ay = 1 O ( %P7 po I O ( %P (22)

where p, is the variance matrix of the initial nonparametric estimabr P°. Pesendorfer and Schmidt-Den
show that this estimator is asymptotically equivalent to tre MLE de ned in equation (11).

Therefore, there is no loss of asymptotic e ciency by usinghis two-step estimator of the

structural parameters instead of the MLE. From a computatioal point of view, in contrast

to the computation of the MLE, this two-step estimator requires computing the Jacobian

matrix Op only once. Srisuma and Linton 2012generalize this method to dynamic games

with continuous state variables.

This family of two-step estimation methods often referredas CCP estimators are
very attractive because they reduce substantially the congpational cost of estimating dy-
namic models. However, they also have some limitations. Ast limitation is the restrictions
imposed by the assumption of no unobserved common knowledgeiables. Ignoring persis-
tent unobservables, if present, can generate important k8as in the estimation of structural
parameters. In section3.3.5 we review two-step methods that allow for persistent unob-
served heterogeneity. Nevertheless, the type of unobsahleeterogeneity that we can identify
when using two-step methods is substantially more restriete than when using full-solution
methods!®

A second limitation of two-step methods is their nite sampé bias. The initial non-
parametric estimator can be very imprecise given the sampd&zes and the dimension of the
vector of state variables that we have in empirical applicans in 10. In dynamic games
with heterogeneous players, the number of observable statariables is proportional to the
number of players and therefore the so called curse of dimamglity in honparametric es-
timation can be particularly serious. The nite sample biasand variance of the rst-step
estimator can generate serious biases in the two-step estitor of structural parameters. To
reduce this nite sample bias,Aguirregabiria and Mira 2002have proposed a method that
consists of xed point iterations in the NPL mapping de ned n section3.3.1 In single-agent

16. This is because two-step methods require nonparametriiclenti cation of CCPs (conditional on unob-
served types) in the rst step. The conditions for nonparametric identi cation of CCPs with unobserved
heterogeneity (i.e., nonparametric nite mixture models) are stronger than for the identi cation of the struc-
tural model imposing all its restrcitions, e.g., exclusionrestrictions in prot functions. See the results on
this point in section 5 in Aguirregabiria and Mira 2019.
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models, this NPL mapping is a contraction, and this iteratie procedure reduces higher or-
der approximations to the bias (se&asahara and Shimotsu 2009 However, this is not the
case in dynamic games, and this procedure may increase thasyiand even converge to an
inconsistent estimator Pesendorfer and Schmidt-Dengler 201.0The development of an es-
timation procedure for dynamic games that guarantees biagduction of two-step estimators

but still is substantially cheaper to implement than full solution methods is an interesting
topic of methodological research in this eld that still nees further developments.

3.3.3 Bajari-Benkard-Levin (BBL) method

Bajari, Benkard, and Levin 2007propose a two-step method for the estimation of dynamic

games the so calledBBL method that has received substantial attention in empiri@l

IO applications. This method has several distinguishing &ures with respect the two-

step Hotz-Miller method described in sectior8.3.2 above. First, BBL uses Monte Carlo

simulation to approximate the expected present value®/F, (x;) and WZ;(x;). Second, the

estimator of the structural parameters in the second step isased on moment inequalities

instead of pseudo maximum likelihood (as iMguirregabiria and Mira 2007, GMM (as in

Pakes, Ostrovsky, and Berry 20077 or minimum distance (as inPesendorfer and Schmidt-Dengler 20D8
Finally, the BBL method can be applied to models with discret or/and continuous decision

and state variables.

(i) Monte Carlo approximation of present values.For the state spaces than we nd in
many applications of dynamic games (with millions or billias of states), the exact compu-
tation of the present values in equation 17) is impractical, even if this evaluation needs to
be done only once for the estimation of the model. An approat¢h deal with this issue con-
sists in approximating expected present values using Montearlo simulation, an approach
used early on byPakes 1986@nd called forward-simulation. In single-agent dynamic dcrete
choice modelsHotz et al. 1994propose this simulation approach in combination with Hotz-
Miller two-step method. Givenx; and &, we can use the estimated transition probability
function f(Gjay; X¢; bf) to generate a random draw fok..; . And given this simulated value
of Xt+1, we can use the estimated CCP functionﬂi.(:jxﬁl) to generate a random draw for
the optimal choicea;;.;. We proceed sequentially to generate a simulated path of amts
and states between periods+1 andt+ T for some pre-speci ed time horizonm . We can
generate many of these simulated paths. Ld '(;;)+S?X§i)s s=1;2u5T;r =1;2,05Rg
be R simulated paths, all of them starting from the sample obseation (a;; X;). Then, the
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Monte Carlo approximation to the expected present valu@F (a;; x;) is:

B R(aix) = h(ag;x) + %X? X Shoal goxls (23)
r=1 s=1
And we can use a similar expression to approximate the expedtpresent valuee’ (a; ; xt).
Bajari, Benkard, and Levin 2007adapt this approach to approximate expected present val-
ues in dynamic games.

This Monte Carlo approximation implies an approximation eror, uf = 7% 8. This
approximation error goes to zero aR goes to in nity, but it can be substantial for the nite
value that we use in an application. Simulation errors can orease the bias and variance of
our estimators. However, for simulation-based GMM estimats where the simulation error
enters additively in the moment conditions, this error doesot generate ( rst order) asymp-
totic bias in the estimator and the estimator is consistent &ithe sample size goes to in nity
but the number of simulationsR is xed (McFadden 1989." This nice property of some
simulation based GMM estimators is shared by the method prased byHotz et al. 1994

(i) Moment inequalities. The value of rm i at state x; when all the players behave
according to their strategies inP can be written as:

ViP(Xt) = WiP(Xt) i (24)

whereWF (x;)  WF (x); W&i(xy) ,and ? (% ;1). For notational simplicity, below we
useW; to representW? (x). We can split the vector of CCPsP into two sub-vectors: P;
with rm i's CCPs, andP ; containing the probabilities of rms other than i. SinceP? is
an equilibrium associated to °, we have thatP? is rm i's best response t&°,. Therefore,
for any vector P; 6 P2, the following inequality holds:
PPPO, Pi;P?; .

wTE o) o, 25)
We can de ne an estimator of ° based on these (moment) inequalities. There are in nite
alternative policiesP;, and therefore there are in nite moment inequalities. For stimation,

we should select a nite set of alternative policies. Indeea larger number of moments may
lead to worse estimates in terms of larger variance, but tiggr identi ed sets.*® This is a

17. Of course, the asymptotic variance of the simulation-baed GMM estimator, and higher order approx-
imations to the bias, still depend on (decline with) the number of simulations R
18. There is a large recent literature on moment selection ah computing con dence set for mod-
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very important choice for the researcher in the implement&n of the BBL estimator (see
our discussion below). LeP be a ( nite) set of alternative CCPs selected by the researe.
De ne the following criterion function:

@ 2 0 om0 wlT) wlt (26)

m;i;t P2P

This criterion function, proposed byChernozhukov, Hong, and Tamer 20Qpenalizes depar-
tures from the inequalities. Given an initial nonparametic estimator ofP°, and replacing ex-
act present valuesNpP, with Monte Carlo approximations, Bajari, Benkard, and Levin 2007
propose an estimator that minimizes in the criterion function &( ;bo).

In this model. the vector of structural parameters is point identi ed. However, in most
applications of the BBL method, the relatively small set of kernative CCPs, P, selected by
the researcher does not provide enough moment inequalitigsachieve point identi cation
such that the BBL method provides set estimation of the strucral parameters.

This BBL estimator has been applied in a good number of impaht empirical appli-
cations of dynamic games in 10 and marketing, such d&yan 2012 Ryan and Tucker 2012
Suzuki 2013 Jeziorski 2014Fowlie, Reguant, and Ryan 2016Hashmi and Biesebroeck 2016
and Lim and Yurukoglu 2018 among others.

The distinguishing features of BBL method are key to explaints relative popularity.
Monte Carlo approximation of present values can make the dérence between being able to
estimate a dynamic model or not. Nevertheless, this appraration method can be used along
with any of the other estimation methods described above,tber two-step or full solution
methods. The applicability of the BBL method to models with éher continuous or discrete
variables is also very convenient, and it is a more substaati feature that distinguishes
this method. Last but not least, the researcher's selectioaf the set of alternative CCPs
to estimate the parameters (the seP) can be quite attractive in some applications. Any
model has its strengths and weaknesses, and sometimes a rhpdavides a poor match for
some aspects of the data that are not important to answer the amn questions that motivate
the paper. The freedom provided by the selection of the sBt allows the researcher to focus

els de ned by moment inequalities. For instance, Andrews and Soares 201,0Bugni 2010 Canay 201Q
and Romano, Shaikh, and Wolf 2014 study selection of unconditional moment inequalities with vary-
ing procedures, while conditional moment inequalities are addressed in Andrews and Shi 2013
Chernozhukov, Lee, and Rosen 2013  For work with a large number of moment inequalities,
which is typical of applications such as BBL, work such asBelloni, Bugni, and Chernozhukov 2019
Bai, Santos, and Shaikh 2021and Chernozhukov, Chetverikov, and Kato 2019is also more appropriate.
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on those predictions of the model that are key for the speci cesearch questions. It can
also provide a more clear and intuitive picture on the conthution of di erent features in
observed rms' behavior and the identi cation of some pararaters.

Nevertheless, these attractive features also have limitahs. In some applications, the
number of possible forward paths of lengti is greater than the number of atoms in the
universe, but we use only a few million paths to approximatexpected present values. These
approximations can be seriously biased, but we do not haveyapractical way of knowing
the order of magnitude of this bias in our speci c applicatin. Also, the selection of the set
P can hide (intentionally or unintentionally) some sources fomisspeci cation in the model
which may be important for the purpose of the research.

3.3.4 Large state space and nite dependence

As we have mentioned above, in some empirical applicationtd)e exact computation of
present values is impractical as it would require months omars of computing time with even
the most sophisticated computer equipment. We need to use@pximations to these present
values. We have already discussed Monte Carlo approximationethods, which have received
substantial attention in this literature. Other approach that reduces this computational cost
is exploiting the nite dependence property in some dynamicodels.

As we have mentioned above, ioptimal stopping problemshe di erence between the
conditional choice value functions of two choice alternates are a simple closed-form ex-
pression of CCPs and prots at two consecutive periods, adubtrated in equation (18).
Arcidiacono and Miller 2011generalize this result to DP models withnite dependence struc-
ture. For this class of models, two rms that make di erent choics at periodt have a positive
probability of visiting the same statex after a nite number of periods. For instance, con-
sider amultiple bandit dynamic decision model whereg; = (& 1;z;) wherez, is a vector of
exogenous state variables. For this model, the nite deperdce property implies that the
di erence between the conditional choice value functionsf @any two choice alternatives, say
j and k, has the following expression:

Vi(l; xo)  vi(kixe) = i(s xo) (ks Xy)
(27)
+ B i) zi) (0K Za) + €0(0); zie1)  €7(01K; Zisr)

Furthermore, by Hotz-Miller inversion property, the di erence between conditional choice
value functions is also a known function of contemporaneo@CPs. For the sake of con-
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creteness, suppose that the unobservables are i.i.d. extre value type 1, and the prot
function is linear in parameters. Then, equation47) has the following form:

logPi(jjx¢)  1ogPi(0jxe) = [hi(f; xt)  hi(kixd)]
(28)

+ i B ([Ni(0;); zeea)  hi(05K;Zes1)] i 10gPi(0;]; jZee1) +l0g Pi(0; K; jZis1) ) -

This provides an optimality condition that does not include expected present values
but only CCPs and prots at periodst andt + 1. This equation includes the conditional
expectation at periodt of prots and CCPs att + 1, and therefore, it seems that it requires
numerical integration over the state space. However, it isgssible to use this equation to
construct moment conditions that do not require any expli¢iintegration over the space of
state variables. Thetrick has a long tradition in the estimation of continuous choiceyhamic
structural models using Euler equations (e.gklansen and Singleton 1982 Under rational
expectations, the conditional expectation at period of CCPs and prots att + 1 is equal
to these variables minus an expectational error that is orttgonal to the state variables
at period t. Therefore, for any vector of functions ok, say g(x;), we have the following
moment conditions:

0 2 - _ _ 31
logPi(jjxt) logPi(kjx:) [hi(; x¢)  hi(kixe)]

E%g(xt)ﬁ EX =0:

i [Ni(0); zesr)  hi(Oik;Zeea)] 5 ogPi(Qjj; Zi+1) +log Pi(OjK; Zts1 )
(29)
Constructing sample counterparts of these moment conditis does not require integration
over the space of state variables but only averaging over tlsample observations. The com-
putational cost of estimating the structural parameters usig GMM based on these moment
conditions does not depend on the dimension of the state spac The nite dependence
property, and this estimation approach, also applies to dyamic games.

This estimation method has been used in IO applications oingjle-agent modelsBishop 2008
to locational choice;Aguirregabiria and Magesan 20180 asset replacementScott 2014to
land use;Murphy 2018to housing supply) and of dynamic gamedH]lickson, Misra, and Nair 2012
Igami and Yang 201.
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3.3.5 Unobserved market heterogeneity

So far, we have maintained the assumption that the only unobsvables for the researcher
are the private information shocks that are i.i.d. over rms markets, and time. In most
applications in 10, this assumption is not realistic and it @an be easily rejected by the data.
Markets and rms are heterogenous in terms of characterists that are payo -relevant for
rms but unobserved to the researcher. Not accounting for tis heterogeneity may generate
signi cant biases in parameter estimates and in our underahding of competition in the
industry. For instance, in the empirical applications inAguirregabiria and Mira 2007 and
Collard-Wexler 2013 the estimation of a model without unobserved market hetegeneity
implies estimates of strategic interaction between rms (e., competition e ects) that are
close to zero or even have the opposite sign to the one expdat@der competition. In both
applications, including unobserved heterogeneity in the odels results in estimates that show
signi cant and strong competition e ects.

Aguirregabiria and Mira 2007 Collard-Wexler 2013 and Arcidiacono and Miller 2011have
proposed methods for the estimation of dynamic games thatialv for persistent unobserved
heterogeneity in players or markets. Here we concentrate dime case of permanent unob-
served market heterogeneity in the prot function. Arcidiacono and Miller 2011propose a
method that combines the GMM- nite dependence method, thatve hsve described in section
3.3.4 with an EM algorithm that facilitates the estimation of the distribution of unobserved
heterogeneity.

Suppose that the payo function ; depends on a time-invariant ‘random e ect! ,, that
is common knowledge to the players but unobserved to the reseher. This unobservable
is i.i.d across markets, with a distribution that has discree and nite support. Each value
in the support of ! represents a ‘market type', we index market types by 2 f 1;2;::;;Lg,
and - Pr(!, =1). This unobservable does not enter into the transition prolaility of
the observed state variables. Each market type has its own equilibrium mapping (with a
di erent level of pro ts given ! ) and its own equilibrium. Let P- be a vector of strategies
(CCPs) in market-type *. The introduction of unobserved market heterogeneity alsimnplies
that we can relax the assumption of only "a single equilibnm in the data' to allow for
di erent market types to have di erent equilibria. P

The pseudo log likelihood function of this model iQ( ; ;P) = m=1 loggn( ; ;P),
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whereq,( ; ;P) is the contribution of market m to the pseudo likelihood:

" #
hS Y _ .
On( 5 ;P)= 1 i(@me jXme; s P (30)
=1 it
where -jx is the conditional probability Pr(! , = ! jXxm1 = X). The conditional probability
distribution - is dierent from the unconditional distribution .. In particular, !, is

not independent of the predetermined endogenous state \abies that represent market
structure. For instance, if! ,, has a positive e ect on pro ts, we expect a positive correlabn
between rms' lagged entry decisions and this unobservableThis is the so called initial
conditions problem Heckman 198) In short panels (forT relatively small), not taking into
account this dependence between,, and X,; can generate signi cant biases, similar to the
biases associated to ignoring the existence of unobservedrket heterogeneity. There are
di erent ways to deal with the initial conditions problem in dynamic models. One possible
approach is to derive the joint (ergodic) distribution ofx,,; and! ,, implied by the equilibrium
of the model. That is the approach proposed and applied iAguirregabiria and Mira 2007
and Collard-Wexler 2013 Collard-Wexler 2014also models the initial conditions problem
for a time varying market level unobserved state.

Let p° f p” (x¢) : X; 2 Xg be the ergodic or steady-state distribution ofk; induced
by the equilibrium P- and the transition F,. This stationary distribution can be simply
obtained as the solution to the following system of linear e@tions: for every valuex; 2 X ,
PP () = ax PT (Xt )[4, P(axe) fx(XeJ ai i 1)]. Given the ergodic distributions
for the L market types, we can apply Bayes' rule to obtain:

) pp\ (Xml)

Xm1 T v

(31)

. pp‘o(xml)
“0op

Note that given the CCPs for each market type, this steady-ate distribution does not
depend on the structural parameters .

For the estimators that we discuss here, we maximizZ@( ; ;P) with respectto( ; )
for given P. Therefore, the ergodic distributionsp® are xed during this optimization.
This implies a signi cant reduction in the computational cet associated with the initial
conditions problem. Nevertheless, in the literature of rte mixture models, it is well known
that optimization of the likelihood function with respect to the mixture probabilities is a
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complicated task because the problem is plagued with manyclal maxima and minima. To
deal with this problem, Arcidiacono and Miller 2011propose using the EM algorithm.

The estimators of nite mixture models inAguirregabiria and Mira 2007 Collard-Wexler 2013
and Arcidiacono and Miller 2011consider that the researcher cannot obtain consistent non-
parametric estimates of market-type CCP$P°g. Kasahara and Shimotsu 200Bave derived
su cient conditions for the nonparametric identi cation o f market-type CCPsf P%g and the
probability distribution of market types, f °g. Given the nonparametric identi cation of
market-type CCPs, it is possible to estimate structural paameters using a two-step ap-
proach similar to the one described above.

Berry and Compiani 2020(see alsdBerry and Compiani 202) advance a generalized in-
strumental variable approach, following the more abstracipproach to this problem outlined
in Chesher and Rosen 20170 estimating dynamic models with serially correlated uno-
servables allowed to change over time. Their instrumentalaviables approach relies on the
existence of observable covariates that are uncorrelatedtivthe unobservable component
of the payo function, do not directly enter the present perod policy function, but are
correlated with the present state variables. Shocks to inggment costs in prior periods,
changes in regulatory policies that limited or encouragedhiy, and demographic changes
across time are examples of external economic forces can beatated with the present
state of the market but are uncorrelated with unobservablesA similar approach is taken by
Kalouptsidi, Scott, and Souza-Rodrigues 2021The focus in their work is on market-level
unobserved heterogeneity, rather than the agent-level unserved heterogeneity emphasized
by Berry and Compiani 2020 The papers impose di erent assumptions on the nature of the
unobservables, and thus are not nested within each other, tioioth illustrate two ways that
the literature has moved forward regarding unobserved statvariables.

3.4 The promise of machine learning

Machine learning, a term that covers a broad set of tools fotaistical learning, has recently
generated excitement for its potential to transform empidal and computational analysis.
Generally speaking, machine learning methods are algonitiic approaches to solving prob-
lems where a minimum of guidance is provided by the researche guiding that algorithm
to its goal.

There are numerous applications of machine learning in eanics. In the context of func-
tional approximation such as the value function approximabns that we discussed in section
2.4.3 neural networks, and their extension, deep learning, haglown remarkable promise in
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their ability to model nonlinear relationships between inpts and outputs. In econometrics,
recent work has started to provide rigorous theoretical fowdations to machine learning tech-
niques and leverage them for model selection. See, for exémhernozhukov et al. 2018
and Nekipelov, Novosad, and Ryan 2021As applied to DP, reinforcement learning has in-
vestigated ways of solving for value functions and/or optiml controls using computational
techniques based on trial-and-error while remaining agrtasabout some aspects of the un-
derlying theoretical machinery, such as the transitions aoss states, or exactly how rivals
arrive at their strategies. For dynamic games, a fundamentajuestion is: can techniques
from the machine learning literature help researchers ov@me the various computational
challenges associated with solving DP problems with highirdensional state spaces and com-
plex action sets consisting of continuous and discrete dsicins while accommodating a large
number of potential agents? Our answer to this question, ag the time that this review is
written, is, without a doubt, perhaps.

Machine learning has been used for solving dynamic games figcades. An early
application is the reinforcement learning algorithm (alscknown as Q-learning) used in
Pakes and McGuire 2001and the real-time algorithm in Ifrach and Weintraub 2017based
on the work by Bertsekas and Tsitsiklis 1996 Over time, under some regularity conditions,
the learner traces out the ergodic set of states that are visd in equilibrium and act op-
timally at each state. One advantage of this approach is thastates that are never visited
in equilibrium do not need to be included in the solution, whth may lead to a speed up
in the computation of an equilibrium® Research in this area has continued at a rapid
pace since the turn of the century; recent advancements inde deep reinforcement learn-
ing (Arulkumaran et al. 2017. Deep reinforcement learning also encompasses many deat
techniques, but the basic aim of all of them is to utilize deepeural networks to approximate
the optimal policy function. The deep neural network may be@mented with convolutional
neural networks that e ectively reduce the dimensionalityof the inputs. The canonical appli-
cations for these techniques are in teaching computers toaglvideo gameg®. Highlighting
the minimal amount of modeling in some reinforcement leanm@y approaches, the basic inputs
are simply pictures of the video game screen, while outputseacontroller actions (such as

19. Note that this specic advantage of reinforcement learnng algorithms does not apply to dynamic
games that include private information shocks with unbounded support for every action, as suggested by
Doraszelski and Satterthwaite 2010to guarantee existence of an equilibrium in pure strategies With this
type of shocks, the probability of every action in every stat is nonzero, and the ergodic set is the en-
tire state space. The algorithm may still provide other advantages in the computation of an equilibrium.
Collard-Wexler 2013is an example of reinforcement learning used along with fulbupport shocks.

20. Shao et al. 2019surveys the literature.
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up, down, left, or right). The underlying neural network leans the optimal policy function
through a trial and error association between states and Igarun outcomes.

Early applications of these algorithms focused on simplengile-player video games (i.e.,
the opponent is a computer that does not learn), such as Spabe/aders or Snake. It is
perhaps not surprising that it is possible to learn optimal plicies in such environments,
where the best response of the game is relatively straightieard. What is surprising is how
well these systems have been adapted to play much more op@led multi-agent games
where the state space is extremely complex, there are a hugamiber of actions available
to players, and your opponent optimizes back against your rsitegy. A very high-pro le
example of this was the headline-generating defeat of theufnan) world-champion team
playing the game Defense of the Ancients 2 (DOTA2) in 2018 ari2D19 by OpenAl Five
OpenAl et al. 2019?* This example is notable for several reasons. First, the humaeam
was composed of the very best players in the world who have ydrigh-powered incentives to
become experts in playing the game the prize money at the wdd championships in 2021
is $40 million. Second, the pace of advancement on the Openrddle is astounding. In 2016,
the Al could only play limited versions of the game with singl opponents. Three years later
it was roundly and repeatedly defeating the best human playg

The experience of OpenAl Five suggests some important lessdor the promise of ma-
chine learning in DP problems. OpenAl makes admirable progss on all of the criteria: it
was able to develop successful policies in an environmentiwhigh-dimensional state spaces,
complex action sets, and multiple strategic actors. Howenethere are some caveats.

