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[ 25 X S [ SO T BRARAS 2 LI R 5 B RIS S L LA RIS E L, B AT
P DT T BRI AT E , LA S BURF AR ] R B R T 0 P o0 e , 2R AR S 1 R 30 — IR M I 2
X EHERE N AFEN LS BARIET A & B UEE A ARSI E s, e A B R i B S
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A5 B R A AT A EAR IR ARISE .

SR, B AT 5 b P12 ARG 27552 B4t 58 N 45 rh i A5 B RS2 i — [ BTN 25 5 . R 48 I 1Y
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64% B2 AEVERE TR | SCI0 2 22 R R “ S E A 46% MIF AR TERE T ARG, SCRE RS54 — 1Y
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Yo h o T2 556 E 214N S 55 RIS TS O, SR SR 45 SR 052, & BAH LN RE IR B A\
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Z: SR 0 L AR 2 W BT . FEAS SR SEge b 2SI AH U5 ) P B B ACHRS B AR S Ath
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ASCHET 2019 4F 11 H 9 HZE 11 HIHRITE KR 6 R A — I HH B S0 2S00 3 d AR X — K
AR T SR B B R I 3 . A BRI H S5 H2 A Ui n) FH P DAY 55 A RE S BE AL 73y S 36
BN R SO ZH RN HEZE i — X, RS0 AR 02 SC IR A v, 25K H AR AR O s —ANIR B
RN R VIR P T A TR Gr AR B B, 48 4 AR5 48 DA S AR BS B I 0L (e B 1) 5 TR
HAMA BRI —RHRGEE (B 2), BRTX—SC0AR T2 A, ST 4] FH P A B2 P & 21
PR3, A PR B AR 0 (5 A 98 I8 e 3 T B Sl o, N TR o A LA 2
B RNAF A B B il A 8 B A5 BN BE T 52 Bl 55 Bt i e N Tl v, DL B SEg el Se e 45 2%
Z | FERELN” (Harrison & List,2004 ) B FZ M4/, DURIEBEHL 258 1Rl O

(a) R I A B B (b) WENFRHCER 2% (o) BB =45 8
B 1 7kﬁ%$3ﬁ¢*gbéﬁﬁ’liﬁﬁﬁ_?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@l(%ﬂ‘?ﬁ%i%ﬂ/ﬂé&)
RSO SEIR R | 2 ASFHR I H S A MO B 0T — R R R i — A 2007 e R i
ARSI O, — il 2 — U A R ) 5 1 22 3R I H AR SRR AL SR I H SOy

® Harrison & List(2004 ) 78 3¢ F H B S50 A 27348 SR P2 3 25 R0 (Hawthorne Effect) 52— SC 504 500 . 7E4T
SR E R S0 AT A XTSI o G i B — E S, AR P E O B A SR TR R A T R R B AN T
TR AT N RRE
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(Bp“iz 8 R P 7 )RR SRR E KGR T5 (Bp “ #8055 A7) FRAE A DGR D
SR AL 210472 AW A AR SCRE TR R A o 104391 AU s
TR 2H , 106081 AL & T3 A, AR R T 21295 A SEARTE
108388 ANVila] I 7 @ SZuG48 2K Pk 1) H 481 RN 48 R 4 8 9 43 A e B, R
AN KB G AR P HA B i AR et . AR SCHE FR BUAR S 50 4 S 8K
Parbst AR T SABEIE A I AE B, X Z AR U P S R H AR
T TR,
(Z) =R
ARSI A9 AR i X8Ok F T K 25 8 R LS g5 B . A SR AE
W5 J 7R 2 5 Bl A JE X i W Ay s i, AT L A SC 1 4 DG A8 A 4 LA g A
WA (1 PT ) B —TR R AD &, 5% 3 11 SCHK ( Della Vigna et
al. ,2012; F 445 ,2019) , 9 fift BEAS f 40 % W S48 b - 2 5 48 88 ( Give) , J2
MU i, B0 SR O S ) T AR U AL AE IR L, IO IR Sy s hissim
41 ( Donation amount) , f& % 278 1, UM 2 VRN A 5 0 2 20, WURH 0 B sess sr i e ol

&N 0, (RRAHF A 15 &)
FETEEX
*=1
e X
PR i ARG B
Give TR (GEA 1,54 0)
Donation amount( RMB) ElE )
P AL i SR N2 1845 FRAE
Target amount ( in thousand RMB) SR RS (F )
#Words SEFR T E iR AL
#Figures SEAR I E A B
Cancer ZARE WP = IR
P A2 ik 5 IR) ) PRFAE
# Campaign donations last month Vilr AP 1A A iR B 50
Total Donation amount last month (RMB) i APPSR 1 M HBEEF (L)
# Campaign donations in previous 3Ms i) P 26 3 4 4RI I E Hose
Total donation amount in previous 3Ms( RMB) ViR 3 A S (T)
# Campaign donations in previous 6Ms Vila P2 6 A H 1R B B

