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ABSTRACT

We develop a model with intra-generational consumption
externalities, basedon theoverlappinggenerationmodel byDiamond
(1965). More specifically, we consider a two-period lived overlapping
generation economy, assuming that the utility of each consumer
depends also on the average consumption level by the consumers
in the same generation. We suppose that such level is not taken as
a parameter by agents, who behave strategically. We characterize
the consumption and saving choices for the two periods in the Nash
equilibrium path and we determine a dynamic equation for capital
accumulation. For the associated dynamical system, we find a unique
positive steady state for capital and we investigate how its position,
as well as that of the steady states for consumption in both periods,
change with respect to variations in the degree of interaction in the
two periods. We finally compare the steady states for capital with and
without social interaction.
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1. Introduction

The aim of the present paper consists in analyzing the role of the social dimension of
consumption in an overlapping generation (OLG) model.

Traditional microeconomic accounts of consumption choices tend to characterize
consumers in terms of a certain utility function that has to be maximized on the basis5
of the price structure and of the available budget; the possibility that preferences depend
on the consumption choices of others is admitted but generally it is not considered an
essential feature of the model. However, especially in the past two decades, there has
been an increasing interest in introducing the social dimension of consumption into
the core of the state-of-the-art microeconomic theory [11,12]. Introducing this element10
in the OLG framework amounts to something more than adding another element of
dynamic complexity: it is a basic requisite for the consumption model to be realistic
enough. In principle, introducing the social dimension of consumption could pave the
way to both cooperative and competitive forms of interaction. The former includes,
for instance, psychological benefits from the joint cultivation of common interests (e.g.15
sharing materials, information and emotions), and more generally, the so-called relational
goods [21], i.e. goods whose enjoyment is enhanced by the simultaneous participation of
others. The latter includes all kinds of positional competition, i.e. situations where the
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level of satisfaction deriving from the enjoyment of a given good is determined to some
extent by the level of consumption of the same good by individuals belonging to a given
social reference group [10]. In this case, the social dimension, rather than being welfare-
enhancing, easily becomes welfare destroying and is likely to be conducive to suboptimal
over-consumption outcomes that closely replicate the social dynamics of arms races. The5
circumstances that cause the emergenceof a cooperative or competitive social consumption
attitude are generally complex and may be regarded as the outcome of a cultural evolution
process acting on different motivational orientations [17].

In this paper, we do not want to tackle the general problem of attitude selection, but
rather to explore the implications of a given social mode of consumption. Specifically, we10
will focus here on positional competition. For instance, current forms of post-industrial
consumption are very sensitive to the positional dimension [13], which is often invoked as
an explicit motivational leverage for prospective buyers of goods and services, especially
in the luxury segments of the consumption spectrum. The literature concerning positional
consumption ismainly addressed towards static aspects of interdependent preferences (see15
for instance [9,14,16]), while there are relatively few papers concerning dynamical aspects.
In [19,20] it is shown how complex dynamics may arise in a dynamic setting, and in [3,18]
the social interaction coefficient is endogenized.

Other approaches can be obtained by changing the kind of reference level of con-
sumption. For instance, De la Croix [7] proposes an OLG model with production in20
which children inherit life standard aspirations from their parents, that is, the comparison
reference level of consumption is given by parents’ first period consumption level. Lahiri
and Puhakka [15] introduce subtractive habit persistence preferences into the standard
pure exchange OLG model. The reference level is here given by the agent’s first period life
consumption level. Bunzel [6] provides a complete characterization of the stationary and25
non-stationary monetary equilibria in a two-period pure exchange OLG model with mul-
tiplicative habit persistence preferences. Also in this case the reference level is represented
by the agent’s first period life consumption level.

