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From Political Institutions to Cultural Economics

o Impossible job to give justice to Guido’'s work

@ Opened two new literatures in Economics
© Modern Political Economy (w/ A. Alesina, T. Persson, T. Besley, G.
Roland): foundational work on the analysis of the fiscal policy
consequences of political institutions; electoral rules (accountability v.
representation); separation of powers, etc. Persson & Tabellini (2000,
MIT Press) has been the canon for decades

@ Cultural Economics (w/ A. Alesina): path-breaking work on morality,
norms, emotions, values, & cultural identity (Tabellini, QJE 2008;
Tabellini, JEEA 2008), legitimizing a research area at the fringe of
“standard” Economics

— This latter front is proving central in understanding the evolution of
the West since the financial crisis of 2008-09 & increasingly so
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From Political Institutions to Cultural Economics

@ It has been the privilege of my career to be able to follow closely his
intellectual advancements — first as student, then as coauthor &
colleague

@ Echo of Guido’s work is constant at NBER Political Economy
meetings (or at the IOG meetings)

o Today's talk:
© | will focus on one of the most recent advancements (Gennaioli &
Tabellini, ECMA 2025; Bonomi, Gennaioli & Tabellini, QJE 2021)
on cultural identity, one of the main dimensions of political
polarization (Norris & Inglehart, 2019 Cambridge)

@ | will try to offer my perspective on issues of identity in voting. A
simple operational framework for empirical analysis
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|dentity Shifts

@ Motivating question: How can an economic shock producing
higher inequality induce a shift towards more culturally
conservative positions?

© Inequality rising, Redistributive conflict falling, Cultural conflict rising.

@ Counterintuitive Low income/low education voters moving Right
everywhere

© ANES survey data shows that after 2008 disagreement over cultural
policies (abortion, race, gender issues) increased, disagreement over
redistribution decreased



Introduction  Guido Tabellini on Identity Identity & Voting Reduced Form Structural Form Quant Implications Concluslon
(o]} 0e000000 00000000 (oo} 000000 00000

The Great Rotation: GOP from party of the rich to party
of the culturally conservative

YN

Lower class Upper class Lower class
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The Great Rotation
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|dentity Shifts

@ Bonomi, Gennaioli & Tabellini, QJE 2021: Theory of endogenously
shifting political identities.

@ Main ingredients:
@ Economic + Cultural dimension (two-dimensional preference model a la
DW-Nominate; four types of voter groups)

@ Voters choose to identify along economic (rich/poor) or cultural
(conservative/progressive).

o lIdentity choice maximizes (i) similarity w/ ingroup & (ii) dissimilarity
w/ outgroup (metacontrast — think of k-means clustering)

@ Behavioral mechanism: Chosen cleavage further amplifies voter beliefs
along that dimension (stereotyping). Important for political eq.m
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|dentity Shifts

@ Results:

@ If cultural conflict is more salient than class conflict, identity is cultural,
& vice versa. Exogenous cultural shocks (e.g. an immigration wave): If
cultural conflict becomes more salient, voters switch from economic
class to cultural identity

@ Economic shocks that are asymmetric can also induce a shift of cleavage
from economic to cultural identity: poor conservatives are damaged &
rich progressive gain (e.g. China Shock or skill-biased technical change)

o Empirical evidence: Poor social conservatives do not ask for more
redistribution, rather social status & cultural recognition
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|dentity Shifts

Intuition:

@ Asymmetric economic shocks increase within-ingroup heterogeneity

e certain socially conservative poor become much poorer, so the “poor”
are less internally similar

e certain progressive rich become much richer, so “rich” are less internally
similar

@ Even if nothing changes wrt cultural heterogeneity, if within-group
inequality increases, social identity may become the relevant
separating cleavage
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The Great Rotation: Heuristic Representation of
Asymmetric Econ Shock
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Role of Parties in Identity Shifts

e Gennaioli & Tabellini (ECMA 2025): Guido's Econometric Society
Presidential address

@ Adds party competition to Bonomi et al.