@© AU AERB T FP YR SR H S5 SRR B R BRI AT — T TR SRR A Y U
[P 5 — T, B D S b A T SE48 50 H 8 , 53R BT 7 &G 38 8, i 1 d 28 e R G A

@ SRR RmIETA, S5 A 108388 AN ST HEA LIS A T8 AL AR A BE LA S B2, s
IR P 54240 2 KHHRALFH P 54148 45, WURFASH P FEX = RN 2 WG A KT 2 B SR 4850 B 88 4, 354 A 18 b i
RS AR —41 5, LR UE T A0 2H 00 P — B, e i iR AR

® ARIEAHTZEAA Y 2020 4F -5 Z 0 BHE 2020 AFEARFCH P Lotk R 52. 6% 5 44T R 4R G 4 A0 4 A
20 ST LA R &% b 74.3% ,21 & 50 JC 5 H 13.3% ,51 & 100 765 L 8. 8% ,101 %= 200 JC /5 L 2. 8% ,200 JC LA
0.8% o ASCAHFH S IAEA i | FE I8 ] 7 A Lok U Ry 55. 2% I ERIRAB I 4 B/ A1 Sk 20 JC R LA R &%k 77.2% ,
21 50 Judi kb 12% ,51 & 100 JT5 EE 7. 8% ,101 & 200 IG5 £ 2. 3% ,201 Ju XL E 4 0. 7% , R ANIE 2 7 a2 51
A BTG SN A G, AR SOl A RS 5K 25 A 10 1) 2020 454448 S B P 9 20 A0 LA AEL . AR SCRY AR AR X 7K
TP REA B B iR 1
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(%K)
P A . V5[] P ARRAIE
Total donation amount in previous 6Ms( RMB) Piln g2 6 A~ H B 4% (L)
Raised funds before Vil P &2 B R FHIE (24 1,54 0)
FE AR i I ARRAE
# Friend donations in the past WA AE B HRGIE L
# Friend resends in the past U A A B AT E AL

S RO N TSR H R R ARE . BRI SR RS SEBIUE R R SRR AR
B H AR IE R SRR SR O EA B B, T RESZ A TE SR I A6 T B 1Rk, 2%
Lin et al. (2013) , FATHAMT G S54RI HRFAEA 9 42 ) 28 5, 6065 5548 H AR 480 ( Target) (148 740 (#
Words) | & %l (#Figures ) , DA R A & 3748 050 S R () FE 40148 & . J&: 75 A ¥RIE ( Cancer) |, W15 554 T
SR A S VRS o Mt Rl & 1 | R 7Sl G T s % 1= G W ) O

5 =R AU P A NRAE o DS RRIEL T BE S0 2835 4 0 (Frey & Meier,2004) , #7E 45 1
NEBRATEV6 BRG] RE S A NS BT 0 28 5 o PRI 4 o] 28 i 40 65 VS E 4R G ot
£ 1A H 4B H = (# Campaign donations last month) 158 2% 1 /> H 45 1% 43 %5 ( Total Donation amount
last month) , A M &% & i 24551 H ( Raised funds before)

SR UUER I3 A U] P BY3FACRAE o S AR P RE 23 52 0 17 1) FH P O6E S 45 55T 5 B TA N, DT 52 0 46
W4T M (Castillo et al. ,2014) o FATAE e K i AR AEAE Sy S A AR AR BRAR S R 5C 10 42 11 42
F5 A A D3 2 48 iR (# Friend donations in the past) #1177 52 5% & %8 (# Friend resends in the past) ,

FETEMIAESITER (N =210472)

&2
Mean SD Min P25 Median P75 Max
PR AR O
Give 0. 06 0.24 0 0 1
Donation amount 2.01 18.96 0 0 0 0 3000
P AR i SR M2 AR 45 FRE
Target(in thousand yuan) 225.96 | 127.45 5 120 200 300 1000
#Words 495.39 | 284.28 20 258 475 670 2937
#Figures 5.21 3.35 0 3 5 7 48
Cancer 0.24 0.43 0 0 0 0 1
P A iR P AR E

# Campaign donations last month 0.36 0. 80 0 0 0 1 25
Total Donation amount last month( RMB) 24. 06 96. 24 0 0 0 10 10300
# Campaign donations in previous 3Ms 0.65 1. 49 0 0 0 1 54
Total donation amount in previous 3Ms( RMB) 32.22 112.90 0 0 0 20 10300
# Campaign donations in previous 6Ms 1. 11 2.63 0 0 0 1 111
Total donation amount in previous 6Ms( RMB) 44. 32 140. 58 0 0 0 40 18300
Raised funds before 0. 004 0.07 0 0 0 0 1

P A B AP AR
# Friend donations in the past 4.85 9.40 0 1 2 5 428
# Friend resends in the past 2.62 5.87 0 1 2 3 771