Using theOLG version of theDiamondmodel with productive capital in [8], we develop
amodelwith intra-generational consumption externalities.More specifically, we consider a30
two-period livedOLG economy, assuming that the utility of a consumer in each generation
depends not only on his own consumption, but also on the benchmark consumption given
by the average level of consumption of the consumers in the same generation. Such feature
is common to a few other papers in themacro literature (see e.g. [1,2,4] and, more recently,
[5]), that study consumption externalities in simple growth models with OLGs.35

However we stress that, differently from the existing literature on the topic, we assume
the average level of consumption not to be taken as a parameter by agents. On the
contrary, they behave strategically, considering that the others’ choices, together with
their own choice, will influence their utility function. In this way we obtain a positional
game embedded in an OLG economy, which displays strategic complementarity, i.e. each40
player increases his consumption strategywhen the consumption strategies of other players
increase.

For simplicity, we assume logarithmic utility functions and aCobb–Douglas production
function. Our formalization crucially relies on two parameters describing the influence of
social interaction in the first and the second life periods, i.e. ρ1 and ρ2, respectively. The45
main goal of the paper consists in analyzing the dynamical system generated by the capital
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accumulation equation, in particular as concerns the stability of the positive steady state
for capital and its position in dependence of variations in the parameters representing
social interaction. We also compare the frameworks with and without social interaction.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the model
and characterize the Nash equilibrium path. Section 3 contains our main results. Section 45
concludes.

2. Themodel

We consider a two-period lived OLG economy, where in each period only two types of
agents are alive, young and old. In their first period of life, when young, agents are endowed
with one unit of labor, that they supply inelastically to firms. Their income is equal to the10
real wage, that they allocate between current consumption and savings, which are invested
in the firms. In their second period of life, when old, agents are retired. Their income
derives from the return of the savings made in the first life period. Agents are identical
within each generation. Population is constant over time and each cohort is composed by
N agents. The utility function of the representative agent i born at time t is given by15

uit = log
(
ci,t − ρ1c̄ ei,t

) + β log
(
ci,t+1 − ρ2c̄ ei,t+1

)
(2.1)

where ρ1, ρ2 ∈ [0, 1) are the social interaction coefficients in the first and second life
periods, respectively, measuring the extent to which an agent is influenced by interaction;
β > 0 is the given discount factor. We denote by ci,t consumption when agent i is young
and by c̄ ei,t the average consumption by all agents at the end of time t, expected by agent i at20
the beginning of the same period; similarly, ci,t+1 denotes consumption when agent i is old
and c̄ ei,t+1 denotes the average consumption of all agents at the end of time t + 1, expected

by agent i at the beginning of period t. In symbols, c̄ ei,t = ∑N
j=1

c eij,t
N = ∑

j �=i
c eij,t
N + ci,t

N , where
c eij,t denotes the consumption by agent j at the end of time t, expected by agent i at the

beginning of the same period; similarly, c̄ ei,t+1 = ∑N
j=1

c eij,t+1
N = ∑

j �=i
c eij,t+1
N + ci,t+1

N , where25
c eij,t+1 denotes the consumption by agent j at the end of time t + 1, expected by agent i at
the beginning of period t.Notice that when ρ1 = ρ2 = 0 we are in the case of an economy
without social interaction as no positional elements enter the utility function, while when
ρ1 and ρ2 are close to 1 we have a full form of positional consumption, in which utility
partly depends on agent’s own consumption, and partly from others’ consumption. We30
also remark that the utility function in (2.1) is well-defined because ρ1, ρ2 are less than
1 and because, as we shall see in what follows, at the Nash equilibrium the consumption
levels of all agents coincide. Indeed, with ρ1 = 1 or ρ2 = 1 the argument of one of the
logarithms in the utility function in (2.1) would vanish at the Nash equilibrium.

The budget constraints of consumers in the young and old ages are respectively given35
by

wt = ci,t + si,t (2.2)

and
ci,t+1 = (

1 + r ei,t+1
)
(wt − ci,t), (2.3)

where wt is the real wage rate, si,t are agent i savings and r ei,t+1 is the interest rate expected40
at time t for period t+1. The agent born at the beginning of period t chooses ci,t and ci,t+1



4 A. NAIMZADA ANDM. PIREDDU

GDEA 1179292
21-4-2016

Initial
CE:PM QA:RB

in order to maximize uit subject to the lifetime budget constraints (2.2) and (2.3). We stress
that, since all agents have identical strategy spaces (0,wt) � ci,t , for every t and i, and the
payoff functions in (2.1) are symmetric, the decision problem is a symmetric game.