First, much of the computer science work on machine learnirgjten focuses on providing
improved, rather than exact, solution to decision problemsA machine learning approach
which provides a better quality translation of a text, or a mee competitive player in DOTAZ2,
is clearly useful. However, in economics, we usually assakgorithm for solving games by
how closely they compute equilibrium strategies. Thus, a kter machine learning algorithm
for solving a game might nevertheless be quite far away frorhd equilibrium policy. Indeed,
in 2019, the OpenAl algorithm was still learning how to play @TA2. While there is some
work providing worse case bounds for these dynamic decisiomoblems, the evidence here is
much less clear. Indeed, reading some of the computer sceetiterature reminds us of what
econometrics would look like if estimators were judged exelvely based on Monte-Carlo's
without reference to any theorem proving consistency or asytotic distributions. It can be

21. See, for example, a popular press discussionlittps://www.vox.com/2019/4/13/18309418/open-ai-dota -triumph-og,
accessed August 26, 2021.
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di cult to assess how well these method can be extended to s@what di erent dynamic
games.

Second, if the goal of machine learning is providing tools &h ease computational burden
in both time and e ort, OpenAl is not a particularly compelling test case. To achieve
its current level of sophistication, it has played millionsof games, both against itself and
against human opponents. This has taken years of computemnte, and signi cant amounts
of hardware.

Third, there is clearly some adaption that the research tearhad to make to bring ideas
of deep learning to playing DOTAZ2; this is not an o -the-shdi endeavor. For instance, the
Al was initially restricted to play reduced-complexity vesions of DOTA2. This suggests that
even the cutting-edge machine learning techniques stillqeire some hand-tuning in de ning
and restricting the scope of the underlying context that it $ trying to learn. As a practical
example in economics, when using reinforcement learningpapaches for dynamic games it
is critical to make sure that the algorithm explores a larger®ugh part of the state space to
ensure it is not con ned to a locally optimally policy.

Some of these outstanding issues are driven by a fundamemtgult proved byChow and Tsitsiklis 1989
thirty years ago: in general, no algorithm can solve the DP pblem, for some level of er-
ror, without su ering from the curse of dimensionality whenthe state space is continuous.
Iskhakov, Rust, and Schjerning 202Mhave an engaging discussion about the prospects for
machine learning techniques that help reduce the state spgac

Even though machine learning can potentially address the e of dimensionality

by employing model selection when estimating high dimensial choice proba-
bilities, data still limits what we can learn about underlyng model structure.

But even in the ideal case where machine learning can recoeeprecise, sparse
representation ofP (djx) that allow us to estimate the structural parameters, we
cannot rely on this approach for counterfactual simulatios. If choice proba-
bilities P (djx) fundamentally change shape in the counterfactual and regei a

di erent set of variables and basis functions, it is still neessary to solve high
dimensional DP problems whose sparsity structure is unknow

This emphasizes a fundamental di erence between some mawhiearning contexts like com-
puter vision, where dimensionality reduction and neural rie/orks have combined to produce
high-performance classi cation systems for identifyinglgects in photographs, and dynamic
games: in the latter, the value functions and optimal poligs are not objects to be identi ed
from a static snapshot, but rather are endogenous, uid obgs that change in response
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to decisions made in other parts of the state space. Any soioh method using machine
learning techniques for complexity reduction in the statepace has to be adaptive, as states
that one might group together as homogeneous at the begingif the solution process may
turn out to be ultimately very di erent from each other at the nal solution. In this sense,
the consistent classi cation of states for the purposes okducing state space complexity
generates yet another xed point that needs to be solved in pallel to those governing the
value functions.

Circling back to the original question of whether machine &ning techniques will be
bene cial for dynamic games estimation and counterfactualomputation, our assessment is
a cautious one. Fundamental challenges remain: many mackitearning techniques that are
marketed as solving the world's problems are nothing more @h e ective ways to approxi-
mate functions. The econometrics literature has already tigered a library of nonparametric
techniques that are capable of consistently recovering rigaarbitrary functions, some of
which are much easier to use than the very nonlinear neural merks currently in vogue.
No algorithm can ever escape the curse of dimensionality whéhe state space is continu-
ous, as many are. Finally, dimensionality reduction techques, like those from computer
vision, are promising but still need to confront the problenthat the underlying object they
are approximating changes while computing the solution. Othe other hand, the practical
performance of specic implementations like OpenAl Five lige the possibility that future
advancements will bring us much closer to the promise of ansato-use, accurate, and quick
o -the-shelf methodology for estimating and computing dyamic games.

4 Empirical applications

There are, at present, a large number of applications of dymacs games in 10. This literature
is eclectic, motivated by speci ¢ applications. To organi our venture in this eld, we start

by tracing a chronology of the major methodological innovadns in the eld and how they

were applied, then move out to di erent topics of substantie interest to IO economists, such
as innovation, antitrust, asymmetric information, reguldion, uncertainty, natural resources,
and dynamic matching.

4.1 Earlier empirical work on dynamic games

The history of empirical applications of dynamic games in tfustrial organization can be split
into two distinct periods. Early on, a handful of empirical @plications directly applied the
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Pakes and McGuire 1994lgorithm, mainly Yale graduate students such a8enkard 2004
and Gowrisankaran and Town 1997 These papers addressed substantive research questions
and highlighted the need for an econometric approach to estation that sidestepped the
computational burden of repeatedly solving the theoretidamodel. The main innovation
was the subsequent development of the estimation methodssdebed above based on CCPs
that has directly led to the current era of empirical applicdons. We organize our discus-
sion of this literature roughly chronologically, beginnig with a discussion ofBenkard 2004
and Gowrisankaran and Town 199before turning to four papers that bridged the two eras:
Jofre-Bonet and Pesendorfer 200Ryan 2012 Collard-Wexler 2013 and Dunne et al. 2013
Much like the econometric methodology upon which they are bad, these papers co-evolved
contemporaneously; they are important not only as they arenaong the rst examples of
applications using these methods, but because they also dHght on challenges to imple-
mentation.

4.1.1 Competition in the hospital market

Gowrisankaran and Town 1997s one of the very rst applications using the MPNE frame-
work in an empirical context. Based on the theoretical qudl ladder model ofPakes and McGuire 1994
the authors examine competition in the US hospital market. fis market is an economically
important part of the US economy, both in terms of direct expeditures (approximately 5
percent of GDP) and its role in ensuring the health of the pogation. It is also an industry
with heavy government involvement (via service requiremésn and regulated payments for
certain types of consumers), rapid technological advancemt, and, in later years, consoli-
dation. The authors build a dynamic model of competition in his industry that aims to
capture many of these salient institutional details.

On the supply side, there are two types of rms: for-prot andnon-prot hospitals,
each with dierent objective functions, taxation treatmert, and investment costs. Non-
pro t hospitals di er from for-pro t hospitals by maximizi ng a weighted sum of pro ts and
consumer surplus in their objective function, whereas fqro ts care only about the former.
For-pro t hospitals also have to pay additional taxes that ron-pro ts often do not. Non-
pro ts cannot engage in the same range of nancial transaains as for-pro ts, which may
in uence their investment costs.

Hospitals are di erentiated by location and quality and mayimprove their quality through
investment as thePakes and McGuire 1994juality ladder model. Hospitals may enter, exit,
and set prices for the private market, but are required to aept Medicare patients at a
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government-imposed regulated price. On the demand side,nsomers di er by income and
insurance coverage and decide which hospital to attend; treuthors use a tailored logit
model to estimate demand.

They use this model to evaluate three di erent counterfactals: a change to the Medicare
reimbursement rate mechanism, the introduction of univeed health-care coverage, and an
adjustment to the taxes of non-pro t hospitals. Understanéhg how these policies a ect the
provision of hospitals in the United States is important. Gren how slow the entry and exit
process for hospitals is likely to be, it is hard to nd good saces of identi cation for a
strictly empirical approach to these questions.

Their empirical strategy is a modi ed version of the nested xed point from Rust 1987or
Pakes 198tusing a simulated method of moments\MicFadden 1989 Pakes and Pollard 198p
approach. In an inner loop, for each guess of the parametercta they solve the MPNE of
their model. They then simulate data from the ergodic distbution of this equilibrium, and
construct simulated moments of demand and supply that aggyate data over hospitals and
time. In an outer loop, a nonlinear optimizer searches ovehé¢ parameter space to minimize
a distance metric between simulated moments and their empgal counterparts.

There are several drawbacks to using this aggregated momeaproach. The rst is that
it is statistically ine cient in two ways: aggregating information loses granularity in the
underlying data-generating process that would be capturdaly a full-information estimation
method, and the choice of which moments of the data to use iges some of the empirical
restrictions of the model. Second, this approach presumesat all markets are mature enough
that they have reached their ergodic distributions. If an idustry is still growing to maturity,
this approach cannot be used since one e ectively is matclgrthe long-run distribution
of states to a non-ergodic transition path. Third, the nestg xed-point approach is also
computationally burdensome, as it requires repeatedly sirhg the entire dynamic game, for
each market, for each guess of the parameter vector. Finaltiie dynamic game has multiple
equilibria but their implementation of the NFXP algorithm does not account for this issue.

The authors make several simplifying assumptions to redud¢ke dimension of the state
space. First, they aggregate a rich set of observable hosgpitharacteristics into a single
quality index, and assume that this index has a discrete andhite support with a relatively
small number of points. Second, the stochastic process famnadjty is restricted to move
up or down by at most one unit. Third, the authors only conside a small nhumber of
rms as potentially being active. All these restrictions ae made because of computational
convenience, but they may have important impact on the estiation of the model and its
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predictions on the evolution of market structure. For instace, it is well known that the
number of potential entrants in a market can have important ects on incumbent rms'
incentives to guard against entry, which in turn changes thevolution of market structure.

Despite all these limitations, this paper was highly innova&ve and was among the very
rst papers to take the MPNE framework to an empirical settig. As such, the authors
had to confront an entire host of issues that had never beenalewith previously in the
literature. It is also important to note that many of these problems are still present (and
potentially acute) at the frontier today.

4.1.2 Dynamic output competition with learning by doing

Benkard 2004considers the production decisions of wide-body aircraftanufacturers: Boe-
ing, Airbus, and for the time period considered, Lockheed agell. The dynamics here are
driven by learning by doing, where aircraft production cos fall with accumulated expe-
rience. This mechanism produces intertemporal strategimesiderations when pricing an
aircraft, as lower prices not only increase sales, but alspeed the learning process, while
also potentially robbing rival rms of additional experierce.

A manufacturer i produces di erent varieties of aircraft which are indexed ¥ *. The
production technology includes an equation that represestthe causal relationship between
a manufacturer's labor requirement for producing one airaft of type , L+, and the manu-
facturer's experience as measured by the number of planestddt type produced in the past,
Et . This log-linear equation:logL = logEy + logSy + uy, whereS; represents ob-
servable characteristics of the aircraft type such as sizeadspeed, andu-; is an unobservable
productivity shock.?? Experience evolves based on cumulative production, disecoed by a
forgetting rate, Eyx+1 = E- + gy, Whereqy represents the number of planes produced
at time t. The demand side of the model is a nested logit demand systewith unobserved
product level quality -; that evolves exogenously over time. The model includes patal
entrants who may choose to enter the market after paying a skirentry cost. Benkard cali-
brates the entry cost based on accounting data on developmeosts of aircraft released by
Lockheed.

In this dynamic oligopoly model, every period rms decide how much to produce of
each product. The vector of state variables, includes the rm-product specic variables
xit = (Evt; +it) for every rm and product, and a time-varying market sizeM;. This model
is solved using a version of th®akes and McGuire 1994lgorithm that exploits symmetry

22. This labor requirement equation is estimated in the compnion paper Benkard 2000
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in rms' strategy functions. As in the work of Gowrisankaran and Town 1997 the state
space needs to be reduced for computation, and this reductits achieved in the base case
by ruling out multi-product rms, that is, assuming that Boeing's 777 and 747 are produced
by two separate rms.

The model is used for counterfactuals, but also to see if a dymic oligopoly model
can rationalize, quantitatively, some intriguing characeristics of the industry. Aircraft are
frequently sold below marginal cost, especially at the egrlyears of a product line. This
below-cost pricing may be interpreted as predation (whichfen triggers anti-dumping sanc-
tions), but it could be partly explained by learning by doingmotives which also a ect the
pricing strategy of a monopolist not concerned about poteratl entrants. In an oligopoly
industry, learning by doing can also exacerbate predatory atives, since lower prices at the
early years of a product can induce the exit of rivals. Benkdis estimates show that prices
can be up to 50 percent below cost when an aircraft is rst inbduced, and these prices
are even lower when facing competitors that have more expemce producing aircraft. This
matches observed data on price/cost margins earned by Lo@dd. The model is also used
to predict concentration in the industry. Learning by doingfunctions as an additional entry
barrier above development costs, and this leads to more cemtrated market structure.

An attentive reader will notice that the dynamic decisions rade by rms are not used for
estimation. Instead, Benkard uses static techniques to @state the rm's cost function and
demand. So one can think of this line of research trying to uoger what are the dynamic
implications of a model, and whether these are quantitatily accurate. While this type
of quantitative exercise is common in macroeconomics, in |@his is the most successful
exercise of this type.

4.1.3 Dynamics in auctions

An early paper that presages the following explosion in CCBased applications igofre-Bonet and Pesend
This transitional paper sits at the crossroads of the methadogical innovations discussed
above and the empirical applications that followed. The atnors leverage the insights from
Elyakime et al. 1994and Guerre, Perrigne, and Vuong 200Qhereinafter GPV) to estimate
bidder valuations in a series of repeated rst price procureent auctions for highway paving
services.
There are two potential sources of dynamics: capacity comaints and learning by do-
ing. Firms only have a limited amount of paving capacity in tle short run, so winning a
large paving contract today may preclude the rm from being ble to compete for future
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contracts. On the other hand, winning a contract today giveshe rm additional experience
and expertise which may lower costs for future projects. Theptimal bidding strategy for
a rm has to account for these two economic forces in additioto the standard trade-o
between the probability of winning and rents. The dynamic inentives change the standard
rst-order condition considered in GPV through the inclusbn of an extra term that accounts
for changes in future costs that may accrue as the result of mviing the auction today.

The estimation approach proceeds in two steps, in the sameiréipas the CCP methods
described in sectior8.3.2 The rst step consists of nonparametric estimation of theeduced
form bidding functions relating a rm's bid with the observable state variables. In the second
step, these reduced forms are plugged into the rst order cdiion characterizing a rm's
best response, and then structural parameters are estimdte

In this model, time is discrete with an in nite horizon. Firms share a common discount
factor . There are two types of rms: regular rms and fringe rms. Fringe rms are
di erentiated from regular rms in that they only exist for o ne period, while regular rms
are in nitely-lived. The authors classify rms into these two categories on the basis of how
frequently they bid in the data; the largest ten rms are conilered to be regular rms
and everyone else is a fringe rm. In every period, a sequenggevents occur. First, the
government presents a single paving contract with idiosyratic characteristics that the rms
may bid on. Second, bidders obtain a draw of private costs;, for performing the job that
comes from a commonly-known distribution that depends on thvector of state variables.
Crucially, costs are assumed to be conditionally indepenateof the contract characteristics.
Third, the auction runs and the seller awards the contract tdhe lowest bidder, subject to a
reservation price.

The vector of common knowledge observable state variabbesis (Sqo; S @i 2 1 ) wheres;
is a list of projects, each with an associated size and timdtléo completion, that rm i has
won in the past, andsy contains the characteristics of the current contract beinguctioned
o . This state vector is updated in two ways: the backlog inceases (endogenously) when a
rm wins a contract, declines (exogenously) each period afié rm works on nishing o
existing paving contracts. The authors assume that contrés are completed at a xed rate
each period.

Let by be rm i's bid at auctiont, and let (X;Gt) be rm i's bidding strategy function.
The rm's expected prot at period t is equal to its rent if winning, by ¢, times the
probability of winning, W; (b:;x:) E(@fh: < (X¢;¢¢) foranyj 6 igjbi;xi). Given
other rms' bidding strategies, the value function for bidcer i is the solution to the following
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Bellman's equation:

2
(bt )W, (be;xe)
Vi (Xt;cit):mg-xg + W, (b X)) E(V, (Xt+1:Git+1) ] X5 Ges i wins) g: (32)
+ (1 W, (be;xt) E(V; (Xte15Gige1) | Xt; G5 1 loses)

In the right hand side, the rst term is the familiar static payo from a rst-price auction.
The second and third terms are the continuation values if wiming and if losing the auction,
respectively. Each rm forms expectations about the valuefahe world in the next period
for each of the possible winners of the contract today, indling itself. Note that, once we
account for the probability of winning, the continuation vdues do not depend on the current
bid b;. This property plays an important role in the structure of the rst order conditions of
the model. This formulation is very general, as rms in pringple are carrying around a huge
state space. As we explain below, the authors introduce imgant simplifying assumptions
in this general framework.

A pro t-maximizing rm sets marginal cost equal to marginal revenue. In GPV, one
can solve for cost as a function of the observed bid and a magktierm. Here, the cost
equation has an extra term that comes from the continuationalues. Leth; (x;) be the
hazard function of rm i's bids: h; (x;) = g (X)[1 G; (x{)] 1, whereg and G are the
density and cumulative functions in the distribution of rm i's bids. The authors show the
following expression for the rst order condition of optimdity in rm i's best response:

1 h; (i jx1) . ,
Phj(m ij[EV“ (iwins) EV, (iloses)]  (33)

i6

Gt = by

where EV, (iwins) is rm i's continuation value if it wins the current auction (that is,
E(V; (Xt+1;Git+1) ] Xt; Gt ;1 loses)), and similarly, EV;, (i loses) is the continuation value if
it loses. The third term in the right hand side represents thelynamic marginal value of
winning the auction.

Equation (33) is the key condition for the estimation of the structural paameters. The
econometric object of interest is the cost in the left hand dé of this equation. In the right
hand side, the hazard functions can be estimated using data bids and state variables. Asin
many other applications, the authors consider that the dismunt factor is known. The authors
show that the continuation valuesgV; (i wins) and EV, (i loses) can be represented as a
recursive equation involving the bid distribution functia.
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Even when the speci cation of the cost function (that relate a rm's cost ¢; with the
rm's backlog in vector x.) is parametric, the rst step in the sequential method to esmate
the parameters in this cost function is nonparametric. Thais, for consistency of the es-
timator, the estimation of the hazard functionsh; (b jXx;) should be nonparametric because
these functions are endogenous equilibrium objects suchatha parametric speci cation of
these functions is, in general, incompatible with the equidrium outcome. However, in this
model, the dimension of the space of; is very large, such that nonparametric estimates
of hazard ratesh;(b;jx;) can be extremely imprecise given the curse of dimensionglin
nonparametric estimation. Therefore, the authors end up @sating hazard functions under
strong exclusion, aggregation, and parametric restrictnie on how the vectorx; enters in
these functions. This is a common issue in this literature va@m using two-step estimation
methods.

Jofre-Bonet and Pesendorfer 2008stimate the bid distribution function as a parameter-
ized Weibull distribution for regular bidders and as a beta @tribution function for fringe
bidders. These choices have substantive restrictions, asetlikelihood is only well-speci ed
for a range of parameter values. To capture the dependencetlése distributions on state
variables, they impose the symmetry condition that all biddrs behave identically conditional
on equal states. This is a strong assumption that would be Vaded if the identity of the rm
matters beyond what is captured in the state variables, e.gif there is persistent di erence
in rm types. These restrictions are imposed through a parasterization of several of the
arguments of the bid distribution.

This approach illustrates a common trade-o that practitioners face when using two-step
estimation methods in dynamic structural models. Even for midimensional distributions,
the nature of dynamic games may require knowledge of funati® evaluated at states that are
visited rarely. Having enough observations at every poinnithe state space is a very high
burden outside of the simplest dynamic models, and as a resptactitioners have resorted
to using parametric approaches. However, this also comediwa cost.

In addition, while the GPV techniques used in the paper makesémation possible, there
remains an issue of how to compute a solution to the dynamicdaling model in the paper,
which is, currently, a topic of ongoing research. Needless say, this limits the scope of
counterfactuals from their model.

Jeziorski and Krasnokutskaya 201@&xtend Jofre-Bonet and Pesendorfer model to allow
for subcontracting in response to capacity constraintsgGroeger 2014tudies dynamics gener-
ated by sunk entry costs that involve multiple sequential actions. Hopenhayn and Saeedi 2016
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develop a dynamic model of bidding in second price online dions agents can revise their
bids, and bidding opportunities and values follow a joint M&kov process. They estimate the
model using data from eBay auctions.Dee 2020proposes and estimates a dynamic model
for pay-per-bid auctions a type of auction where bidders iour a cost each time they place
a bid.

4.1.4 Environmental regulations in concentrated industri es

Ryan 2012studies the cost of environmental regulation in concentrat industries, where
the e ects of long-run changes to market structure can dwarfhe direct costs associated
with regulatory compliance. Speci cally, he measures theelfare costs associated with the
1990 amendments to the Clean Air Act in the US Portland cemenindustry, that is the
upstream industry from the concrete market® The amendments introduced a variety of new
regulations that applied to the cement industry, includingnew environmental assessment
standards for green eld cement plants and additional class of regulated pollutants. In
principle, these regulations could have changed the costwstture of the industry in several
ways and, by extension, led to a di erent evolution of marketstructure. Ryan constructs
a model of the cement industry, which has several features wvh make it well-suited for
analysis in the BBL framework, estimates a change in the costructure of rms before and
after regulation using a panel on every cement plant in the Uted States from 1980 to 1998,
and compares realized outcomes against a simulated couféetual where the regulation
did not exist. His primary nding is that entry costs increased, leading to fewer rms in
equilibrium and a loss of between $810 million and $3.2 bdh in surplus. A static analysis
would miss the change in entry costs and nd the wrong sign obsts to incumbent rms,
who actually bene t from reduced competition under the ametiments.

The cement industry has several institutional features thamake it an attractive setting
for two-step estimation. The rst is that cement is a largelyhomogeneous commodity due
to its use as a construction material. Cement is also hygraguc (i.e., it absorbs water
from the air), making storage expensive, and has a relatiyelow value to volume ratio.
The combination of these two factors leads it to be shipped extand only relatively short
distances, which means that most cement markets are quasdependent geographically-
di erentiated regional markets. This is useful for modelig and estimation purposes, as it
both reduces the number of rms that need to be considered iraeh market and generates
a cross-section of observations. The spot market for cemastalso highly seasonal, due to

23. See sectiomt.1.5below for our description of Collard-Wexler 2013 study of the US concrete industry.
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construction demand peaking in the warm weather months. Gén that storage is expensive,
most rms do not hold signi cant amounts of stock from year toyear, which also simpli es
the state space.