— 101 —



R AR I 0 [w) PRV Of 1Y IR 00 5318 F- 15 1 T B2 52 6 4l

T2 Ml T IR RAA ST, SRR S8 R I 0 P LR 6% 58S 4 B T2 ME
92,01 7T, PAECH 0 JT, VB AR S 09 20 A A i , PRLRAE T SCIDE B R v 32748 S I SR X8, 25K
It H BARE &0 22. 60 T 76, T ECH 20 J770; SRR H #8538 FE00 50k 495, ik 475
B R SR 0 5. 21 56 T Bk 5 5K A 24% RISERR I B e B R I B EAE . Ui IR P AE BAS
A48 0. 36 ¥k, F-IIHEME &40 24. 06 J0; 18 25 3 A H FI4E1E 0. 65 Uk, FIIE G &%k 32.22
JC; a2 6 N H MG 1. 11 K, SEYIBME A% A 44. 32 50, WIFAARIER i A 1 BB s ag 1 3
4,85 4 i A BT R EECN 2. 62, N2 AR T LA 1, A ES AR B BRI R AR,
PRI HAE T S ] DA AR St T A o v 1 32 2 A0 e AT AR X4

(=) HEARFEAUE LR

S T UL SR PRAT A AT S DT AE 18 b X S B0 25 RAEAT I B, AR SO e xS B0 24 MO R A R4 T

BEMLYERG S . 263 55 (1) FH ity 19284l YR R0, 26 (2) SR 10 IR AR b 8 (E . 3B AT XS e AT
DA, S5 2H FONT B 1) 4874 S (R S A AR AL, AT AT BE
HEARRE AR TG 45 R
=3
(D (2) (3) (4)
S04 xR KRARK | e
(N =104391) (N =106081) i HE
P AR i BRI J 2 iR R AR
Target(in thousand yuan) 225.63 226.29 -0. 66 -0.420
#Words 492. 47 498. 25 -5.78 -1.500
#Figures 5.24 5.18 0. 06 1. 398
Cancer 0.244 0.249 -0. 005 -0.77
P A8 < D[R] H] P RRAE
# Campaign donations last month 0.36 0.37 -0.01 -0.967
Total Donation amount last month( RMB) 23.34 24.77 -1.43 -0.741
# Campaign donations in previous 3Ms 0. 65 0. 66 -0.01 -0.392
Total donation amount in previous 3Ms( RMB) 31.50 32.93 -1.431 -0.716
# Campaign donations in previous 6Ms 1. 11 1. 11 -0.00 -0. 046
Total donation amount in previous 6Ms( RMB) 43.90 44.74 -0.84 -0.380
Raised funds before 0. 0046 0. 0044 0. 0002 0.240
Pl AR i hf AR AR
# Friend donations in the past 4.80 4.89 -0.09 -1.501
# Friend resends in the past 2.62 2.63 -0.01 -0.125

SRy B A G B % AR i A SO 2 AN R [ A 3T, 2% Sahni & Nair (2019 ) B, FATE T
W R AR AR PUATE < A NS (Treat) BHUAE & L, KA A mER R ERE O £3
55 (4) FN A T AR IS ) REAE T, 55 (4) SRS TARR Y ¢ St i, X8 « SEit xS /N T
1. 64, BB ARG 36 2 BAE TR B 5T 0, SCIb 2 AUt IR P T % A S48 000 H MG ik A% A 535

® MBI, Characteristics; = o + B x Treat, + &, , 5" Characteristics, JE Tl 28 & , (& SEIR T H B 248 F F-AE U
5] FH PRFIE i ACRFAIE 5 Treat, 2 READE 5, 20000 J T S50 2H I 1, 25 0000 e 3% BRZELIRE I 0, I AR v DR A SR 10T H
JETR AL,
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225, SR AU BRZH P U5 IR) P RHE AR B B 22 5. REARBE AL i 45 SR B, 5
BT RAT B SR BT AY , SEB RIS R L A5 ] W0 3 AR b BEAS OR3P0 — 2, 1 U R R S A

i B 5 5 IR Z 18] B R SC R R AL T 264,

M 0K ER: RTFABIEREER M ABIE?

N T RS R I AR B AR B A AR B8 520, FATT B S S 56 2 R0 2 B4 4R W A D
(& 4), FERTRIF AR B E B SCE AL, 4G 104391 AVl im0 s 76 AS 8 7 4 A Bl 5 8L i %o iR

BEARLHHER
=4
SCHNEH ORI | RRAE R REOR
B B B T A B B
N 104391 106081
Give 0. 063 0. 060
Donation amount 2.070 1. 957

DR A b A A T UL B ) DR R ) R

Donate; = a + 3 x Treat; + Controls, + &,

21, A 106081 AYila] 2 if W, 525645 v 4 1 L
B4 6. 3% , %F REZH B4R LR 6. 0% , SE404
FSF- 2 400 2. 07 I, Xt HRZH A1 2 48 18 4 %51
1.957 JG., fai B b 25 00 s, SR i A 5 Bl M5
S SEIR 2H AR G LU R IS 4 BTSSR R
U AR B B R 4

e, FEATR A (1) B 89 [ ARG TSR0 R0

(1)