The first order conditions for our maximization problem are

1 − ρ1
∂ c̄ ei,t
∂ci,t

ci,t − ρ1c̄ ei,t
= λ

(
1 + r ei,t+1

)
(2.4)5

and

β
1 − ρ2

∂ c̄ ei,t+1
∂ci,t+1

ci,t+1 − ρ2c̄ ei,t+1
= λ , (2.5)

where λ > 0 is the Lagrange multiplier. Since
∂ c̄ ei,t
∂ci,t = ∂ c̄ ei,t+1

∂ci,t+1
= 1

N , inserting λ from (2.5)
into (2.4), we easily obtain

1+ r ei,t+1 = (ci,t+1 − ρ2c̄ ei,t+1)(1 − ρ1
N )

β(ci,t − ρ1c̄ ei,t)(1 − ρ2
N )

=

(
ci,t+1 − ρ2

(∑
j �=i

c eij,t+1
N + ci,t+1

N

))
(1 − ρ1

N )

β

(
ci,t − ρ1

(∑
j �=i

c eij,t
N + ci,t

N

))
(1 − ρ2

N )

.10

Assuming perfect foresight for the agents, that is, r ei,t+1 = rt+1 and c eij,t = cj,t , for every t,
every i and j �= i, the expression above reads as

1 + rt+1 =
(
ci,t+1−ρ2

∑N
j=1

cj,t+1
N

)
(1− ρ1

N )

β
(
ci,t−ρ1

∑N
j=1

cj,t
N

)
(1− ρ2

N )

=
(
ci,t+1(1− ρ2

N )−ρ2
∑

j �=i
cj,t+1
N

)
(1− ρ1

N )

β
(
ci,t (1− ρ1

N )−ρ1
∑

j �=i
cj,t
N

)
(1− ρ2

N )

(2.6)

and (2.3) becomes
ci,t+1 = (1 + rt+1)(wt − ci,t). (2.7)15

Inserting then ci,t+1 from (2.7) into (2.6), we find

1 + rt+1 =
(
(1 + rt+1)(wt − ci,t)(1 − ρ2

N ) − ρ2
∑

j �=i
(1+rt+1)(wt−cj,t )

N

)
(1 − ρ1

N )

β
(
ci,t(1 − ρ1

N ) − ρ1
∑

j �=i
cj,t
N

)
(1 − ρ2

N )
.

Making ci,t explicit in the last equation, we obtain the best response function for agent i

ci,t = wt(1 − ρ2)(1 − ρ1
N ) + ∑

j �=i
cj,t
N [βρ1(1 − ρ2

N ) + ρ2(1 − ρ1
N )]

(1 + β)(1 − ρ1
N )(1 − ρ2

N )
. (2.8)

We stress that, since for every t, for all i and j �= i it holds that20

∂ci,t
∂cj,t

= βρ1(1 − ρ2
N ) + ρ2(1 − ρ1

N )

N(1 + β)(1 − ρ1
N )(1 − ρ2

N )
> 0 ,
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the game we are considering displays strategic complementarity due to positional con-
sumption. More precisely, simple computations show that, for j �= i, ∂ci,t

∂cj,t ∈ (0, 1) and
thus the linear system (2.8) admits a unique positive solution. From the symmetry of
the game it follows that such solution is symmetric and thus we can find it imposing
c1,t = . . . = cN ,t = ct in (2.8), which becomes5

ct = wt(1 − ρ2)(1 − ρ1
N ) + ∑

j �=i
ct
N [βρ1(1 − ρ2

N ) + ρ2(1 − ρ1
N )]

(1 + β)(1 − ρ1
N )(1 − ρ2

N )
,

from which we get

ct = wt(1 − ρ1
N )(1 − ρ2)

(1 − ρ1
N )(1 − ρ2) + β(1 − ρ1)(1 − ρ2

N )
. (2.9)

This is our game’s symmetric Nash equilibrium, which is dynamic in nature as it depends
on the real wage wt , endogenously determined by the capital accumulation process. We10
stress that, although the real wage ratewt varies from time to time, it is taken as a parameter
by young agents, being fixed in the period in which they make their strategic choice.

