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AHREERBERN., YW REFZAPBEEUL LK E(F M TFHE,
20165\l L B 4% ,2008; HF £ AT A 247 ,2016), ARAE =K HBEHRE, 7
GHEAVERHERA 2R S E5HEABE XA NREELAGTRELARENEELE
BEA OURAREEEZZ N BEAY (RFEMEHEF,2023), B KEEL
EULELIMARETAF NMABEMARANALREEZE.C —F T, A\EHFHR
BWAKXEERNBERESSHB RS RERTHE LB AHX, RIE Lin et al.
(2025) , RPWHLRER RS RENASATE L 8 T M6 F LR A & R0

» BHRKEF FIVEAFEFER B IBEARFEGFANEREF TP RAH LM E
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@ % E#E &L 44 (Giving USA Foundation) # 48 £ 4t % T 77,2024 4 % B % E 444 £k 2] 5 925
ETHIFZ, &Y GDP B #th 2.0%, L MAHM 5k FE,.% 66%., (T EHLEHN 2025) 8
T 2024 FEFENREEANLZEBE XL ER B EH N 1324.58 1070, 5 44 GDP K #m 0.10%,
B LA 24.33% Kk B A AR E
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ZHRNEANTRIPTATEEEFIN TS, F—FE.AHESEENAX
FEAEALNENESNEIRRIB WX, MANEAEGERAINEH
(2011 E“FELEERH UREENLEEEWE LR EH/ LRI EEH
HWHEEREAEREK, YERRERN TR M E LI, & 700 0 #H &
HFERTYUETAWAFERESE AU MBAELRT XBEH LW ATR
BAXRMAEERE.C SR FAAERH L . RELEALNRE LRI FEH
BAER, FBEAREUNTHRER T ATHHTHEEERE, # TRAXT
HEEVWEEAI KA KEBCQCRHDFRAN. EAEANBELEE EHHL
NEh BUREEN(FEAREMELZZ )N TG, XR#UALEERER
BN RENAEREETAALERR, B . RAZLELALENE . EEZAR
FHEERIMAEE HAEAEFVREN B, EENAFEARTFEU
EF TN AE AL N EE M RALEALNEAENEET, FHA
Y5 B R A Fu L E], DL OR AR E 3 #E 4T 215 48 1 (informed donation) & #
HeAZ [F] R — N R
mEREERBEEER ST BB R LB A R A E A E o
Wk, BEANKEFRELA, 48 BT LA R 8 # A A4 (Karlan and
Wood, 2017; Metzger and Giinther, 2019; Butera and Horn, 2020), # T,
4% 38 /2 5] Hope Consulting 8 —F i & & 77, 85X B M % 3 & 2 1F 18
WoERABSUMEE L EHHATHEEE.C REEREARREEH 3
B B2 K {2 B i K (information cost), X [ 7 # 4 A 34T 40 I 38
(Krasteva and Yildirim, 2013; Mitchell and Calabrese, 2020), #& # B, K #
(FRARAMEALAZEZ)VMEXEZN AELALLET 7 FE FRIBEEW
REBITIELFEL AHMEEFEIERE M EF2UHRE FHFEATEE
MEEZHEEFERNEERGRE, BR, X EE L FAEKREME KR LEI# M
TE R E -2 HA, STENRKEBRAKTmEEHA L F L FE A, A
X R BOR A E GO, T S B 1 AR A R A AR
FERAEN M AR R ENEARIBRIREFEZAE. £XT
15 B Rk AR 3T 40 1 48 1 % w9 BF %, Krasteva and Yildrim(2013) & & # A 3 &
HEEET BLENHHHERAFANCERREE, BRENMKES WX
& BB AT HMEA AR, AN B R AR AR, AR IEAT 2o 1 38 8 09 7T 6 M
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@ # W https://chinadevelopmentbrief. org/reports/survey-shows-nearly-70-of-people-exprienced-
donation-scams/ , 7 [&] B [A] . 2025 4 10 A 7 # .

