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  Abstract
  Conventional economic policy focuses on ‘economic’ solutions (e.g. taxes, incentives, regulation) to problems caused by market-level factors such as externalities, misaligned incentives and information asymmetries. By contrast, ‘nudges’ provide behavioural solutions to problems that have generally been assumed to originate from limitations in human decision making, such as present bias. While policy-makers have good reason for exploiting the power of nudges, we argue that these extremes leave open a large space of policy options that have received less attention in the academic literature. First, there is no reason that solution and problem need have the same theoretical basis: there are promising behavioural solutions to problems that have causes that are well explained by traditional economics, and conventional economic solutions often offer the best line of attack on problems of behavioural origin. Second, there is a wide range of hybrid policy actions with both economic and behavioural components (e.g. framing a tax or incentive in a specific way), and there exist many societal problems – perhaps the majority – that arise from both economic and behavioural factors (e.g. firms’ exploitation of consumers’ behavioural biases). This paper aims to remind policy-makers that behavioural economics can influence policy in a variety of ways, of which nudges are the most prominent but not necessarily the most powerful.


 


   
    
	
Type

	Articles


 	
Information

	Behavioural Public Policy
  
,
Volume 1
  
,
Issue 1
  , May 2017  , pp. 26 - 53 
 DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/bpp.2016.7
 [Opens in a new window]
 
  


   	
Copyright

	
Copyright © Cambridge University Press 2017 




 Access options
 Get access to the full version of this content by using one of the access options below. (Log in options will check for institutional or personal access. Content may require purchase if you do not have access.)  


    
 References
  
 

 Abaluck, J. (2011), ‘What Would We Eat if We Knew More: The Implications of a Large-Scale Change in Nutrition Labeling’, Massachusetts Institute of Technology Working Paper.Google Scholar


 
 

 Agnew, J. (2013), ‘Australia's retirement system: Strengths, weaknesses, and reforms’, Center for Retirement Research Issue Brief, 13–5.Google Scholar


 
 

 Allcott, H. (2015), ‘Site Selection Bias in Program Evaluation’, Quarterly Journal of Economics, 130(3): 1117–1165.Google Scholar


 
 

 Allcott, H., Mullainathan, S. and Taubinsky, D. (2014), ‘Energy policy with externalities and internalities’, Journal of Public Economics, 112: 72–88.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Allcott, H., and Sunstein, C. R. (2015), ‘Regulating internalities’, Journal of Policy Analysis and Management, 34(3): 698–705.Google Scholar


 
 

 Ariely, D., Loewenstein, G. and Prelec, D. (2003), ‘“Coherent arbitrariness”: Stable demand curves without stable preferences’, Quarterly Journal of Economics, 118: 73–106.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Ariely, D., Loewenstein, G. and Prelec, D. (2006), ‘Tom Sawyer and the construction of value’, Journal of Economic Behavior and Organization
60(1): 1–10.Google Scholar


 
 

 Bar-Gill, O. and Sunstein, C. R. (2015), ‘Regulation as delegation’, Journal of Legal Analysis, 7(1): 1–36.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Barr, M. S., Mullainathan, S. and Shafir, E. (2009), ‘The case for behaviorally informed regulation’, New perspectives on regulation, 25: 41–42.Google Scholar


 
 

 Behavioural Insights Team (2016), Update report. Behavioural Insights Team, 4 Matthew Parker St, Westminster, London SW1H 9NP. Available at: http://38r8om2xjhhl25mw24492dir.wpengine.netdna-cdn.com/wp-content/uploads/2016/09/BIT_Update_Report_2015-16-.pdf
Google Scholar


 
 

 Bernheim, B. D. and Rangel, A. (2004), ‘Addiction and cue-triggered decision processes’, The American Economic Review, 94(5): 1558–1590.Google Scholar


 
 

 Beshears, J., Choi, J. J., Laibson, D. and Madrian, B. C. (2013), ‘Simplification and saving’, Journal of economic behavior & organization, 95: 130–145.Google Scholar


