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Abstract

We consider linear dynamic models with rational expectations in
case of incomplete and asymmetric information as well as agents het-
erogeneity. This problem requires solving infinite dimensional matrix
equations. We propose asymptotic expansion method to reduce this
problem to finite dimensional problem.
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1 Introduction

We consider linear dynamic models with rational expectations in case of
incomplete and asymmetric information as well as agents heterogeneity.

Standard rational expectations approach in Lucas spirit, where agents
perfectly observe all variables in the economy, while offering very convenient
and powerful framework, lacks of realism since in the economy most of the
variables are unobservable or can be observed only with large noise. On
can however easily reconcile rational expectations with imperfect knowledge
within bayesian inference framework, where agents gradually and optimally
learn about the true values of variables in the economy over time based
on available information. Unfortunately introducing incomplete information
or, more generally, bayesian inference greatly complicates model solution
techniques.

There exists a few algorithm of solving models with imperfect information
i.e. Svensson and Woodford (2004), Dellas (2004), Gerali and Lippi (2003).
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These algorithms concentrate however only on case of symmetric informa-
tion, when all agents observe the same small set of economic variables, or on
the special case of asymmetric information, where agents can be ranked with
respect to information set they have!. The second important drawback of
existing methods of solving models with imperfect information is microeco-
nomic incoherence. Only observed variables may influence agents’ decisions.
Thus, if some variable influences the economy, then at least one agent must
perfectly observe this variable. But this is inconsistent with the assump-
tion that only fraction of variables is observed in the economy. Additionally,
since all agents observe their individual states and controls, and these vari-
ables generally are informative with respect to aggregated variables, hence
current algorithms are not well suited for rigorous microeconomic analysis of
macroeconomic phenomena.

In this paper we present a new method of solving models with incomplete
and asymmetric information. We analyze each agent individually and allow
for quite large form of heterogeneity, in particular agents may differ with
respect to its type, individual state, and information set. Agents observe
variables in the economy with individual and aggregated noise. All agents
observe their individual state.

This problem requires solving infinite dimensional matrix equations and
cannot be solved exactly. We propose asymptotic expansion method around
full information case to reduce this problem to finite dimensional problem.
In this paper we concentrate on first order expansion. Proposed algorithm
requires solving matrix equations witch are standard in linear rational ex-
pectations problems. Moreover we avoid necessity of recursive computations,
which typically arise in models with asymmetric information, separation prin-
ciple holds.

In section 2 we outline the model structure, section 3 presents matrix
equations, which determine solution, in sections 4-6 we formulate and solve
asymptotic expansion of the optimal policy function, section 7 discusses com-
putational issues, finally section 8 concludes.

2 The problem

Consider an economy with I types of agents. For ¢ € I let us denote set of
type i agents as Q°. Each agent o € Q' faces the same optimization problem.
Different agents belonging to set ¢ may however differ in their states z*
and information set 1. An agent « of type i in state " makes decisions

'Let i and j are any two agents in the economy and I} Itj are information sets of agents
i and j respectively. Then I} C I} or I} C I}.



about variables ;" " taking aggregate variables, wy, as given. We assume that
optimization problem of the agent leads to linearized first order conditions
in the form

xzfl = Allivf: o+ Aéyi o+ Agﬁifl + Bjw; + B§€t+1
0= E{Cil’za Cl v+ Diwt\fta”} + E{Giwifl + G;nyl + Hiwt+1|fta’z}
(1)

Information set I;" " determines information available to agent « of type i
in period t. This information set will be described later. The variable €/
represents individual shocks, the variable €; represents aggregated shocks.

We assume that for each i € I, a € Q', {¢"'} and {et} are martingale
difference sequences with respect to any 1nformat10n set It > with increments
normally distributed, var(e;) = I, var(e;®) = I, where I is an identity matrix,
and Fqoi{e'} = 0.