The technology of cement production also lends itself to psimonious modeling. Techno-
logical progress in the industry is very slow; the basic press of making cement has changed
very little since the late 1800s. To produce cement, rms mim limestone (often co-located
with the plant), grind it up into small pieces, and then heat t through a large rotating kiln
that is red to very high temperatures at one end. It is then gound up and gypsum is added
to create cement. Cement plants typically produce nonstopta constant rate for most of
the year before shutting down in the winter to perform mainteance on the kiln. This is im-
portant to note for several reasons: rst, marginal costs sluld be reasonably at until that
maintenance period is reached; at that point, the opportuty cost of production increases as
the rm eats into the maintenance period. Second, rms are pmarily di erentiated through
their location and their productive capacity. Third, emisgons are a key component of cement
production, both through the pyrochemical process of coniéng limestone into clinker and
through the burning of fossil fuels to produce that heat. Fouh, xed costs are a rst-order
feature of the industry. The typical cement market has only &andful of rms active, and the
average size of cement plants is large and has increased ditgaover the twentieth century.
A typical cost for a green eld plant is half a billion dollars and plant lifetimes approach one
hundred years. Finally, most plants in most years are capagiconstrained and produce right
up to their boilerplate ratings. This suggests that long-ra changes to market structure may
be the dominant margin for assessing the costs of regulatioas rms may have relatively
little margin for adjustment in the output market.

The theoretical model has three primary components: a statpace, induced transitions
over those states in response to rm actions, and per-periqehyo functions which depend
on rm actions, market demand, and the state vector. As with he prior work on dynamic
games, there is a relatively simple state space consistinigtioe productive capacities of each
rm in a regional market. Potential entrants are encoded wih a zero capacity. In contrast
to prior literature, the state space is continuous, as capdyg is not naturally discrete. The
industry has been in a long period of sustained consolidatipas a smaller number of larger
rms become the dominant rm type. This is also useful for bonding the number of potential
rms in the industry, as it is very unlikely that any market would see more than one entrant,
especially after the passage of the 1990 amendments.

In each period, rms compete in Cournot competition subjecto their capacity con-
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straints. Capacity constraints are modeled through a hoeky-stick speci cation for cost
that generates constant marginal costs before increasing a function of the rm's capacity:

C(Gi; )= ot 1Ge+ 21(G > sit) (G sit)% (34)

whereq; is rm i's output at year t, s;; is its production capacity, s are cost parameters,
and is a parameter that determines the output/capacity ratio atwhich the additional cost
kicks in. The lack of meaningful dynamics in production, du¢o high storage costs and
seasonal demand, is particularly helpful in this setting t@in down the range of admissible
dynamic parameters.

The vector of common knowledge state variables i = (z;si : i 2 1), wherez is a
demand shock. Every period, rms make dynamic decisions:dambent rms decide invest-
ment (or divestment) in capacity and whether to stay or exit fom the market, and potential
entrants decide whether to enter in the market. Let; represent rm i's dynamic decision.
Firms' capacities change endogenously as a result of demisa;; . All transitions are assumed
to take one period to happen. There is an adjustment cost futien that captures invest-
ment, divestment, entry, and exit costs associated with dexon a;. Since all these actions
are discrete, i.i.d. private information shocks in adjustmant costs are introduced to ensure
the existence of a pure strategy equilibrium@oraszelski and Satterthwaite 2010 All rms,
including potential entrants, receive a draw from a distrilntion of xed adjustment costs and
decide whether to engage in costly capacity investment/déstment. Additionally, incumbent
rms receive a draw of exit costs from a common distribution 1@d decide whether to exit
or continue. Potential entrants receive a draw of entry costfrom a common distribution
and decide whether to enter the industry (and at what capacjt level), or remain outside
the industry. As discussed in Sectior8.2 above, xed costs of production are not jointly
separately identi ed from entry and exit costs, and are assuoed to be zero.

In this dynamic game, as described in sectioR.2.3 we can use a CCP functiorP;
fPi(ajxt : (&;Xt) 2 A X )gto represent a rm's strategy. The key equilibrium require-
ment is that a rm's strategy P; should be optimal given the strategies of its competitors.
Optimality requires that the expected present value from filowing that strategy is at least
as good as from using any other feasible stratedy?:

" 2 # " ® #
(&, Xe; ) (35)

Eriip | (A xg ) > Epop
t=0 t=0

t
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where strategy-dependent expectations are taken over futlactions, states, and shocks, and
(a¢;X¢; ) is the prot function, where is the vector of structural parameters in pro ts.

The empirical approach closely follows the BBL method desbed in section3.3.3above:
a rst step where the econometrician estimates reduced forequilibrium policy functions
(i.e., CCPs) directly from the data, followed by a second sgewhere those reduced forms are
projected onto an underlying theoretical model. The inequity in equation (35) is the heart
of that second step projection. Ryan assumes that all of thearkets play the same equilib-
rium, allowing him to pool across markets when estimating piey functions.?* BBL requires
high-quality, exible reduced-form estimates of the polig functions for each element of the
state space: the probability of entry and exit, the probabity of investment/divestment,
and the level of investment/divestment if it occurs. Withou solving for an equilibrium,
these reduced form functions are nonparametric objects ftiie econometrician. However,
there is a huge curse of dimensionality in the nonparametriestimation of these reduced
form functions. Using panel data from a few hundred marketsver two decades, achieving
the maximum possible precision in the estimation of structal parameters in the second
step requires imposing substantial smoothing / aggregatiorestrictions in the nonparamet-
ric estimation in the rst step (Ackerberg et al. 2014 Chernozhukov et al. 2015 To deal
with this problem, Ryan estimates parsimonious parametripolicy functions in the rst
step of the method. He uses probits to estimate the probahyli of entry and exit, where
the arguments of the probit are a constant, the sum of capagitof competitors, a dummy
variable for post-1990, and the rm's own capacity for the e policy function. The invest-
ment/divestment probabilities and levels are estimated usg an adaptation of the (S, s) rule
from Attanasio 200Q where two latent bands around the current state de ne whenrms
adjust and to what level. The critical aspect of this speci ation is that it allows for lumpy
adjustment, where rms do nothing for long periods of time ad then abruptly make a large
change to their capacity. The arguments of these band funotias are b-spline basis functions
of the rm's own capacity and the sum of competitors capacity

After projecting the reduced forms down onto the underlyinglynamic structural model,
Ryan nds that the distribution of xed entry costs both incr eased in mean and decreased
in variance after the 1990 policy change. Both factors lea® fpotential entrants facing much
higher draws of entry costs. In contrast, the distributionsof exit costs, investment costs,
and divestment costs did not have statistically signi cantdi erences before and after 1990.

24. SeeOtsu, Pesendorfer, and Takahashi 201@or a statistical test and evaluation of the pooling assump-
tion.
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Ryan performs a counterfactual experiment where the costracture of rms is held
constant at pre-1990 levels, and compares that outcome toahwith the actual post-1990
parameters. For computational reasons, Ryan restricts thexperiment to two di erent initial
conditions in a four- rm market, which was chosen to be clos® the representative cement
market in the US. Starting without any rms, the regulation severely restricts entry, lowering
pro ts and consumer surplus. The distribution of active rms is compressed downward (by
about one rm on average), although this is partially o set by rms choosing larger capacities
when they do enter. Prices go up very modestly, but it is reallthe lack of entry (and
associated capacity) that drives the total surplus declirg leading both rms and consumers
to be worse o.

In a second experiment, Ryan starts the market with two matu rms, one large and
one small, that are endowed with a combined capacity simildo the average US market. In
this setting, the incumbent rms actually do better under the regulations, as higher costs
e ectively prevent entry while not harming existing rms directly. While pre-1990 entry
costs has two rms active only 4 percent of the time, after themendments that proportion
increases to 11 percent.

These two counterfactuals are intended to put very rough baouls on the costs of the
amendments. While there are no markets that have zero rmshe estimated cost in this
setting should be a conservative upper bound, conditionalnothe market size. On the
other hand, many markets do look more like the second settingiith mature rms and low
turnover. The weakness of both experiments is clearly thahey do not actually model the
cement market in the US directly. This was completely drivety computational restrictions,
as it proved impossible to compute equilibria for markets wh ve or more rms.

415 Demand shocks and market structure

An important limitation of the static models of entry of Bresnahan and Reiss 1998resnahan and Reiss :
and Berry 1992 is the inability to look at how uncertainty a ects market structure in
oligopolies. Collard-Wexler 2013directly address the question of how volatility of demand
a ects market structure in the market for ready-mix concree, the downstream industry of
Portland cement studied byRyan 2012and described in the previous section. In sectich7
we discuss other papers that study how uncertainty in uencethe organization of produc-
tion, that also relates to long-standing debates in macroenomics on the role of uncertainty
in investment.
Collard-Wexler studies the market for ready-mix concretewhich is a combination of
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water, gravel, sand, and cement, and is used for construatigrojects such as basements,
sidewalks, and roads. This industry is even more geograpaliy di erentiated than the mar-
ket for cement studied byRyan 2012 Because ready-mix concrete is heavy and starts to set
once cement and water have been mixed in, transportation isiige limited, with the average
load of ready mix concrete being delivered no more than a hahd hour away by truck.
This means that one can think of the industry as a collectionfdwundreds of geographically
segmented local markets. It is this geographical segmentat combined with the produc-
tion of a reasonably homogeneous good that makes ready-mbncrete a good setting for
looking at the empirical consequences of di erences in costjiion. It has been studied rst
by Syverson 2004but also in Foster, Haltiwanger, and Syverson 2008nd Backus 2020 In
addition, because ready-mix concrete is part of the manuftacing sector, in contrast to
other locally-segmented markets considered iBresnahan and Reiss 1991ike dentists or
tire dealers, it is included in Census of Manufacturers witkdata on all plants in the industry
going back to the early 1960's. So there is data on the choicalsthousands of plants over
decades in terms of entry and exit decisions, as well as inwaent choices. This combination
of variation in market structure and many plant level decisins allows the paper to rely less
on parametric assumptions to estimate conditional choicergbabilities.

A distinguishing feature of the ready-mix concrete industr is that demand is very
volatile, with year to year demand changes averaging 30 pert. This demand volatility
is usually caused by variation in government spending on lalcconstruction projects. To
evaluate the e ect of removing this demand volatility, Colard-Wexler estimates a structural
model of entry and exit and discrete investment. In this modethe state of the market,
represented by vectorxy, includes the size distribution of rms,(siy :i 21 ) (wheres; =0
means that the rm is not active in the market), and an exogenos state variablez; that
measures the state of the demand for construction in a localarket. Every period (year),
rms choose to be active or not in the market, as well as threeistrete levels of plant size.
That is, a rm's decision at period t is its size at periodt + 1, i.e., &; = Sjt+1. There is an
assumption of one year time-to-build.

The prot function, (ag;X:; ) is equal tori(x¢; ) (a¢;si; ), wherer;(:) is a
variable payo function (revenue minus variable cost), and (:) is an adjustment cost function
that captures the costs of market entry and exit, and the cosbf growing and shrinking rm
size. The dataset in this paper does not include informatioan rms' output. Therefore,
in contrast to the modelling and estimation approach inRyan 2012 the payo function
ri(:) is not based on an explicit speci cation of demand, variableosts, and the form of
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(static) competition. Instead, following a common approdt in static models of market
entry based onBresnahan and Reiss 1991he payo function r;(:) is a semi-reduced-form
linear-in-parameters function of the rm's own size §;), competitors' sizes § i), and the
state of demand g). Finally, there are private information shocks,"a;), to the value of
taking an action, which are assumed to be i.i.d. extreme vadutype 1.

In this paper, all the parameters in the prot function ;, both and ,, are estimated
from the equilibrium conditions in the dynamic game, basedmo rms' entry, exit, and invest-
ment decisions. This approach is not feasible without a laegamount of data on entry and
exit decisions of rms in markets with di ering demand and maket structure. This explains
why this modeling approach is relatively unusual in the brader literature. Moreover, the
adjustment cost function (:) has many parameters to estimate, as it measures the cost of
moving between any two discrete size categories.

More than two dozen parameters are estimated using a two-ptéCCP method similar
to the ones inAguirregabiria and Mira 2007and Bajari, Benkard, and Levin 2007 As we
have discussed in sectio8.3.5 a major issue with standard CCP methods is the presence
of persistent unobserved market heterogeneity. A common ect of of ignoring this type of
unobservables when present is that the response of entry thet number of rms is biased.
Indeed it can be positive. As a diagnostic of this issue, Cafld-Wexler nds far more negative
coe cients of competition on entry when market xed e ects are included, suggesting that
there is indeed the presence of persistent unobserved praihocks in these markets.

The hack used inCollard-Wexler 2013is to group markets into a couple of categories
based on their market xed e ect. This group becomes an addiinal observed state that
can simply be added to the rest of the state space. This gromgi does well at replicat-
ing the results from market xed e ects regressions, withouhaving to estimate di erent
market xed e ects in the structural model. Of course, this gproach is problematic since
endogenous variables are being used to create this groupiagd the estimated xed e ects
su er the incidental parameters problem(Heckman 198). Thus, a more holistic approach
to classi cation, such as the one inArcidiacono and Miller 2011 seems more appropriate.
This approach has been used hgami and Yang 2016&or the estimation of a dynamic game
of market entry/exit in the Canadian fast food industry.

Collard-Wexler uses the estimated structural parametersot simulate out the e ect of
shutting o demand shocks associated to local government gjects. To evaluate this e ect,
he needs to solve for rms' equilibrium strategies under theounterfactual scenario where
demand shocks are eliminated. Given that the state space ihi$ model has around 50
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million points, standard methods to compute a MPNE, such a®akes and McGuire 1994
are not feasible. Instead, the stochastic algorithm dPakes and McGuire 2001a machine
learning algorithm, is adapted to solve this dynamic programing problem.

Because of high sunk costs of entry, there is no e ect of denthrvolatility on plant
shutdown and new plant entry. It is worthwhile for plants to wait out periods of low demand,
even if they lose money for several years. However, demancttuations do change the size
distribution in the industry, as rms would build larger plants in the absence of demand
volatility. This e ect opens up interesting avenues by whibh macroeconomic policy that
reduces swings in demand may permanently alter market stiuge, which is not attainable
with static models or entry. Later in this section, we will dscuss the work oKalouptsidi 2014
which further investigates the role of adjustment frictiors, such as time to build, in an volatile
demand environment.

4.1.6 Subsidizing entry

Dunne et al. 2013examine the determinants of market structure in two servicéndustries
using the empirical framework oPakes, Ostrovsky, and Berry 2007This paper is of interest
both for substantive reason, they assess an important entsubsidy for helping locate health
care providers into underserved geographic areas, and besait directly connects back to two
of the most in uential early papers on structural entry modds: Bresnahan and Reiss 1990
and Bresnahan and Reiss 1991Those papers advanced a two-stage model of entry, and
used the relationship between the total number of active rm and market size (population)
to indirectly infer the nature of competition. For example,suppose that we observe only
one rm active in all markets below a population threshold of0; 000 people, and only two
rms for populations above that threshold. If that is the ca®, we can infer that, in markets
with more than 20, 000 people, competition must be near Bertrand-levels of inteitg as no
additional amount of demand, as proxied for by population, an induce additional entry.
That could only be true if the rms are minimally di erentiat ed and pricing near marginal
cost. On the other hand, if we observe a steady increase in thamber of active rms as
population increases, we can infer that competition is lesstense. At the extreme, a linear
relationship between population and active rms would be agsistent with collusion, where
prices do not fall with entry and rms only have enough demando cover their xed costs. A
data innovation that Bresnahan and Reiss use, focusing on alh isolated markets to obtain
a cross section of independent markets, is carried over toighpaper.

Dunne et al. 2013extend the static two-stage framework to a dynamic game. T#iis
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necessary to understand the e ects of di erent types of sulties (e.g., subsidies on entry
costs versus subsidies on xed operating costs) and their gliential impact on potential
entrants and incumbents in the short-run and long-run. In teeir extended model, there are
two types of rms: potential entrants and incumbents. Potemial entrants take a draw from
a distribution of entry costs before deciding to enter. Incmbent rms earn product market
pro ts and receive a draw from the xed costs of operation. Ithe xed costs are su ciently
high, that rm exits. The vector of state variables x; consists of the number of incumbent
rms, ng, and a vector of exogenous pro t-shiftersz,, that evolves as a nite-order Markov
process. Following the tradition in Bresnahan and Reiss'sigy models, the ow pro t of an
incumbent rm, (n¢;z), is modeled as a reduced form: it is a linear-in-parametensniction
of variablesn; and z;.?® In addition to this ow pro't, there are xed costs, F¢+"F¢, paid
by any incumbent rm, and entry costs, B¢ + "EC paid by potential entrants that choose
to enter in the market. The authors assume that{© is i.i.d. Expontential, and "E€ is i.i.d.
chi-square.

The authors study two di erent health care industries: denists and chiropractors. They
argue that balance sheet data from the US Census Bureau progs good measures of ow
prots . in the geographic markets included in their sample. Given #y observe pro ts,
they estimate the parameters in the prot function (ny;z;) by estimating the following
linear regression model:

m = ot n N = Ng+ g N+ 703 + N(Zmes 2)+ ' + Uy (36)
n=0
where vectorz,, includes socioeconomic variables at the local market levgopulation, av-
erage real wage paid to employees in the industry, real peagita income, county-level real
medical bene ts, and infant mortality rate. The term h(z,; ) represents a quadratic func-
tion of these ve exogenous state variables. A drawback to ik approach is that accounting
pro ts observed in balanced sheet data can be substantiallyi erent than economic pro ts,
especially in this setting as the two professions considdrédentists and chiropractors) are
highly mobile. Indeed, one of the policy concerns with usingntry subsidies is that the
practitioners leave the needy areas after their contractegrm of service is over.
Given estimates of parameters and market xed e ects! , in the regression equation

25. For the purpose of this paper which is interested in the eects of entry subsidies, a drawback of a
reduced form speci cation of the pro t function is that it is not possible to measure consumer surplus. This
limits the content in the counterfactual evaluations.
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(36), the authors follow the empirical strategy inPakes, Ostrovsky, and Berry 20070 esti-
mate xed cost and entry cost parameters from the dynamic gaen That paper leverages a
discrete state space to generate a matrix representation thfe value function. To t their
data into that approach, and to reduce the dimension of the ate space, Dunne et al as-
sume that the only exogenous state variable in the dynamic gee is the estimated index
h(zn; bz) that is discretized it into ten categories. To control for pesistent unobserved
market-level heterogeneity, they also allow for a lower-aiensional vector of xed e ects
formed by binning the estimated xed e ects from the regresen equation 36) (i.e., b?s).
These simpli cations are su cient to allow the authors to form estimates of the continuation
values at every point in the state space.

They nd that prots decline quickly for dentists, but the same regression for chiro-
practors is not statistically signi cant. The implied net present values for these professions
are reasonable, however. They estimate monopolist densisin high-value markets have an
average net present value of 1.3 million 1983 dollars, whithiropractors have less than half
of that. For dental markets labeled as high need (and theref® subsidized), they estimate
that entry costs are 11 percent lower. This leads to about od®alf more rm per market
on average, at the cost of about $170,000 per additional eatit. A subsidy targeting the
xed costs of rms to keep them active has a much higher cost peetained rm, about
half a million dollars, due primarily to infra-marginal rm s that were not going to exit also
receiving a subsidy. Targeting the subsidy to potential enants is therefore far more cost
e ective.

4.2 Innovation and market structure

Going back to Shumpeter 1942there has been interest in studying the causal relationgis
between innovation and competition, and, more speci callythe hypothesis thatless com-
petition can have a positive impact on innovation. This inteest was supercharged by the
work in endogenous growth theory, such aRomer 1986and Aghion and Howitt 1992 that
placed the study of the determinants of economic growth at thforefront of economics. A
line of work in this literature has been based on cross-indung regressions of innovation on
competition, with Aghion et al. 2005being the most prominent example. In contrast, the
recent work in industrial organization has tended to use th@redictions of appropriately
calibrated or estimated models of dynamic oligopoly in th&ricson and Pakes 199%frame-
work. This is due in part to the long held skepticism in 10 of rgressions of outcomes against
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market structure.?® Furthermore, for many of the industries studied in the papes that we

review in this section, such as hard drives or microprocesspthe e ects of competition on

innovation are likely to dwarf, in terms of welfare evaluatin, the e ects of competition on

prices conditional on technology, given the vast decreasescosts that these industries have
produced.

4.2.1 Microprocessor innovation: Intel vs AMD

Goettler and Gordon 2011study competition between Intel and AMD in the PC micropro-
cessors industry. The authors assess the question of whettieere would have been more or
less innovation without AMD. Indeed, given the rapid pace ofechnological change in the
semiconductor industry, the welfare e ect of reduced compigon on innovation is the most
important antitrust issue. Goettler and Gordon 2011propose and estimate a dynamic game
of investment in R&D and dynamic price competition betweenrtel and AMD. Importantly,
their model incorporates the durability of the product as a ptentially important factor for
innovation. In their model, there are two main forces drivig innovation. First, because
consumers value product quality (i.e., microprocessor s there is competition between
rms to have a product at the technological frontier. A secod factor driving innovation
is endogenous technological obsolescen&nce microprocessors have little physical depre-
ciation, rms have the incentive to innovate to generate a tehnological depreciation of the
microprocessors (PCs) that consumers own and encourage siamers to upgrade. Note that
duopolists are a ected by these two forces to innovate, wheas a monopolist faces only the
latter, but in a stronger way.

The demand side of the model is dynamic, with forward-lookghconsumers. The state
variables in consumerh's decision problem are: the quality of the PC (microprocess)
that the consumer currently owns, as measured by the logahniin of the microprocessor's
speed in MHz,q,; the current quality of the product that each rm sells, q; = (¢; : ] 2
f Intel; AMD g); and the distribution of qualities of the products owned by ththe consumers,

.2" The distribution  is part of a consumer's state variables because it a ects her
expectations about future prices. The vector of state varides in the rms' decision problems
iS (Qntelt ; Oampt 5 t). Given these state variables, rmj makes two dynamic decisions:

26. SeeBerry, Gaynor, and Scott Morton 2019 for a discussion of the history of thought on this issue.

27. The model restricts each rm to selling only one product because the large computational burden of
allowing multi-product rms in a model with dynamics in both demand and supply. Esteban and Shum 2007
(for automobiles) and Gowrisankaran and Rysman 2012(for digital cameras) estimate dynamic demand
models of di erentiated product with multi-product rms an d forward-looking consumers but with supply
side models that are substantially simpler than in Goettler and Gordon's study.
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price, pit, and investment in R&D X;; to enhance product quality. Note that, because
computers are durable goods, rms face a Coasian pricing fplem, so pricing has dynamic
implications as it changes consumer holdings in the futuré.
Every quartert, a consumer decides whether to buy a new PC (microprocessor)vaiting

and keeping her current PC with qualityq,. The current utility of not buying is ugn =

On + "ont. The utility of buying brand j 2 f Intel; AMDgis Ujne = qjt Pit+ j+ "jne,
where ; is a brand xed-e ect, and the consumer taste shock§"oni; "intel:nt ;" AmD:nt ) are
i.i.d. extreme value type 1. Consumers are forward-lookingnd maximize expected and
discounted intertemporal utility.?° Market shares for consumers currently owning a product
with quality q is:

expf vi°'(qe;  :9)9
expfv§(qe; ;g )g+expfveol (ai; +;:q)g+expfved (a; +:9)g

si(q) = (37)
wherev" is the conditional choice value function in a consumer's de®n problem. Using
the distribution of consumers' owned qualities, ¢, yields the market share of brand :

X
ST si(d) «(q) (38)
q

By de nition, next period distribution of owned qualities, .1, is a known closed-form
function of ¢, St  (Sintelt ; Samp:t ), and qy, that we can representas +1 = F ( ;S Q).