 
 

 Bjorklund, A. and Freeman, R. B. (1997), ‘Generating Equality and Eliminating Poverty, the Swedish Way’, in Freeman, R. B., Topel, R. and Swedenborg, B. (eds.), The Welfare State in Transition: Reforming the Swedish Model, Chicago, University of Chicago Press.Google Scholar


 
 

 Brownell, K. D., Kersh, R., Ludwig, D. S., Post, R. C., Puhl, R. M., Schwartz, M. B. and Willett, W. C. (2010), ‘Personal responsibility and obesity: a constructive approach to a controversial issue’, Health Affairs, 29(3): 379–387.Google Scholar


 
 

 Brynjolfsson, E. and McAfee, A. (2014), The second machine age: Work, progress, and prosperity in a time of brilliant technologies, New York: W. W. Norton & Company.Google Scholar


 
 

 Bubb, R. and Pildes, R. H. (2014), ‘How behavioral economics trims its sails and why’, Harvard Law Review, 127: 13–29.Google Scholar


 
 

 Camerer, C., Issacharoff, S., Loewenstein, G., O'Donoghue, T. and Rabin, M. (2003). ‘Regulation for Conservatives: Behavioral Economics and the Case for “Asymmetric Paternalism”’, University of Pennsylvania Law Review, 151(3): 1211–1254.Google Scholar


 
 

 Carroll, G. D., Choi, J. J., Laibson, D., Madrian, B. and Metrick, A. (2005), ‘Optimal defaults and active decisions (No. w11074)’, National Bureau of Economic Research.Google Scholar


 
 

 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. (2012), ‘Trends in current cigarette smoking among high school students and adults, United States, 1965–2011’, Atlanta, GA: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Available at: http://www.cdc.gov/tobacco/data_statistics/tables/trends/cig_smoking/ (accessed 21 October, 2016).Google Scholar


 
 

 Chetty, R., Friedman, J. N., Leth-Petersen, S., Nielsen, T. and Olsen, T. (2014), ‘Active vs. Passive Decisions and Crowd-out in Retirement Savings Accounts: Evidence from Denmark’, Quarterly Journal of Economics, 129(3): 1141–1219.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Chetty, R., Looney, A. and Kroft, K. (2009), ‘Salience and Taxation: Theory and Evidence’, American Economic Review, 99(4): 1145–77.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Choi, J. J., Laibson, D., Madrian, B. C. and Metrick, A. (2004), ‘For better or for worse: Default effects and 401 (k) savings behavior’, in Wise, D. A. (ed.) Perspectives on the Economics of Aging, Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Press, 81–126.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Conly, S. (2013), Against Autonomy: Justifying Coercive Paternalism, New York: Cambridge University Press.Google ScholarPubMed


 
 

 Convery, F., McDonnell, S. and Ferreira, S. (2007), ‘The most popular tax in Europe? Lessons from the Irish plastic bags levy’, Environmental and Resource Economics, 38(1): 1–11.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Cutler, D. M., Glaeser, E. L. and Shapiro, J. M. (2003), ‘Why have Americans become more obese?’, The Journal of Economic Perspectives, 17(3): 93–118.Google Scholar


 
 

 Downs, J. S., Wisdom, J. and Loewenstein, G. (2015), ‘Helping consumers use nutrition information: Effects of format and presentation’, American Journal of Health Economics, 1(3): 326–344.Google Scholar


 
 

 Duesenberry, J. S. (1949), Income, Saving, and the Theory of Consumer Behaviour, Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.Google Scholar


 
 

 Executive Office of the President National Science and Technology Council (2016), Social and Behavioral Sciences Team 2016 Annual Report, National Science and Technology Council, Washington, D.C. 20502 (September 15, 2016). Available at: https://sbst.gov/download/2016%20SBST%20Annual%20Report.pdf
Google Scholar


 
 

 Finkelstein, A. (2009), ‘EZ-tax: Tax Salience and Tax Rates’, The Quarterly Journal of Economics, 124(3): 969–1010.Google Scholar