From (2.2) and (2.9) we obtain the savings in the Nash equilibrium

st = wt − ct = β(1 − ρ1)(1 − ρ2
N )wt

(1 − ρ1
N )(1 − ρ2) + β(1 − ρ1)(1 − ρ2

N )
. (2.10)

Moreover, since the equilibrium condition in the good market reads as15

kt+1 = st , (2.11)

by (2.10) and (2.11) we get

kt+1 = β(1 − ρ1)(1 − ρ2
N )wt

(1 − ρ1
N )(1 − ρ2) + β(1 − ρ1)(1 − ρ2

N )
. (2.12)

Assuming a Cobb–Douglas production technology given, in intensive form, by

f (kt) = Akα
t ,

with A > 0 and 0 < α < 1, we find that the real wage is

wt = w(kt) = f (kt) − kt f ′(kt) = A(1 − α)kα
t . (2.13)20

Inserting this expression for wt into (2.12), we obtain the following dynamic equation for
the capital accumulation

kt+1 = A(1 − α)β(1 − ρ1)(1 − ρ2
N )kα

t
(1 − ρ1

N )(1 − ρ2) + β(1 − ρ1)(1 − ρ2
N )

. (2.14)

We are going to study the main features of the dynamical system it generates in the next
section.25
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Moreover, since
rt+1 = f ′(kt) = Aαkα−1

t ,

from (2.2), (2.3), (2.10) and (2.13) we obtain

ct+1 = (1 + rt+1)st =
(
1 + Aαkα−1

t

)
β(1−ρ1)(1− ρ2

N )wt

(1− ρ1
N )(1−ρ2)+β(1−ρ1)(1− ρ2

N )

=
(
1 + Aαkα−1

t

)
β(1−ρ1)(1− ρ2

N )A(1−α)kα
t

(1− ρ1
N )(1−ρ2)+β(1−ρ1)(1− ρ2

N )
.

(2.15)

Finally we observe that from (2.9) and (2.13) we find5

ct = A(1 − α)(1 − ρ1
N )(1 − ρ2)kα

t
(1 − ρ1

N )(1 − ρ2) + β(1 − ρ1)(1 − ρ2
N )

. (2.16)

3. Results

In this section we discuss the existence of steady states for capital in the presence and
absence of social interaction and we compare their expressions. Then we analyse the
system stability, showing that there exists a unique positive steady state, which is globally10
asymptotically stable. We finally perform some comparative statics exercises, in order to
better understand the dependence of the globally asymptotically stable steady state with
respect to some crucial parameters.

In view of the subsequent analysis, it is expedient to introduce the map F : R+ → R

defined as15

F(k) = A(1 − α)β(1 − ρ1)(1 − ρ2
N )kα

(1 − ρ1
N )(1 − ρ2) + β(1 − ρ1)(1 − ρ2

N )
, (3.1)

associated to the dynamic equation in (2.14). By our assumptions onρ1, ρ2 andα, it follows
that F is positive. Moreover, since 0 < α < 1, the map is increasing and concave.

When we set ρ1 = ρ2 = 0 in (3.1), we find the classical increasing and concave function
which describes the system in the absence of social interaction, i.e.

F0(k) = A(1 − α)βkα

1 + β
.

Notice that we obtain the same expression also when setting ρ1 = ρ2 = ρ̄ ∈ (0, 1) in
F. This means that, if the degree of social interaction is the same in both life periods, the20
dynamic behaviour of the system coincides with that in the absence of social interaction.

Let us now show the existence of a unique positive steady state for (2.14).
Proposition 3.1: In addition to the origin, the dynamical system generated by the map F
in (3.1) has the unique positive steady state

k∗ =
( A(1 − α)β(1 − ρ1)(1 − ρ2

N )

(1 − ρ1
N )(1 − ρ2) + β(1 − ρ1)(1 − ρ2

N )

) 1
1−α

. (3.2)25

Proof: The expression for k∗ immediately follows by solving the fixed point equation
F(k) = k. �
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Figure 1. For F with A = 1, α = 0.5, β = 1, ρ1 = 0.2, ρ2 = 0.8 and N = 1000, in (A) we represent
the first iterates, starting respectively from k̄(0) = 0.008 (in blue) and ¯̄k(0) = 0.205 (in green), and
converging to the fixed point for F , while in (B) we represent the first 50 iterates of kt+1 in (2.14) starting
from the same initial conditions, in blue and green, respectively.