In each period, microprocessor rms make an investment ds@n to try to reach a higher
quality level. Change in quality,¢.:+1 ¢, can be zero (unsuccessful investment) or a positive
constant (successful investment). The probability of success is d#ed ;, and depends
on the rm's investment x;;, with the same functional form asPakes and McGuire 1994

ajt (Gt ) Xjt
1+ & (q¢) Xt

i (Xt Ge) = (39)

where the termay; (q;) represents rmj's investment e ciency that has the following form:
) 1=2#
8 (G) = ap; max La

(40)

28. Esteban and Shum 2007also study the e ects of durability and secondary markets ondynamic price
competition between automobile manufacturers.

29. This dynamic demand model is a simpli ed version of the malel in Gowrisankaran and Rysman 2012
which includes random coe cients, multi-product rms, and several product attributes.
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whereq  maxf gnelt ; Oamp:t 9 IS the frontier or highest quality in the industry at period
t. This is an increasing function of the technology gapg ¢, that captures the idea that
generating successful innovations is more di cult for thedader that is at the technological
frontier than for the follower that is catching up. This helgs rationalize why AMD and
Intel never drift to having too di erent quality levels. Parametersagne; and agavp allow
for persistent di erences in the investment e ciencies of he two rms, that can rationalize
why AMD reached the the same microprocessor speed as Intespige having a substantially
smaller level of R&D investment.

In addition, the non-frontier rm has marginal costs that are lower than the rm with
the highest level of quality. The frontier rm has costs thatare , while costs are reduced
for the non-frontier rmby (g q:). Thatis, parameter ; represents the dollar reduction
in marginal cost per unit of quality di erence with respect b the leader (as qualityq is the
logarithm of microprocessor speed).

Note that the space of the state variableg; and ; is unbounded, as they can increase
forever at increments . To deal with this issue, the authors impose the restrictiorthat
di erent structural functions are homogeneous of degree thi respect to quality. This re-
striction makes it possible to recast the state space as ongative to the frontier g¢. This
modi ed state space is bounded®

For the estimation of the model, the authors estimate rst the marginal cost parameters

o and ; using proprietary production costs data from In-Stat/MDR, a market research
rm specializing in the microprocessor industry. The rest bthe structural parameters
both the demand parameters , , |nel, @nd avwp , and the supply side parametersyntel ,
aoavp , anda; are estimated using the structure and predictions of the dyamic oligopoly
model. Goettler and Gordon 2011use a simulated method of moments estimator, similar
to the approach used byGowrisankaran and Town 1997 However, instead of assessing the
gap between the data and the ergodic distribution predictetly the model, they look at the
prediction from the model starting in the observed state in 993 all the way out until 2004.
They consider moments related to the rms' innovation ratesR&D intensities, di erential
quality, frequency of quarters where Intel is the leader, gato the quality frontier, average
prices, and OLS coe cients in the regression of prices on glitees and in the regression of
market shares on qualities. Parameter is xed at 0:20 (i.e., 20%), and the discount factor
is xed at 0:90 at the annual level.

The ratio between the estimates of and shows that consumers are willing to pay $21

30. This trick is used extensively to discuss balanced growit paths in the macroeconomics literature.
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for enjoying a 20% increase in quality during one quarter. A&ording to the ratio between

Intel avp and , consumers are willing to pay $194 for Intel over AMD. The maal needs
this strong brand e ect to explain the fact that AMD's share never rises above 22 percent
in the period during which AMD had a faster product. The innoation e ciencies ag; are
estimated to be0:0010for Intel and 0:0019for AMD, as needed for AMD to occasionally be
the technology leader while investing much less than Intel.

The authors use the estimated model to implement two main setof counterfactuals.
The rst set deals with the e ects of competition on innovation. For instance, they solve
and simulate the model under the counterfactual scenario ¢ritel monopoly and compare
the results to the actual data. According to this experimentthe innovation rate (i.e., the
growth rate in frontier quality g) increases fromb9:9% to 624%; investment in R&D more
than doubles, increasing by 1.2 billion per quarter; pricencreases by $102 (70%); consumer
surplus declines by $121 million (4.2%); industry pro ts ikrease by $159 million; and social
surplus increases by $38 million (less than 1%). Therefotbéey nd competition from AMD
had a negative impact on the speed of innovation, but overalll has had a positive e ect on
consumer welfare because the competition e ect on pricesveathan o set the lower quality.
They also consider the counterfactual scenario of a symmietduopoly where the two rms
have the same demand brand xed e ects and innovation interity parameters. The e ects
are basically the opposite to the rst experiment: investmit in R&D, innovation rates, and
average quality decline, but prices also decline and this ect more than o sets the quality
decline such that consumer welfare increases by $34 millih2%), industry pro ts decline
by $8 million, and social surplus increases by $26 millione@s than 1%).

The nding that innovation by a monopoly exceeds that of a dupoly re ects two features
of the model: a monopoly must innovate to induce consumers tgpgrade; the monopoly
is able to extract much of the potential surplus from these ugrades because of its pricing
power. However, if there were a steady ow of new consumersarthe market, such that most
demand was not replacements of older computers, the monopoelould reduce innovation
below that of the duopoly.

In a second set of counterfactuals, Goettler and Gordon stydhe claim that Intel used
anti-competitive foreclosure practices against AMB! To study the e ect of such practices
on innovation, prices, and welfare, the authors perform a 8es of counterfactual simulations

in which they vary the portion of the market to which Intel hasexclusive access. Ledo],

31. In 2009, Intel paid AMD $1.25 billion to settle claims of anti-competitive practices to foreclose AMD
from many consumers.
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and s®  be Intel's market shares under monopoly and under free comijien with AMD,

Intel;t
respectively. The authors incorporate foreclosure usingsimple model where the degree of
foreclosure is measured by a parameter2 [0; 1] such that Sinperr = Sfhon (1) sik2,, .

The authors solve and simulate the dynamic oligopoly modedifa grid of values for parameter
. Not surprisingly, margins monotonically rise steeply wh . However, innovation exhibits
an inverted U shape with a peak at = 0:5. Consumer surplus is actually higher when AMD

is barred from a portion of the market, peaking at 40% forecéoire. This nding highlights
the importance of accounting for innovation in antitrust pdicy. The decrease in consumer
surplus from higher prices can be more than o set by the compading e ects of higher
innovation rates.

4.2.2 Hard drive innovation: New products and cannibalizat ion

Igami 2017also studies the relationship between competition and inmation. He focuses on
the propensity to innovate of new entrants relative to incurbents in the hard drive industry.
Similarly to microprocessors, there has been dramatic fafi the price of hard drive storage.
However, in contrast to microprocessors where Intel has haddominant position for almost
50 years, the leading hard drive producers have changed gevdimes over the last forty
years. These shifts correspond to periods where the proddormat changed from 5.25 to
3.5 inch drives and from 3.5 to 2.5 inch. In addition, at someqints in time, there are several
dozen rms producing hard drives, but there has been graduakit from this industry down
to four rms. The active entry and exit of rms leads to a natural discussion on how the
incentives to innovate di er between new entrants and incuiments, given that innovation
tends to displace existing products.

The key empirical evidence that motivates this paper is thathe propensity to adopt a new
product (e.g., producing thenew 3.5 inch format instead of theold 5.25 inch) is substantially
higher for new entrants than for incumbent rms. Igami focuss on the transition from 5.25
to 3.5 inch format, and studies three main factors that may adribute to the di erence in
the propensity to innovate of incumbents and new entrants: annibalization, preemption,
and di erences in innovation costs. For an incumbent rm, tke increase in sales and revenue
from the introduction of a new product comes partly at the expnse of cannibalizing its old
products. This is not the case for a new entrant. Thereforeaanibalization may contribute
to explain the higher propensity to product innovation by ne entrants. The magnitude
of this e ect depends, among other things, on the degree of dand substitution between
new and old products. Preemptive motives can encourage imshent rms to early adoption
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of new products to deter entry and competition from potentihentrants. This factor may

partly o set the contribution of cannibalization. Last but not least, incumbents and new
entrants can have di erent costs of adopting new products. fAis di erence can go in either
direction. Economies of scope between old and new producgamply lower adoption costs
for incumbent rms. On the other hand, incumbent rms may exhbit organizational inertia

that makes it costly to abandon old practices and adjust the meration to the idiosyncrasies
of the new product.

In Igami's model, there are four (endogenous) types of rmsiithe market, and the state
of the market at periodt consists of the number of rms of each type: potential entras
nP®, incumbents producing only the old productn®d, incumbents producing only the new
product n®"¥, and incumbents producing both,n?". Notice that this does not leave room
for di erences in market share between rms. The vector of stte variablesx; is completed
by demand shocks for the new and old products.M™" and 9. Every yeart, potential
entrants decide to enter with the old or new product, incumbas decide to exit or stay in
the market, and old incumbents also decide whether to adoph¢ new product®? There is
one year time to build for these entry, exit, and adoption desions to be e ective.

Demand has the structure of a static logit model between oldnd new products and an
outside alternative. Following the standard structure in he Ericson and Pakes 199odel,
incumbent rms compete in prices a la Bertrand. To apply a fulsolution method for the
estimation of the structural parameters, and to avoid the sue of the multiple equilibria in
the counterfactual experiments, Ilgami imposes three regttions that imply uniqueness of a
MPBNE in his model: (i) the industry has a nite horizon T that is certain and common
knowledge; (ii) within each of the four types, rms are homogneous up to i.i.d. private
information shocks in entry, exit, and adoption costs; andii{) every year t, rms take
dynamic decisions according to a pre-established order thdepends on rm type. In the
benchmark version of the model, the order of moves is the fmNing: rst, old incumbents
choose to exit, stay and innovate, or stay and not innovate;esond, incumbents producing
both products choose to exit or stay; third, new incumbentshmose also between exit or stay;
and nally, potential entrants decide whether to enter or nd. Igami presents estimates of
the model under other orders of moves. The estimates of therdymic structural parameters
(entry, exit, and adoption costs) are quite robust to the dierent orders of moves considered.

32. In principle, new incumbents might also choose to start poducing the old product, and old incumbents
might decide to stop producing the old product. However, these choices are never observed in this industry
during the sample period.

33. See, for instance, Table 6 iBerry 1992 for an example of the impact of these assumptions on orderm
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Igami estimates the dynamic parameters using Rust's nesteded point algorithm, as
described in section3.3.1above. The state space thatgami 2017 considers is large given
that there may be dozens of rms within each endogenous typ&here are over 38,000 states
in his model. This makes the computation of the maximum likéiood estimator using the
NFXP algorithm computationally intensive. To keep this costractable, Igami considers a
parsimonious speci cation of the model with only three dyniaic parameters: , the xed
cost of operation; ", the sunk cost of adopting the new product for the old incumbrgs;
and °", the sunk cost of entry with the new product for a new entrant* Igami estimates
demand parameters and marginal costs using standard statizols.

The parameter estimates show that the sunk cost of innovatiis smaller for incumbents
than for new entrants, ™ < ©", That is, economies of scope seem more important than
organizational inertia. The magnitude of the estimated sux cost of innovation is between
0:6 and 1:6 billion dollars, which is comparable to the annual R&D budgeof specialized
hard drive manufacturers like Seagate.

Igami 2017 uses the estimated model to implement counterfactual experents to eval-
uate the contribution of cannibalization and preemptive mbives to the di erent innovation
rates of incumbents and potential entrants. To isolate the ects of incumbents' incentive
to avoid cannibalization, Igami divests each incumbent it a legacy rm and new prod-
uct rm. That is, for every old incumbent rm, there is an independent rm that decides
whether adopt or not the new product. This counterfactual isoumbent type is more likely
to enter the newer format as they do not internalize the canhbalization of the old product.
The equilibrium under this scenario shows that the gap betvwe®& entrants and incumbents
in their innovation choices shrinks by 57 percent. To iderfly the e ect of preemption, one
needs to obtain an incumbent's behavior under the hypothetal scenario that the rm's
own entry decision into the new format did not change what pential entrants would do.
More speci cally, lgami assumes that incumbents' strategs are the solution of a dynamic
programming problem that assumes that potential entrants d not respond to the number
of incumbent rms in the newer format they assume there are none of these in the market.
This counterfactual shows that the long term number of inculments that enter the newer

of moves on parameter estimates. In the context of repeated yearly interactions, it is plausible that
ordering of move assumptions are less material. Table 4 ihgami 2017 does a nice job of looking at the
impact of alternative assumptions on the ordering of movesn a dynamic game context.

34. The computation time of solving for the equilibrium of the dynamic game does not depend on the
number of parameters. However, the number of iterations in he search of the parameter estimates does
increase with the number of parameters.
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format falls by 38 percent®

These counterfactuals show that both cannibalization andrpemption play an important
role in the decision of incumbent rm to adopt the new format.However, in the hard drive
industry, the incentive to avoid cannibalization has domiated preemptive motives.

4.2.3 Car innovation and quality ladders

Hashmi and Biesebroeck 2016tudy the e ect of market power on innovation in the auto-
mobile industry. They propose and estimate and model of inmation and quality com-
petition that combines features of the static model of demahand price competition in
Berry, Levinsohn, and Pakes 1998BLP hereinafter) and the dynamic quality ladder game
in Pakes and McGuire 1994

The automobile industry has many manufacturers and types afars. Estimating a dy-
namic game with the enormous state space that results from ithnumber of rms and
products is impractical. The authors make substantial simgying assumptions. The model
starts with a stripped down version of BLP, in which consumer choose a manufacturer or
brand (instead of a car model as in BLP). The utility of consurar h if she chooses brangl
at periodtisupjt = , Pt + jt + enjt, Wherep, and j; are the brand's price and quality,
respectively, ande,; is the usual extreme value type 1 shock.

Firm quality j; has a discrete and nite support and it evolves endogenoushg the result
of the rm's investment in R&D. 3’ The stochastic process for quality depends on two forces:
depreciation and successful innovation. Depreciation mek quality decline in  units with
an exogenous probability 9. Successful innovation can make quality increase in units
with and endogenous probability ;; which depends on the rm's investment in R&D, X,
and current quality according to the following equation:

i =expf expf § In(xp +1)+ 5 i+ § f9g (41)

35. The counterfactual exercise of shutting down preemptia motives is a di cult one. This issue has been
confronted by a number of papers,Chicu 2013and Besanko, Doraszelski, and Kryukov 2014eing perhaps
the most notable. Like any deviation away from Nash Equilibrium, xing a coherent system of beliefs is
always tricky when shutting down one such mechanism. In thiscase, potential entrants may nd it ex-ante
unpro table to enter in equilibrium given their incorrect b eliefs.

36. The authors measure brand price as the weighted averagef ehe prices of all the car models the
manufacturer sells.

37. In the BLP model, product quality is relative to the value of an outside alternative. This relative aspect
makes more plausible the assumption of nite support, at leat for the automobiles product category that
does not present a trend in demand during the sample period.
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Therefore, we have thatP r( j+1 = )=(@1 d) ity and Pr( jr+ it = ) =
d(1 it)-

The estimation of the demand parameter, is based on a standard IV method. Quality
it Is obtained as a residual from the demand equation. Then, tbe qualities are discretized
and the parameters 9, Y, 4, and Y in the stochastic process of quality are estimated
by maximum likelihood. Note that the estimation of all theseparameters does not use the
predictions from the dynamic game.

Given the the vector of state variablesx; = ( ; :j 2 1) and a private information
i.i.d. shock in the cost of R&D invesntment,"j;, rms choose their investments in R&D
to maximize their expected present values. The cost of R&D wvastment is given by the
following cubic function:

cXit:"jit o) = it Xt ocaXit ocait Xi (42)
where =( c1; c2; c3; c4) Qre parameters to be estimated The parameters in the cost of
R&D are estimated from the predictions of the dynamic gamessing the estimation method
in Bajari, Benkard, and Levin 2007 For the reduced form estimation of rms' strategy func-
tions in the rst step of BBL, the authors consider a speci cdion that has the avour of
oblivious equilibrium or moment-based equilibrium, as théhe explanatory variables are the
rm's own quality and aggregate moments in the cross-sectial distribution of all the rms'’
qualities, i.e., mean, standard deviation, kurtosis, skavess, and inter-quartile di erence.

The nal step of this exercise is to look at how changing the maber of rms alters
optimal investment decisions within the estimated model. & this experiment, and for
computational reasons, the authors consider a strong simphtion of their dynamic game,
with at most ve automobile manufacturers, and where quali is restricted to take 15 values.
They solve for a MPBNE using thePakes and McGuire 1994lgorithm. The authors nd
that adding another rm would lower the rate of innovation in this industry, and this e ect
is magni ed with higher quality entrants.

An important consideration in this modeling exercise is thalegree to which cars are
vertically versus horizontally di erentiated. If cars were only vertically di erentiated, then
one might expect much more intense competition on the qualitdimension. The simpli ed
demand system that is being used in this exercise, while ptmal for shrinking down the
state to a single rm dimension ;, also shapes the conclusions of this exercise in a way that
is di cult to assess.

Xu and Chen 2020study spillovers between rms' R&D investments in the Korea elec-
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tric motor industry. The authors use the concept of oblivioa equilibrium from Weintraub, Benkard, and Ve
to simplify computation, which also allows for the use of stadard estimation techniques like

GMM. Indeed, in this type of work it is sometimes hard to disthguish competitive mod-

els from oligopolistic ones. Kryukov 2010 analyzes the development of new drugs in the
pharmaceutical industry. Aw, Roberts, and Xu 2011consider the synergies between rms'

investment in R&D and the decision to export.

On the quality ladder side,Borkovsky, Doraszelski, and Kryukov 201present numerical
experiments for this class of modelsLin 2015 develops and estimates a dynamic game of
entry and exit and quality competition between nursing hom& Indeed, a large part of
health care operates in an environment of regulated pricesither for most countries in world
outside the US, or for a large fraction of health care expertdres in the United States. In
this setting, competition acts more directly on quality raber than on prices.

4.2.4 Data on innovation

A notable aspect of this literature is how di erently it treats empirical work from the canon-
ical empirical models presented in the previous sections. h&h looking into innovation into
new products and technologies, it is very rare to have a panef independent markets, or
enough repeat innovations that are similar to be able to estiate much from the dynamic
choices of agents.

There are some other papers that look at innovation throughhe lens of a dynamic
model, but are able to utilize more cross-sectional data bydking at localized adoption
of new technologies. Schmidt-Dengler 2006looks at the timing of MRI adoption, while
Caoui 2019is concerned with adoption of digital projection in movie teatres in France.

Overall, these studies contribute to lling in the theory literature on the relationship
between competition and innovation. Given the exibility of the Pakes and McGuire 1994
framework, these calibrations to speci ¢ industries bothn terms of modeling details and
parameter estimates help give us an idea of what predictionge should expect, essentially
through the accumulation of computational case studies. kever, much like much of the 10
theory literature before it, many of the outcomes in this lierature do depend on the details
of the industry under study. This make extrapolation to new mdustries and innovations
quite tricky, but also emphasizes the role of capturing indtry level detail properly.
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4.3 Antitrust policy towards mergers

Merger policy occupies a central role in industrial organaion, as antitrust is the most im-

portant area in which 10 economists shape the debate on palicWhinston 2007provides an

extensive discussion of antitrust policy on horizontal meers. However, most of their survey

takes a static viewpoint on the impact of mergers, essentialimplying that all e ects of a

merger are realized immediately. In addition, in the Deparhent of Justice and Federal Trade
Commission's Horizontal Merger guidelined.S. Department of Justice and Federal Trade Commission
only section 9 discusses the role of post-merger entry or texi

4.3.1 Endogenous mergers

One of the rst applications of the Ericson and Pakes 199famework of dynamic oligopoly
was the work of Gowrisankaran 1999which proposes a model of endogenous mergers and
market structure. More recently, Mermelstein et al. 2020have attempted to address the
problem of endogenous mergers from the perspective of a catmpon authority which is
assessing di erent merger rules with and without commitmerpower. These papers address
the thorny problem of how to deal with a sequence of mergersprsidering that the free-
rider problem from a merger shifts as the industry becomes meoconcentrated®® A full
evaluation of a merger should take into account this type of eéct. Modeling endogenous
mergers is complicated as it involves a bargaining processtiveen rms that should take into
account, in one way or the other, the value added from di erdrnpossible mergers. Thus, if
rms are not identical, they need to evaluate all alternative merging parties, and indeed, the
sequence of future mergers. Several of the gures outlinitige protocol for merger choice in
Gowrisankaran 1999such as gure 1 and gure 2, can only be described as baroquehich
underscores the complexity of modelling merger choice.

Another attempt at embedding the negotiation process ins&la dynamic game, in this
case the hospital-insurance company problem rst consideat by Ho 2009is Lee and Fong 2013
In this game, each period there is some probability that twoarties get the chance to include
a hospital in their network, and one party can make a take-it oleave it o er. The outside
option in this bargaining game is the continuation value if greement is not reached, much
like the game described byshaked and Sutton 1984ollowing Rubinstein 1982 This paper
also requires an enormous level of skill with computation tonplement.

In practice, to compute these theory models, the authors né¢o make numerous choices

38. A free-rider problem in merger occurs when non-mergingarties are liable to be the largest bene ciaries
of the merger. Sedrarrell and Shapiro 1990
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as to the parameters that should be used, and these choicesd¢o be somewhat disconnected
with the empirical reality in any given industry. For instance, bothGowrisankaran 199%nd
Mermelstein et al. 2020look at Cournot competition in a homogeneous product indust.
A step in the direction of bringing data to bear on this issuesi the Igami and Uetake 2020
model of mergers in hard drive manufacturing. One of the mordi cult issues to resolve
in this literature is the choice and timing of merging partis. Igami and Uetake 2020make
merging opportunities a random arrival process. It is di cut to see how empirical work can
improve on this which is unfortunate since data does not seen to inform merger choices
of rms much.®®

Igami and Uetake 2020propose and estimate a simpler dynamic game of endogenous
mergers using the same industry and similar assumptions alianarket structure and prot
function as inlgami 2017 In each period, a rm can make a merger o er to another rm, arml
it pays a sunk cost of making this o er. If an o er is made, the wo parties,i and |, negotiate
an acquisition pricep; , through di erent bargaining protocols such as take-it-ofleave-it or
some form of Nash Bargaining.

