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Estimating Income Comparison Attitudes with the Experienced Utility and the
Decision Utility Approaches
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I have finished the following three research programs on social preferences of
income comparisons: (i) with the subjective well-being data from Japan and India, the effects of income
comparisons were estimated, (ii) with choice data from hypothetical choice experiment in Japan, the US,
and the UK, the effects of income comparisons were estimated. In the US and the UK, additional
experiments to see how survey-respondents reacted to information provisions were conducted, and (iii) by
comparing the results of two different approaches, 1 suggested how economists should understand

implications obtained from subjective well-being data.
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