Observe that, when ρ1 = ρ2 = ρ̄ ∈ [0, 1), the expression for the steady state in (3.2)
becomes

k∗
0 =

(
A(1 − α)β

1 + β

) 1
1−α

. (3.3)

As stated in the next result, the precise relationship between k∗ and k∗
0 depends on the

relative values of the parameters ρ1 and ρ2. Indeed we have the following:5
Corollary 3.2: k∗ > k∗

0 if and only if ρ2 > ρ1.

Proof: Recalling the definitions in (3.2) and (3.3), a direct computation shows that k∗ > k∗
0

if and only if (1 + β)(1 − ρ1)(1 − ρ2
N ) > (1 − ρ1

N )(1 − ρ2) + β(1 − ρ1)(1 − ρ2
N ), which is

satisfied if and only if (1− ρ1)(1− ρ2
N ) > (1− ρ1

N )(1− ρ2), and the latter holds true if and
only if ρ2 > ρ1. This concludes the proof. �10

Since the relationship between the steady states for capital with and without social
interaction has been clarified, in what follows we will focus on the more general case of k∗
only and on the dynamics generated by the map F.

Proposition 3.3: The dynamical system generated by the map F in (3.1) is globally asymp-
totically stable.15
Proof: We show that, for any starting point k̄ > 0, its forward F-trajectory tends to k∗.
In fact, since F(0) = 0, F is strictly increasing, k∗ is the unique positive fixed point of F
and F ′(k∗) = α ∈ (0, 1), then, by continuity, Fn(k̄) will tend increasingly towards k∗ as
n → ∞ for 0 < k̄ < k∗, while Fn(k̄) will tend decreasingly towards k∗ as n → ∞ for
k̄ > k∗. The proof is complete. �20

Thanks to the global stability result shown in Proposition 3.3, and illustrated in
Figure 1, theNash equilibriumwe found in (2.12) is dynamic in nature during the transient
phase, while it becomes static in the long run.

Notice that Proposition 3.3 holds, in particular, when ρ1 = ρ2 = 0. In such case we are
led back to the original framework in Diamond model without social interaction [8], in25
which the unique positive steady state in (3.3) is globally asymptotically stable. In this sense
the dynamical features of the model are not affected by the introduction of consumption
externalities. Nonetheless, the richer context we are dealing with allows us to perform
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some new interesting comparative statics exercises. In fact, in the next results we analyse
at first the dependence of the steady state for capital on the social interaction parameters
ρ1, ρ2 ∈ (0, 1) and on the population size of each cohortN; then we derive the expression
for the steady state values for consumption in both life periods and we investigate how
such values change on varying ρ1, ρ2 and N .5
Proposition 3.4: It holds that ∂k∗

∂ρ1
< 0 and ∂k∗

∂ρ2
> 0.

Proof: Direct computations show that

∂k∗
∂ρ1

= 1
1−α

(
A(1−α)β(1−ρ1)(1− ρ2

N )

(1− ρ1
N )(1−ρ2)+β(1−ρ1)(1− ρ2

N )

) 1
1−α

−1
· −A(1−α)β(1− ρ2

N )(1− 1
N )(1−ρ2)(

(1− ρ1
N )(1−ρ2)+β(1−ρ1)(1− ρ2

N )
)2

= −
(

A(1−α)β(1−ρ1)(1− ρ2
N )

(1− ρ1
N )(1−ρ2)+β(1−ρ1)(1− ρ2

N )

) α
1−α · Aβ(1− ρ2

N )(1− 1
N )(1−ρ2)(

(1− ρ1
N )(1−ρ2)+β(1−ρ1)(1− ρ2

N )
)2 < 0

and

∂k∗
∂ρ2

= 1
1−α

(
A(1−α)β(1−ρ1)(1− ρ2

N )