@ Results are amplified by presence of Political Parties that
incorporate this voter behavior

@ Parties spread stereotypes & contribute to identity-based polarization
polarization

o Party platforms sharply move from the economic cleavage to the
cultural cleavage

@ Parties bear a responsibility in the increase in polarization (Canen et
al., 2021)
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Other Interesting Results

@ Why not four parties focused on narrow social identities (Socially
Conservative & Poor on their own; Socially Conservative & Rich on
their own, etc.)?

o Intuition: Group size correlates with group salience & salience is
important for voter sorting into groups. Too narrow a group means not
enough salience (less psychologically meaningful)

@ A specific empirical analysis of the China Shock in the US
e DiD evidence based on exposure to trade

@ Certainly looking forward to seeing more work
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A Different Take on ldentity

“Decoupling Taste-Based versus Statistical Discrimination in
Elections” (de Albuquerque, Finan, Jha, Karpuska & Trebbi, 2025)

Notwithstanding the title, it's really work about voter identity

Uses many of the same tools:
@ Multidimensional
@ Endogenous Identity
© Salience Effects
But w/ some key differences:
© Framework designed for structural estimation
@ Does not require behavioral assumptions
© Focus is on gender identity. Clarifies link between issues of identity
politics & discrimination
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Institutional Context for Empirical Analysis: Brazilian
Municipal Elections

City councilors by gender
Male @ Female

100,0
750 884 87,4 87,5 86,7 86,5 839 55
50,0
182
50 —1% 126 125 133 135 161
/
0,0

2000 2004 2008 2012 2016 2020 2024

Figure: Share of Female Councilors Over Time

Conclusion
o
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Setup

e Voter / characterized by gender G; € {0,1} and by policy position P;
on a uni-dimensional progressive-conservative scale

@ The voter chooses among a set of political candidates j =1,...,J
who are elected to a municipal legislature by open-list PR.

@ Each candidate j is represented by three features:
(1] GJ - gender of the candidate
@ A; - ability in performing administrative tasks
© P; - policy position on a uni-dimensional progressive-conservative scale
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Modeling Voters

@ Voters enjoy utility for supporting candidates w/ certain features (e.g.
candidates who share their same identity or policy views)

@ Voters may not know such features w/ certainty, or at least not for all
candidates

@ Voter i have subjective & heterogeneous beliefs over a candidate’s
features:
© Ei[Aj] = Ajj - voter i's expectation about candidate j's ability
Q E,-[Pj} = Pj; - voter i's expectation about candidate j's policy position
© We assume that voters know the politician’s gender identity w/ certainty
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Modeling Voters

o Voters' utility is additively separable across the three features:

UU:—W,-GX |Gj—G,'|—|—W,-AXA,'j—W,-PX |P,'j—P,'|—|—€,'j

° Wl-k > 0 - preference weights of gender identity, ability, & policy
@ ¢ - idiosyncratic preference shock, realized when the voter casts their
ballot

@ Preferences are spatial in gender identity & policy; voters prefer
candidates closer to their own position

@ Preferences are vertical along the ability dimensions; everyone likes
higher ability in their elected officials

© These preferences combine both private value (gender, policy)
horizontal dimensions & common value (ability) vertical dimensions
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Modeling Voters

@ Utility function combines:

U,'j:—W,-GX ‘GJ—G,'|—|—WI-A><A,'J'—W,-P>< |'DU_P"+€'J

o Pure taste parameters (salience weights) wX
o This allows us to incorporate taste-based discrimination
o Weight on identity is not constant

e Candidate features over which rational learning may occur Pj; & Aj;
(i's expectations depend on beliefs)

o This allows us to incorporate statistical discrimination (Arrow 1973;
Phelps 1972)
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RCT

@ The voter choice model is estimated structurally in conjunction w/ an
RCT that provides identification

@ We conduct an RCT, in partnership w/ a Brazilian nonpartisan NGO,
micro-targeting voters via Instagram one week before Brazil’'s 2024
municipal elections.

@ 1,000 municipalities. RCT is designed to identify statistical &
taste-based discrimination within our framework.

@ Voters randomly exposed to either informative or uninformative
messages about female candidates.