 
 

 Finkelstein, E. A., Trogdon, J. G., Cohen, J. W. and Dietz, W. (2009), ‘Annual medical spending attributable to obesity: payer-and service-specific estimates’, Health Affairs, 28(5): w822–w831.CrossRefGoogle ScholarPubMed


 
 

 Flegal, K. M., Graubard, B. I., Williamson, D.F. and Gail, M. H. (2005), ‘Excess deaths associated with underweight, overweight, and obesity’, Journal of the American Medical Association, 293(15): 1861–1867.Google Scholar


 
 

 Frank, R. H. (1985), Choosing the right pond: Human behavior and the quest for status, Oxford, England: Oxford University Press.Google Scholar


 
 

 Frank, R. H. and Cook, P. J. (1995), The Winner-Take-All Society: Why the Few at the Top Get So Much More Than the Rest of Us, New York: Penguin Books.Google Scholar


 
 

 Frey, C. B. and Osborne, M. A. (2013), ‘The future of employment: how susceptible are jobs to computerisation’, Oxford Martin School, University of Oxford. http://www.oxfordmartin.ox.ac.uk/downloads/academic/The_Future_of_Employment.pdf (retrieved 15 October 2016).Google Scholar


 
 

 Fryer, R. G. Jr, Levitt, S. D., List, J. and Sadoff, S. (2012), ‘Enhancing the efficacy of teacher incentives through loss aversion: A field experiment (No. w18237)’, National Bureau of Economic Research.Google Scholar


 
 

 Gabaix, X. and Laibson, D. (2005), ‘Shrouded attributes, consumer myopia, and information suppression in competitive markets (No. w11755)’, National Bureau of Economic Research.Google Scholar


 
 

 Goodall, C. (2016), The Switch: How Solar, Storage and New Tech Means Cheap Power for All, London, UK: Profile Books.Google Scholar


 
 

 Gruber, J. and Köszegi, B. (2001), ‘Is Addiction “Rational”? Theory and Evidence’, The Quarterly Journal of Economics, 116(4): 1261–1303.Google Scholar


 
 

 Grüne-Yanoff, T. and Hertwig, R. (2016), ‘Nudge Versus Boost: How Coherent are Policy and Theory?’, Minds and Machines, 26: 149–183.Google Scholar


 
 

 Halpern, D. (2015), Inside the Nudge Unit: How small changes can make a big difference, New York: Random House.Google Scholar


 
 

 Hanks, A. S., Just, D. R. and Wansink, B. (2013), ‘Smarter lunchrooms can address new school lunchroom guidelines and childhood obesity’, The Journal of Pediatrics, 162(4): 867–869.CrossRefGoogle ScholarPubMed


 
 

 Heidhues, P., Kőszegi, B. and Murooka, T. (2016), ‘Exploitative Innovation’, American Economic Journal: Microeconomics, 8(1): 1–23.Google Scholar


 
 

 Herrnstein, R., Loewenstein, G., Prelec, D. and Vaughan, W. (1993), ‘Utility maximization and melioration: Internalities in individual choice’, Journal of Behavioral Decision Making, 6: 149–185.Google Scholar


 
 

 Herrnstein, R. and Prelec, D. (1992), ‘A theory of addiction’, in Loewenstein, G. & Elster, J. (eds.) Choice Over Time, Russell Sage Foundation, 331–357.Google Scholar


 
 

 Hertwig, R. and Ryall, M. D. (2016), Nudge vs. Boost: Agency Dynamics Under ‘Libertarian Paternalism’, Available at SSRN: http://ssrn.com/abstract=2711166.Google Scholar


 
 

 Homonoff, T. A. (2012), ‘Can Small Incentives Have Large Effects? The Impact of Taxes versus Bonuses on Disposable Bag Use’, Proceedings. Annual Conference on Taxation and Minutes of the Annual Meeting of the National Tax Association, 105: 64–90.Google Scholar


 
 