Firms have productivity levels! j, but this immediately poses the question of what hap-
pens to productivity when rms i andj merge. Does the merged rm have productivity i,
or !, a convex combination of the two productivities, the maximm of the two, or perhaps
an even higher productivity due economies of scope? FollogiFarrell and Shapiro 1990
Igami and Uetake 202Gassume that productivity after a merger becomes:

Pitsn = maxfli;lig+ i (43)

where ;41 IS a merger synergy term that is drawn from a Poisson distritiion with
parameter . Note that this parameter and the cost of making a merger are key to
guiding how quickly rms will want to merge. Furthermore, the change in productivity of
rms following a merger can be used to identify the value of th parameter.

A merger authority needs to assess which mergers to let thigl, and the simplest possi-
ble merger policy is one that simply sets a minimum number obmpetitors for any industry.
In the mobile phone market, there is a serious discussion aiin markets perform with three
or four competitors. Likewise, there is a discussion in therine industry on whether the au-
thority's merger decisions lead to too few competitors in ghindustry (Olley and Town 2018.

39. There is huge variation in the volume of merging activity over time that is not explained very well,
e.g., so-called merger waves. Selvanovic and Rousseau 20Q2among others, for a discussion of the issues
in this literature.
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In both cases, one can think of the competition authority asipking the minimum number
of competitors. Note that Mermelstein et al. 2020consider more sophisticated issues in this
policy discussion, such as whether the authority can credjbcommit to its merger rules, or
instead adapts sequentially its merger policy.

Igami and Uetake 2020 nd that, given their estimates for the hard drive industry, a
threshold of N =3 rms is close to being socially optimal.

4.3.2 Evolving market structure and mergers

An important component of antitrust scrutiny of a merger is he possibility of post-merger
entry. Indeed, in the simplest steady-state model of markettructure with identical rms,
market structure is completely una ected by merger activiy. If the free entry condition
dictated that four rms could be supported in a market beforethe merger, then there will
be four rms in the market regardless of whether the merger @s through or not. This
calculus can be altered by realistic dynamics in the entry ahexit process, which lead
to slow adjustments of market structure. Indeed, an importat takeaway from the liter-
ature on rm dynamics is how slowly changes occur in many indtries. For instance,
Collard-Wexler and De Loecker 201%o0ks at the entry process of mini-mills into the pro-
duction of steel. While this new technology does displacedlolder integrated producers in
the steel bar product segment, and increasingly in the stegheet segment, the entire process
takes more than forty years, so the process of reallocatia guite slow.

Collard-Wexler 2014looks at the e ects of a merger that would knock out a competir
in the ready-mix concrete market, using data on ready-mix cwrete markets in isolated
markets in the tradition of Bresnahan and Reiss 199Jand more speci cally of the model
of industry dynamics in Bresnahan and Reiss 1994Let n,; be the number of incumbent
rms in a market m at time t. This number evolves according to rms' entry and exit that
determines a transition probability function P (Ny¢jNm:t 1;0me), wWhere by, is a vector of
exogenous market characteristics that also evolves ovemt. In his application, the model
of Abbring and Campbell 2010is used to justify a single equilibrium in the entry and exit
game, which imposes restrictions on the ordering of moves ofis, as well as the structure
of the process for demand. This means that the entry and exitaticy rules follow demand
thresholds, where the gap between exit and entry thresholds indicative of the importance
of sunk costs. Collard-Wexler 2014 nds that a merger that initially transforms a duopoly
market into a monopoly market would induce 9 to 10 years of mopoly relative to the
benchmark of no merger. Indeed, the analysis of a merger inishmarket is closer to a
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situation where there is not post-merger entry all at.

Benkard, Bodoh-Creed, and Lazarev 201fropose a dynamic analysis of mergers in the
airline industry. The airline industry works particularly well from an empirical perspective
since the researcher can look at a cross-section of airlineutes indeed this was the
motivation behind howBerry 1992designed his analysi& Moreover, there has been ongoing
displacement of legacy airlines in the industry by newer ergnts such as Southwest and
JetBlue. Thus, dynamic entry considerations, for instancdy the new carriers, can be
important in assessing the impact of a merger in the airlinendustry.

Benkard, Bodoh-Creed, and Lazarev 2016stimate conditional choice probabilities for
the likelihood of entering or exiting a route given byP;(aijX:), wherex; includes a demand
covariates (such as population at each endpoint), characistics of an existing airline's net-
work, and competitors routes. The authors also estimate th@larkovian) stochastic process
of the exogenous variables in vectot;, given by Q(z+1jz;). A merger will alter which rms
o0 er service on di erent routes: they change the state of thenarket from x"°-Mer9er tg x Merger,
Given the CCPs for rm's entry and exit choices and the procesfor exogenous states, the
authors can forward simulate how the market evolves if a meggoccurs or not and compare
the expected outcomes on market structure. Key to this exase is that a market structure
simply changes the set of rms that participate in a route maket but does not create new
potential entrants in that route.**

One of the main conclusions from this exercise is that the imes of the market matter.
Indeed, much of the dynamic e ects of mergers come not from ahges in the number of
competitors in the markets that experienced a merger, but gtead from existing rms exiting
markets in the absence of a merger.

4.3.3 Revealed merger e ciencies

A nal tack on looking at the impact of mergers is to attempt to uncover the cost e ciencies

that they generate. Outside the world of antitrust litigation and their expert witnesses, these
costs are thought to be very di cult to ascertain. Indeed, 10 economists tend to be averse
to using accounting cost data to assess synergies, and besiavhich, how would one know

40. Clearly this approach ignores cross-market synergiesiithe airline routes. This is a topic of active
research.

41. In these applications, an airline is considered a poteidl entrant in a route (say Chicago-New York
route) if it operates ights in one of the two cities that de n e the route. After a merger, airlines' entry-
exit decisions in dierent routes can generate changes in th set of potential entrants in other routes.
Benkard, Bodoh-Creed, and Lazarev 201(gnore these endogenous changes and impose the restrictitimat
the set set of potential entrants in every route remains contant as in the rst period when the merger occurs.
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what these costs would have been in the counterfactual wheitee merger did not occur?

One approach to this problem is to use revealed preferenceliack out what perceived
merger e ciency must be to rationalize the merger choices ofms. Jeziorski 2014applies
this model to estimate cost e ciencies after the 1996 deredation of US radio industry.
Likewise, a working paper version otahl 2016looks at revealed preference and mergers for
the market for TV.42

4.4 Dynamic pricing

The standard version of theEricson and Pakes 199fodel assumes that price competition
is static. This is a convenient assumption, both for computeon and estimation, as it al-
lows estimating parameters in demand and marginal costs ogi static methods. However,
there are often good reasons to believe that rms' pricing aésions are dynamic and for-
ward looking. Dynamics in demand, either because of duraibjl or storability of products,
introduces important forward looking considerations in gcing. We have already seen this
in section4.2.1in the model of Goettler and Gordon 2011 where PCs/microprocessors are
durable products and current prices aect consumers' rept&ment decisions, and there-
fore, future demand and prots. As mentioned in that section Esteban and Shum 2007
and Gowrisankaran and Rysman 2012are also good examples of applications with dynamic
price competition because of product durability.Hendel and Nevo 201@&stimate a dynamic
game of rms' intertemporal price discrimination under praduct storability and consumer
stockpiling using supermarket data on two-liter bottles oiCoke and Pepsi. Other factors
that introduce dynamics in pricing decisions are price adgiment costs, rm inventories and
capacity, network e ects, and learning. In this section, weeview empirical applications of
dynamic pricing games that incorporate these factors.

4.4.1 Competition with price adjustment costs

Dynamic models of price competition with price adjustmenta@sts or more generally,sticky
prices have a long tradition in IO ( Rotemberg 1982Gertner 1985 Rotemberg and Saloner 19§7
They are also among the rst empirical applications of dyname structural models in 10.
Slade 199%roposes a model where the demand for a product in a store dege on a stock of
goodwill that accumulates over time when the store chargesw prices, and erodes when the
price is high. The model incorporates also menu costs of clgamg prices. Aguirregabiria 1999

42. The working paper version of this paper was dynamic, but his was dropped in the published version.
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studies the relationship between inventories and prices supermarkets. He proposes a model
where retailers have lump-sum costs of placing orders, suehmenu costs of changing prices,
face substantial demand uncertainty, and experience stamkts. In addition, this paper was
pathbreaking in that it was one of the rst applications of the Hotz-Miller approach to rm
decisions. Kano 2013shows that strategic complementarity in price competitiontogether
with menu costs, implies that rms may decide not to respondd rm-idiosyncratic shocks be-
cause they know that their competitors will keep their price constant. Mysliwski et al. 2020
study price competition between manufacturers in the UK buer and margarine industry.
They propose and estimate a dynamic game that incorporate®tin consumer brand switch-
ing costs and rms' price adjustment costs. Ellison, Snyder, and Zhang 201&tudy price
competition between online sellers of computer component¥hey propose and estimate a
dynamic game where managers have costs of acquiring infotima about other rms' prices,
and of changing their own price.

4.4.2 Limit pricing

There has been a long concern in 10 about the possibility thahcumbents can deter entry.
One such approach is limit pricing: setting a low enough prcso that a potential entrant
would nd it unpro table to enter the market. However, it is n ot clear that this type of
strategy is subgame perfect, since an incumbent would not mtato choose this low price in
the subgame where the entrant comes in.

A theoretically grounded motivation for limit pricing was provided by Milgrom and Roberts 1982
In their model, potential entrants have incomplete inform#on about the cost of incumbents:
they observe a signal for these costs but do not know them pectly. Incumbents' prices
contain information about their costs, and therefore potetral entrants use also this informa-
tion when they make their entry decisions. If a potential emaint believes that incumbents'
costs are low enough, its best response is not to enter. Theats to the possibility that
incumbents choose prices that are lower than those they wduthoose in the absence of entry
deterrence motives. While theMilgrom and Roberts 1982is certainly a reasonable way of
rationalizing limit pricing behavior, it is not clear if this mechanism is relevant in actual
markets. In particular, this mechanisms requires a reasobly large amount of imperfect
information about costs, and that repeated interaction beteen rms should not uncover
too much of this information over time. Empirical applicatons have provided evidence on
the relevance of limit pricing in di erent industries.

An interesting piece of empirical evidence on limit pricingomes from the more reduced
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form work of Goolsbee and Syverson 20@® limit pricing in the airline industry. They use a

novel source of exogenous variation in the probability of &, based on Southwest entering
the airports of two endpoints of a route, say starting to y to Jacksonville and Tampa, but
not currently serving the Tampa to Jacksonville route. Theythen observe incumbent airlines
lowering their pricing in response, not to the actual entry bSouthwest Airlines, but to the

raised potential entry of Southwest. This is credible evidee that limit pricing motives are

guantitatively relevant in the airline industry.

To fully bridge the model ofMilgrom and Roberts 1982wvith the evidence fromGoolsbee and Syversor
one needs to build a structural model of limit pricing, and tis is the purpose oSweeting, Roberts, and Ge
paper. They study airline pricing in 109 routes with a dominat incumbent airline that faces
potential entry from Southwest during 1993-2010. Air travieis a natural application as many
(smaller) routes have a dominant incumbent with (changingprivate information about its
operating cost. For instance, incumbent hub-and-spoke a&rs have private information
about the pro tability of connecting tra c.

Sweeting, Roberts, and Gedge 202Miild a novel and analytically tractable model of dy-
namic limit pricing. There is an incumbent (with index 1) and a potential entrant (with
index E). The incumbent has a constant marginal cost;; that evolves according to a
rst order autoregressive process. Firms' products are derentiated, and consumer demand
has a nested logit structure as iBerry 1994 Demand is common knowledge to the in-
cumbent and the potential entrant. Every periodt, the incumbent sets its pricep,;. The
potential entrant (i.e., Southwest) does not know the incutoent's costc;, but it uses the
history of incumbent's prices and Bayesian updating to cotrsict beliefs about this cost.
Every period, the potential entrant decides whether to entethe market. In the absence
of asymmetric information and entry deterrence motives, # model is a standard static
model of Bertrand competition in a di erentiated product industry. Note that, because the
incumbent's marginal cost changes randomly over time, asynetric information does not
disappear over time for a potential entrant that never entes: it never perfectly learns the
incumbent's cost from watching it's pricing*® Sweeting, Roberts, and Gedge 202how that
this dynamic game has a unique fully-separating MPBNE for an nite number of periods.
This equilibrium can be easily computed, enabling empirit@mplementation.

The key parameters that need to be estimated relate to the digution of entry costs
and the variation in the incumbent's marginal costc.. In particular, the more varia-

43. This is in contrast to Jovanovic 1982s model of entry and asymmetric information, where a rm's type
is constant over time.
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tion in marginal costs for the incumbent, the greater the asymetric information, and

thus, the larger the incentives for limit pricing. Likewise if marginal costs vary con-
siderably over time, this information asymmetry does not sink much over time, and

Sweeting, Roberts, and Gedge 2020d considerable variation in costs over time as inferred
from pricing choices.

The estimation of this model shows that limit pricing substatially lowered prices, in-
creasing consumer surplus by $600 million and increasingdbwelfare by $500 million on
the 109 small routes studied. Subsidizing entry can have sthntial welfare benets, e.g., a
subsidization program costing $8,000 would have increaseahsumer welfare by $9.7 million
while lowering incumbent pro t by $4.7 million. The authorsalso present several extensions
of the basic model, including two-way learning (in which he incumbent also learns over
time about the entrant's cost), and endogenous evolution aharginal cost that depends on
endogenous capacity and demand for connecting tra c. Perlms most importantly, this pa-
per shows that the limit pricing model ofMilgrom and Roberts 1982may have real bite in
certain markets.

4.4.3 Dynamic pricing with network e ects

The dynamic consequences of indirect network e ect¥Katz and Shapiro 198% have been
studied empirically, most extensively for video game congs. Consumers purchase video
game consoles not only because of the intrinsic value of tieiguipment but also because they
grant access to libraries of video game titles. Moreover,fsgare developers release products
based on their expectation of console sales. This createsos indirect network e ects,
where software developers value popular consoles, and ad@s are more popular among
consumers if more software has been developed for them. Téets up a dynamic game with
positive spillovers in the actions of consumers and deveksg. For instance, a manufacturer
that introduces a new video console has an incentive to starting a very low price it
could be even below marginal cost to build a substantial gup of clients that generate
positive spillovers and future demand for its product echoing the dynamic incentives in
Benkard 2004 The process of increasing a rm's market share because oflirect network

e ects is denoted tipping.

Dubé, Hitsch, and Chintagunta 201Gtudy dynamic price competition and tipping in the
market of video game consoles. There akevideo console manufacturers indexed jy Every
period t, consumers who have not yet purchased a console choose betweot purchasing
(waiting at least one more period) and purchasing one of the consoles in the market.
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The value of purchasing a consolgis ! j; + | Pit + jt + "njt, Wherep is price, j
is a demand shock, ;'s are brand xed e ects, ";; is a logit consumer speci ¢ shock, and
I'jt is the expected and discounted value of using this product the future, which is equal
to Eq( ;o Njt+s) Where is a parameter andn;;.s is the number of video game titles
available for consolg at period t + s. Consumers are forward looking, and have rational
expectations about future prices and titles of each console

In a model with indirect network e ects, the number of titlesn;; depends on the cumu-
lative number of consumers who have purchased this consalepresented by variabley;; .
The authors do not model explicitly (structurally) the behavior of software developers, and
instead consider a simple reduced form function that relagen;; andy;;.** The state of the
market at periodt is X = (Y;t; jt : ] 2 X ), which is also the vector of state variables in
consumers' and rms' dynamic decision problems. Every perd t, rms choose the price
of their video consoles to maximize expected and discount@dertemporal prots. They
have an incentive to lower the price of their consoles, at Is@initially, in order to tip market
shares to their bene t.

The set of model parameters consists of the demand parametemanufacturers' marginal
costs, and the discount factors of consumers § and rms ( ;). The authors estimate
demand parameters using the demand part of the model, the silation-based estimation
method in Hotz et al. 1994 and xing consumers' discount factor at . = 0:90. The estimate
of the network e ect parameter, , is positive and statistically signi cant. The economic
signi cance of these network e ects is evaluated using coterfactual experiments. The
authors do not estimate marginal costs but instead use estates from industry reports.
Based on these parameters, the authors solve for an equiltbn of the dynamic game under
di erent levels of network e ects as measured by parameter, including the estimated value
and = 0 (no network e ects). Firms' discount factor is xed at ; = 0:99 under the
argument that rms are more forward looking than consumersThese numerical experiments
show that tipping is not a necessary outcome even if indirectetwork e ects are present,
but it appears when becomes large enough. They also show that tipping can lead @o
substantial increase in market concentration of 24 percearje points or more.

Lee 2013also estimates a structural model of network e ects in the deo console indus-
try. In contrast to Dubé, Hitsch, and Chintagunta 2010 Lee's model also endogenizes the

44. As usual, this shortcut implies that some counterfactud experiments that modify structural parameters
in consumers' demand or in the costs of console manufacturercan have an impact on the behavior of
software developers, but this reduced form equation cannoaiccount for this e ect. This is the well-known
Lucas critique of reduced form models.
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behavior of software developers. This paper focuses on tloer of exclusive titles and verti-
cal integration in the evolution of the market for consoleshut does not model the console's
pricing decision. Exclusivity can either harm consumers byestricting the availability of
software, or aid them, by making it easier for a new platforma enter the market.

Lee's model is similar to the one bypubé, Hitsch, and Chintagunta 2010but with three
main di erences: (i) the value to consumers of a particular @rtfolio of titles is explicitly
included in consumer utility; (ii) the portfolio of titles f or a platform/console is an endogenous
variable that is the result of software developers' decisig; (iii) software developers choose
in which platforms/consoles to release their titles, inclding the option of releasing titles on
multiple platforms, and (iv) platform pricing is exogenousin this model. Both consumers
and console manufacturers are also forward looking.

Most of Lee's model is estimated using tools of dynamic dendnHowever, the software
developers' porting costs are estimated using a moment ingity approach. The prots
of the observed console porting choices must be greater thalternatives, say either the
choice of only release on the PlayStation versus porting théle for release on both the
PlayStation and the Xbox. The assumption that Lee makes is tit the path console purchases
and software releases is only a ected by the changes in théetime hardware utility from
these release decisions. Thus, Halo understand that if it @be to port to the PlayStation,
this would alter the number of consumers who would adopt theoasole and future title
availability. Lee's set estimate of porting costs is betw@e$150,000 to $200,000, which is
understandable given the large number of relatively unpopar games that get ported to
multiple consoles. However, these small porting costs matktee decision to release a popular
game on a single console relatively unusual in the absenceerélusive contracts.

4.5 Regulation

In this section, we review applications that study how regattions can have e ects on rms'
dynamic incentives, such as the environmental regulatioriuglied by Ryan 2012 Note that

a central aspect of regulation for IO economists, antitrusthas already been discussed in
section4.3.

4.5.1 Environmental regulation

Fowlie, Reguant, and Ryan 201@®uild on Ryan 2012to assess the e cacy and e ciency of
various proposals to curb greenhouse gas emissions whilarging againstemissions leak-
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age which is the migration of pollution from regulated to unreglated jurisdictions. Using
the US Portland cement industry as a backdrop, the authors exnine several policy designs
for allocating pollution permits in a cap-and-trade systemwhere the economic environ-
ment is complicated by both market power and imports from uregulated jurisdictions. As
Buchanan 196%oints out, completely internalizing an externality through a Pigouvian tax
is generally ine cient when rms have market power as they ae already reducing their
output. Additionally, when only a subset of sources are re¢ated (incomplete regulatior),
the regulated rms are placed at a competitive disadvantagsuch that, as compliance costs
increase, supply shifts from the regulated to the unregulat rms, potentially creating the
ironic outcome of increasing overall pollution. Policymadrs have sought tools to balance
these countervailing forces. In this paper, the authors ceider the long-run e ects of allo-
cating permits to domestic rms via four di erent mechanisns: a permit auction (equivalent
to a carbon tax); a grandfathering scheme where a fraction permits are given for free to
incumbent rms based on, say, historic emissions levels; gmhmic updating scheme where
permits are allocated each period in proportion to output oemissions in the last period; and
nally, a border tax adjustment which penalizes imports acording to their foreign carbon
intensity.

The authors assume that the price of a pollution permit is eal to the social cost of
carbon and consider a range of damages. They nd that all fouallocation mechanisms
result in social losses for social damages below $40 per tbrarbon dioxide. This is driven
by the sum of losses in the product market and emissions legkaexceeding the bene ts
of the carbon abatement. The largest losses occur when rmsave to bear the full cost
of compliance, under the auctioning and grandfathering meanisms. Policies that allocate
permits on the basis of emissions or production do much betteince they (partially) address
the welfare losses that are driven by reductions in domestititput. In all cases, welfare e ects
are magni ed by rm exit, particularly when regulated rms d o not have any compliance
cost assistance. When damages are above $40 per ton, dynapg@onit allocations and the
border tax adjustment scheme both result in social welfareams.

To highlight the e ects of accounting for dynamics, the autlors decompose their welfare
measures into product market surplus, emissions reductioand emissions leakage for both
the static and dynamic case. In all cases, the static estined look better than the dynamic
estimates, as they miss the changes to market structure th#te various permit mechanisms
induce. This paper highlights the important role that dynamc games frameworks can play
in assessing substantive problems in environmental regtién.
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4.5.2 Land use regulation

Suzuki 2013considers the dynamic e ects of land-use regulation ( zamj ) on business entry.
Zoning restrictions may constrain building characteristis or uses within a certain geographic
area. Examples include banning certain exterior materialg@.g. no visible siding from the
street), requiring buildings to conform to stylistic temphtes (e.g. in historic districts all new
buildings must look original to the neighborhood), limitirg which types of businesses can
operate (e.g. restricting commercial and industrial opet®sns to be distant from residential
areas or where alcohol-serving establishments can be l@ht and capping how tall buildings
can be.

Suzuki focuses on the e ect of land-use regulations on midade chains in the Texas lodg-
ing industry. This industry is a promising setting for examining these regulations: land-use
regulation is a rst-order cost component for hotels, comggion is local, and the author
argues that agents in this industry are aware that land-useegulations can serve as e ec-
tive barriers to entry. Data on hotel revenue comes from quegarly taxation data collected
on every hotel in Texas. Suzuki constructs rm-market revame functions that depends on
market characteristics, chain characteristics, and the deee of competition in the market. A
key input to the study is the use of a land use regulation indeto proxy for the stringency of
regulation. He followsGyourko, Saiz, and Summers 2008vho produces a range of residen-
tial land-use intensity indices (commercial indices wereoh available for his analysis) based
on a survey of local governments. These indices include fad like the average number of
months developers wait to receive building permits, whetingéhere are density restrictions,
and if developers have to pay for infrastructure upgrades leged to their projects. The
author focuses on six chains that account for 90 percent ofdhmid-scale chain hotels in
Texas and de nes the relevant market as a county. Similar tBresnahan and Reiss 199be
restricts his analysis to counties that have data on land usegulations, are not located in
the four largest urban regions of Texas, have at least 50,08sidents, and have had at least
four openings and closings during the sample period. Of 25duaties in Texas, this lters
out all but 35.