@ /nformative messages provide hard information about female candidates’
attributes, affecting both voter beliefs & the salience of these attributes
in utility function

@ Uninformative messages solely affect the salience of attributes without
changing beliefs.
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Traditional Reduced Form Estimation

@ Regression

Vm = Bo+PBiVEL+BaVEC + BVA 4 B, TA
+BsVE + Be TE + Xy + Os(m) + €m

V,,G,'1 =1 - females in the municipality received the gender message
V,,(,;'0 =1 - males in the municipality received the gender message
V,f,‘ = 1 - municipality received the uninformative ability message
T,ﬁ = 1 - municipality received the informative ability message

V,,F; = 1 - municipality received the uninformative policy message
T,’; = 1 - municipality received the informative policy message

Js - strata fixed effects

Xm - vector municipal controls

€m error term, robust to heteroskedasticity
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Reduced Form Estimates - Issues

@ The effects of the messages can be difficult to interpret in the
reduced-form:
@ Consider ability: voting depends on individuals' subjective prior beliefs
about female candidates’ abilities relative to male candidates
e Depending on voters’ priors, we can have opposite effects that wash out
in aggregate
@ Unobserved heterogeneity in the salience weights
o If voters assign greater weight to gender than to ability, then even if our

informative treatment alters beliefs about female candidates’ ability, this
may not manifest in vote choices
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Reduced Form Estimates

000000

Vote Share for Female Candidates

1) 2 ®3) 4)
Gender - Female 1.141 0.940 0.948 1.008
(0.918) (0.915) (0.917) (0.908)
Gender - Male 1.790* 1.879** 1.806* 1.800*
(0.933) (0.922) (0.924) (0.928)
Ability Uninformative  1.085 1.045 1.031 1.100
(0.924) (0.915) (0.915) (0.916)
Ability Informative 0.284 0.280 0.285 0.354
(0.923) (0.908) (0.912) (0.919)
Policy Uninformative  -0.298  -0.218 -0.216  -0.267
(0.961) (0.967) (0.966) (0.970)
Policy Informative 1.432 1.394 1.385 1.419
(0.959) (0.946) (0.948) (0.946)
DV Control Mean 22.97 22.97 22.97 22.97
R? 0.03 0.05 0.05 0.06
Number of Obs. 1000 1000 1000 1000
Strata FE Y Y Y Y
Lagged DV N Y Y Y
Controls N N Y Y
Region FE N N N Y

Identity & Voting Reduced Form Structural Form Quant Implications

00000

Conclusion
o]
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Structural Model - Preference Parameters on Gender

. . Models
Identlty matters' A” Parameter Description (1) (2) 3) (4) (5)
1hi weF Baseline weight G (F) 4.088*** 3.878%** 4.847%%* 6.772%**  1498.302***
voters exhibit gender (0010)  (0.031) (0015  (038)  (8.599)
. . . . wem Baseline weight G (M) 6.233%** 7.049%** 6.613*** 13.404%**  931.560%**
discrimination (0.012) (0.028) (0023)  (0.663) (0.000)
Aer Effect of G message (F) -0.018 -0.000 -0.003 0068 48147+
(0.034) (0.032) (0.000) (0.189) (1.351)
o Aow Effect of G message (M) 0533 528t 0850M  LEB2HE 0314567+
@ Women exhibit less (0.015) (0.018) (0.014) (0.361) (0.000)
b d wWag Baseline weight Ability 2.150%** 1.995%** 1.705%** 0.312%** 0.861***
- (0519 (0412)  (0593)  (0.03)  (0.003)
taSte ase Aa Effect of unifo ability message -0.162%** -0.168*** 0.121%** -0.331%%* -0.458%**
. .. . (0.022) (0.026) (0.012) (0.078) (0.002)
dlscrlmlnatlon (4 1) wpo Baseline weight Policy 1.343%% -0.077 1008 0.663***  0526%F*
d (0.564) (0.600) (0.598) (0.028) (0.001)
Ar Effect of uninfo policy message  0.083°**  0.0B0*F*  0.064*%*  0.005%**  0.036***
compare to men (0012) (0015  (0013)  (0.015) (0.002)
6 2 Sa Baseline net ability (F vs M) 0.120%* 0.206** -3.050* -16.142%*%  _307.479***
(0059)  (0.09)  (L847)  (2231) (2558
Pa Effect of ability info -0.092 -0.052 0.324 -1.562 -46.227%**
(0.064) (0.185) (0.218) (2.354) (1.530)
. _ & Baseline net policy (F vs M) 20574 30784 4.084%F  3855THE 2065340
o Settlng weM = 0 (0.624) (0.857) (1212)  (0.235) (0.071)
di or Effect of policy info 01027 Q3L 03B0%F  0470%F  0.053+%%
(0.067) (0.092) (0.128) (0.089) (0.056)
Wou I ncrea se " Relative policy (F voters) -3.193*** 8.216%** -2.886%** 44T -23.343%*%
(0876)  (295) (0005  (0245)  (0.121)
fem a Ie VOte Sha re by Region Fixed Effect v - v v v
08 Candidate controls v v v v v
7. P-pP. Municipio Characteristics v v B v v
Salience-Weight functional Form Exponential _Exponential Exponential  Quadratic _ Absolute
H —_ N Number of Observations 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000
o Settl ng w GF — O Obj Fun Objective Function Value (MSE) 0.004 0.0041 0.0042 0.004 0.004

would decrease
female vote share by
19.5 p.p.
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@ The treatment reduced
male voters' distaste for
voting against their
gender