(1− ρ1
N )(1−ρ2)+β(1−ρ1)(1− ρ2

N )

) 1
1−α

−1
· A(1−α)β(1−ρ1)(1− 1

N )(1− ρ1
N )(

(1− ρ1
N )(1−ρ2)+β(1−ρ1)(1− ρ2

N )
)2

=
(

A(1−α)β(1−ρ1)(1− ρ2
N )

(1− ρ1
N )(1−ρ2)+β(1−ρ1)(1− ρ2

N )

) α
1−α · Aβ(1−ρ1)(1− 1

N )(1− ρ1
N )(

(1− ρ1
N )(1−ρ2)+β(1−ρ1)(1− ρ2

N )
)2 > 0.

�
The result above is quite intuitive and allows a clear interpretation. Indeed, an increasing

interest towards the others’ choices in the first life period makes savings in the first period
decrease and thus the accumulated capital decreases. Vice versa, an increasing interest10
towards the others’ choices in the second life period makes accumulated capital increase,
due to an increase in the savings in the first period, in order to have the possibility to
increase consumption in the second period.
Proposition 3.5: It holds that ∂k∗

∂N > 0 if and only if ρ2 > ρ1.

Proof: A direct computation shows that

∂k∗
∂N = 1

1−α

(
A(1−α)β(1−ρ1)(N−ρ2)

(N−ρ1)(1−ρ2)+β(1−ρ1)(N−ρ2)

) 1
1−α

−1 · A(1−α)β(1−ρ1)(1−ρ2)(ρ2−ρ1)(
(N−ρ1)(1−ρ2)+β(1−ρ1)(N−ρ2)

)2
=

(
A(1−α)β(1−ρ1)(N−ρ2)

(N−ρ1)(1−ρ2)+β(1−ρ1)(N−ρ2)

) α
1−α · Aβ(1−ρ1)(1−ρ2)(ρ2−ρ1)(

(N−ρ1)(1−ρ2)+β(1−ρ1)(N−ρ2)
)2

and the desired conclusion immediately follows. �15
The latter result says that if the population size of each cohort increases, then savings

in the first life period, and thus accumulated capital, increase if and only if the difference
between the social interaction parameters ρ2−ρ1 is positive. Thismeans that an increase in
the population size increases capital accumulation if and only if agents aremore influenced
by social interaction in the second life period. In particular, if agents are influenced in the20
same manner by social interaction in the two periods (i.e. if ρ1 = ρ2), then a variation in
the population size has no effects on capital accumulation.

Let us now derive the steady state values for consumption in both life periods.
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From (2.16) we find that the steady state value for consumption in the first period, we
denote by c1,∗, is given by

c1,∗ = A(1 − α)(1 − ρ1
N )(1 − ρ2)(k∗)α

(1 − ρ1
N )(1 − ρ2) + β(1 − ρ1)(1 − ρ2

N )
,

with k∗ as in (3.2). From (2.15) we find that the steady state value for consumption in the
second life period, we denote by c2,∗, is given by5

c2,∗ = (1 + Aα(k∗)α−1)
β(1 − ρ1)(1 − ρ2

N )A(1 − α)(k∗)α

(1 − ρ1
N )(1 − ρ2) + β(1 − ρ1)(1 − ρ2

N )
,

again with k∗ as in (3.2).
By direct (heavy) computations, we obtain Propositions 3.6–3.10.

Proposition 3.6: It holds that ∂c1,∗
∂ρ1

> 0 if and only if β(1−α)
α

N−ρ2
1−ρ2

> N−ρ1
1−ρ1

.