 Imas, A. (2014), ‘Working for the “warm glow”: On the benefits and limits of prosocial incentives’, Journal of Public Economics, 114: 14–18.Google Scholar


 
 

 ‘IRA Withdrawal Rules’, n.d. Charles Schwab & Co., Schwab Brokerage. Available at: http://www.schwab.com/public/schwab/investing/retirement_and_planning/understanding_iras/traditional_ira/withdrawal_rules (accessed 21 October, 2016).Google Scholar


 
 

 John, L. K., Loewenstein, G., Troxel, A. B., Norton, L., Fassbender, J. E. and Volpp, K. G. (2011), ‘Financial incentives for extended weight loss: a randomized, controlled trial’, Journal of General Internal Medicine, 26(6): 621–626.CrossRefGoogle ScholarPubMed


 
 

 Johnson, D. (2016), ‘Twilight of the nudges’, New Republic, 27 October, 2016. https://newrepublic.com/article/138175/twilight-nudges
Google Scholar


 
 

 Jue, J. J. S., Press, M. J., McDonald, D., Volpp, K. G., Asch, D. A., Mitra, N., Stanowski, A. C. and Loewenstein, G. (2012), ‘The impact of price discounts and calorie messaging on beverage consumption: a multi-site field study’, Preventive medicine, 55(6): 629–633.Google Scholar


 
 

 Laibson, D. (1997), ‘Golden eggs and hyperbolic discounting’, The Quarterly Journal of Economics, 443–477.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Levmore, S. (2014a), ‘Internality Regulation Through Public Choice’, Theoretical Inquiries in Law, 15(2): 447–470.Google Scholar


 
 

 Levmore, S. (2014b), ‘From Helmets to Savings and Inheritance Taxes: Regulatory Intensity, Information Revelation, and Internalities’, University of Chicago Law Review, 81: 229–249.Google Scholar


 
 

 Lind, M. (2016), ‘Can you have a good life if you don't have a good job?’, New York Times. Available at: http://www.nytimes.com/2016/09/18/opinion/sunday/can-you-have-a-good-life-if-you-dont-have-a-good-job.html?_r=0 (accessed 21 October, 2016).Google Scholar


 
 

 Loewenstein, G. and Haisley, E. (2008), ‘The economist as therapist: Methodological issues raised by “light” paternalism’, in Caplin, A. and Schotter, A. (eds.), “Foundations of Positive and Normative Economics,” volume 1 in the Handbook of Economic Methodologies, Oxford, England: Oxford University Press.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Loewenstein, G. and Schwartz, D. (2010), ‘Nothing to Fear but a Lack of Fear: Climate Change and the Fear Deficit’, G8 Magazine, 60–62.Google Scholar


 
 

 Loewenstein, G. and Ulbel, P. (2010), ‘Economics behaving badly’, The New York Times, 14. Available at: http://www.nytimes.com/2010/07/15/opinion/15loewenstein.html?_r=1 (accessed 21 October, 2016).Google Scholar


 
 

 Madrian, B. C. and Shea, D. F. (2001), ‘The Power Of Suggestion: Inertia In 401(k) Participation And Savings Behavior’, Quarterly Journal of Economics, 116(4): 1149–1187.Google Scholar


 
 

 Mannix, B. F. and Dudley, S. E. (2015), ‘Please don't regulate my internalities’, Journal of Policy Analysis and Management, 34(3): 715–718.Google Scholar


 
 

 Mansfield, E. (1983), ‘Long Waves and Technological Innovation’, American Economic Review, 73(2): 141–145.Google Scholar


 
 

 Marshall, G. (2015), Don't even think about it: Why our brains are wired to ignore climate change, New York: Bloomsbury.Google Scholar


 
 

 Martin, B. (2016), ‘Job fears mount as businesses unite to fight UK sugar tax’, Daily Telegraph, August 16, 2016. http://www.telegraph.co.uk/business/2016/08/15/job-fears-mount-as-businesses-unite-to-fight-uk-sugar-tax/ (downloaded 2 October, 2016).Google Scholar


 
 