We allow for incomplete information. Agent o € €° does not observe all
variables in the economy but imperfectly observes only a fraction of variables
in the economy. However each agent perfectly observes individual state and
control variables. The agent o €  information set ™" consists of all model
parameters and set of variables =i where

r—~za {Zi,a, i, T<t}
and variable Z! is given by
78 = w, + Liv, + Lyvb® (2)

Information set contain all private state variables, and thus, all private vari-
ables, and a fraction of aggregated variables possibly observed with indi-
vidual as well as aggregated noise. Variables {v;} and {Ut } are martingale
difference sequences with respect to any mformatlon set It ’1 with increments
normally distributed, var(v,) = ul, var(v;®) = uI and Eqi{v;*} = 0, and
(v is a small variance scaling parameter. Additionally let cov(vy, &) = /uV
and cov(vy®, ;%) = \/uW.

2.1 Aggregate variables

Let us denote by xt mean state of agents of type i, =i = FEqi{z}"
Slmllarly, yi = Eqi{y"'}. Let us denote concentration of vectors or matrices,
‘. indexed by elements of set I as col z*, and block-diagonal matrix composed



with vectors or matrices, 2*, indexed by elements of set I as diag z*

o 220 0
. 2 ) 2
col(z') = : diag(z') = ‘ ‘
2t . OI
0 0 =z

We have z;, = col(z}) and y; = col(y}).
To close the model we must yet specify evolution of aggregate variables,
w;. We assume that

T
Wy = | Yt (3)
Dt
and
Diy1 = Nipt + Nowy + N3epq (4)

where p; is a vector of aggregated variables, which does not come from ag-
gregation of individual variables.

3 Solution

We are going to solve the problem (1) using the method of undetermined
coefficients. In particular, we are going to find solution to (1) in the form

u" =) P+ ) Q2 ()
k=0 k=0

Agents are heterogenous with respect to information sets. This heterogeneity
has two sources — individual states, not observable for other agents in the
economy, and individual shocks in observation of aggregate variables. The
first source of this heterogeneity leads to infinite dimension of the problem
since it generally would required to take into account all historical informa-
tion concerning individual states to make forecasts about aggregated states.
Since agents have different information sets their must forecast other agents
forecasts too. These forecasts usually have different updating schemes which
prohibits existing low dimensional markovian representation of the solution
to (1). Observe that is we assume that only current individual state and new



information, Z;", matter, then we can express the second equation under (1)
as

0= A'zp® + B'Z* + CE{w,|I;*} + DE{wy 1|1}

where A, B, C', D are appropriate matrices. In case of imperfect information
E{w;|I[*} generally depends on all past individual states and information.
Thus, such a low dimensional representation is impossible.

Only observed variables matter for policy rule (5). Any observed variable
under information set Iti *“ may be expressed as a weighted sum of all current
and lagged variables in the information set, thus, may have representation in
the form (5).

We can express the second condition under (1) using (2) as

0= Z Tiab®, + Z UiZy, + (D?l +(Gy + GéPé)Bi>E{wt!ff’a} (6)
(H’ + Gl QOK’)E{thHm}
where
= Cl + C3F; + (G} + GLF)) (A} + AL Fy) + Gy P
= C4P + (GY + GLP) AL Pl + G P,;’H (7)
= CiQ!, + (G + GLPH ALQ! + GLQ%

for k > 0 and m > 0.

Now, we are going to expand expressions E{z,_;|I""}, E{vi_x|I™'} in
equation (6). Using (36) we can express expectations under private informa-
tion set I™" as

E{wey1- 17"} = Z Bl 1 % + Z Wioom (8)
for any k > 0 and 7 € I where matrices ®; ,, and W} satisfy
Z CI)kp cov xt —p> xt m Z \IfkpCOV t p7 xt m) - COV(wH—l ks xt m)

e zcx za 1,0 1,0
g P, pcov(my®,, 72, +§ 43 o COV(Zy5, 2% ) = cov(Wig1—k, Z45,)

(9)



thus

0=>" (Tﬁn + (D + (G + GLPY)BY®S,, + (Hi + GéQéKi)%,m) o

m=0

3 (U (D44 (G4 GRP)BW, + (H + GLQU KDY, ) 215,
m=0

In this way we have a system of matrix equations
0=T, + (D; + (Gy + Gy F5) By) @, + (Hi + GLQ0K1) P,

0=U,, + (D] + (G} + G2PO>B1)\I/1,m + (H; + G2Q0K1)‘I’o,m

for i € I and m > 0 which determine matrices P!, and Q.