Herfr Donate, #2651 MWLM A SEPRABIE TR 0 , (45 S i JE AR IS (Give) MIZELEALS - FR I

4%1” (Ln (1 + Donation amount ) ) ; Treat, J&— >
READIAS St | 1000 Ja 52 30 4 I JBC 1, 3 200N £
3 S N U AR B B 2S00 T B2
IFERL O, 330 UL ) 25 3% 5L I A i 7 - A 35 B
K. Controls, Je 45 i 22 £, A0 % SEAR I H S 247
FRAE DI FORRE S ACRE . 25 IE B AE ] —
NSRRI H TS R HR S B4R G 1% B W] REAEAEAH
RN ARV I [ bR R AE S5 4R 0 H )2 18
R

FRIERERL (1), H e 2R (Give) 1B
PR R 3R 5 5B (1) SIS (2) A4l 1At
S50, ALt Treat I REUGIHTE 5% B9KF 11
FONIE, UL R IF AT B A5 8 25 3 S TH A
BER, A8 E b P E A T R i A T B
5 R SR 2 B ] AR W R RE AT 0. 27%
YT 2RI AR A (6% ) 1 4.5% ; 5
(2)FUANA T ¥ AR 5, A8 5 Treat 1Y R THE
SN (1) FZ RN, X UL, IR i A S
5 S RE 0 PR THE 4R I A\ n 48 WS 32, w20
SCHE T AR R

5 55(3) FIHIER (4) 5L R 7 o A8 1D
TR TR I SRR, SR R B Treat

BRIFAH B 5 BT R NG #20m

x5
T @ | w
. Ln(1 + Donation
Give
amount )
Treat 0.0027 ** 0.0025 ** 0.0072 ** 0.0071 **
rea
(2.3901) (2.2584) (2.1727) (2.1430)
Ln(1 + Target) 0. 0066 0.0189
(5.1451) (4.8978)
In(1 + 0.0045 *** 0.0119 ***
#Words ) (3.3916) (3.1392)
. -0.0043 *** -0.0163 ***
Ln(1 +#Figures)
(-3.4316) (-4.4818)
. -0.0035 ** -0. 0068
Cancer
(-2.1651) (-1.4124)
Ln(1 +# Campaign 0. 1656 *** 0.3602 ***
donations
last month) (27.3922) (24.1002)
Ln(1 +Total —0. 0342 *** —0.0762 ***
Donation amount
last month) (-32.3392) ( —28.9557)
Raised funds -0. 0029 -0.0230
before (-0.3679) (-1.0672)
Ln(1 +# Friend 0.0161 *** 0. 0469 ***
donations
in the past) (16.6155) (15.8444)
Ln(1 +# Friend Z0.0124 %% —0. 0440 ***
resends
in the past) (-8.2268) (-10.2290)
0.0601 *** | —0.0494 *** | 0.1789 *** | -0.1117 **
Constant
(60.2657) ( =3.0200) (61.5060) | ( -2.35%4)
Observations 210472 210472 210472 210472
R-squared 0. 0000 0.0155 0. 0000 0. 0086

ARSI L
HAKF, TR,

U 1% ,5% T 10% 0 83

— 103 —



R AR I 0 [w) PRV Of 1Y IR 00 5318 F- 15 1 T B2 52 6 4l

(8 R B THE 5% BY7KF L  EOAIE , B /R i A I 5 2 2 35 4R TH IR A 4R W N ) S P iR I
() FUIMA T FilAe i AT AR R, R, /s i A B (7 B RE 0 & SR THEAE SR I i 51
Prag A, HaxX—45 A ) A D R 2 S5 A5 IR AR A, SR 1A U e

I RIERE

SO A R M SR T RN A B B REPE 2t AR, IR 4, s i A Bl A B i i i
PR TE RN H 7 ASER M RIS/ 4 A Bh A5 B AR BEFR G AL o BR T S8 A0 8t i T 1534, A S08
Pl B 2 S HORRIE X SE 0 . 7% Frey & Meier (2002 ) A8 i 2k 1) FH BLAT ¢ T30
A N BRI R . B T RBAAT NN R AR Z 3 A HFFE R 22l i,

(—)NEEH

RS ST AR AEA R RE L A5 EANXIRR . BRAEZLAF (2015 ) A B, o B W A B T4
W4 5 RIS 2 Z MR BAXFR, TR IRIE IR, 53O A A B2 [F RS 8 E A,
T H SR Z RIS B AXIRR, aT RERH ARG ( 48 RA= R 2% ,2016) . 7ERXFPFTR T, Al 5
(R TAUETT BETT LAZE i 7 B AN X FR ( Akerlof,1970) o 11 4 A2 45 Bl 7T GE H2 A VEAE T ( Smith et al. ,2015;
Vesterlund ,2003) , R ER/R AT A HS B B2 A Rl $2 44t T INUEVE DR AR HE 4R I