 McCaffery, E. J. and Baron, J. (2006), ‘Thinking about tax’, Psychology, Public Policy, and Law, 12(1): 106–135.Google Scholar


 
 

 Modigliani, F. (1966), ‘The Life Cycle Hypothesis of Saving, the Demand for Wealth and the Supply of Capital’, Social Research, 33(2): 160–217.Google Scholar


 
 

 Morrison, R. (2013), ‘How a small nudge is helping people save for their retirement’, Civil Service Quarterly Blog, https://quarterly.blog.gov.uk/2013/10/22/how-a-small-nudge-is-helping-people-save-for-their-retirement/ (downloaded 2 October 2016).Google Scholar


 
 

 Morrissey, M. (2016), ‘The state of American retirement: how 401k(s) have failed most American workers’, Available at: http://www.epi.org/publication/retirement-in-america/#charts (accessed 21 October, 2016).Google Scholar


 
 

 Nachmany, M., Fankhauser, S., Davidová, J., Kingsmill, N., Landesman, T., Roppongi, H., Schleifer, P., Setzer, J., Sharman, A., Singleton, C. S, Sundaresan, J. and Townshend, T. (2015), The 2015 Global Climate Legislation Study A Review of Climate Change Legislation in 99 Countries
, Grantham Research Institute on Climate Change and the Environment.Google Scholar


 
 

 O'Connor, A. (2015), ‘Coca-cola funds scientists who shift blame for obesity away from bad diets’, New York Times, 9. Available at: http://well.blogs.nytimes.com/2015/08/09/coca-cola-funds-scientists-who-shift-blame-for-obesity-away-from-bad-diets/ (accessed 21 October, 2016).Google Scholar


 
 

 O'Donoghue, T. and Rabin, M. (1999), ‘Doing it now or later’, American Economic Review, 89(1): 103–124.Google Scholar


 
 

 O'Donoghue, T. and Rabin, M. (2003), ‘Studying Optimal Paternalism, Illustrated by a Model of Sin Taxes’, The American Economic Review, 93(2): 186–191.Google Scholar


 
 

 O'Donoghue, T. and Rabin, M. (2006), ‘Optimal Sin Taxes’, Journal of Public Economics, 90(10–11): 1825–1849.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Oliver, A. (2013), ‘From Nudging to Budging: Using Behavioural Economics to Inform Public Sector Policy’, Journal of Social Policy, 42(4): 685–700.Google Scholar


 
 

 Oliver, A. (2015), ‘Nudging, shoving, and budging: behavioural economic-informed policy’, Public Administration, 93(3): 700–714.Google Scholar


 
 

 Oliver, A. and Ubel, P. (2014), ‘Nudging the obese: a UK–US consideration’, Health Economics, Policy and Law, 9(03): 329–342.CrossRefGoogle ScholarPubMed


 
 

 Polivy, J. and Herman, C. (2002), ‘If at first you don't succeed: False hopes of self-change’, American Psychologist, 57(9): 677–689.Google Scholar


 
 

 Rhee, N. (2013), ‘The retirement savings crisis: Is it worse than we think?’, National Institute on Retirement Security. Available at: http://www.nirsonline.org/storage/nirs/documents/Retirement%20Savings%20Crisis/retirementsavingscrisis_final.pdf (accessed 21 October, 2016).Google Scholar


 
 

 Rick, S. and Loewenstein, G. (2008), ‘Intangibility in intertemporal choice’, Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences, 363: 3813–3824.Google Scholar


 
 

 Rogelj, J., den Elzen, M., Höhne, N., Fransen, T., Fekete, H., Winkler, H., Schaeffer, R., Sha, F., Riahi, K. and Meinshausen, M. (2016), ‘Paris Agreement climate proposals need a boost to keep warming well below 2 C’, Nature, 534(7609): 631–639.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Schofield, H., Loewenstein, G., Kopisc, J. and Volpp, K.G. (2015), ‘Comparing the effectiveness of individualistic, altruistic, and competitive incentives in motivating completion of mental exercises’, Journal of Health Economics, 44: 286–299.Google Scholar


