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Overview  

This course aims to equip students with the necessary tools to analyze the behavior of economic agents in 
complex economic systems, using an experimental approach.  

This module provides a comprehensive overview of the experimental methodology:  

• types of experiments implemented (laboratory, lab-in-the-field, field, natural),  
• the differences between experimental methods  
• the use of the experiments: theory testing, exploring behavior, elicit attitudes, preferences, and 

beliefs… 

Upon completion of the course, students will be able to interpret experimental research. Students are strongly 
encouraged to read ahead the material assigned for each topic and to actively participate in class with 
questions and comments.  

As part of the course work, each student must present one paper: the presentation should include a short 
summary of the paper, a detailed analysis of the strengths and weaknesses of the paper.   

The final assignment consists in a research proposal. Each student must write a research proposal of a 
possible extension of the paper presented. The proposal should describe the main research questions, possible 
links to the existing literature, the experimental design (protocol, short instructions, implementation 
methodology,…), expected results. 

This course targets students that are interested in the experimental literature, either because they plan to run 
experiments as a part of their future research, or because they would like to be able to read with a critical 
view the experimental literature available in their area of specialization. 

Prerequisites 

Knowledge of game theory, microeconomics and statistics. 

Structure of the reading group 

The module is divided in two parts. In the first part the teacher will provide some basics information about 
applications in experimental economics; in the second part students will present some papers and discuss 
them in class.  

The final assignment will be a research proposal with a detailed extension of the paper presented.  

The final evaluation will depend on class participation, the individual presentation and the final assignment.  

Reading list  

This list of papers includes articles with very different applications in experimental economics.  

The first part of the course aims to introduce all topics: in the second part, students should select one paper to 
present to class. The paper can be either selected between the articles in the reading list, or any other article 
related to EE (upon approval).  

In addition, each student must write a final research proposal with a possible extension of the paper 
presented.  
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