1. T H AR B A R 5 R 7 R W [+ P800 A R/

TE B R AT SFBIN (1PO) B FTAUE S Y SCHRAS Hh , 505 B A X AR AR B s i, 28 =5 A9 A IEAL
J7#5% ( Chemmanur & Fulghieri, 1994 ) , 7E B RIRME 5 AR R 4 A4 B 5 B 9 i E4H g
Pt 7T SRR H A —MAE B4 (5 B R B3R T 208/ R AR o ARk AR B
A LT PR : O HAB AR AF2EUNS 5 B 42 5 R B4R THREHREH R 4 AR B 5 X R I A £ 2 A2
P QD5 B R R R A SR T H W E SR RSB EAT 0 A2 R 10 /s B AR B A5 B R
N TR R AN R A T A R R S AR R IR R 4R SRR K A, il R (2) A B o —
W, M 2H ARG 5050 — IR

Donate; = a + 3 x Treat; + 6 x InfoRich; + vy x Treat; x InfoRich; + Controls; + &, (2)

RIS (2) 7RI (1) B FERE BN T {5 B3 & (InfoRich ) MR &, DA IX AN AR 5 5 02 &5 5050
2 (Treat) (2 X I, % JEFNSHAE N B0 A3 SCF R R A5 U R 5548 % SR i B4 00, 364 i 2
TR BB R BV a5 B R A A i, AT T —MF B 45 (InfoRich ) B4 1
AR, Y SRR I A I8 RO R O 1 e T I 0 22— LR £ B A AR IR 1, 7 U B
0, EFEAHA 58. 1% KON A5 BB 48 (InfoRich = 1) o #7 R Ay W& /DT %, W5 B 9
18 B 2 Ul [l PRI BRI

o M (1) ZE(3)FHRE T B B B2 R IR B X P HEIR AR . 5 (1) Bl
TXERL(2) A TT45 0 38 Il T R EUTE 10% K F B /N T 0, B & S B B &
FERERHR T, B /s if AT B (5 R O2 AR I A A 22 38 /N . 3 e he AR 7 i 4L, S — A Y T H
HABERR AR, o — AT B A5 SRR EO PR S AT (1) BEAT [ ARG 5, e B
TEIH A B 5 B E T REA |, /R4y A B A5 SR PRALSEJE: 0. 001, GEit bAS 35 5 Thi 1
T HA B A5 BB BN F 5 TR R R S AR B 5 B B BRAN A 0. 005, 78 1% KK | 2%
KT 0, XULIIFET A A B (5 B4 5E © 2800 F 5 T REAS R R i AR IS BA e SRR . 56
(4) Z(6) S A 7E B R AL 1 D SR G S A RS (2) BATHAS R R . X U B A B {5
B R R SRR [ RN B RN, S A B B At AR po iR s — 2 .

2. A NEHLH] R A0 [ RO A R/
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BEXT T RN FE ST 1 A IAUERSONE , I 580 R 2 2 f e 75 R Y o TR A T AR AR GIE 3
WA TF R AT L B 28 w9/ NI & AT . Megginson & Weiss(1991) #2HY , XU HE 98 L REFZ fHE—FhIAGIE,
WA T RAT IR B A BOFE oA WS AR5, e — s R B QR 75 B A i T IR A T 4 A
WEAER . BRI b P S8R T — T D) . ARSI K SR A RT DIAET H 4R uE
B, DL S 595 R0 H #E AT IAIE ( E B4 fe 2 H742,2021) , F I F1FEBFE (2021) BF5E T /K
V6 BUESE ABLE], A ESE N AHE T IAUEVER” St B S BEIE S i N B0 2 | 30 H e A 515 %
G2 FEARSCHYSER R, ISR R R A 45 B B RIIE SE N —FE | 2 VB e 18 18 5 $R 0656 TS558 T B
FIIAE , I 2 0E S N B it i B T+ 5 JR s i A B AR B« R A8 Z A AE AR O R o Rk MR ik
BT AEAT DA PN ES  OFE HAB ST UE S A $2 T B — o R B sl /D S /s 4 A Bl 5 B
XHE S A HEAE T s QX HIESE AN BCR AR F 2 05850 H W AETR S N TR T AN 22 2 15 AR 4 A