 
 

 Schultz, P. W., Nolan, J. M., Cialdini, R. B., Goldstein, N. J. and Griskevicius, V. (2007), ‘The constructive, destructive, and reconstructive power of social norms’, Psychological Science, 18(5): 429–434.Google Scholar


 
 

 Schwartz, B. (2014), ‘Why Not Nudge? A Review of Cass Sunstein's Why Nudge’, The Psych Report, April 17, 2014. Available at: http://thepsychreport.com/essays-discussion/nudge-review-cass-sunsteins-why-nudge/
Google Scholar


 
 

 Slovic, P. (ed.). (2001), Smoking: Risk, perception, and policy, Sage publications.CrossRefGoogle Scholar


 
 

 Stern, N. H. (2007), The economics of climate change: The Stern review, Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press.CrossRefGoogle ScholarPubMed


 
 

 Sugden, R. (2008), ‘Why incoherent preferences do not justify paternalism’, Constitutional Political Economy, 19(3): 226–248.Google Scholar


 
 

 Summers, N. (2013), ‘In Australia, retirement saving done right’, Bloomberg, Available at: http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2013-05-30/in-australia-retirement-saving-done-right (accessed 21 October, 2016).Google Scholar


 
 

 Sunstein, C. R. (2014), Why nudge?: The politics of libertarian paternalism, Yale University Press.Google Scholar


 
 

 Sunstein, C. R. (2016), The ethics of influence, Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press.Google Scholar


 
 

 Tasic, S. (2009), ‘The Illusion of Regulatory Competence’, Critical Review, 21(4): 423–436.Google Scholar


 
 

 Thaler, R. H. and Benartzi, S. (2004), ‘Save more tomorrow™: Using behavioral economics to increase employee saving’, Journal of political Economy, 112(S1): S164–S187.Google Scholar


 
 

 Thaler, R. H. and Sunstein, C. R. (2003), ‘Libertarian paternalism’, The American Economic Review, 93(2): 175–179.Google Scholar


 
 

 Thaler, R. H. and Sunstein, C. R. (2008), Nudge: Improving Decisions About Health, Wealth, and Happiness, New Haven, CT: Yale University Press.Google Scholar


 
 

 “The future of retirement: A balancing act” (2015), HSBC Holdings plc, London, U.K. Available at: https://www.hsbc.ca/1/PA_ES_Content_Mgmt/content/canada4/pdfs/personal/for-balancing-act-global-report.pdf (accessed 21 October, 2016).Google Scholar


 
 

 Viscusi, W. K. and Gayer, T. (2015), ‘Behavioral Public Choice: The Behavioral Paradox of Government Policy’, Vanderbilt Law and Economics Working Paper Number 15–2. Retrieved March 29, 2015, from http://ssrn.com/abstract=2559408.Google Scholar


 
 

 Volpp, K. G., Pauly, M. V., Loewenstein, G. and Bangsberg, D. (2009), ‘P4P4P: an agenda for research on pay-for-performance for patients’, Health Affairs, 28(1): 206–214.Google Scholar




 

           



 
  	116
	Cited by


 

   




 Cited by

 
 Loading...


    


 













Cited by





	



116




	


















Crossref Citations










This article has been cited by the following publications. This list is generated based on data provided by
Crossref.









Sunstein, Cass R.
2017.
Misconceptions About Nudges.
SSRN Electronic Journal,


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Pellegrin, Claire
Grolleau, Gilles
Mzoughi, Naoufel
and
Napoleone, Claude
2018.
Does the Identifiable Victim Effect Matter for Plants? Results From a Quasi-experimental Survey of French Farmers.
Ecological Economics,
Vol. 151,
Issue. ,
p.
106.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Meder, Björn
Fleischhut, Nadine
and
Osman, Magda
2018.
Beyond the confines of choice architecture: A critical analysis.
Journal of Economic Psychology,
Vol. 68,
Issue. ,
p.
36.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Hands, D. Wade
2018.
Foundations of Libertarian Paternalism: Normativity, Rationality, and Welfare.
SSRN Electronic Journal,