Proposition 3.7: It holds that ∂c1,∗
∂ρ2

> 0 if and only if β(1−α)
α

N−ρ2
1−ρ2

< N−ρ1
1−ρ1

.10

Hence, from Propositions 3.6 and 3.7 it follows that, as expected, ∂c1,∗
∂ρ1

> 0 if and
only if ∂c1,∗

∂ρ2
< 0, that is, consumption in the first life period increases when the social

interaction coefficient in the first period increases if and only if consumption in the first
period decreases when the social interaction coefficient in the second life period increases.
Proposition 3.8: It holds that ∂c1,∗

∂N > 0 if and only if15

(ρ2 − ρ1)
β(1 − α)

α

N − ρ2

1 − ρ2
< (ρ2 − ρ1)

N − ρ1

1 − ρ1
. (3.4)

Thus, from Propositions 3.6–3.8 it follows that
if ρ2 > ρ1, then ∂c1,∗

∂N > 0 ⇔ ∂c1,∗
∂ρ2

> 0 ⇔ ∂c1,∗
∂ρ1

< 0 ; if instead ρ1 > ρ2, then ∂c1,∗
∂N > 0

⇔ ∂c1,∗
∂ρ2

< 0 ⇔ ∂c1,∗
∂ρ1

> 0 (or, equivalently, ∂c1,∗
∂N < 0 ⇔ ∂c1,∗

∂ρ2
> 0 ⇔ ∂c1,∗

∂ρ1
< 0).

Proposition 3.9: It holds that ∂c2,∗
∂ρ1

< 0 and ∂c2,∗
∂ρ2

> 0.20
Comparing Proposition 3.9 with Propositions 3.6 and 3.7, we observe that an increase

in the social interaction coefficient in the first period always decreases consumption in the
second life period, and an increase in the social interaction coefficient in the second period
always increases consumption in the second life period, independently of the value of the
other parameters, while the behaviour of consumption in the first period with respect to25
variations in the social interaction coefficients is less sharp.
Proposition 3.10: It holds that ∂c2,∗

∂N > 0 if and only if ρ2 > ρ1.

Hence, somewhat similarly to what happens to the steady state value of consumption in
the first life period (see the comments after Proposition 3.8), it holds that if ρ2 > ρ1 then
both ∂c2,∗

∂N and ∂c2,∗
∂ρ2

are positive and ∂c2,∗
∂ρ1

is negative, while if ρ1 > ρ2 then both ∂c2,∗
∂N and30

∂c2,∗
∂ρ1

are negative and ∂c2,∗
∂ρ2

is positive.
Overall, we can conclude that the behaviour of consumption in the second life period

with respect to variations in both the social interaction coefficients and the population size
is more definite than the corresponding behaviour of consumption in the first period with
respect to the same variations.35
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4. Conclusions

We have considered a two-period lived OLG economy, with the utility of each consumer
depending also on the average level of consumption by the consumers in the same
generation. In particular, differently from the existing literature on the topic, we have
assumed that such average level of consumption is not taken as a parameter by agents. On5
the contrary, they behave strategically, considering that the others’ choices, together with
their own choice, will influence their utility function. In this way we obtained a positional
game embedded in an OLG economy, for which we characterized the consumption and
saving choices for the two life periods in the Nash equilibrium path and we determined
a dynamic equation for capital accumulation coherent with the agents’ choices in the10
Nash equilibrium. Hence, also the behaviour, both static and dynamic, described by the
equation for the capital accumulation was coherent with the Nash equilibrium. For the
associated dynamical system we found a unique positive steady state for capital, which is
globally asymptotically stable, like in the original framework by Diamond [8]. Thus, we
can infer that the qualitative dynamical behaviour of the standard OLG model is robust15
with respect to the introduction of social interaction through a positional game. The value
of our steady state for capital turned out to be decreasing with respect to variations in the
degree of interaction in the first life period, while the opposite relation holds with respect
to variations in the degree of interaction in the second period. We then compared the
steady states for capital with and without social interaction, showing that the steady state20
with social interaction is larger than the steady state in the absence of social interaction
if and only if the degree of interaction in the second life period exceeds the degree of
interaction in the first period. In particular, if the degrees of interaction in the two life
periods coincide, the dynamical system is equivalent to the one without social interaction.
We also performed several other comparative statics exercises, in order to understand how25
the position of the steady state for capital and for consumption in the two life periods
varies with respect to the population size and with respect to the degree of interaction in
both periods. Some of those exercises led to easily interpretable results, some others led
instead to conclusions less straightforward to interpret, due to the presence of nontrivial
inequalities.30

Future research should focus for instance on the introduction in our model of a further
degree of heterogeneity, by assuming that the agents within a generationmay have different
social interaction coefficients. In such context one could investigate how consumption
varies according to the value of those coefficients and also compare consumption for all
kinds of agents with the consumption level in the absence of social interaction. Another35
interesting possibility would consist in considering parental consumption as benchmark
reference level for consumption.