B S FRATm AR (3) K g s — e, FH 2 2 TG IR o — NS

BRTIFABHER B . SHRTEFEFEEE
R6
Give Ln(1 + Donation amount )
fHFEFERE (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
SR N = {(iS A = ik
Treat 0. 0046 *** 0. 0010 0. 0046 *** 0.0137*** 0. 0020 0.0137***
(2.8480) (0.6620) (2.7236) (2.7379) (0. 4686) (2.7187)
) 0. 0004 0. 0037
InfoRich
(0.2184) (0.5224)
Treat x InfoRich ~0.0036° -0.0117°
(-1.7039) (=1.7572)
Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 210472 122292 88180 210472 122292 88180
R-squared 0. 0156 0.0151 0. 0166 0. 0087 0. 0084 0. 0092
Donate, = a + 3 x Treat; + 0 x ProveNumHigh, + y x Treat; x ProveNumHigh, + Controls; + &, (3)

P (3) FERCIRY (1) SRt A T “IESE AEUZE " ( ProveNumHigh ) JE A8 & | DL K 33X~ i A7 &
FE A L2 (Treat) BYAE LI, 430 H (1) ZIHIESE AN E T 8055 T 2R R 5 153 2 — 4 A8, Ik
S NELZ (ProveNumHigh) U1, IR 0, 5 RECy BF/NTF, WIS H A B A9 IESE 1) B 42 71
e U G AN

FTWE) B(3) IS T SRR B R IR X X RIS RS 5 (1) SR
TR (3) BTS2 IR T R ETE 10% BY7KF 1 W2/ T 0, BB Rl & SE4R 500 H UE 52 A %K
AIEET 7RI A B AR B SR I A VR TSR0/ e AT TR A 23 P 20, 26— 2H ) 50T H e
TNBERRZ 5 — I BRSNS R PIAIREA B AT RL (1) 647 A4S 55, & AR UE
S NE E T AT U532 — 3 S B FREAS D BRI ACHRS Bh R B A BRSOV - 0. 0006, 481 |
AN 5 MRS H RS NBUIR T2 A S 10 53 2 — 4 R FREAC T SR i A B R JE B bR A5 2
0. 0037 , 7 1% KIKF ERZH KT 0, X ULHITEN FIESE NSO AL I, J 7R 5 A0 B 5 BN FEOE 2R 4R
W, 55 (4) 2(6) FIE BITERIR RS & 48 I S A RS (3) AT R R RN, XU, B2 f
FTATERIL i AR HE 2 N Bt 2 5 M [ A A800; 8 /N, S50 A B AR B4R A T OATEAVE T A5 — 35

3. B ARG G AU A5 5 MR [ R RN Y /N e

TEWFIE T RN S BT 37 L BB TR A DIE RN i), Carter & Manaster (1990) & B, A% T 75 22
BARRY S ARAT | 7 B WA ST ERA T RE S S 8 R B A ME B AT A4 B R DGIEAE T . TR
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FEAR I R TR ROV - R A LI SRR 3 1) P S0 U 4

HRM SR T AR R R A Bh A5 B AR 2 4R 4L T O TSR 00 H A —FAIE, 2 Ak
iR S SEAT IR < ) PEARONE” ATRE ST SR A SRS MR RL IR ATEAT LT PN RIS : O7E Al A 1261

I, AR VGIESR BEROR , RE— 7 TR L b 30 9 JRe s A 5 B A SO SR B PE P s @ 24D E SR BEB /N
TEAEIR S N AR T 9 AR 15 S /R - A B A5 RS2, FRAT Tl Y (4) K36 26 — ke, 2

AL 505 AN
RAFEABHER B FBRBIELAY

x7
Give Ln(1 + Donation amount )
S RNEPN ' (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
RN % b R % >
Treat 0.0034 """ -0. 0006 0.0037 """ 0.0094 """ —-0. 0008 0.0099 ***
rea
(2.8143) ( -0.26064) (2.8751) (2.6128) (-0.1217) (2.5883)
) 0. 0032 0. 0042
ProveNumHigh
(1.0431) (0.4697)
. -0.0058" -0.0156"
Treat x ProveNumHigh
( -=1.9037) (-1.7970)
Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 210472 54694 155778 210472 54694 155778
R-squared 0.0156 0.0153 0.0160 0. 0087 0. 0097 0. 0085

Donate; = a + 8 X Treat; + 6 x FriendDonateHigh. + y x Treat, X FriendDonateHigh, + Controls, + &, (4)

TEARSCH SR 5 j(%’ﬂﬁﬂéTﬁEfiﬁﬁw\ﬁﬁE,i%eﬁtﬂé?ﬁ H R 9455 (Smith et al.
/R AR B AESE R 2 R R i 4 A B 1 )

Vesterlund ,2003)

AR SR A B

KERMEEH (B 1), ﬁn%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ?ﬂﬁﬁ

,2015;
SUREALL NN/

PR T — M UAIE TS 4 35 W < %0 RT LA SR A X A A IE

AORREE DAY (4) ZERCRY (1) AR BT “ 4 A =488 (Friend Donate High) HELAE i, DL K
X — RS B RE AR SR 4 (Treat) BYSS I, HAE A0 A AOFH S G AT D 2 S 4 A4 W 4 0 A B0
MR R AR IS 4K T 100 JTHT, “ 4 A =485 ( Friend Donate High) JEHLIAEEHR 1, B 0, 4
FEASTAT 16% BOULIN A “ SF A RIS X — 28 I 1, AR A 45 R b 280y AfhiTH i W/ T%F Ul
W 2B AP T EEAT S IR | R 7R G A8 B B0 8 8 F e 47 T B
BRREFAHBEHER B FRBEEEM