Suzuki builds a model of entry and exit in this industry for heel chains. Players are
chain hotel operators in the mid-scale segment. State vabies include the number of hotels
operated by each rm in the market and exogenous market-leieharacteristics such as
population. Firms open and close hotels in local markets iraeh period to maximize expected
discounted prots, with rms paying stochastic entry and ext costs. Since he observes
(accounting) revenues directly, he also posits that rms pa xed costs to operate. The
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author uses the method inBajari, Benkard, and Levin 2007to recover the distributions of
entry and exit costs. The revenue function is estimated uginOLS, and the policy functions
are estimated using a multinomial logit. In addition to the sandard two-step procedure for
estimating dynamic parameters, the author includes a thirdtep where he regresses market-
level cost estimates on the land-use indices to decomposeichifregulations drive costs.

Suzuki nds that the average hotel pays approximately $25000 each quarter per hotel.
The cost of opening a new hotel is estimated to be $2.4 milliowith substantial heterogeneity
by chain. These numbers are roughly in the range of what indiug sources report as building
costs, although this comparison is tempered again by the igsof accounting versus economic
costs. Interestingly, the costs appear to be much lower fone of the chains; this may be
driven by the imprecision of the policy functions for that clin, as it had relatively few
entries and exits during the sample period.

The third-stage regression of operating and entry costs oarld use stringency are unfor-
tunately imprecise. This is mainly because all regulatoryariation is cross-sectional and the
set of markets in the estimation is very modest. To try to disern some deeper insights into
what is happening, Suzuki runs several counterfactual expments. Limiting the analysis
to a subset of three counties and capping the number of activeotels per chain at three
to make computation feasible, he solves the dynamic modeldsimulates outcomes under
lenient (costs one standard deviation lower), observed, distringent regimes (costs one stan-
dard deviation higher). He nds that the number of active hotels ranges by about one active
hotel between the two extreme counterfactuals.

This paper illustrates both the promise and limitations of he dynamic games literature.
The research question is very interesting, as land-use régfions are plausibly a rst-order
determinant of rm density, variety, and location. Indeed, a structural model of housing
supply which is realistic, and as a function of this realismeeds to be estimated from data,
would be a huge innovation in the literature in urban economs. However, even with ex-
cellent data on revenues of all players in each market, whick data that is typically hard
to come by outside of regulated settings, estimating a linkdiween regulation and market
outcomes is very di cult. Part of that is driven by the need to have clean market de nition,
which in this setting resulted in discarding almost all of tle data. Some of the markets were
thrown out for being too small and/or not having enough variéion; we note that this is in
some sense the exact opposite of the ideal marketBnesnahan and Reiss 199Where ideally
one wants to observe the stable, unchanging long-run markebn guration. This concern
is ampli ed by the relatively high data requirements for esimating dynamic parameters; it
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is not su cient to have high-quality data, it is also necessay to see a su cient amount of
variation across all actions that have associated paramese That problem is exacerbated by
the very nature of the strategic interactions that these moels focus on: the fewer rms, the
more market structure matters, but the lower the probabiliyy of observing su cient variation
to precisely recover underlying dynamic primitives.

4.5.3 Product variety

Market structure consists not only of the number of rms and poducts, but also which
goods they o er. Sweeting 2013®xamines the response of radio stations to the introduction
of additional licensing fees for playing music. This papesian example of how the primary
welfare e ects of a policy may be driven by a change in the tygeof products rms o er
rather than through prices. The paper considers the e ectsfahe Performance Rights Act
of 2009 in the US, which stipulated that radio broadcastershsuld pay performance rights in
addition to the composition rights that they already paid. The fees would convert to a at
rate for stations with revenues above a certain cap, while noommercial and talk stations
would be exempt. Ambiguity in the legislation led to the pogbility of performance fees as
high as 25 percent of advertising, an order of magnitude ab®womposition fees. Sweeting
develops a structural model to estimate the propensity of ms to switch from music formats
to non-music formats as a result of these fees.

Radio stations are a good place to examine the e ects of feasmroduct variety for several
reasons. First, markets are local due to limited broadcasiy range (echoing the isolated mar-
kets ofBresnahan and Reiss 1990radio stations fall into generally easily-de nable segents
(e.g. classical, rock, country, top 40), spectrum constnatis restrict the number of active radio
stations in each market, and demographics vary widely aci®s$he sample, providing strong
demand-side instruments. Heterogeneity in customer demns important for two main
reasons: match-quality between listener and station depés on tastes, which vary with ob-
servable demographics, and advertisers value di erent {eners by demographics. In a string
of papers that use either regressions or a static model of gnt(Waldfogel and Berry 1999
Berry and Waldfogel 2001Berry, Eizenberg, and Waldfogel 20J)6nvestigate issues of prod-
uct variety in the radio industry such as the e ect of mergersand free entry on product
variety.

The players in Sweeting's model are radio station operatoms local markets. Each rm
has a per-period pro t function that consists of advertisiig revenues, xed cost savings from
operating several stations in the same format, repositiamy costs that are incurred when a
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station changes format, and a vector of action-speci c prate information shocks. Adver-
tising revenues are a function of listener demand, which isadeled using a discrete choice
model. Utility is dependent on demographics, which are molbel to be slowly changing over
time, introducing additional dynamics into the model. Findly, station quality is assumed to
evolve according to an exogenous AR(1) process.

Sweeting estimates his model using a combination of methodsrimarily variants of
Aguirregabiria and Mira 2007 with a set of robustness checks followingajari, Benkard, and Levin 2007
He estimates demand statically, recovering a rich set of gezences interacting demograph-
ics and station characteristics. For example, Black listears have much higher marginal
utility for urban formats than for country, while Hispanic listeners have particularly strong
preferences for Spanish-language stations. Per-listemervenues are estimated as a function
of demographics using a linear regression. The author repoifour di erent sets of esti-
mates, according to which estimator they came from: two vaants of the pseudo-likelihood
from Aguirregabiria and Mira 2007 one following Pakes, Ostrovsky, and Berry 2007and
one using the forward-simulation approach oBajari, Benkard, and Levin 2007 One of the
key innovations that he has to make in the pseudo-likelihoothethod is the use of an ap-
proximation to the value function using basis functions. Th rst three approaches give
roughly similar estimates for most of the coe cients in the nodel. Unsurprisingly, given
how the estimators use statistical information from the moel, the main di erence is that
the Pakes, Ostrovsky, and Berry 200@stimator tends to be less e cient than the other two
approaches. Sweeting reports estimates from the forwarmirsilation exercise using two dif-
ferent objective functions. The original BBL function is the squared error of inequalities that
violate the optimality condition of gquation 35, at all states. The second approach is inspired
by Pakes et al. 201§PPHI), where the optimality condition has to be true on aveage across
states. The PPHI estimator trades o a loss of statistical iformation against the possibil-
ity of being more robust as it uses averaging, which may smdobut approximation errors
in the estimated policy functions and simulation error fromforward simulation. A second
tradeo is that the PPHI approach produces set-identi ed efimates, as there are only six
inequalities. Comparing the estimates from the two forwardimulation estimates, Sweeting
nds that the BBL point estimate lies outside the 95 percent on dence interval estimated
by PPHI for six of the nine parameters, which may indicate thathe BBL estimates are
biased in his sample. He ends up using the PML estimates in tleeunterfactuals, as they
generally were consistent with the estimates from PPHI.

Sweeting simulates market evolution under two counterfagtl fee schedules. He computes
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equilibrium outcomes for all markets when fees are set at perten, and twenty percent of
advertising revenues. He simulates out forty years and cetits various summary statistics.
The rst nding is that a signi cant percentage of music-playing stations switch to non-
music formats when fees are imposed, especially at the 20qest level. He estimates that
578 stations would still be playing music after 40 years, sting from a base of 713. There
is heterogeneity across formats, with the Urban format lasg the least stations. Non-music
formats gain in all three settings, partially re ecting denographic changes that increase
the number of consumers that have preferences for Spanisimguage stations. Much of the
change takes place within ve years, but the industry is stiladapting at the forty-year mark.
Indeed, the ability of dynamic models to assess the speed dfustment to a new steady-state
is an important improvement over the previous static literéure on radio and product variety.
The general takeaway is that which products are o ered can bgensitive to policy choices.
While no welfare numbers are reported, the loss of choice mlagve signi cant implications
on consumer surplus and producer pro ts.

4.5.4 Industrial policy

Kalouptsidi 2018 examines the e ects of government subsides in China on rm &y into
shipbuilding, which is upstream to her previous work on thelgbal shipping industry in
Kalouptsidi 2014 discussed in sectiort.7 below. This is an interesting use of the dynamic
games framework, since state-directed subsides are not ficized, as they may be in violation
of international trade agreements, but they can be inferredising data on rms' actions
and the principle of revealed preference. The author uses gndmic framework to detect
the subsidies and infer their size, and then computes a coenfactual world without the
subsidies in order to calculate their incidence across dostie and foreign producers. There
are dynamics on both the consumer and supply sides of the matkor ships. Shipyards have
backlogs that accumulate over time; there may be congestignegative costs) or learning-
by-doing (positive bene ts) associated with these backl@y On the demand side, ships are
long-lived capital investments, and consumers consider pgectations about future states of
the world (including shipping demand and the evolution of dpping eets) before making
purchases, much like the dynamic demand model used @Goettler and Gordon 2011for PC
microprocessors, ofcowrisankaran and Rysman 2012 study of the digital camera market.
The basic empirical strategy is to estimate cost structurem this industry before and
after 2006, when China identi ed shipbuilding as a strateig industry in need of special
oversight and support. Aggregate statistics show a largenange after 2006, with a large
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amount of entry into the sector in China and a signi cant incease in Chinese market share.
Variation in the cost structure of Chinese rms before and aér 2006 is inferred to be the
result of state-sponsored subsidies. The key identifyingsumption, as inRyan 2012 is that
the subsidy policy was an unforeseen, permanent, and immatdi change.

The estimation method is a variant of the Hotz-Miller two-sep method. A technical
innovation in the paper is the use of sparse approximation ¢bniques from the machine
learning literature, namely, LASSO, to allow for a very larg state space. There is a large
number of state variables in rms' decision problem, such athe age distribution of the
current eet and the backlog of di erent shipyards. Doing a lasis function approximation to
the value function requires one to consider interactions veeen state variables, which could
yield a basis with thousands of components. This makes a dinson reduction technique
very attractive, and this particular paper uses LASSO to do@ even if the combination
of value function iteration and LASSO is not well understoodo our knowledge, with the
closest papers in the economics literature beingycidiacono et al. 2016

The primary nding of the paper is that Chinese costs declim 13 to 20 percent, or
1.5 to 4.5 billion dollars, after 2006. She does not nd sinat declines for rms in other
countries, which lends credence to the assumption that subdges were behind the shift.
What is important here is not only the direction of the changen subsidies these could
be read o in part from the change in the Chinese market sharever time but the
magnitudes that are implied. With estimates of the cost strature in hand, she performs two
primary counterfactuals. In the rst, she removes all subsiies and simulates the resulting
equilibrium. In the second, she removes investment subsdgi but keeps cost subsidies; this
helps us understand the relative importance of the two sulaBes. Without any subsidies,
she nds that the Chinese shipbuilding industry's market site would be half as large. The
primary bene ciary would be Japan. Market prices would be lgher as the subsidies shifted
out the supply curve. The customers of this industry, oceamming shippers, gained about
400 million dollars in surplus as a result of lower prices. Hse gains are relatively minor
compared to the estimated four billion dollar cost of the sutidies. Finally, she estimates a
signi cant allocative ine ciency as production shifted from low-cost Japanese shipyards to
higher-cost Chinese rms. She does nd evidence that thers Bigni cant learning-by-doing
in this industry, which is often a stated rationale for subglies.
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4.6 Retall

In this section we discuss a variety of papers in the retail &ade sector. In many ways,
this part of the economy is suited for the the type of cross-miet identi cation of the
Bresnahan and Reiss 1994pproach, as retail is a non-tradeable sector, so interagtis be-
tween rms really are local.

4.6.1 Economies of density and cannibalization

Walmart, the retail giant, started with a single store in Beronville, Arkansas in 1962. It
has since grown to over 3,000 stores in the United States. Aasfing fact is that Walmart
always opened new stores near old ones; it never jumped to atdnt location and then lled

in the markets in between. Holmes 2011studies these patterns, posing and estimating a
model of store location that accounts for two important coutervailing economic forces: on
one hand, placing a new store near an old one can lead to caralibation of sales from the
old store. On the other hand, Walmart experiences economie$ density due to the use of
regional distribution centers where large stocks of itemgakept. Keeping stores close to
distribution centers cuts down on trucking costs and speedsp restocking times. Using data
on store-level sales, Holmes is able to estimate a signi ¢amegative cannibalization e ect,
while he uses a pro t-maximizing revealed preference argemt to bound the bene ts of
economies of density. The basic strategy is to perturb theg@ence of store openings; under
the assumption that the observed policy (which stores to opewhere and in which order)
is optimal, alternative sequences should generate lowemogs. Holmes nds that economies
of density are signi cantly positive: locating a store one ike closer to a distribution center
reduces annual costs by approximately $3,500. Given the kraf Walmart's operations
across the country, these economies of density play a keyerad Walmart's successful business
model.

Holmes focuses on the decision about where and when to open types of stores: regular
stores that sell general merchandise and supercenters tlas$o sell groceries. He takes other
choices, like how many stores to open and analogous decisiabout distribution centers, as
given. There areL possible locations for these stores, consisting of all thensus blocks in
the US (approximately, 11 million locations). Letas, 2 f O; 1g be the indicator of the event
Walmart has a store of types 2 f regular; supercenterg in location ~ at year t, and let
a; f a : =1;2::L;s = regular,supercenterg be the vector describing the map of
Walmart's stores in the US at periodt. The heart of the analysis is the present discounted
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pro ts associated with a sequence(aq; a,;::;;ay; :::) of store openings?®

P X X #
max (¢ )1 ay (RY vcy 5 d3) : (44)
B s =1
Pro ts of a store type s in location ~ consist of revenueRs,, variable costs,V C5, exogenous
xed costs, f§, and economies of density, d;, where d is the distance to the nearest
distribution center. The discount factor has two terms in it the usual intertemporal discount
rate, , and an additional term, , that captures the fact that per-store revenues are growing
over time. RevenueRR§ are obtained from the estimation of a nested logit consumeethand
model using revenue data from Walmart stores in 2005. This a&nd system captures
cannibalization between Walmart's stores. Variable costg C; are obtained using data labor
costs, land value, and price-cost margins at the local leyeind calibrating some parameters.
The exogenous xed cosff§ depends on population density in location, m-, according
to function, f$ = 1o+ 11 In(my) + !, [In(my)]2. This feature of the model contributes
to explain Walmart's propensity to open stores in locationsith low population density.
The dynamic structural model is used to estimate xed cost pameters (! ;! 1;! ), and
economies of density parameter.

Using the inequality average approach frorRakes et al. 201%&nd Bajari, Benkard, and Levin 2007
Holmes considers deviations from Walmart's observed behawthat consist of pairwise rese-
guencing in the opening dates of two stores. For instance,sifore number 1 actually opened
in 1962 and store number 2 opened in 1964, a pairwise reseaurg would be to open store
number 2 in 1962, store number 1 in 1964, leaving everythingse the same. This is a clever
strategy, because Holmes assumes that outside of those ssyape entire future sequence
remains constant. This implies that those future streams gbro ts di erence out, leading
to a clean, simple estimator. He considers three broad type$ swaps: density-decreasing
swaps where he switches the order of an early store locatedsd to a distribution center
with a later store that is located farther away; density-inceasing swaps which move in the
other direction; and population-density swaps which hold ehsity constant but changes the
sequence of stores that face di erent population densitie§ he target of the rst two types
of deviations is the economies of density parameter and the target of the third type of
deviation is the vector of! parameters in the xed cost.

45. In this paper, Walmart's store openings are assumed irnersible. Closing a store is not possible. It
has not been until recently that Walmart started closing stores. Note that the irreversibility of the entry
decisions implies that we cannot use the nite dependence mmperties described in section3.3.4 to derive
relatively simple optimality conditions for the estimatio n of the model.
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Holmes nds a tight bound around $3,500 per mile as the cost\dags of locating closer
to a distribution center. A back-of-the-envelope calculadn suggests that this is about four
times as much as would be implied by trucking costs alone; themainder could be interpreted
as the bene ts of increased exibility to respond to demand tsocks.

This moment inequality approach to deal with the complexityof dynamic choice models
is pathbreaking, which makes it surprising that this approeh has not really been picked up
in subsequent work. One issue is that in models with compegragents, such agia 2008s
analysis of the entry decision of Walmart in competition wih Kmart (but a static analysis),
one cannot simply look at a deviation without thinking through how rivals will react to these
deviations, both in the current period and in the future. Ths makes computing deviations
substantially more di cult. Moreover, there are relatively few instances where the researcher
is interested in payo parameters per se, without needing taork through their implications
on rm behavior.

4.6.2 Chains

Hollenbeck 2017nvestigates the role that demand-side factors may play inrms organizing
their production into chains de ned in the paper as any business that operates multiple
outlets o ering similar goods or services under the same ba@r in the context of the
Texas hotel industry, the same industry considered bguzuki 2013 On the supply side, rms
may form chains to exploit economies of scale and scope. Or tlemand side, consumers
may view chain a liation as a form of quality signaling in a market for experience goods;
rather than take their chances with a single-location motah west Texas they may decide to
go to the nearest Motel 6. Of course, this bene t is not free,sarms have to pay a liation
fees to join chains, so in equilibrium not all rms will join achain; furthermore, the decision
to a liate may also be a function of market competition and other market-speci ¢ factors.

The decision to build a hotel of a certain quality and whetheto associate with a chain are
both dynamic decisions: signi cant irreversible costs aracurred today for the promise of
higher returns in the long run while accounting for the straggic responses of rivals. The Texas
hotel industry provides a nice environment for studying ths question: one can reasonably
partition the (enormous) state of Texas into a signi cant number of discrete markets that
do not directly compete with each other, a laBresnahan 1989the state of Texas collects
a hotel occupancy tax, which means that high-quality reverai data is available for every
establishment in the state; and AAA publishes information bout the quality (e.g. number
of stars) and characteristics of each hotel, including chaia liation.
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In a rst step, Hollenbeck uses this information to build a reenue model as a function of
market characteristics, market structure, and chain a liation. He nds that chain a liation
is associated with a 27 percent premium in revenue per avdile room. This estimate is
slightly lower if estimated from a subset of hotels that swihed a liation during the sample
period. In a second step, he recovers costs associated withrring a hotel as an independent
versus as having a chain a liation. This paper is one of the v§ rst to use the methods
of Arcidiacono and Miller 2011to estimate dynamic parameters in the presence of possible
correlated unobservables. Hollenbeck nds that higher-@lity hotels have higher costs, but,
signi cantly, chain hotels do not have a cost advantage ovendependents. Entry costs are
estimated to be higher for chain rms, but the di erence is orthe order of the chain a liation
fee. Accounting for the unobserved heterogeneity is criitto these ndings, as failing to do
so signi cantly biases the e ect of being a chain on costs. H#gocuments a declining chain
premium over time, which is consistent with the idea that thancrease in online information
about the quality of hotels is substituting for the signallhg e ect of chain a liation, further
developed inHollenbeck 2018

This paper highlights a number of appealing features of theeting. First, it is close
to the ideal data set discussed previously: there are a smalimber of rms competing in
large number of distinct markets; there is high quality dataon their product o erings and
revenues, partially driven by the fact that a tax authority collects and reports the data;
the technology in the industry is relatively simple and slowmoving; and nally, the set of
dynamic parameters of interest are both relatively small a) perhaps most importantly,
transparently and directly connected to moments of the data

4.6.3 Unobserved heterogeneity and entry in retail

Igami and Yang 2016also examine the role of unobserved heterogeneity in dynammnodels
using the empirical setting of hamburger chains in Canada.iffns appear to prefer to locate
in places with many other competitors. The authors argue thathis is due to unobserved
geographic heterogeneity and not positive spillover e estfrom being close to competitors,
such as higher consumer tra c. Entry and exit in this settinghappens at the level of openings
and closings of chain stores, more than entire rms enteringr leaving the industry. As in
Holmes 201} there is a cannibalization concern that opening an additr@l outlet harms
sales at extant stores. On the other hand, there may be preetign motives due to the
threat of competitor entry. Hamburger chains are a good setitg to study these incentives,
as there are both many chains and stores that compete in locabrkets. This generates lots
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of variation for empirical analysis. Additionally, chainscompete primarily on the entry/exit
margin instead of prices or product variety, as those are @it uniform across chains in a
given region for marketing reasons.

The empirical approach in this paper mixes together three parate approaches. First,
they use a nonparametric nite mixture method fromKasahara and Shimotsu 200%o re-
cover a minimum number of market types, which vary in their po tability in a way that
is not captured by observable variables. Second, they useetlestimation technique of
Arcidiacono and Miller 2011to obtain rm entry and exit strategies conditional on those
market types. Finally, they follow Bajari, Benkard, and Levin 2007and use forward simu-
lation to recover rm prots and the cost of entry. Linking to gether the number of types
from the rst step with the latter two estimation steps is a sgni cant methodological inno-
vation. The primary takeaway from this paper is to highlightthe empirical bias of ignoring
unobserved heterogeneity and proposing methodology to e it.

4.6.4 E ect of Walmart on rival grocers

A complementary paper to the previous two works igrcidiacono et al. 2016 adapting con-
tinuous time methods to develop a model of retail competitig speci cally investigating the
e ect of Walmart's entry on the retail grocery market. In cortrast to Holmes' work, this pa-
per considers the entry decisions of Walmart and seven contipg supermarket chains along
with a fringe of dozens of single-store competitors. Marketre characterized by population
levels and growth rates and are allowed to have unobserveddr@geneity. This speci cation
generates a very high-dimension state space up to 157 millin states across 205 markets.
They adapt continuous time methods to deal with the the prol@m of computing equilibria
in a such a large state space. In contrast to the general meatdising retail sector, they esti-
mate that Walmart's primary e ect was on other grocery chairs rather than on independent
grocers in fact, they estimate that independents actually bene t from Walmart's entry via
a change in product market competition. As withigami and Yang 2016 unobserved hetero-
geneity is a key input to obtaining unbiased estimates of Whaidart's e ect on competitors;
without it, independent grocery stores would have been uifmly worse o after Walmart's
entry.