3.1 Aggregated states

Let us assume that dynamics of aggregate variables is

oo o0
Wiy = Z Prwy_y + Z Qi + Rugq + Sery (11)
k=0 k=0

We must find yet matrices Py, Q, R, S. From (4) we have
D41 = <N1J3 + N2>wt + N3€r i1 (12)

where J;, Jo, J3 are selecting matrices such that Jlw, = z;, J?w, = vy,
J3w; = p;. From (1)

Tppp = (diag(Aé)Jl + diag(A4%)J? + col(Bi))wt + col(B) ey (13)

From (5), (2) and (11) we have

Yir1 = Z(Aopk + Nppr)wi—i + Z (diag(@cﬂ) C01<Li) + AOQk>Ut—k
k=0 k=0 (14)
+ AoSeryq + (AOR + diag(Q}) col(Li))th
where
Ay = diag(Py)J + diag(Q}) (15)



thus, from (3), (12), (13), (14) and (11) we have

) 0 col(B3)
R = | AoR + diag(Q}) col(Li) S = AoS
0 N;
) diag(A})J* 4 diag(Ay)J? + col(Bj) ) )
POZ AOP0+A1 Pk: AOPk+Ak+1
N1J3 + Ns
and for £k >0
Qr = | diag(Q}, ) col(L}) + AoQs
0

4 Asymptotic expansion

(18)

In this section we are going to construct asymptotic expansion of general
solution to (1) around p — 0. We are looking for solution to (1) in the form

y = Z Py(p)ay, + Z Q)25
k=0 k=0
and we are going to find asymptotic series

7,0 = 7 7 1 7 7,0
Y~ Z(Pl{o +Pk’1/l+ B k72ﬂ2 + .. -)xt’—k
k=0

o . . 1 . .
1,0 7,1 7,2 i,
+Z( P H+§Qk M2+"->Zt—k
k=0
for ;1 — 0. Let us express (10) as

0= T,,(n)

+ (D} + (G + Gy () BL) @4 (1) + (H1 + GaQb(1) ) @4, (1)

0= Uy, (1)

+ (DL + (G + GRG0 BE) W) + (HE -+ GAQA(1) ) Wi, (1)

(19)

(20)



5 Zero order terms

Assume that 4 = 0. Then the problem (1) reduces to the full information
case. In this case Z;"" = wy, thus E{w,_|I;*} = w;_, for k > 0 and from
(8) for any k,m > 0 we have

‘DZH,m(O) =0 \Ijiz-i-l,m(o) = Idk’,m

Let us suppose that P =0 and Qz’o = 0 for £ > 0. Then, from (15),
Ax(0) = 0 and F;(0) = 0 for & > 0, Qx(0) = 0 for & > 0. Thus, for =0
E{wy 1| I1*} = Py(0)w; since vy1_4(0) = 0, for any k& > 0 and

), (0) =0 U5,1,(0) = Po(0)do,m
Hence, (20) reduces to
0= T,(0)
0= U3,(0)+ (D + (G + GAPY) B )00, + (H} + GRS ) Po(0)o
and using (7) for m > 0 we have
0= CoP, +(Gy + Gol ") APyl + Go Pl 1)
0= CLQI0 + (G} + GLR) QLS + GIQIS,

and
0= Cf + CiPy° + (G + GLE, ") (AL + AyPy°) + Gy Py°
0= CHQ + (G + GAPL ) 45Q5° + G )
+ (D} + (G + Gy B )+ (Hi + GYQ;° ) Rol0)
Matrices Pr° = 0, Q" = 0 for k > 0 satisfy (21). Then the fist condition
under (22) determines P.°, the second one determines Q.