8
Give Ln(1 + Donation amount )
U A AR 4 (n) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
SRR >100 JC <100 JG EREA >100 J¢ <100 JC
Treat 0.0017 0. 0063 ** 0.0017 0. 0034 0.0243 " 0. 0035
(1.4564) (2.0251) (1.4510) (1.0159) (2.3683) (1.0486)
Friend Donate High 0. 0187 0.0774"
(9.2965) (9.6731)
Treat X Friend 0.0051" 0.0215""
DonateHigh (1.7985) (2.0030)
Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 210472 33782 176690 210472 33782 176690
R-squared 0. 0166 0.0144 0. 0164 0. 0105 0. 0085 0. 0090

F 8 MY (1) 2 (3) SRS T i B
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TSR (4) BIARTTES I 2 IS T R B 10% (7K BB KT 0, BEHH 24 1 A 36 188 4 %R T,
SR A A TR PR 25 WA I 0, B AR A P A B — AL | S A AR W R 5 o — 4L
Wb Sf A ARG SR, B PR REAS 23 5 PR (1) AT M A S5 5 o | 7R3 A48 I 4 3 e 1 1
FEA R S 2H 1Y [R] FEAUN 2 0. 0063, 78 5% /K 1 W35 KT 05 MR A8 8 4 AR IR 0 e A v
SIS ZH 0 [ ROV SR 0. 0017  FEGE T AN 25, U S 47 A B4R 6 4 WU 08 22 I, BRIV Ji o - A B AR
BAABRIEHERIG . X 54 ACRE BIE B o SR H 24t T UGEE B e & — 20, 4 =
(6) F1 S B TEAE R A0 i Ry 45 I G 2 AR (4) A T2 SR 22U

R, Y SE4R 50 H A 515 BB O £ 5 s 0 H i 2 A IS 28 58 40 i, S s i A B 5 .
PR HEVE ISR S5 1 5 S AR IS 4 B 4 T2 Wi 8 1 ik s o A 1 B RO SR S A PR . X 5
G AR B E B AR T I E “ YGIEVE T iR R — B0 .

(D)#HEEA

L JRIRGF AR WE I F R0/ N G 1 2

YT P B B SHE0E B9 S E e BE B, ATRES B 1Ak S R Ryl b AR
KSR H B, Viln 1 P A REAR 23 B A2 B “ 9 5245 (being asked ) K JJ ( Della Vigna et al. ,2012;
Andreoni et al. ,2017) . & ISEEIH B9 7T A4 ACRE B E B, U5Tal F P W 8B B & YR AT
AL S 2% T A A G AU, A T 4518 ZlHL( Bénabou & Tirole ,2006 ; Harbaugh , 1998 )
WFRATTE G R 3 A3 B A7 B A A 30 5 RV A E AR S 2 it 1 4k 2x e g NI a2 1 450

Della Vigna et al. (2012) 7EA R B 200 1 #5235 He g Qnal 52 e i 5546 4 (048 AT R . A THEdR
25 1 E AR RO BREC I T — AN, YR AR B 2 R T N SAS A 4 R T R R 2 el
FHE ARG S R A+ R 07, BRI R Gt o 2 b i — 8, TR shHL Y 4R G 2 00 W] B4R
I 2 4 D AR PEX — A Della Vigna et al. (2012) 331 T —AMER X 4E X E BRAY 115548 #Y H EF 52
Bk AT 23 ) WA AE TR R A R0 BT TSR I ) R S A SRt — > ANz BIT33R 7 1Y ik
T 5 S 2H SRS TR P2 Ak DR R— N R 452 BT I5HB 7 AR I, 2R R 2) VeI AR I, Z348 & A
PR ETISHE . SCIRE R A, S b1 SHR S5 R b S U0 20 rb 1)/ INGAR L9 b 3 AR, T DI 10 1) L
191 55 42 T 2H A .35 200, WL 23 TR ) Sl b S R e/ AR B | TS 52 0 B R I

G AR B RO AR R 1M IE AN A2 K17 BRI 2 AR Della Vigna et al. (2012) Y 2%
BEALRI SR 25 53 AR R 4 A0 IE D A TS TE AR S i 1 4k 23 R 07, NI J5 2 “ AN A F5
IR 233 AV E FH AT BE H 235 1S/ NG 048 I 0 15 T R AR WG s e A R . o 1 R denix —fiise , A5
HRAE D 0] F P AR S A A T BT bR . /BRI " & — SR i 2 P BEAT TR HLAE
W8/ T 10 JERTIC L, B IH O, FEA AT 2. 7% MWL A IRUE A 1, < KAHR I " J2 58 — A AR 4t
MHIP AT TR HARWE S AT 10 Johf 1, IO, FEA TR 3. 4% LI Y BUE Y 1, E4E 10