4.6.5 Exit in declining industries

Takahashi 2015looks at strategic exit when demand is declining. Strategidelay may
lead to suboptimal outcomes, as rms have incentives to freede on the capacity reduc-
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tions (or at the extreme, exit) of their competitors, as stueéed at a theoretical level by
Ghemawat and Nalebu 1985or Fudenberg and Tirole 19861n the presence of uncertainty,
there is also a real option value of waiting for more informain before making an irreversible
decision to exit. Takahashi studies the US movie theatre ingtry in the 1950s, which was
facing a combination of a long-run decline in demand due to ¢hincreased adoption of
home televisions and a large initial stock of theaters. Theuthor compares the pro ts that
rms earn in the observed equilibrium against two counterfetuals. In the rst, rms are
non-strategic and exit when operating pro ts are equal to »>ed costs ("coordination bench-
mark"). The di erence in pro ts between this outcome and theobserved data is interpreted
as the cost of strategic behavior. In the second counterfaetl, rms exit in a coordinated
fashion to maximize total industry pro ts ("regulator benchmark”). The di erence in prof-
its between this counterfactual and the coordination benchark is interpreted as the cost of
oligopolistic competition. He nds that the delay in exit from strategic interactions is 2.7
years on average. Less than four percent of that delay is due strategic behavior, while
96 percent is due to oligopolistic competition. This implie a loss of a little less than ve
percent of optimal pro ts in the median market.

Compared to much of the dynamic games literature, this papdras some unique features.
The rst is that the model is a modi ed version of Fudenberg and Tirole 1986who provide
a theory of exit in duopoly with incomplete information. Themodel is in continuous time.
Theaters are endowed with a time-invariant xed cost of opetion but do not know the costs
of their competitors (although they know the common distrilntion that generates xed costs
for all players). This generates a strategic motive to delagxit, as it is possible that some
of their competitors will exit instead and residual pro ts increase. This is balanced against
the cost of delay, as revenues are declining over time. In theique equilibrium of this
game, rms exit in the order of their xed costs from high to lov. Another advantage of
this approach is that the computational cost of nding the unque equilibrium is low, so
Takahashi can utilize a full-solution estimation approach Another di erence from much of
the literature is that the focus is on exit alone; a bene t of his approach is that the set of
potential exiters in each period is observed, as opposed teetad hoc modeling assumptions
about the pool of potential entrants that is typically requred in other settings. Indeed, in
general it is easier to model counterfactuals with exit rater than entry for this reason.
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4.6.6 Repositioning

Ellickson, Misra, and Nair 201Zonsider repositioning decisions of retail rms. As they lgh-
light, the rm's choice of where to position itself in the maket (e.g., which segments to
compete in, how it brands itself, or which pricing strategytiuses) is a dynamic decision
with costs that may exceed the costs associated with entrypviestment, or exit in a given
market. For example, if McDonald's decided to become a chaof upscale French bistros,
it would face signi cant repositioning costs in moving awayfrom its current branding and
business practices as a family-friendly fast food restaurta Those costs are likely larger, and
therefore more strategically important, than decisions tating to entry or exit in marginal
markets. Furthermore, these costs are also likely much highfor existing incumbents than
new entrants, who do not have to overcome existing brand caai when deciding how to
position themselves.Ellickson, Misra, and Nair 2012focus on supermarket pricing strategy,
speci cally the choice between relatively static everydalow prices (EDLP) and promo-
tional pricing where prices vary periodically due to disaants. The authors leverage the
entrance of Walmart Supercenters, which follow the EDLP sétegy, as a shock event to
local market structure. The authors estimate the set of pays associated with each pricing
format, conditional on competiting rms' decisions, and ue the gains/losses associated with
switching pricing strategies to infer repositioning costsThey nd that repositioning costs
are both large and asymmetric among formats. Moving to prontional pricing from EDLP
is associated with a $2.3 million cost, while the reverse istenated at about six times as
much. Conditioning on competitive conditions is also impaant, as the presence or absence
of Walmart is a signi cant driver of pro tability across and within pricing strategies.

The speci cation of revenue and cost functions includes dumy variables for whether the
chain focuses on EDLP or promotional pricing. However, the odel assumes that the decision
of pricing format is market-speci ¢ and there are not spillger e ects across markets. This
seems a rough way of capturing economies of scale or scopehi ¢hoice of pricing format
between stores of the same chain. This restriction is impakéo avoid having to solve for
the equilibrium of a dynamic game over all the markets, wouldhe computationally very
challenging. The authors also mention the need to model unsdrved heterogeneity more
systematically; the literature is nally making strides in that direction almost a decade after
this paper was written.
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4.6.7 Advertising

Dubé, Hitsch, and Manchanda 2003s an interesting twist on the standard empirical ap-
proach taken by most papers. They assess the question of wiet pulsing in adver-
tising, that is, periods of promotions followed by periods foregular pricing, can be sus-
tained in a Markov-perfect equilibrium. Their goal is not toestimate structural parameters
and perform a counterfactual, per se, but rather to, one, iktrate that such a strategy
is feasibly pro table, and two, illustrate some conditionson the demand-advertising re-
lationship that are necessary for that pro tability. This echos the goal ofBenkard 2004
or Sweeting, Roberts, and Gedge 2026 showing the pricing consequences of a dynamic
model with learning by doing and limit pricing. The study these questions, the authors look
at the market of frozen entrees, which is an advertising intsive industry and studied in
Sutton 1997 for example.

The paper proceeds in two distinct steps. First, using a longanel of consumer purchases,
they estimate demand for frozen entrees as a function of pgi@and advertising. The length
and richness of the panel allows them to estimate market-sp& xed e ects, which helps
dealing with issues of unobserved heterogeneity, and alstimate the nonlinear relationship
between advertising and demand. Ciritically, they nd that there is a threshold of advertising
that is necessary for a demand response to advertising. Belthat threshold the impact is
negligible; above the threshold, they nd persistent e ecs.

Given some combination of convexity in advertising costs aroncavity in advertising's
marginal return, the existence of the minimum threshold sugests that "pulsing” can be an
optimal strategy: rms engage in relatively high advertisng rst to build up brand equity,
and once declining marginal returns set in, they then nd it ptimal to not engage in any
advertising at all until that brand equity depreciates to a s ciently low level. To test this
conjecture, they take the estimated demand model and caléted costs using accounting
data, and plug them in a dynamic game of pricing and advertisg. As the authors state,
their objective is not to obtain an in-sample t of any particular time series of prices, but
rather to see if it is possible to generate a pattern of price§he answer to that question is
positive, and they show that the manufacturers in their equibrium alternate between periods
of intensive advertising and periods without any. They alsshow that this pattern crucially
depends on the non-convexity of the advertising return fution; without the threshold, rms
do not exhibit pulsing behavior.

While this paper has a minimum of estimated dynamics, all of mich come through the
demand side via the advertising state variable, and supplside parameters are minimal and
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calibrated to accounting cost data, it is useful to point oua major strength of their approach:
the paper is transparently clear about how non-convexitie demand lead to di erences in
dynamic outcomes. While the frontier in the dynamic gamestérature has moved forward,
with increasing demands for better identi cation, higher nodeling complexity, and broader
scope of counterfactuals, this paper serves as a refreshaoginterpoint that simple models
with good data can also be useful at elucidating the broadeelationship between primitives
and equilibrium outcomes.

4.7 Uncertainty and rms' investment decisions

The role of uncertainty on investment, and particularly theoption value of waiting, is a
fundamental application of dynamic models in economic®{xit and Pindyck 1994). This is

a critical channel of public policies aimed at business cgd, since variation in uncertainty
not only changes rms' investment choices but the entire rakionship between investment
and the underlying state space. Much of the recent work in ingtrial organization has
looked into the role of uncertainty in the rm's investment doices, both in oligopoly and
competitive contexts.

4.7.1 Firm investment under uncertainty

Bloom 2009provides a simple and helpful empirical framework to studyhe impact of un-
certainty on rms' investment. This framework has been quié in uential in recent empirical

work in 10 and macroeconomics. Firms have a Cobb-Douglas eslgenerating production
function, g: = f (! i;ki; i) = expflig k,* " , wherek; is capital stock, i is labor, and
I'ii is the logarithm of the rm's total factor productivity (TFP ) which is a composite of
rm level e ciency and demand shocks. The process for the elation of ! i is given by an
heteroscesatic random walk:

i = Vi 2+In(X+ 5 1) (45)

where ;; 1 uy is a random shock, withu; i.i.d. standard normal, and ;; ;> O represents
the variance of the shock to productivity. Uncertainty is masured by ; 1, and it varies over
time according to a Markov chain with two points of support, | or 4, and a transition
matrix F . In this framework, the term uncertainty shockmeans that ; ; has shifted from

LOr H.
In the absence of intertemporal concerns, a (mean presemgjnchange in uncertainty
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would not be particularly interesting, as it would simply a ect the variance of investment
but not its mean or its intertemporal allocation. Irreversbility, sunk costs, adjustment costs,
or time-to-build introduce the intertemporal linkages thd can generate rich and interesting
e ects of uncertainty. In Bloom's model, these dynamic or itertemporal concerns are intro-
duced through adjustment costs in capital and labor inputsFor instance, Bloom considers
the following speci cation for capital adjustment costs®

AC('i;ki; wsaw) = 1fay >0ga; (1 )lfay < Og &

(46)
+ g lfa, 80gf(Miske; i)+ « Ki PR
where a; is capital investment, and ,, 4, and i are parameters: ; represents the cost of
reselling capital; 4 captures adjustment costs that do not depend on the investmeamount
but are proportional to the amount of sales (e.g., becauseogipage of the production process
to install or disinstall capital equipment); and y captures a quadratic adjustment cost.

Bloom 2009estimates the adjustment costs parameters using GMM, by metting mo-
ments on the variability of investment to identify the quadmtic cost , the frequency of
zero investment to get parameter 4, and the asymmetry around zero in the distribution
of investment to get . In the estimated model, uncertainty shocks changes from_ to

n alter the rm's investment policy function. In particular , they increase the size of
the inaction region, the states where rms decide neither tavest nor to sell capital. This
has an e ect on aggregate productivity because it slows theallocation of factors to more
productive rms.

Asker, Collard-Wexler, and De Loecker 2014tudy how di erences in the magnitude of
productivity shocks across industries and countries chaaginvestment decisions and the
alignment of productivity and investment. Echoing the ndings in Bloom 2009 greater
uncertainty on productivity, as measured by . (where c indicates a country or coun-
try/industry), leads to lower alignment between productivity and capital. Through the
lens ofHsieh and Klenow 2009 model, this may appear as more misallocation in capital,
but in fact, in this very model there is no ine ciency whatsoevser. Furthermore, di erences
in measured . explain most of the variation in measured misallocation beten countries.

46. See alsdCooper and Haltiwanger 2006for a similar speci cation of capital adjustment costs function
and for a structural estimation of the parameters in this function using rm panel data.
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4.7.2 Uncertainty and oil drilling in Texas

Kellogg 2014 studies the impact of uncertainty on drilling decisions of ib producers in
Texas. Drilling is an interesting investment decision: it$ a one-time decision (irrevesi-
ble), and it is mainly a binary decision as the intensive maig of drilling is mainly de-
termined by geological factors. As such, it ts well the opion value of waiting e ect
of uncertainty (Dixit and Pindyck 1994) better than the continuous investment decisions
considered in sectioM.7.1 above, where uncertainty can either raise or lower investmie
levels such as described bgaballero and Pindyck 1996 Moreover, while Bloom 2009and
Asker, Collard-Wexler, and De Loecker 201dre concerned with uncertainty in productivity
shocks, the main source of uncertainty in the oil industry lves around the price of oil.
In this context, there are well developed nancial tools to reasure uncertainty, either by
looking at the gap between futures prices and option pricesrfoil, or by looking at daily
changes in oil prices and backing out implied volatility though a GARCH model.

Using very detailed data on drilling activity in Texas, Kellogg 2014 nds that rms
do pull back on drilling activity when uncertainty goes up. Mreover, this response is
more closely linked to measures of uncertainty that come fro futures and option prices
which are forward looking, rather than measures of volattlf based on past changes in the
price of oil. This is an important nding, as the normative implications of uncertainty
have been well studied theoretically, but the positive e és of uncertainty i.e., how does
uncertainty empirically shape rm's decision making are nuch less studied due to issues
of how to measure uncertainty with either realization of sheks or more direct elicitation of
expectations.

4.7.3 Uncertainty in shipping

Other papers that look into the role of uncertainty in rms' investment decisions ar&alouptsidi 2014
in the bulk shipping industry and Jeon 2020in the container shipping industry. These in-
dustries involve shipping of commodities across the globand thus, respond stronger to
changes in global economic activity, such as the great reses of 2008. Moreover, ships are
long-lived assets that take several years to build, so therg a natural delay in the response
of the industry to demand shocks. The main di erence betwediese two shipping sectors is
that bulk shipping is a relatively unconcentrated industrywhere shipments are made on the
spot, while container shipping is more concentrated and miosf the routes are xed. This
leads to very di erent empirical approaches.

Firms in the bulk shipping industry ship bulk commodities, sch as coal and wheat, that
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occupy the entire hold of a ship. Commodity prices uctuate wWdly over the business cycle,
and these are passed through into large changes in shippiragas. The typical ship lasts
20 to 30 years, after which they are scrapped for recycled ske Ships take a year or more
to build, and shipyards have limited capacity, so they mairdin order books. This means
that the time from ordering a ship until delivery depends ctically on the backlog at the

shipyard, which is itself endogenous.

In Kalouptsidi's model, a rm is a shipowner (indexed byi) that owns only one ship, and
a ship is characterized by its agé’ Let ki 2 f 0;1;::;; K g be the age at period of the ship
owned by rm i. The state of the industry at periodt has three componentsg; = ( ny; by; dy):
Ny = (Ngt; Ny, ool Nk ) IS the vector with the age distribution of all the ships actie in the
industry, where ny; is the number of ships with agek at period t; by = (by; ny; iy nre) is
the vector with the backlog of orders at shipyards, wherg,; is the number of ships to be
delivered at periodt + s; and d; is the aggregate demand of shipping services, that follows
an exogenous Markov process. The transition of the state vables in n; and b; is quite
straightforward. For instance, the number of ships with ag& > O at t + 1 is equal to the
number of ships with agek 1 at period t minus the number of ships that are scrapped.
Likewise, backlog state variables evolve according to a gie rule.

At a given period (quarter), a rm can be an incumbent or a potetial entrant, depending
on whether it owns a ship or not. Every period, incumbents dete whether to scrap their
ships or continue operating, and potential entrants decid® enter (i.e., order a ship) or not.
The scrap value of a ship is i, and it is private information of the rm and i.i.d over time
and rms. The Bellman equation describing an incumbent's dasion problem is:

V(ki;xt) = (ki;ngd)+  E (maxf i ; E[V(Kp +1;Xw1) | Xe]9 ) (47)

A potential entrant chooses to order a new ship if the expedaevalue after entry is greater
than entry costs, which are represented by function(n;). Note that entry costs depend on
the state of the market. Importantly, there is time to build, that also evolves endogenously
as a function of the backlog vector. More speci cally, the aler of a ship at periodt is
delivered afterT (b,) periods. Accordingly, a potential entrant decides to enteat period t if
the following condition holds:

TOOE V(O Xeery) J Xt > (My); (48)

47. The model does not allow for rms with multiple ships.
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where the expression in the left hand side is the expected disinted value of an incumbent
with a new ship T (b;) periods in the future.

Kalouptsidi solves this dynamic game by looking at a quasi otetitive version of the
model, more speci cally, by invoking the arguments fromVeintraub, Benkard, and Van Roy 2008
on oblivious equilibrium. For the estimation of the model, he author exploits in an ingenious
way information from the resale market for ships. For bulk spping, there is good informa-
tion on transaction prices in the resale market of ships. Lqi.; be the transaction price of
a ship of agek at period t. Under the assumption of perfect competition, no transaan
costs, and no asymmetric information in the resale market, avhave that py.t = V(K;Xy),
such that transaction prices provide direct information onthe realized values of function
V (). Kalouptsidi uses data on transaction prices to estimate thwhole value function based
on the regression equation:

Pt = V(K Xe) + "kt (49)

foreveryk = 1;2;:::; K and sample period. This is a nonparametric regression model where
the dimension of the vector of explanatory variables; is extremely large (94 variables), and
the sample includes only a few hundred observations (the niser of ages times the number
of quarters in the sample). Therefore, this honparametricegression is subject to a huge
curse of dimensionality problem. To deal with this issue, Kauptsidi combines aggregation
restrictions on the vector of state variables<; and machine learning techniques such as
clustering and LASSO*®

Given the estimated valueg{?(k;xt) and data on entry and exit decisions, Kalouptsidi
estimates the distribution of scrappage values;, the entry cost function (n;), and the time
to build function (b;). Then, she looks into the impact of time to build and its endogneity
through backlog. In comparison to a xed time to build, backbgs make time to build
longer during booms, and shorter during downturns. Indeedsimulating the evolution of
the industry, endogenous backlogs lower the volatility ohvestment by 45 percent compared
to constant time to build. In addition, time to build slows the entry response to demand
shocks, and leads to a eet that is 15 percent bigger. In much the literature on entry in
industrial organization, a partial equilibrium stance is tiken on entry costs: they are a xed

48. Though Kalouptsidi's approach to estimate the value furction using transaction prices is quite inge-
nious, it is tricky to apply to many other industries. Most re sale markets of capital are characterized by
substantial transaction costs and asymmetric information This is well known for cars and trucks, with per-
haps the exception of aircraft (Gavazza 2011a2011hH. See for instance the evidence on aerospace plants in
Ramey and Shapiro 2001 These frictions in capital resale markets imply that there is not a straightforward
relationship between transaction prices and rms' values. Nevertheless, Kalouptsidi's approach could be
applied using other measures of rm valuation, such as stockmarket values.
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parameter or distribution. Kalouptsidi 2014is a nice example of what changes once a more
general equilibrium view on the supply of entrants is consided.

Jeon 2020studies the role of demand uncertainty in the cyclical invésient uctuations
in the container shipping industry. This industry is more cocentrated than bulk shipping
and some companies own many vessels, but it is also subjectacge swings in demand. A
distinguishing feature of Jeon's paper within this literatire is that rms' uncertainty is not
limited to future unpredictable demand shocks but they havalso uncertainty about demand
parameters. Firms learn over time about these parametersing a form of adaptive learning.

The state variables related to rm i are the aggregate capacity of all its shipsk;;, and
the backlog of the rm's orders of new shipsh;, which is also measured in capacity units.
The state of the industry is given byx; = (ki;hbi;z";z2 :i 21), wherez® and z® represent
the state of demand in the route from Europe to Asia (the mostravelled shipping route)
and elsewhere, respectively. Jeon assumes that each of ¢hdemand variables follows an
exogenous AR(1) process. For route2 f A;Bg:

= oF 1zZat+ Ol (50)

where! ? is i.i.d. standard normal. As usual, rms have uncertainty &out future realiza-
tions of I shocks. Jeon considers that rms also have uncertainty abbthe parameters
(3 3, °:s2fA;Bg) that govern the stochastic process of these variables. Fniling the
macroeconomics literature on agents' learning=fans and Honkapohja 2012 Jeon assumes
that rms in this industry use a form of adaptive learning to update their beliefs about
these parameters. A parameter, which controls the weight that new data receives in the
updating rule of beliefs, plays a key role in this learning nohanism. A higher value of
increases the responsiveness of rm beliefs to a downturn demand.

Jeon 2020assumes that the industry outcomes come fromraoment based Markov equi-
librium (MME), as de ned by Ifrach and Weintraub 2017 that we have discussed in section
2.4.3 This equilibrium concept aids in reducing the size of the ate space by focusing on
moments of the distribution of rms. In this model, without rational expectations, the pa-
rameters in rms' beliefs and learning process should be ésfted together with the rest
of the structural parameters in investment costs and scrapalues from the predictions of
the dynamic game. That is, observed rm behavior reveals nainly rms' "preferences” bu
also their beliefs. Jeon estimates all these parametersngia full-solution method of simu-
lated moments. The estimates show that the weight in the leang process of a 10-year-old
observation relative to a current observation is 45%.
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The author presents counterfactual experiments to evaluatthe impact of uncertainty
about demand parameters on the level, volatility, and patten of rms' investment. Removing
uncertainty about demand parameters reduces aggregate @siment by 17% and its volatility
by 22%, and reallocates investment across the demand cyadkereduces the positive response
of investment during boom years. Interestingly, there is ab a very substantial impact on
welfare, increasing producer surplus by 85%, but having gnh small negative impact on
consumer surplus. This paper shows the potentially importd impact on industry outcomes
of sources of rm uncertainty which have not been included ithe most standard dynamic
models of competition in 10.

4.8 Network competition in the airline industry

An airline's network is the set of city-pairs that the airline connects via non-stop ights. The
choice of network structure is one of the most important stitegic decisions of an airline.
Indeed, one of the assumptions that is the most di cult to acept in Berry 1992 is that entry
decisions are solely about origin and destinations, rathénan the entire route network. Two
network structures that have received particular attentim in studies of the airline industry
are hub-and-spoke networks and point-to-point networks.nla hub-and-spoke network, an
airline concentrates most of its operations in one airportalled the hub. All other cities in
the network (i.e., the spokes) are connected to the hub by nestop ights such that travelers
between two spoke cities must take a connecting ight to thedb. In contrast, in a point-
to-point network, all cities are connected with each otherlirough nonstop ights. Like the
work of Holmes 2011lon Walmart's distribution network, it is quite challenging to consider
the entire network formation process, since the underlyinget of networks is the power set
of all origin destination pairs. Moreover, while the eld ofnetwork economics is quite large,
there is a paucity of work on strategic network formation.

Soon after deregulation of the US airline industry in 1978, ast airline companies adopted
hub-and-spoke networks to organize their routes. Di erenhypotheses have been suggested
to explain airlines' adoption of hub-and-spoke networks. @ording to demand-side expla-
nations, some travelers value the services associated witle scale of operation of an airline
in the hub airport, e.g., more convenient check-in and landg facilities and higher ight
frequencies. Cost-side explanations argue that an airlirtan exploit economies of scale and
scope by concentrating most of its operation in a hub airportLarger planes are cheaper to
y on a per-seat basis, and airlines can exploit these econ@s of scale by seating in a single
plane, ying it to the hub city with passengers with di erent nal destinations. The are
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also economies of scope as part of the xed costs of operatmgoute, such as maintenance
and labor costs that may be common across di erent routes irhe same airport. Another
hypothesis that has been suggested to explain hub-and-spoketworks is that it can be an
e ective strategy to deter the entry of competitors Hendricks, Piccione, and Tan 1997 In
a hub-and-spoke network, the pro t function of an airline issupermodular with respect to its
entry decisions for di erent city-pairs. This complementaity implies that a hub-and-spoke
airline may be willing to operate non-stop ights for a citypair even when pro ts are neg-
ative because operating between that city-pair can geneeapositive pro ts connected with
other routes. Potential entrants are aware of this, and thefore, it may deter entry*

Despite the attractive features of theHendricks, Piccione, and Tan 199@éntry deterrence
argument, there were no previous studies that empiricallyxglore this entry deterrence
motive in airlines' use of hub-and-spoke networks. Part ohe reason for this lack of empirical
evidence is the absence of structural models of dynamic netlk competition that incorporate
this hypothesis and that were exible and realistic enoughd be estimated with actual
data. This limitation in the literature motivated Aguirregabiria and Ho 2012to develop an
estimable dynamic game of airline network competition thaincorporates the demand, cost,
and strategic factors described above.