@ This lead to an increase
in female vote share of
0.36 p.p. or about 1.5%
relative to the mean
female vote share. 1.5%
is exactly the
reduced-form (they
should match on G)
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Models
Parameter Description ) 7)) 3) (@) ®)
weF Baseline weight G (F) 4.088%** 3.878%%% 4.8474** 6.772%**  1408.302***
(0.010) (0.031) (0.015) (0.382) (8.599)
wem Baseline weight G (M) 6.233%%% 7.049%%% 6.613%+* 13.404***  931.560***
(0.012) (0.028) (0.023) (0.663) (0.000;
Aer Effect of G message (F) 0018 0.000 -0.003 0068 48.147%%*
(0.034) (0.032) (0.000) (0.189) (1351)
Aom Effect of G message (M) L0533 158 0850%FF  1552FHF  031456%%F
(0.015) (0.018) (0.014) (0.361) (0.000)
wap Baseline weight Ability 2.150%+* 1.995%++% 1.705%** 0.3124++ 0.861%++
(0519) (0412) (0.503) (0.036) (0.003)
Aa Effect of unifo ability message -0.162%** -0.168%** 0.121%** -0.331%+* -0.458%*+
(0.022) (0.026) (0.012) (0.078) (0.002)
wpy Baseline weight Policy 1.343% -0.077 1.008% 0.663*** 0.526***
(0.564) (0.600) (0.508) (0.028) (0.001)
Ap Effect of uninfo policy message 0.083%** 0.089%** 0.064%** 0.095*** 0.036%**
(©012)  (0015)  (0013) (0015 (0.002)
A Baseline net abilty (F vs M) 0120 0206" 3050  -16.142%%* -307.479%%
(0059)  (00%)  (L847)  (2231)  (2558)
oa Effect of ability info 0.092 0052 0.324 1562 4620744
(0066 (0185)  (0218)  (2354)  (1530)
p Baseline net policy (F vs M) 2.157%4* 3.078%** 4.084%% 3.855%4* 22.653***
(0.624) (0.857) (1212) (0.235) (0071)
3 Effect of policy info 0.192%** 0.311%** -0.380%** 0.470%** -0.953***
(0.067) (0.002) (0.128) (0.089) (0.056)
" Relative policy (F voters) 3103°%%  B2I6W*  2886YFF 4471 233434%
(0.876) (2.952) (0.905) (0.245) (0.121)
Region Fixed Effect v v v v
Candidate controls v s v v v
Municipio Characteristics v v - v v
Salience-Weight functional Form Exponential Exponential Exponential Quadratic  Absolute
N Number of Observations 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000
Obj Fun Objective Function Value (MSE)  0.004 0.0041 00042 0.004 0.004

@ No effect on female
voters
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Structural Model - Policy Parameters

@ Setting wp = 0, increase
vote shares substantially
by 13.7 p.p.

@ Significant mismatch
between female voters’
policy preferences (yt)
and beliefs about female
candidates’ policy
positions (¢p)

o Female candidates
are perceived as
more conservative
than female voters
themselves

@ Setting {p = 0 increase
female candidates’ vote
shares by 20.13 p.p.

Conclusion
o]