6 First order terms

Differentiating (20) with respect to p yields

d . . T . o d
= _TZ DZ (2 lP ) Bl _@Z Hl (2 ) _@Z
0= . Tn(0) + (Di+ (G + GAP)BL) 3.04,,(0) + (] + GAQI°) 7-03,(0)
d . ‘ P o d
= _ [ Dt i t py R it H: ) Sl
0 dﬂ({m<o>+( L (G GAR)BL) 30 (0) + (1 GAQ4°) 04, 0
+ GHQG Pol0)00.
(23)



We have

E{wg |17} ZPkE{wt k|[’°‘}+ZQkE{vt K| I}

= Z Z pk(b;‘c—&—l,m‘rifm + Z Z qujk_H mZza + Z QkE{Ut ]€|IZ 04}

k=0 m=0 k=0 m=0

differentiating with respect p, and taking into account that Q(0) = 0 for
k > 0, yields

%E{leHZ’O‘}(O) =3 By(0) i, (0)24%,,(0)

since value of the variables may depend on p we explicitly denote that we
consider value of given variable under 4 = 0. On the other hand

d za i za i 7,0
@E{wtﬂ\l Z —<I> )+ Z —\IJ 0)Z;,(0)
_ d ,
Py(0)—Z7*(0
+ R(0) 227 (0)
d : > d _. :
—F Y 0) = —®' _(0)x” Zm 0
_ d .
Py(0)—2Z*
hence for m > 0
d A d A
-},(0) = Fy(0)7-},,,(0)
" " y (24)
— = Py(0)— ! —P
W (0) = R0 0) + 2P (0
From (9) we have
o d
0 = cov(W*, xp2,)(0) + — m cov(Liv, + Livp® b )(0)
(25)

o d A A
0 = cov(W*, Z;% )(0) + @ cov(Lijvs + LZQUE “ Z2)(0)

10



where
o0 oo
_ § 7 7,0 i 7,0
p=0 M p=0 lj/

»t = 0 and there exists matrices =}, =,

thus, for m > 0, E{th|
Sl 4 Zho, + Zhor®, thus for m > 0

such that Wy = Ele; + Ebe,
d _. d .
—@l = — =
d,LL l,m(o) 0 d,LL 1,m<0) 0

d % [N We
_\Ijl,o(o) cov(Zy®, 2,)(0)

d 7 7,0
0= @<I>170(0) var(zy®)(0) + 0
d
4+ — cov(Liv, + LZQUZO‘, ;a)(O)

and (25) reduces to

d i 7 Ne% 7,00 d 7 1,
0= @q)LO(O) cov(zy®, Z;)(0) + @‘I’Lo(o) var(Z;)(0)

d . .
+ — cov(Ljv; + Lgvi “Z,(0)

We have from (11) and (1) that
cov(Liv, 4+ Lyvy®, Z0*) = w(Ly + LyIYR + pLiLY + pLiLY
cov(Liv, + Livp®, zb®) = 0

Eqi{vy*}. Hence

PN B0\
sy, 2% =

where ‘v, =
d . ) S o .
— cov(Lijv, + L (LY + LYIYR + Ly LY + Ly LY

d .
— cov(Liv, + Lhvp®, zb®) = 0

and
i\yg 0(0) = ((Li + LyI")R(0) + LS LY + L;L;’)
du =
x (cov(Z°,2y)(0) var(zi*)(0) " cov(a;® ,ZZO‘)(O)—var(Zw‘)(O))_I
BL0(0) = — W0 (0) cov(ZE 1) 0) van(a}) 0)
(26)

11



Observe that matrices d/uWi ((0) and d/du®; ;(0) are already known. Con-
ditions (23) take now the form for m > 0

d .
67 ; (27)
0=-2Ui(0 (Hi G ivo)—Pm 0
dum()+ 1+ Gy i (0)
from (7) we have
@TS(O) = CiPy" + GLPy (AL + ALP°) + (Gl + Gy P ALyt + GA. Py
d T”L _ OiPi,l Gz Pi,lAi Pi,O Gz Gz Pi,O Az Pi,l Gz Pi,l
@k(o)_2k+20 o P+ (G + Gy P ) Ay Py + Gy Py
@U&(O) = CQh + G;POJAQQT;’? +(GY + G2P07O)A2Qn,11 + GQQ#}H
and from (17), for k > 0
d - . i . i
Jzﬁpk = (I— Ao)~!(diag(Pp!y)d1 + diag(Qyy1)) (28)

the first equation under (27) takes now the form
0=CiPyt + GLPY ALPYY + (GY + GAPy ") ALY PP + Gy P,
this equation is fulfilled by
P =0 for k>0

suppose that d/duP(0) = 0 for k > 0. Then, the second equation under
(27) takes the form

0= CiQp + (G1 + Gy ) AYQ0 + GiQs
this equation is fulfilled by
Qﬁc’l =0 for k >0

thus, indeed d/duP;(0) = 0 for k > 0.

