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This issue celebrates the 10th anniversary of the International Journal of Microsimulation —the first
issue of the journal was published at the end of 2007. During those 10 years, the journal has become
an established reference for themicrosimulation community and beyond, slowly but steadily rising in
the journal rankings in terms of visibility and impact.

After 10 years, the journal is still unique in providing true open access with no subscription fees, very
low—currently, zero— authors’ fees, and a “copyleft” policy that leaves all rights to the authors, per-
mitting use, distribution and reproduction of the published articles in anymedium and form, as long
as the work is properly attributed back to the original authors and publisher.

To celebrate the anniversary, I have asked distinguished researchers in the field to reflect upon the
state of specific areas inmicrosimulationmodelling. All articles have been anonymously reviewed and
subsequently revised by the authors.

The first article, byGunnarEliasson, provides anhistorical overviewon thedevelopmentof theMOSES
model, a dynamic microsimulation model of the Swedish economy which spans over more than four
decades of development. This is an early example of a complex model featuring general equilibrium
feedback between the micro and the macro level, an approach that has been more recently revived
by agent-based modelling.1 The work is also a tribute to the Swedish School of Economics (Jonung,
2006), a tradition emphasising the role of dynamics and expectational feedback that has unfortunately
been overlooked by mainstreammacroeconomics.

The second contribution, by Cathal O’Donoghue and Gijs Dekkers, explores recent developments in
dynamic microsimulation modelling, focussing on a more standard, partial equilibrium Orcutt-type
approach, which mostly relies on reduced-form, probabilistic transition models. The paper takes a
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broad view at the field, looking not only at areas of new developments, but also at issues like software,
documentation, and property rights. It provides a timely update to Li and O’Donoghue (2013), also
published in this journal.

The third paper, by Deborah Schofield and collaborators, discusses the evolution of microsimulation
models in health over the past three decades, focussing in particular on health expenditure models,
demographic models (ageing and mortality), models of chronic diseases as diabetes, and spatial mod-
els. This is a very active area of research where a review is particularly welcome, also given the limited
scope of earlier reviews (e.g. Rutter, Zaslavsky, and Feuer (2011)).

The fourth article, byRobertTanton, explores recent contributions in spatialmodelling, aimed inpar-
ticular at addressing the problemof distributing aggregate totals inmore disaggregated (small) areas in
the base population, and the related uncertainty introduced. Readers interested in a broader overview
and introduction to the field of spatial microsimulation will find an additional valuable reference in
Tanton and Edwards (2013), reviewed in this journal by Li (2015).

The fifth paper, by Rolf Aaberge and Ugo Colombino, takes a fresh look at structural labour supply
models, typically employed in a static context (that is, with a fixed population). They focus in particu-
lar on the discrete choice approach which is now standard in the literature, where workers can choose
between a limited number of hours worked only. The paper describes the two main variants, the
RandomUtilityModel (RUM) and the competingRandomUtility, RandomOpportunity (RURO)
model. Readers interested in the latter might also find Capéau, Decoster, and Dekkers (2016) —also
published in this journal— of interest.

Finally the sixth paper, byHolly Sutherland, describes some of the quality controls that are applied to
EUROMOD, the EU-28 tax and benefitmodel that has established itself, overmore than two decades,
as a reference in the field, focussing in particular on transparency/documentation and validation of
the results.2 The paper reveals the huge amount of work that underpins this modelling effort, and is
crucial in sustaining the credibility and authority of EUROMOD. The paper also offers a nice and
concise introduction to EUROMOD, its main features, and scopes, which complements an earlier
article (Sutherland & Figari, 2013), to this date one of the most cited articles appeared in this journal.

Overall, the contributions of this special anniversary issue are a testimony to the vitality of the field,
and to its broad and multi-disciplinary reaches. They document what has been achieved in the past
decade, thanks also to the existence of the journal, and what are the main challenges for the decade
ahead, challenges that the International Journal of Microsimulation is ready to support, continuing
to offer valuable feedback to authors, and an authoritative guide to readers.
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NOTES

1For a discussion of the relationship between dynamic microsimulation and agent-based modelling, see Richiardi (2013),
where I also emphasise the pioneering—although often neglected— role of Eliasson’s work, together with that of
Barbara Bergmann for the US.
2Disclaimer: I have recently joined the EUROMOD team at the University of Essex.
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