
HENRIK SIGSTAD

Contact information
henrik.sigstad@bi.no

https://hsigstad.github.io/
Department of Economics

BI Norwegian Business School
0442 Oslo, Norway

+47 99322009

Current positions
2021- Assistant Professor, BI Norwegian Business School, Department of Economics

2020- Consultant, World Bank, Data and Evidence for Justice Reform

2018- Researcher, Statistics Norway

Prior positions
2019–2021 Assistant Professor, University of Oslo, Department of Economics

Education
2014–2019 Ph.D. in Economics, Harvard University.

2012-2013 Master program in International Trade, Finance and Development at the
Barcelona Graduate School of Economics, Barcelona.

2005-2011 Master program in physics and mathematics with teacher education at the
Norwegian University of Science and Technology, Trondheim.

Areas of interest
Political economics, law and economics, applied econometrics

Teaching and supervision
2007–2008 Teacher education, Norwegian University of Science and Technology

BI Norwegian Business School

GRA6821 Legal Method and Law and Economics Fall 2022 Co-teaching

University of Oslo

ECON4640 Political Economics Fall 2018 Co-teaching
ECON4921 Institutions and Economic Systems Fall 2019 Course Responsible
ECON4271 Distributive Justice and Economic Inequality Spring 2020 Co-teaching
ECON4640 Political Economics Fall 2020 Course Responsible

Master thesis supervision: Sigurd Arntzen, Nedim Dumpor, Oskar Arnesen Dønnum, Gjermund Sandbakk, Ingrid
Vågen, Ricardo Raoni Werlang Prioste
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Harvard University

ECON1011A Intermediate Microeconomics: Advanced Fall 2016 Teaching Assistant
ECON1057 Game Theory with Applications to Social Behavior Spring 2017 Teaching Assistant
ECON970 Sophomore Tutorial: Anarchy, Autocracy, and Democracy 2017-2018 Course Responsible

Programming
Python advanced (pandas, sklearn, spaCy, django)
R advanced
SQL intermediate
STATA intermediate

Research papers
“Feedback and Learning in the Public Sector: The Causal Effects of Reversals on Judicial Decision-Making” with
Manudeep Bhuller. R&R Review of Economic Studies.

Abstract: Do public officials respond to feedback from their superiors? Using random assignment of cases across
two stages of the criminal justice system in Norway and a novel dataset linking trial court decisions to reversals in
appeals courts, we provide causal evidence on feedback effects in judicial decision-making. By exploiting differences
in the tendencies of randomly assigned appeal panels to reverse trial court decisions, we show that trial court judges
who receive a reversal of a sentence respond by updating the likelihood of imposing a prison sentence in the direction
of the reversal in future cases. Consistent with a Bayesian learning model, we find that judges’ responses decay in
the time spent since the reversal and that the responses are stronger for judges with weaker priors, for judges who
likely care more about reversals, and for reversals corresponding to stronger signals. Our estimates, however, also
indicate that judges overreact to reversals compared to Bayes’ rule. Altogether, our evidence demonstrates that
judges—perhaps the public officials most shielded from formal incentives—can be highly responsive to feedback
from their superiors.

“2SLS with Multiple Treatments and Heterogeneous Effects” with Manudeep Bhuller.

Abstract: When does two-stage least squares (2SLS) with multiple treatments identify meaningful local average
treatment effects? We show that two testable conditions are necessary and sufficient: partial monotonicity and no
cross-effects. In the just-identified case, the conditions require that each instrument affects only one treatment and
that choice behavior can be described by a selection model where the excluded treatment is always at least the
second-best alternative. In the overidentified case, the conditions need only hold on average across realizations of
the instruments. We illustrate how our results can be used to assess the validity of 2SLS with multiple treatments
in applications on returns to educational choices and on feedback effects in judicial decision-making.

“Judicialization of Politics: Evidence from Brazilian Local Elections.” with Moya Chin and Guilherme Lambais.

Abstract: Do electoral losers abuse lawsuits to delegitimize the winner? We use split-sample machine learning
techniques to document electoral lawsuits predicted to be lost by plaintiff—frivolous lawsuits. Indicating abuse, we
find that 94% of the 10% most frivolous lawsuits are lost. These frivolous lawsuits are almost all filed by political
opponents against the winner of the election. Exploiting close elections, we show that winners face more frivolous
cases because they won the election and not due to having committed more electoral abuses. The lawsuits tend to be
filed by candidates with stronger financial backing and seem to have deleterious effects on voter trust: Mayors facing
frivolous lawsuits are reelected at a lower rate than mayors facing no lawsuits, and municipalities with frivolous
lawsuits see a subsequent increase in voter abstention, blank votes, and votes for candidates with no prior political
career.

“Coordinated Enforcement” with Moshe Hoffman, N. Aygun Dalkiran, and Erez Yoeli.
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Abstract: Often, desired behaviors are induced via “coordinated enforcement”, e.g., when democratic norms are
maintained via public protest, or when international norms are maintained via multilateral sanctions. We present
a stylized model of such coordinated enforcement: enforcers receive signals indicative of the agent’s action, and
payoffs from sanctioning, according to a state-independent coordination game. We characterize which signals can
trigger sanctions, what actions can be deterred, and the relation to higher order beliefs. Two special cases––a
variant of global games, and another that considers signals’ type II error and correlation––capture the categorical
nature of norms and the undue influence of plausible deniability.

“Machine Learning and Deterrence” with Daniel L. Chen

Abstract: Could judges be replaced with machines? In a general model of deterrence, I show that while machine
learning can reduce judicial errors, basing judicial decisions on machine predictions can cause statistical discrimi-
nation and undermine deterrence. Optimal deterrence depends on potential evidence—the evidence observed in a
counterfactual world where the criminal did not commit the crime—and requires no discrimination. Under some
assumptions, however, it is possible to adapt machine learning methods to avoid discrimination and obtain optimal
deterrence.

Publications
Lambais, G. and H. Sigstad (forthcoming): “Judicial Subversion: The Effects of Political Power on Court Out-
comes”, Journal of Public Economics

Bhuller, M. and H. Sigstad (2022): “Errors and Monotonicity in Judicial Decision-Making”, Economics Letters,
215
Aaberge, R., E. Peluso and H. Sigstad (2019): “The Dual Approach for Measuring Multidimensional Deprivation:
Theory and Empirical Evidence”, Journal of Public Economics, 177.
Aaberge, R., A. B. Atkinson and H. Sigstad (2017) “Income Poverty, Affluence and Polarization Viewed from
the Median”. Chapter 5 in in Atkinson, A.B., Guio, A.-C. and Marlier, E. (eds.), Monitoring Social Europe,
Luxembourg: Publications Office of the European Union.
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