TCRMAEKFEFG L, Al TR B 205, MR &L A BN E S 10 oC,
BRERBHELESEEEST AN HEAKRE 20 B L A S ARG B2 A /N AR
®9 BRI 2R, BT R ER, T7E
TRAl | R4l | Dif( R -deRa) | U J 7R - T B A B SE B 41, /NERAE I8 B 4y

AR G100 | 2. 6459 0. 174% *** 2. 4495 2.819% , MAEA /R 4 A 45 B (s Bl 4, /)

(<10 )

T ) DA I R T WURMHN 2. 645% , SCRALHG/NR I H 1
(>10%)] = : : :

@ BOLIREEEH AT LI Della Vigna et al. (2012, p7 - p9) BIRETISEE#4Y . Smith et al. (2015, p1057 — pl059) X
AR A,
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R AR I 0 [w) PRV Of 1Y IR 00 5318 F- 15 1 T B2 52 6 4l

b4 m i 0. 174 NE DA, WNATFE X LFE X — 3T 0 B 5 20 41 e i) 6. 6% , HFE 1% /Y
KRR, B ATR R BN BRI AT B E B ARSI A, KBUHR G LA 3. 459% |, i E AN JR IR
U/ 5 B B B FEs R 20, KRB I FLAs] ol 3. 366% , — #2250 0. 093 A 5 1S AR

2.9% |- 3.6% |-
2.8% [— ‘} 3.5% T
2.7% (— 3.4% |— l T
2.6% [— + 3.3% [~ l
2.5% [— 3.2% t—
2.4% 3.1% [—
2.3% 3.0%
SEEGA il SEHG A P2

B3 Ay R AM/NTHRMELL G £) FOABHRMLLHI (%) FHLL
K1 3 B T PILE LA EE SR . 181 3 ZE PN LU T /NBUR NG LB, A TRIXT LE T RAHR NG Lt fiE
W EOA | J s I A B (5 2 S 4R T/ INVER I 1 81 (AN IR AR I ) L

RAFRBHESSREETA/N: BIERSHT Ry TR P A ) EC At AR X6 I AR ]
*£10 2% Della Vigna et al. (2012) A, A% SC s F
(1 2 FHBERL (1) SRRz I8 4t 2 17 B, 9k Al B AL i
AR <10 %) KRR >10 1) SR/ I e ARG . 10 A T g,

- 0.0016 0. 0009 - - e
freat (1.9705) (1.1863) () FNEE R R, TR T H AR T 58 5 M 48 1
ok e o HOZE R | eI A DA B 230 41 Ry /MR
R-squared 0.0163 0.0033 I F B FE 5% FIOKAE b8 3 & T AN R G A 65 B

R R BRI A, 25 (2) FIE R BoR e R i

KA NE BIFA I KGR B L. X5 Della Vigna et al. (2012) f#F5 & B2 — B0, 5« 44
Fe 37 (B — 20 R G A B S AT REFE AT PR AE 1R I 2 52 B A2 D &R i UKl i ok /N R I 114 7 =i
FTARIE ; TR AR & A2 T RN A B (5 B A C AR AT

2. Ttk

ESCLA 10 TTAEA DX/ INEAR I 4R W B4 i SRR, S 6 B[R] R 00 R /N I A AR
L TEASSE BRI o T BRAIERRAENE | PRIEX — SRt TR 1 10 JorE i St A e 3l
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Peer Effect in Charitable Donation : Field Experimental Evidences from an Online Donation Raising Platform in China
WANG Zheng-wei, XIANG Hong-yu,ZHU Yi-zhe,SHEN Peng

Abstract: Raising social donations is a way of risk relief longstanding in human history. Utilizing the critical-illness fundraising
platform Waterdrop to design a field experiment, this paper explores the peer effect of charitable giving in the online social network
under the new trend of “digital technology + charity”. The results show that directly demonstrating friends’ help information can
significantly increase the probability of donation by 0.27 percentage point. Further channel tests show that the increased informa-
tion disclosure of the campaigne leads to more certifiers, and the decreased donation amount of friends would decrease the peer
effect. In addition , demonstrating friends’ help information only promotes small-sum donations and has no effect on large dona-
tions. These findings suggest that friends’ help information may provide certificates for the campaign and exert social pressure on
the potential donors as well. This paper is among the first to provide robust and credible field experiment evidences for the peer
effects in personal donations in the context of Internet-based charitable giving,and offers new findings on how can social network
help ordinary people to defend against risks and enhance their risk handling capability.

Key words: charitable giving;peer effect ;field experiment ;digital philanthropy ;social donations
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