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TABLE 1. Treatments of the field experiment.

Treatment Message
Control The paper costs €0.60.
Legal The paper costs €0.60. Stealing a paper is illegal.

Moral The paper costs €0.60. Thank vou for being honest.
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FIGURE 3. Distribution of nonzero payments by treatment (N = 41).
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Table 1
Payoffs (in €) in the Different Treatments

Treatment Option Payoff to Sender Payoff to Receiver
Tl A 5 6
B 6 5
T2 A 5 15
B 6 5
T3 A 5 15
B 15 5
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FiGURE 1. FRACTION OF PARTICIPANTS WHO LIED IN THE DECEPTION GAME

Note: The horizontal axis represents the gains from lying for player 1 and the associated loss for
player 2.
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TABLE 2—THE FrRACTION OF PLAYER 15 WHO CHOSE
ALLOCATION B

Allocations
5.6 5, 15 5, 15
Game versus 6, 5 versus 6, 5 versus 15, 5
Deception 0.36 0.17 0.52
Dictator 0.66 0.42 0.90

Notes: All differences between the dictator game and the
deception game for a given distribution of payoffs are
statistically significant at P << 0.01. Differences between the
different allocations within the dictator game are also sta-
tistically significant at the 0.01 level.
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Table 1 Payoffs (in $) in the Different Treatments

N
Treatment Male Female A B
T[—1,10] 62 39 (20, 20) (19, 30)
T[1,10] 63 38 (20, 20) (21, 30)
T(10,10] 55 47 (20, 20) (30, 30)
T[1, -5] 59 45 (20, 20) (21,15)
T(10,0] 64 45 (20, 20) (30, 20)

Note. N is the number of senders per treatment.

T[-1,10]: Al fth & &35
T[1,-5]: Al 8 2 &%
T[10,10]: R G &iE 5

nn\a

L

A EMRIG GRS

pES

N

s 2EE! ARV ALEM
(35%)
o AT IR T 89 AT ?
Table 2

T A 5 R F & RHLIR.

Pt PABE Tr RALE & B TP, RS — L8y

Rty RS T RA Wik

Proportion of Senders Who Lied in Each

of the Five Treatments

Treatment Fraction of lies
T[—1,10] 33/101 (33%)
T[1,10] 49/101 (49%)
T[10,10] 66/102 (65%)
T[1,-9] 38/104 (37%)
T[10,0] 57/109 (52%)
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Figure 3. Cumulative Distribution of Reservation Prices
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