In their model, every quarter airline companies decide thetg-pairs where they oper-
ate non-stop ights and the fares for each route-product the serve. The structure of the
model followsEricson and Pakes 1995direct strategic interactions between rms occur only
through the e ect of prices on demand; price competition istatic; and rms' entry decisions
in city-pairs is dynamic or forward looking and it a ects other rms' pro ts only indirectly
through its e ect on equilibrium prices. While static entry models such a8erry 1992and
Ciliberto and Tamer 2009provide measures of the e ects of hubs on xed operating cast
endogenizing the existence of hubs and, more generally, gteucture of airlines' networks is
important for multiple reasons. Treating hub size as a variale that is endogenously deter-
mined in the equilibrium of the model is important for some pedictions and counterfactual
experiments using these structural models, such as the mewii and long run e ects of a
merger.

The model is estimated using data from the Airline Origin andDestination Survey

49. This argument for entry deterrence does not su er from sgeral limitations that hinder other more
standard arguments of predatory conduct. In particular, it does not require a sacri ce on the part of the
incumbent (i.e., a reduction in current pro ts) that will be compensated for in the future only if competitors
do not enter the market. Furthermore, it is not subject to well-known criticisms of some arguments and
models of spatial entry deterrence (sedudd 1985.
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(DB1B) of the US Bureau of Transportation Statistics with information on quantities, prices,
and route entry and exit decisions for every airline companin the routes between the 55
largest US cities, for a total of 1,485 city-pairs.

Given the huge dimension of the state space in this network e, the authors need
to develop several methodological contributions for the tmation and for the solution
of an equilibrium in this model. They propose a method to redie the dimension of the
state space in dynamic games that extends to dynamic gamesthnclusive values approach
in Hendel and Nevo 2006Nevo and Rossi 2008or Gowrisankaran and Rysman 2012The
main contribution of their approach to model inclusive vales is that they endogenize the
transition probabilities of the inclusive values such thabne can use the estimated model to
make counterfactual experiments that take into account howhese transition probabilities
depend on the strategies of all the players, and thereforevadhey change in the counter-
factual scenario. They also propose and implement a relagily simple homotopy method to
deal with multiple equilibria when making counterfactual &periments with the estimated
model.

Their empirical results show that an airline’'s number of camections in an airport has a
statistically signi cant e ect on consumer demand, unit csts, xed operating costs, and costs
of starting a new route ("entry costs"). However, the econorally most substantial impact is
on entry costs. Counterfactual experiments show that elimating this e ect on entry costs
would reduce very substantially airlines’ propensity to us hub-and-spoke networks. For
some of the larger carriersHendricks, Piccione, and Tan 1993 strategic entry deterrence
motive is the second most important factor to explain this nivork choice.

4.9 Dynamic matching

A newer strand of literature has looked into market equilibum in industries characterized
by search and matching frictions, primarily focused on the arket for taxi service in New
York City. This literature is somewhat apart from the literature on dynamic games that uses
an Ericson and Pakes 199framework. Instead, these papers focus on dynamic compatg
equilibrium in the tradition of Hopenhayn 1992 However, intuitively, there should be a close
correspondence between competitive models and an oliggpwlodel with many rms, as has
been exploited byWeintraub, Benkard, and Van Roy 2008nd Ifrach and Weintraub 2017
Moreover, these dynamic competitive models allow for sulasttially simpler computation,
as well as more theoretical clarity given that these modelsejd second welfare theorems.
Buchholz 2018looks into the equilibrium of the New York City taxicab marke. In this
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environment, cabs are driving through the city looking for iders. The friction that prevents

matching between the two sides of the market is space: empiglas and riders are in di erent

places. In addition, even if cabs and riders are in the sameigieborhood, they may not see
each other. Some of this could be simply be about cabs and nigldoeing on di erent street

corners, which is a key friction modelled byFrechette, Lizzeri, and Salz 201%n a similar

study of the New York City taxi market. As well, drivers and riders might simply have
di culty nding each other in front of Penn Station.

A second ine ciency in this market is that fares are functiors pre-established by the
regulator of distance, time, and a ag fall fee. This preclaes, in particular, dealing
with di erences in demand at the origin and destination of a ide. For instance, many
people are looking for a ride from Queens to Manhattan on Fr&y mornings, but not in the
other direction. Thus, the social planner may want to chargeiders based on a richer set of
characteristics, such as locational pricing, in this casetagher Queens price than Manhattan
price for the same trip.

Locations in the city are indexed by 2 f 1;2;:::; Lg. Buchholz 2018models the state of
location ™ at time t in terms of two variables: (i) the probability that a rider shows up in this
location, denoted -, and where she wants to travel tog, which is allowed to vary by time
of day in a predictable manner; and (ii) the number of vacantabs in that location at time
t denoted asvy. The latter state is the main endogenous object in this markeand also
needs to incorporate cabs in transit. For example, a rider ngebe going to the airport, and
this means that a vacant cab will show up in 45 minutes at LaGudia airport. Given the
number of riders and vacant cabs in a location, a matching faetion m( -;vy) determines
the number of riders nding a vacant cab.

Every period, vacant taxi drivers choose in which locationa search for riders. They can
decide to search in their current location or drive to anothelocation in the city where there
may be more riders. To make this decision, they compare thelua of searching for riders
at every location in the city. Solving this model via the appoach ofEricson and Pakes 1995
is clearly intractable given the thousands of cabs in New Ykrsearching over dozens of
neighbourhoods at di erent times of day. InsteadBuchholz 2018uses a dynamic competitive
model following Hopenhayn 1992which assumes that cabs are atomistic; i.e., small enough
so that they do not believe that their actions alter the equibrium of the market. Moreover,
as there are no aggregate shocks in this model, one can solwasiif all agents have perfect
foresight over the evolution of the market over the day. Thisnakes computation far easier as
it implies that one just needs to solve for the number of vacaabs in each location at every
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time of the day. It also avoids the issues around multiple edibria in this environment.

Buchholz 2018uses his model to look at the e ect of using more sophisticatdocation
based pricing, so charging prices based on origin and desation and time of day, rather
than simply metering by distance and time. He nds that the tdal number of trips could
be increased by 28 percent, and that welfare would increasmand 8 percent. This suggests
that more complex pricing mechanisms could be useful in theeM York City taxi market. >

Brancaccio, Kalouptsidi, and Papageorgiou 202@evelop a dynamic spatial equilibrium
model of the interaction between world trade and oceanic tresportation services. In this
model, forward-looking ship owners and exporters particige in a decentralized matching
process where exporters decide where to export and ship ovenehoose which ports to move
their vessels to. The authors estimate this model using deled data on vessel movements,
shipping prices, and trade ows. An interesting fact in thisindustry is that prices dier
substantially by the direction of travel. For instance, it s far cheaper to ship cargo from
China to Australia than the other way around, at least for buk shipments like coal. This
means that the characterization of equilibrium in this typeof market needs to incorporate
the directional ows of tra c across the globe. A contributi on of this paper is to endogenize
the shipping costs paid by exporters, as they depend on theigper's decisions of what
routes to take. The model provides a nice tool to study the e@s on shipping costs and
the patterns of exports on interesting worldwide economicvents, such as the opening of the
Arctic to shipping, or changes in fuel prices.

While there is a sharp discontinuity between the theory modg of dynamic oligopoly of
Ericson and Pakes 199%ersus the dynamic competitive ones dfiopenhayn 1992for much
of the empirical work on industry dynamics, this boundary ha started to blur. The com-
putational approaches used for dynamic competitive equaliium with aggregate shocks are
quite similar to the MME and oblivious equilibrium conceptsof Ifrach and Weintraub 2017
and Weintraub, Benkard, and Van Roy 2008 Likewise, beyond correctly specifying the state
space used by agents, there is not much practical di erencetween CCP approaches applied
to competitive versus oligopolistic markets. Thus, we exgesome convergence between the
empirical literature on dynamic versus oligopolistic comgtition.

50. In a related paper,Frechette, Lizzeri, and Salz 201%ompare decentralized matching protocols cabs
picking up hails on the street versus a centralized dispath protocol Uber assigning cabs. This paper
relies heavily on the topography of New York City's street grid to model how cabs travel to assess the
e ciency gains from a better dispatch algorithm.
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4.10 Natural resources

Huang and Smith 2014nvestigate dynamics in a common pool setting, where an exitible
common resource is used by many independent agents. Expdibn of a common pool re-
source can give rise to several externalities that interferwith e cient behavior: consump-
tion by one agent reduces the stock of the resource for all ethagents, which can induce
over-extraction of the good. Dynamically, this externaly can also distort the optimal time
pattern of resource use, shifting extraction either too ebr or too late relative to the so-
cial planner. Finally, there is a static externality that is caused by overcrowding during
extraction. This congestion externality increases the ctssof extraction, which may lead to
lower surplus, allocative ine ciencies (e.g., the wrong ms extracting the resource), and,
potentially, may countervail the stock externality.

Huang and Smith examine these economic forces in the conteftthe North Carolina
shrimp industry. There are several characteristics to thigndustry that make it amenable
to this analysis. First, the dynamics of the resource are wainderstood. The shrimp life
cycle ts neatly into a year, and, importantly for modeling onsiderations, the species is
able to reproduce at a su ciently high rate, such that it is reasonable to assume that the
stock renews completely each calendar year. This impliesathone can model the essential
dynamics in a repeated nite-horizon model that runs from Jauary to December. This
is relatively unusual in this literature, as most settings ee concerns with long-lived rms
that are modeled as having an in nite horizon. This also meanthat the model can be
solved through backward induction, which also guaranteesumique solution conditional on
each stage game having a single equilibrium. The biologidadsis for stock dynamics also
informs the functional forms used in the structural analys. There are also a number of nice
weather-based exogenous supply shifters; increased wip&eds and wave heights make the
harvesting process more di cult and therefore are excelleénnstruments for shifting supply.
North Carolina is also a very small part of the globally-intgrated shrimp industry, which
means prices for input and outputs can be taken as given. Thata is also unusually detailed,
as the state collects information on every commercial shrpmg boat trip.

The model consists ofN individual shrimp boats indexed byi; a state space which
includes the present stock of shrimp, input and output pricg and current weather conditions;
and transitions from state to state that depend on the preserstate vector and actions of
shrimp boats in the present period. Shrimp boats decide whwedr to go shing once a day.
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The one-period payo function is:

< . . " i L=
" (a) = Pt E(h|t) Ziy + it (1) |f ait 1 (51)
- "it(0) if ax = 1:

Expected revenue is the product of shrimp pricep;, and expected harvestE(h;). The
term z; captures the cost of a trip, andz;; is a vector of exogenous variables such as the
legnth of the vessel, wind speed, wave height, fuel price, amicator for weekend days, and
the sh stock. Variables";;(0) and " (1) are action-speci c idiosyncratic shocks which are
unobservable to the researcher and are i.i.f. type | extremvalue, such that they generate the
familiar logit choice probability when integrated. The auhors assume that harvest depends
on whether conditions (), the stock of shrimp (s;), the total number of vessels on the water
that day (n iN=1 ai ), the vessel's time invariant productivity ( j), and a productivity
shock (; ), according to the following exponential function:

hi = s expf n¢+w+ i+ U0 (52)

The term n captures the agglomeration (if > 0) or congestion (if < 0) externality,
depending on the sign of .

Huang and Smith allow for more complex transitions betweenates than other dynamic
settings. This is facilitated in part by exogeneity assumpons and the availability of high-
frequency data. Price, wind speed, and wave heights are allodeled as a vector AR(1)
process, with wind speed and wave heights correlated. Theiqe of fuel is modeled as
a function of the week of the year, and shrimp stocks are moddl as a latent stochastic
di erence equation that comes from a biological model. Siecthe actions today in uence
the state vector through the stock of shrimp, agents choosed best action today given the
strategies of their competitors and the choice-speci ¢ ctinuation values.

The authors estimate the harvest production function as pamwf a rst step, outside the
dynamic model. The estimate of the externality parameter implies that one unit increase in
the total number of vessels implies a 0.127% reduction in éaxessel's harvest. Given that the
average number of vessels per day is around 60, this parametalue implies a substantial
congestion externality. The approach for the estimation ofhe dynamic model is a mix
of Aguirregabiria and Mira 2007 and Bajari, Benkard, and Levin 2007 The authors rst
estimate the transitions of exogenous state variables ugittime series methods. They then
estimate the conditional choice probability using a logithat is saturated with state variables,
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their powers, and their interactions. In the stage game, prts depend on the number of other
vessels on the water. Conditional on the equilibrium playeith the data, one can integrate out
the expected actions of all other boats on that day using theoaditional choice probability
function estimated in the prior step. The only remaining stp is to compute continuation
values to put into the likelihood function. With policy functions in hand, one can use
the forward simulation method from Bajari, Benkard, and Levin 2007to approximate the
continuation value. Once the continuation value is known, e can then maximize a pseudo
log-likelihood.

The primary counterfactual evaluates the e ciency gains fom using a centralized vessel
allocation policy, where a social planner, who internalizethe externalities in this setting,
decides how many (and which) shrimp boats will go shing in aay. To perform this
counterfactual, the authors discretize the ending shrimpteck and work backwards from
the terminal date, solving the value function by lling in the optimal social policy at each
point in the state space as they go. Once the value function iked out for all points in
the discretized state space, the social planner can pick thpath that delivers the highest
surplus. The authors nd that the observed equilibrium shifs too much of the harvest early
in the year, due to the extraction externality, and this thentranslates to too little of the
harvest happening later in the year, as stocks would have bekigher. There are too many
vessels early on, and there is also an allocative ine ciencgs some of the boats are lower
productivity vessels that should not have been dispatchedrinally, they also examine the
dynamics of the industry when congestion is eliminated; tlye nd that congestion actually
has a positive e ect in equilibrium as it helps o set the extaction externality. This is a
particularly compelling counterfactual for the use of the gnamic model, as otherwise one
would incorrectly conclude in a static world that the congdgn externality was welfare
reducing through its imposition of higher shing costs.

This paper has the avor of both single-agent dynamics and #h multi-agent tools de-
scribed above. There are many agents in this model, and thédehavior only in uences a
particular agent through an aggregate quantity, which is tke total number of vessels on the
water in a given day. In that sense, this paper presages sonfettee work by Buchholz 2018
and others. It is also an example of a paper where the policy egtion of interest is directly
estimable from the data the authors do not compute any counterfactual equilibria with
strategic agents (the social planner is a single-agent pilem).> Rather, the authors are

51. Ryan and Tucker 2012is another example of where the counterfactuals are contaied within the support
of the observed data.
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able to simulate in-sample counterfactuals that remain witin the support of the observed
state variables. Any counterfactuals that change the agestpro t incentives outside those
bounds would necessitate solving the entire equilibriumhe nite-horizon assumption makes
this computationally feasible (if expensive), but one wodlhave to address issues of multiple
equilibria in the stage game. The paper also highlights th@c¢orporation of very rich data,
with nontrivial dynamics, through their use as exogenous ate variables. This contrasts
with our previous discussion that focused on the need to tygally simplify the endogenous
dynamics as much as possible in order to facilitate estimati and simulation.

5 Concluding remarks

Over the last three decades, the work on dynamic oligopoly anoved from being a primar-
ily methods-oriented line of research towards ful lling i promise as a central tool in the
empirical 10 literature, paralleling transitions from theory to empirical implementation in
demand estimation or vertical relationships. The models, ethods, and applications we have
outlined in this chapter are critical to understanding quesons at the heart of industrial orga-
nization. In many ways, vast progress has been made. To an ebger in the mid-1990s, the
idea of a research agenda that delivered realistic empiriadynamic oligopoly models that
could account for heterogeneous rms, complex state spacegolving in response to both
exogenous forces and endogenous strategic decisions, tneial dynamics on both supply
and demand, and complicated payo structures may have seetheompletely out of reach.
Indeed, in 2006, Tim Bresnahan colorfully compared the chees of this endeavor to winning
a land war in Asia. Thirty years later, these are seen as di cli, but solvable, problems. The
literature has also started to deliver on its promise of quaiflying the importance of dynam-
ics in a wide range of settings. Yet, there are many remaininghallenges in this literature,
which we put into ve di erent categories.

First, computation is still enormously di cult. Indeed, th e state spaces and computa-
tional problems considered by the earliest papers in thigdirature, such asPakes and McGuire 1994
or Gowrisankaran 1999are embarrassingly close to some of the problems considene the
most recent papers in this survey. One might have thought thancreasing computational
power coming from the semiconductor industry would elimirta this as an issue, at least one
that economists have to deal with, but this has not happenedOne reason is that increases
in computing power are simply exhausted by making the modeddightly more complex. This
leads both large delays in getting work published, as well a&vere restrictions on the size
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of the state space any given application which a ect the plasibility of this type of analysis.

When the CCP-inspired estimation papers, such aBajari, Benkard, and Levin 2007
Aguirregabiria and Mira 2007 or Pesendorfer and Schmidt-Dengler 2008ere coming out,
there was a hope that we had cracked the problem of computatipat least as far as the issue
of estimation was concerned. Indeed, there are many applicas that estimate parameters in
models that have never been computed. However, there is ata@r hollowness to estimation
of parameters without being able to draw out their implicatons through a computed model,
such as by running counterfactuals. Most of the parameterstemated in dynamic models
do not have stand-alone policy implications, and even thogbat do are better understood
by putting their implications into an equilibrium context.

Second, two decades of empirical work on dynamic oligopolgdrevealed that both the
right data can be particularly hard to nd and that there can be an enormous disconnect
between what the ideal empirical model asks for and what theath can actually deliver.
At a bare minimum, one needs detailed data on all the particemts in an industry, while a
longitudinal panel spanning years or decades is even bettfio use CCP-based methods, one
needs enough observations, by enough independent agentsestimate reduced-form policy
functions describing agent behavior at all possible statetdeally, one has observations on a
large number of rms; it is even better if they are spread acss independent markets. This
makes using the CCP-based approach di cult for modeling gloally-integrated markets, such
as those for semiconductors or hard drives. This is in constto the large datasets that are
commonly used for CCP-based papers in labor economiésMoreover, the relevant charac-
teristics of rms need to be summarized into a parsimoniousumber of states, which can
often require some heroic modeling assumptions. As a resoftthese data and speci cation
challenges, many of the successful papers in this literamuexamine industries where institu-
tional details of the industry generate data that is similarto that considered in the original
structural studies of entry in Bresnahan and Reiss 1998nd Bresnahan and Reiss 1994nd
where the essentially dynamics are interesting and necessaithout being too complex.

Third, many recent applications of dynamic games applyingwo-step methods to es-
timate models with very large state spaces use very restiie parametric speci cations of
reduced form CCP functions in the rst step of the method. Reent work in the econometrics
literature using machine learning techniques to improve sai-sample performance in high-
dimensional settings may be useful in this context. For exgpte, Nekipelov, Novosad, and Ryan 2021

52. See, for instanceTraiberman 2019 Ransom 2021 Llull 2018; Hincapié 2020for recent papers in labor
using CCP's, and in particular the large datasets employedm these analyses.
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show their method can be applied to the rst-stage estimatioin Bajari, Benkard, and Levin 2007
exibly estimating policy functions while also accountingfor the fact that di erent equilib-
ria may be played across di erent markets. Further e orts toapply machine learning-based
model selection techniques to identify the best speci deon of the reduced form CCP func-
tions can be helpful in this context. It is also important to onsider that, if the goal is
the precise estimation of structural parameters in the send step, the best estimation of
CCPs in the rst step is not the speci cation that provides the lowest standard errors of
reduced form parameters, and not even the one that providebd lowest mean square error
in the rst step. Often in two-step semiparametric procedues the rst step nonparametric
estimator is under-smoothed to deal with bias in the secondiagie parametric estimator (e.g.
Abadie and Imbens 201)L This is an exciting area for future research.

Fourth, the agenda of computational-based theory outlineth Pakes and McGuire 1994
has not lead to a particularly well-organized body of work at the theoretical predictions
of these models. Indeed, the researcher rst computing thelsition to a dynamic game may
have very little intuition of why the results end up the way they do: John Asker has quali ed
this type of work of unpacking computational results on dynaiic games as forensic .

Fifth, multiplicity of equilibria remains an important cha llenge in empirical applications
of dynamic games, especially in the implementation of cowmfactual experiments. Two-
step methods partially circumvent this problem by conditiming on the equilibrium played
in the data, but one must either assume the same equilibriuns played in all markets or lose
precision by estimating policy functions independently. i any case, this solution only applies
to the estimation and not the computation of counterfactuad. Besanko et al. 201@ntroduce
a homotopy path-following method for tracing out some (but ot necessarily all) of the
equilibria in a dynamic game. In a related paperBesanko, Doraszelski, and Kryukov 2014
use this homotopy method to trace out equilibria in a model gbredation. They show that
policy interventions not only change the behavior of rms wthin an equilibrium, but may
also change the set of equilibria. Interpreting the di erene between the two is crucial, but,
at least for now, the tools necessary to show this remain lited. For instance, these papers

in the context of much more stylized models than those in empcal applications reveal
a correspondence between structural parameters and edwilum outcomes that is chaotic,
discontinuous, and non-intuitive. In nitesimal changes 6 parameters induce jumps from
single to many equilibria, with di erent comparative statics implications. Peering into such
a Rorschach inkblot, one gets the impression that there areomobust predictions for some
important counterfactual experiments.
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All of that said, we conclude on a note of optimism. As this chaer has outlined, there
is now a large body of empirical work looking at dynamic gamdsat will inform future
policy debates in economics. There has been an expansionha types of industries that are
considered, moving us away from the Bresnahan-Reiss prograf looking at geographically
isolated markets with a small number of relatively similar ompetitors. Instead, recent work
looks at industries with rms with complex characteristics global integrated markets, and
markets with large numbers of rms in them. Furthermore, thee is now a mature set of
tools to both compute solutions to dynamic oligopoly probias with large state spaces and
many rms, and an even more developed set of estimation tedgues for these settings that
can incorporate di erences in beliefs or cross-market hetgeneity. Just as one could not
have completely foreseen all of the methodological advasce the eld thirty years ago
when the Markov-perfect Nash equilibrium foundations werbeing constructed by Maskin,
Pakes, and Tirole, we are hopeful that the next wave of resedhrin this area will successfully
address the outstanding problems in the dynamic games litgure. In particular, the eld of
machine learning is quickly evolving to handle problems witvery large state spaces which
could further extent the purview of these methods to realigt analysis of ever more complex
and interesting markets.
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