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Abstract

We examine potential selective reporting in the literature on the social cost of carbon
(SCC) by conducting a meta-analysis of 809 estimates of the SCC reported in 101 studies.
Our results indicate that estimates for which the 95% confidence interval includes zero are
less likely to be reported than estimates excluding negative values of the SCC, which might
create an upward bias in the literature. The evidence for selective reporting is stronger for
studies published in peer-reviewed journals than for unpublished papers. We show that the
findings are not driven by the asymmetry of the confidence intervals surrounding the SCC
and are robust to controlling for various characteristics of study design and to alternative
definitions of confidence intervals. Our estimates of the mean reported SCC corrected for
the selective reporting bias are imprecise and range between USD 0 and 130 per ton of

carbon at 2010 prices for emission year 2015.
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Abstrakt

V tomto ¢lanku studujeme potencidlni publikaéni selektivitu v literatuie odhadujici spolecenské
naklady emisi oxidu uhli¢itého (social cost of carbon, SCC). Metodou meta-analyzy zkoumame
809 odhadi SCC publikovanych ve 101 piedchozich studiich. NaSe vysledky naznacuji, ze
odhady, jejichz 95% konfidenéni intervaly zahrnuji nulu, byvaji vylucéovény z publikovanych
studii, coz muze ptispivat k vychyleni literatury smérem k vyssim odhadim SCC. Publika¢ni
selektivita je silngjsi pro ¢lanky publikované v recenzovanych casopisech nez pro nepublikované
studie typu working papers. Ukazujeme, Ze nase vysledky nejsou ovlivnény asymetrii inter-
valli spolehlivosti piislusejicich k odhadiim SCC a zZe jsou robustni jak vaé¢i zahrnuti rtiznych
kontrolnich proménnych zachycujicich metodologii, tak i vaéi alternativni definici intervala
spolehlivosti. Nase odhady prumérného zveiejnéného SCC ocisténého o publikaéni selektiv-
itu jsou nepfesné a pohybuji se v intervalu 0-130 USD na tunu uhliku pfi cendch roku 2010 a

emisim produkovanym v roce 2015.