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Thomas, Fabian
Koessler, Ann-Kathrin
and
Engel, Stefanie
2018.
Stupsende Agrarpolitik? Nudging zu einernachhaltigen Landwirtschaft.
Vierteljahrshefte zur Wirtschaftsforschung,
Vol. 87,
Issue. 2,
p.
127.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Angner, Erik
2018.
We're All Behavioral Economists Now.
SSRN Electronic Journal,


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Schnellenbach, Jan
2018.
Evolving Hierarchical Preferences and Behavioral Economic Policies.
SSRN Electronic Journal,


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Howley, Peter
and
Ocean, Neel
2019.
Doing More with Less: Leveraging Social Norms and Status Concerns in Encouraging Conservation Farm Practices.
SSRN Electronic Journal ,


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Angner, Erik
2019.
We're all behavioral economists now.
Journal of Economic Methodology,
Vol. 26,
Issue. 3,
p.
195.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Schnellenbach, Jan
2019.
Evolving hierarchical preferences and behavioral economic policies.
Public Choice,
Vol. 178,
Issue. 1-2,
p.
31.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Carlsson, Fredrik
Gravert, Christina Annette
Kurz, Verena
and
Johansson-Stenman, Olof
2019.
Nudging as an Environmental Policy Instrument.
SSRN Electronic Journal,


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Loughran, Thomas A.
2019.
Behavioral criminology and public policy.
Criminology & Public Policy,
Vol. 18,
Issue. 4,
p.
737.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






DellaValle, Nives
2019.
People’s decisions matter: understanding and addressing energy poverty with behavioral economics.
Energy and Buildings,
Vol. 204,
Issue. ,
p.
109515.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Çağlar Dede, O.
2019.
Behavioral policies and inequities: the case of incentivized smoking cessation policies.
Journal of Economic Methodology,
Vol. 26,
Issue. 3,
p.
272.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Hagmann, David
Ho, Emily H
and
Loewenstein, George
2019.
Nudging out support for a carbon tax.
Nature Climate Change,
Vol. 9,
Issue. 6,
p.
484.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Bergeron, Stéphane
Doyon, Maurice
Saulais, Laure
and
Labrecque, JoAnne
2019.
Using insights from behavioral economics to nudge individuals towards healthier choices when eating out: A restaurant experiment.
Food Quality and Preference,
Vol. 73,
Issue. ,
p.
56.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






ZHANG, Shuwei
LIANG, Xinyi
and
YUE, Jinglun
2019.
Behavioral social policy: Nudge in the practice and exploration of public welfare.
Advances in Psychological Science,
Vol. 27,
Issue. 3,
p.
429.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Tagliabue, Marco
Squatrito, Valeria
and
Presti, Giovambattista
2019.
Models of Cognition and Their Applications in Behavioral Economics: A Conceptual Framework for Nudging Derived From Behavior Analysis and Relational Frame Theory.
Frontiers in Psychology,
Vol. 10,
Issue. ,


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Beebe, Grant
Novicevic, Milorad
Popoola, Ifeoluwa Tobi
and
Holland, Joseph (Jody)
2019.
Entrepreneurial public leadership: 5As framework for wellness promotion.
Management Decision,
Vol. 57,
Issue. 7,
p.
1443.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Dimant, Eugen
van Kleef, Gerben A.
and
Shalvi, Shaul
2019.
Requiem for a Nudge: Framing Effects in Nudging Honesty.
SSRN Electronic Journal,


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar





Download full list
















Google Scholar Citations

View all Google Scholar citations
for this article.