Acknowledgements

The authors thank the anonymous Referee for the helpful and valuable comments.

Disclosure statement40

No potential conflict of interest wasAQ1 reported by the authors.

Marina
Nota
We confirm that the disclosure statement is correct.



JOURNAL OF DIFFERENCE EQUATIONS AND APPLICATIONS 11

GDEA 1179292
21-4-2016

Initial
CE:PM QA:RB

References

[1] A. Abel, Optimal taxation when consumers have endogenous benchmark levels of consumption,
Rev. Econ. Stud. 72 (2005), pp. 21–42.

[2] J. Alonso-Carrera, J. Caballé, and X. Raurich, Estate taxes, consumption externalities, and
altruism, J. Public Econ. 92 (2008), pp. 1751–1764.5

[3] A. Antoci, A. Naimzada, and M. Sodini, Local and global indeterminacy in an overlapping
generations model with consumption externalities, Far East J. Appl. Math. 47 (2010), pp. 65–83.

[4] R.C. Barnett and J. Battacharya, Rejuveniles and growth, Eur. Econ. Rev. 52 (2008), pp. 1055–
1071.

[5] M. Bishnu,Linking consumption externalities with optimal accumulation of human and physical10
capital and intergenerational transfers, J. Econ. Theory 148 (2013), pp. 720–742.

[6] H. Bunzel, Habit persistence, money, and overlapping generations, J. Econ. Dyn. Control 30
(2006), pp. 2425–2445.

[7] D. De la Croix, The dynamics of bequeathed tastes, Econ. Lett. 51 (1996), pp. 89–96.
[8] P.A. Diamond, National debt in a neoclassical growth model, Am. Econ. Rev. 55 (1965), pp.15

1126–1150.
[9] J.S. Duesenberry, Income, Saving, and the Theory of Consumer Behavior, Harvard University

Press, Cambridge, 1949.
[10] R.H. Frank, Positional externalities, in Strategy and Choice: Essays in Honor of Thomas C.

Schelling, R. Zeckhauser, ed., MIT Press, Cambridge, 1991, pp. 25–47.20
[11] R.H. Frank, Luxury Fever: Money and Happiness in an Era of Excess, Princeton University

Press, Princeton, 2000.
[12] R.H. Frank,Microeconomics and Behavior, 6th ed., McGraw-Hill, New York, 2005.
[13] N.R. Goodwin, F. Ackerman, and D. Kiron, The Consumer Society, Island Press, Washington,

DC, 1997.25
[14] F. Hirsch, Social Limits to Growth, Routledge and Kegan, London, 1977.
[15] A. Lahiri and M. Puhakka, Habit persistence in overlapping generations economies under pure

exchange, J. Econ. Theory 78 (1998), pp. 176–186.
[16] H. Leibenstein, Bandwagon, snob, and Veblen effects in the theory of consumers’ demand,

Q. J. Econ. 64 (1950), pp. 183–207.30
[17] D. Menicucci and P.L. Sacco, Evolutionary selection of socially sensitive preferences in random

matching environments, J. Math. Sociology 33 (2009), pp. 241–276.
[18] A. Naimzada, P.L. Sacco, and M. Sodini,Wealth-sensitive positional competition as a source of

dynamic complexity in OLG models, Nonlinear Anal.: Real World Appl. 14 (2013), pp. 1–13.
[19] M. Rauscher, Keeping up with the Joneses: Chaotic patterns in a status game, Econ. Lett. 4035

(1992), pp. 287–290.
[20] M. Rauscher, Demand for social status and the dynamics of consumer behavior, J. Socio-Econ.

22 (1993), pp. 105–113.
[21] C.J. Uhlaner, “Relational goods” and participation: Incorporating sociability into a theory of

rational action, Public Choice 62 (1989), pp. 253–285.40