Let us now consider the case k = 0. Equations (23) take the form

0= (Ch+ (G + PRI A3) Py + GA PP (AL + A43)

‘ ; i D10\ pi i i 0\ B d &
(D1 (G GLEL)BL + (1 + GAQI)Ro(0) ) £ @%.0(0)
Gy + (G} + GyP) A3 ) Q5" + GHQ" o+ GL Py 503
1+ (

+

(29)
0

; ; i 11,0\ i i i i 0\ B d i
Dy + (G + G§P0’0)31 + (H] + Gy 0’0)P0<0)> @\I’Lo(o)

+

12



Equations (29) determine Py' and Qf' and finish computation of first order

correction terms.

7 Notes on computational issues

The first equation under (22) is fairly standard and appears while ana-
lyzing linear dynamic rational models. This matrix equation can be reduced
to appropriate generalized eigenvalue-eigenvector problem and then solved
using generalized Schur decomposition, see Kowal (2005) for further details.
Generalized Schur decomposition is available i.e. in Lapack library.

After solving the first equation under (22) we can determine the matrix
Py(0) using (17). Thus, the second equation under (22) becomes generalized
Sylvester matrix equation. This equation is a special case of the generalized
Lyapunov matrix equation of the form

AX-YB=C

(30)
DX —-YE=F

Equation (30) can be solved using i.e. Slicot library. Having determined
matrices Po° and Q4° we can find all covariance matrices required by the
equation (26) and thus also matrices d/du®} ,(0) and d/duVi ((0). Now
equations under (29) become generalized Sylvester matrix equation. Notice
that we can determine full information solution as well as first order correc-
tion terms without using any recursive computations.

8 Conclusions

In this paper we have presented a method of solving linear rational models
with imperfect and asymmetric information. General imperfect information
problem even in linear framework requires solving infinite dimensional prob-
lems. Proposed asymptotic expansion method is able to deliver approximate
to such problems. We have concentrated on expansion around full informa-
tion case since it allows for direct comparisons with full information case and
thus for assessment of influence of imperfect information on the economy.
Additionally such an expansion allows for relatively easy solution. We have
limited ourselves to first order terms only, but higher order expansions seems
to be possible.
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A Conditional expectations

In this section we closely follow Pollock (1999). Let = and y are random
vectors whose joint distribution is normal. Then there exists a vector o and
a matrix B such that

E(ylz) = a+ B'x (31)

thus E(y|z) is also normally distributed. We are going to find o and B.
Multiplying F(y|z) by the marginal density function of x and by integrating
with respect to = yields

E{E(y|x)} = E(y)
On applying this condition to (31) we find that

E(y) = a+ B'E(x), or a=E(y) — B'E(z) (32)

Next, by multiplying E(y|x) by 2" and by the marginal density function of
x, and by integrating with respect to z, we obtain the joint moment F(zy’).
Thus, from equation (31), we get

E(yz') = aE(x) + B'E(xx’) (33)
multiplying the first equation under (32) by E(z’) gives
E(y)E(') = aB(/) + B'E(x) B() (34)
substracting (34) form (33) yields
cov(y,x) = B{E(z2') — E(z)E(z")} = B var(x)
where cov(y,z) = E(yz') — E(y)E(2’) and var(z) = cov(z, x). Thus
B' = cov(y,x) x var(z)™" (35)
Substituting (35) and the second equation under (32) to (31) yields

E(ylr) = E(y) + ¥ x (z — E(x))

U = cov(y,z) x var(z) (36)

substracting y form both sides of equation (36) and multiplying by z'— E(z|z)’
yields

cov(y, z|z) = cov(y, 2) — cov(y, x) var(z) "' cov(z, 2) (37)

where cov(y, z|z) = cov((y — E(y|z))(z — E(z]x))’).
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