00®000 00000
Models
Parameter Description (1) (2) @) [0) (5)
wer Baseline weight G (F) 4B 3ETE 4GATH 6772 1498302
0010)  (0031)  (0015)  (0382)  (85%)
wan Baseline weight G (M) 62335 7049 G613 13404 031560+
(0012)  (0028)  (0023)  (0663)  (0.000)
Aer Effect of G message (F) -0.018 -0.000 -0.003 0068 48,147
003)  (0032)  (0009)  (0189) (1351
Aow Effect of G message (M) 0533 L52B*HH 0B50*KF  L55HK  931456°*%
0015)  (0018)  (0014)  (0361)  (0.000)
wa Baseline weight Ability 2150 1905MFK  LT05MF 0.312%% 08614+
(0519)  (0412)  (0593)  (0.036)  (0.003)
A Effect of unifo ability message  -0.162**  0.168%%* 0121 0331 0.458%*
(002)  (0026)  (0012)  (0078)  (0002)
wpo Baseline weight Policy 1343 0077 1008" 06637 0.526%**
0.564) (0.600) (0.598) (0.028) (0.001)
Ap Effect of uninfo policy message  0.083*F%  0.089**  0.064***  0.005***  0.036***
(0012) (0015  (0013)  (0015)  (0.002)
i Baseline net ability (F vs M) 0120 0.206** 3050°  16.142°*% -307.470%%
(0059)  (0.096)  (1847)  (2231)  (2558)
a Effect of ability info 0,002 0.052 0.324 1562 46227+
064)  (0185)  (0218)  (2354) (1530
i Baseline net policy (F vs M) 2ASTHE | 3078 4.084FFF  3g55NHE 2265347
(0620)  (0857)  (1212)  (023)  (0071)
op Effect of policy info 01027 03I 0380%K  04T0M* 0953+
(0067)  (0092)  (0128)  (0089)  (0056)
1 Relative policy (F voters) SBI03HE B2U6MF  2886*KF  AATIMT 23343+
(0876)  (2952)  (0905)  (0245)  (0121)
Region Fixed Effect v - v v v
Candidate controls v v v v v
Municipio Characteristics v v - v v
Salience-Weight functional Form Exponential Exponential Exponential _Quadratic _ Absolute
N Number of Observations 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000
Obj Fun Objective Function Value (MSE)  0.004 0.0041 0.0042 0.004 0.004
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Voter Bliss Points - Case 1

Distance uto g

Distance Iy to gM

<«
Distance g to
HE = Hy +h tar = Xmvoter X Meworer &1 = Xon Cand X 1P Cand & =& +&p+ T,
-------- [ S e = R e e L e R R

Arrangement observed in 85.8% of municipios

O ng (Female Voter Bliss Point) (O g (Male Voter Bliss Point) &m (Male Candidate Position) [ & (Female Candidate Position)

Conclusion
o
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Structural Model - Policy Treatment Parameters

. . . Viodds
o Unlnformatlve pOIICy Parameter Description 1) 2 (3) (@) ®)
H . Baseline weight G (F) 4088%F*  3878%%%  48ATM*  6772%%%  1498.302%%%
message increased the o ¢ N
. B wem Baseline weight G (M) 6.233°%*  7.040%**  G6I3***  13.404***  031560%+*
(0.012) (0.028) (0.023) (0.663) (0.000)
Sa I Ience Of pO| Icy A Effect of G message (F) -0.018 -0.000 -0.003 0.068 48.147**%
. . (0.034) (0.032) (0.000) (0.189) (1351)
d Imension Aam Effect of G message (M) -0.533*%%  _1528***  0.850%**  -1552*%*  _031456%**
(0.015) (0.018) (0014)  (0361) (0.000)
Wap Baseline weight Ability 2.150%** 1.995%+* 1.705%** 0.312%*+ 0.861%+*
. (0519) (0412) (0593) (0.036) (0.003)
A, Effect of unifo ability message -0.162%** -0.168%** 0.121%%* -0.331%+* -0.458%**
@ But how this translates g T R A SR o
. wpo Baseline weight Policy 1,343 0077 1008%  0663***  0.526***
Into votes depends on (©0564)  (0600) (058  (0028)  (0.001)
Ap Effect of uninfo policy message 0.083*** 0.089%** 0.064%** 0.005*** 0.036%**
. s (0.012) (0.015) (0013)  (0.015) (0.002)
relative positions o Basenenet by (Fus ) o0k b Soset e sorss
(0.059) (0.096) (1.847) (2.231) (2.558)
Pa Effect of ability info -0.092 -0.052 0.324 -1.562 -46.227%%%
. . (0.064) (0.185) (0.218) (2.354) (1530)
@ Informative po| icy @ Basclne net policy (Fvs M) 2157 3078°7 4084 3g55e 22653
(0.624) (0.857) (1212) (0.235) (0.071)
o Effect of policy info -0.192%** 0.311%%% -0.380%** 0.470*** -0.953***
message reduced the " (0067)  (0092)  (0.128)  (0.089)  (0.056)
. . " Relative policy (F voters) 3103%%%  B2IGM*  28B6***  A4TIFT  .03343%*
perCe|Ved d|5tance (0.876) (2.952) (0.905) (0.245) (0.121)
Region Fixed Effect v - v v v
1 Candidate controls v v v v v
between female voters Mo s 4 7 ‘ " v
i . Salence VWeght functions Form Exponentsl_ExponentiolExponental _ Quadrtic  Absalute
bliss points and female
Number of Observations 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000
Ot Fun Objectve Functon Volue (MSE) 0004 00041 0002 0004 0004

