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* Fischbachera et al. (Economic Letters, 2001)
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Evidence of Conditional Cooperation (n = 88)
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Table 1. Experiment design parameters and treatments.

Minimum requirement (5)

MPCR None = () Half = 5 All =10

Low = 0.3 Low-MNone Low-Half Low-All
High = 0.5 High-None  High-Half  High-All
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Figure 1. Treatment Low-None total allocations to group account.
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Figure 3. Treatment Low-All total allocations to group account.
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Figure 1. Effect of restarting after a short break and results summary., There were three restarts during the

sequence of 32 decision rounds, following a shorl break and a results summary afler rounds 8, 16 and 24,
(Arithmetic mean proportion of tokens contributed across all subjects.)
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Table 5. The decomposition effect over successive phases.

Contribution levels { %7 Complete free-riding ( ‘:i'-’-:-]lb'

Std Dec Std Dec
(N = 48) (N = 32) Dec—5td (N = 48) (N = 32) Dec—5id

Phase | 40.1 51.7 +11.6 305 17.6 -129
Phase 2 36.1 52.2 +16.1 359 2007 —15.2
Phase 3 28.5 44.3 +15.8 44.3 24.6 —19.7
Phase 4 2.5 54.8 +27.3 45.3 20.3 —25.0
Average 33.0 5007 +11.7 39.0 20.8 —18.2

The treatments given standard and decomposed payoefll functions are abbreviated as Sid and Dec,
respectively. The column Dec—Std shows the difference between the two treatments, indicating a higher
contribution level (+) and a lower rate of complete free-riding {—) in the decomposed treatment.
“Mean contribution across all subjects.
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 Duffy and Lafky (Experimental Economics, 2016)
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Fig. 1 Lifetimes of subject numbers s1-s15 in the four positions, P1-P4, of each dynamic treatment.

Subjects with partial lifetimes of 3, 6, or 9 periods are depicted using dashed lines; Full, 12-period-lived
subjects are depicted using solid lines
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(1)
Group level
by pernod

(2)
Individual level
by penod

Dyna

Penod

Period x dyna
Age

Age x dyna
Tumover

Tumover x dyna

N

—0.0459 (0.0705)
—0.0289%*% (0.005 14;

0.00923 (0.0364)
0.0417 (0.0414)
368

0.0267 (0.0584)
—0.0259%** (0. 09143;

0.00784 (0.0223)
0.00422 (0.0263)
1384
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Table 3 Contributions by long-lived subjects only

T

(1)
Group level
by penod

(2)
Individual level
by penod

(3)
Group level
by age

(4)
Individual level
by age

Dyna

Period

Period x dyna
Age

Age x dyna
Tumover

Tumover x dyna
N

—0.0876 (0.0875)
—0.0282%** ((.00462)
0.0238*#* (0.00501)

I_

0.00712 (0.0304)
0.0339 (0.0381)

232

0.0316 (0.0793)
—0.0262*%** (0.00361)
0.0154%%% (0.00463)

0.00790 (0.0224)
—0.00271 (0.0299)
880

—0.0911 (0.0790)

—0.0283%%* (0.00335)
0.0180%** (0.00424)
0.00317 (0.0204)
0.0133 (0.0289)

176

—0.0628 (0.0603)

—0.0265%** (0.00362
(0.0103*%* (0.00475)
0.00792 (0.0225)
—0.00160 (0.0301)
880
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Table 5 Contribution levels by type across networks

Tl Tl T2 T2 T3 T3
N3 vs. N4 N3 vs. N4 N2 vs. N3 N2 vs. N3 NI vs. N4 NI vs. N4
(7 () (9 (10) (11) (12)
Constant 34.193%** 12.963%#= 27.972% %% 11.308%%# 36.225%%= 12.657%%%
(1.584) (2.824) (4.733) (2.921) (4.297) (3.240)
Round —1.029%**% (. 722%** (. B64***F  _(562%FF 1 198*FF (. T22¥**
(.112) (.128) (.128) (.126) (.161) (.146)
N3 —6.853%% —1.401 —3.34 —2.017
(2.842) (1.793) (4.757) (2.377)
N4 1.715 1.674
(3.894) (2.102)
FirstCont 0.320%#%* 0.239%#% 0.132%*
(.052) (.057) (.059)
LagAvgCont-i 0.3 14%%* (0.392%%# 0.608##*
(.057) (.089) (.059)
# Obs 880 836 1120 1064 880 836
R-sq:
Between 0.1495 0.6245 0.0181 0.6846 0.0051 0.7396
Overall 0.1548 0.3371 0.0861 0.3841 0.1634 0.4473
Prob = chi2 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
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) Contribution leaders Table 4

Leader contributions.
5 Continuous
=
5. (1) (2)
‘El: Private giving by an authority —05921 —0290
S (2.257) (1987
E Public giving by a random leader (EL) 2.400° 1.690
= (1.266) (1379)
B Public giving by an authority leader (AL) 71927 5851
= (2.637) (2482)
- - Controls Yes
= : : Dep. variable mean, NL 7751
35 40
cﬂntnbutlnn Tests (p-values)
e e .
Public giving RL = AL 0098 0141

c F)A R TANKAMALITE S,
« fBRLA=ALZ 8] % B2 X A
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Samek and Sheremeta (Experimental Economics, 2014)
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Your Group Members

You are in a group of the same S participants each decision period.

#2

#3

#4
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#5

Allocated 80
tokens

Allocated 23
tokens

Allocated 12
tokens

Allocated 2
tokens

Allocated 2
tokens

#1

l:: Annelise |, »

ABRAEAT#IDF BB 7 o

Your Group Members

You are in & group of the same 5 participants each decision period.

#2

Daniel \ |

Allocated 80
tokens

Allocated 23
tokens

#3

‘ Angelica h

#4

|
‘ Tristan N

#5

Carrie

Allocated 12
tokens

Allocated 2
tokens

Allocated 2
tokens.
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Your Group Members

You are in a group of the same 5 participants sach decision period.

#1 #3 ' #4 1 [ #5
Annelise .°.‘¢
Allocated 80 Allocated 23 Allocated 12 Allocated 2 Allocated 2
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Table 1: Features of Experimental Conditions

Private Benefit

No Citation Citation Citation & Acknowledgement
Average View AvgView-NoCite  AvgView-Cite AvgView-CiteAckn
Social (426 times) (N = 678) (N = 669) (N =671)
Impact High View HighView-NoCite  HighView-Cite HighView-CiteAckn

(> 1, 000 times) (N = 637) (N = 661) (N = 658)
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Private Benefit

No Citation Citation Citation & Acknowledgement
Average View AvgView-NoCite  AvgView-Cite AvgView-CiteAckn
Social (426 times) (N = 678) (N = 669) (N = 671)
Impact High View HighView-NoCite HighView-Cite HighView-Cite Ackn

(> 1,000 times) (N = 637) (N = 661) (N = 658)
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Dear Dr. [Chen]|,

Would you be willing to spend 10-20 minutes providing feedback on a few Wikipedia
articles related to [behavioral and experimental economics|? Wikipedia 1s among the
most important information sources the general public uses to find out about a wide
range of topics. A Wikipedia article 1s viewed on average 426 times each month.
While many Wikipedia articles are useful, articles written by enthusiasts instead of

experts can be inaccurate, incomplete, or out of date.
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