 

×






	Librarians
	Authors
	Publishing partners
	Agents
	Corporates








	

Additional Information











	Accessibility
	Our blog
	News
	Contact and help
	Cambridge Core legal notices
	Feedback
	Sitemap



Select your country preference




Afghanistan
Aland Islands
Albania
Algeria
American Samoa
Andorra
Angola
Anguilla
Antarctica
Antigua and Barbuda
Argentina
Armenia
Aruba
Australia
Austria
Azerbaijan
Bahamas
Bahrain
Bangladesh
Barbados
Belarus
Belgium
Belize
Benin
Bermuda
Bhutan
Bolivia
Bosnia and Herzegovina
Botswana
Bouvet Island
Brazil
British Indian Ocean Territory
Brunei Darussalam
Bulgaria
Burkina Faso
Burundi
Cambodia
Cameroon
Canada
Cape Verde
Cayman Islands
Central African Republic
Chad
Channel Islands, Isle of Man
Chile
China
Christmas Island
Cocos (Keeling) Islands
Colombia
Comoros
Congo
Congo, The Democratic Republic of the
Cook Islands
Costa Rica
Cote D'Ivoire
Croatia
Cuba
Cyprus
Czech Republic
Denmark
Djibouti
Dominica
Dominican Republic
East Timor
Ecuador
Egypt
El Salvador
Equatorial Guinea
Eritrea
Estonia
Ethiopia
Falkland Islands (Malvinas)
Faroe Islands
Fiji
Finland
France
French Guiana
French Polynesia
French Southern Territories
Gabon
Gambia
Georgia
Germany
Ghana
Gibraltar
Greece
Greenland
Grenada
Guadeloupe
Guam
Guatemala
Guernsey
Guinea
Guinea-bissau
Guyana
Haiti
Heard and Mc Donald Islands
Honduras
Hong Kong
Hungary
Iceland
India
Indonesia
Iran, Islamic Republic of
Iraq
Ireland
Israel
Italy
Jamaica
Japan
Jersey
Jordan
Kazakhstan
Kenya
Kiribati
Korea, Democratic People's Republic of
Korea, Republic of
Kuwait
Kyrgyzstan
Lao People's Democratic Republic
Latvia
Lebanon
Lesotho
Liberia
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Liechtenstein
Lithuania
Luxembourg
Macau
Macedonia
Madagascar
Malawi
Malaysia
Maldives
Mali
Malta
Marshall Islands
Martinique
Mauritania
Mauritius
Mayotte
Mexico
Micronesia, Federated States of
Moldova, Republic of
Monaco
Mongolia
Montenegro
Montserrat
Morocco
Mozambique
Myanmar
Namibia
Nauru
Nepal
Netherlands
Netherlands Antilles
New Caledonia
New Zealand
Nicaragua
Niger
Nigeria
Niue
Norfolk Island
Northern Mariana Islands
Norway
Oman
Pakistan
Palau
Palestinian Territory, Occupied
Panama
Papua New Guinea
Paraguay
Peru
Philippines
Pitcairn
Poland
Portugal
Puerto Rico
Qatar
Reunion
Romania
Russian Federation
Rwanda
Saint Kitts and Nevis
Saint Lucia
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines
Samoa
San Marino
Sao Tome and Principe
Saudi Arabia
Senegal
Serbia
Seychelles
Sierra Leone
Singapore
Slovakia
Slovenia
Solomon Islands
Somalia
South Africa
South Georgia and the South Sandwich Islands
Spain
Sri Lanka
St. Helena
St. Pierre and Miquelon
Sudan
Suriname
Svalbard and Jan Mayen Islands
Swaziland
Sweden
Switzerland
Syrian Arab Republic
Taiwan
Tajikistan
Tanzania, United Republic of
Thailand
Togo
Tokelau
Tonga
Trinidad and Tobago
Tunisia
Turkey
Turkmenistan
Turks and Caicos Islands
Tuvalu
Uganda
Ukraine
United Arab Emirates
United Kingdom
United States
United States Minor Outlying Islands
United States Virgin Islands
Uruguay
Uzbekistan
Vanuatu
Vatican City
Venezuela
Vietnam
Virgin Islands (British)
Wallis and Futuna Islands
Western Sahara
Yemen
Zambia
Zimbabwe
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