candidates’ positions,
increasing female vote
shares by 0.54 p.p.
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Structural Model - Policy Treatment Parameters

Kernel Density of Voter Beliefs Across Info Policy and Control Muni

|
1 Control

1 Info Policy
1 ~ == Mean (Control)
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Voter Belief About Female Candidate’s Policy Position

Conclusion
o



Introduction Guido Tabellini on Identity Identity & Voting Reduced Form Structural Form Quant Implications Concluslon
[o]e] 00000000 00000000 (oo} 000000 90000

Decomposing Statistical vs. Taste-Based Discrimination

@ Because vote choices are nonlinear in discrimination sources,
decomposition depends on the order in which each is shut down.

e Evaluate both: shutting down statistical first (ST) & statistical after
taste-based (TS5).
e Underrepresentation is: Ap,se = Fem Pop Share — s(é).

e Compute marginal changes for ST

Q Ast star = s(0) — s(6; no-stat)
@ AsT taste = 5(6; no-stat) — s(6; no-stat, no-taste)
@ And analogously for TS

e Final decomposition:

AST stat T+ ATS stat | ATS,taste + AST,tasi.‘e

Decompg,; =

: Decom =
2- Abase Praste 2- Abase

By construction: Decompg,.; + Decomp,,s;e = 100%.
We compute these for each municipality & plot the resulting densities.
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Statistical vs. Taste-Based Discrimination

0.025 - D ing Underrpi ion into Taste and Statistical
8 1 1
Underrepresentation; I Underrepresentation
Decreases! 1 Increases
1 1
1 1
0.02 - 1 1
1 1
1 1
1 1
1 1
0.015 - i 1
B‘ 1 1
‘@ 1 1
& 1 1
a 1 [
0.01 -
1
0.005 - !
1
1
1
1
0 ) —_— I
-300% -200% -100% 0% 100% 200% 300%

Proportional Change in Underrepresentation
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Municipality Optimal Campaign

@ Tailoring campaigns to local context enhances effectiveness.

@ We define the Municipality Optimal Campaign by selecting, for each
municipality m, the campaign D, that maximizes predicted female
vote share:

A

= arg Der?o??l(}w sm(D, Xm; 0)

D*

m

smun—optimal(é) — M Z Sm(D:;,,Xm; é)
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Counterfactual Simulations
Vote-Share Votes
Counterfactual Name Description Est (p.p.) Diff (p.p.) p-value Est Diff p-value
Baseline No messages sent to voters 24.005 6665.976
(2.266) (703.590)
Aggregate Optimal Optimal campaign at the country level ~ 25.015 1.011%**  0.001 6842.793 177.019**  0.038
(2.807) (0.304) (885.929)  (85.276)
Municipal Optimal Municipal Optimal campaign 25.412 1.408***  0.000 6956.087 290.313***  0.000
(2.763) (0.293) (877.416)  (74.544)
Municipal - Aggregate Optimal  Difference b/w municipal and national 0.397*%*  0.001 113.294%**  0.002

(0.118) (36.178)
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Counterfactual Simulations

1325 / 5507 Municipios increase female
044 vote shares by more than 2%

Kernel Density

0.0+

0 2 4
Effect of Municipio-wise Optimal Ad-Campaign (p.p.)

Includes out-of-sample predictions
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Conclusion

@ Identity problems in political behavior are fundamental

@ Future research in Political Economy & Political Science can extend
our framework to explore alternative dimensions of identity (Bonomi,
Gennaioli & Tabellini 2021; Gennaioli & Tabellini, 2025)

@ Working towards a workhorse empirical model of political behavior =
micro-quantitative assessment of identity politics, discrimination in
elections, political campaign effectiveness, etc.

@ Small examples of how Economics can enrich all Social Sciences at
work on these issues —pretty much what Guido has done throughout
his career
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