@ Hope Consulting & — XY ELR AL ELSH LB RAR AL LT WA MR KN, H
FE 2010 4 7 & A A B “Money for Good” 27| #H R B R THME T H P FEA. EHEXTHEE N
LA B AR N MR R % A E A . ¥R R R« https: //aarongertler. net/ wp-content/uploa
ds/2015/06/Money20for20Good_Final.pdf, ¥ & Bt 6] . 2026 4 4 A 7 H,
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Ko X =%k 5 Z b E % oy 36 B % # 3E 9 (Krasteva and Yildirim, 2016;
Mitchell and Calabrese, 2020), E L B#H Z . A XA AZXHENE L. F
Bl A fEEEAEENS P AN W HE &K (Fong and Oberholzer-Gee,
2011; Null, 2011; Metzger and Giinther, 2019), # it 3 # F, Mitchell et al.
QO2OFARKA , SEERATH A RKER BEANTHLSEME T
BfeE X TAEALNELGHEL . RBREMEY,
BEH LW E ﬁiW%%mﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%%%mﬁﬁ@Nmz
HEEEARNEEZR R, FARHWNAZAL AFEARGWERE.T
ﬁﬁﬁmﬁy%ﬁméﬁﬁW%ﬁﬁiﬂm%%ﬁ BENMREERLN
HHEEvR LA N AEFHOR p T WEBEER AT N
(Butera and Horn, 2020), ¥ A &~ HEA M B ZCHFE AL EH RN EEFH
JH #0 it & A 0 % FH & (Gneezy et al., 2014; Meer, 2014; Charles et al., 2020;
Adena et al., 2019; Karlan and Wood, 2017), Ex TAEH LT EE BTN
BT NS T H, AR LALLM S fEE E (Gneezy et al., 2014;
Charles et al., 2020) 1 E 7 ihiF 1z B (Adena et al., 2019; Karlan and Wood,
201 K £, D HF R % E 4 4R F X 4E B % v (Grant and Potoski, 2015), 7
DR EFEAEEWNHE F,Peng et al.(2019) £ I M &3 £ K 50 4 F o4t
SNEHBLEHREE., TWF Q2D N AL AL ME-LA Y BN AKX
FREE B BRH AT RO NE RN GBS B, B
PR W By BN BE R . T 5 AR SUE A8 % B9 B % = K & 5 % (2025) , (118
HEBELR MEHREFTHNERS THHRBERREEAEALF Ao
BrAMARR AAR KA FARBGULNBRERLEG TAARKN AL,
BRAARKA, MEBRR RO RN LA S LML E L BEATHAK
R dAEa bt EN A EEIR L KALALRENFAEN
BEAERENEERE U AR EHBHEE R EEAINITBERAKLHE K
(Karlan and Wood, 2017; Metzger and Giinther, 2019; Charles et al., 2020),
HRVEBHEREERFHFRBEART LR — AN B MNE G R BOR A WA
2, Y e B R A LT SR B, R 4R Oy 32 1 26 % (Barber et al.,
2021), ZEWE T, K EHH (Matching Mechanisms) 1€ % — # €1 #7 & 45 1 %
AL EERAARETEE B EAE  EAETRERL -MHEEHERL Y
R R K. X —ALE T, = 7 LAY 3 TR b ) 4R T AT dn R T A
HTReRL ATV REAWNAEGER 2R T HET R, BERSSFH LR
IESE T T B AL R X4 AT O e AR AR, (B de R e AR W A 4 M A AL A
% Ff = (Meier and Frey, 2004; Karlan and List, 2007, 2011; Huck and Rasul,
2011; Adena and Huck, 2022; % 14 % ,2021; ¥ #/ % ,2025), % # /& It B AL 4] %t
12 B 8 42 & 16 A i, Krasteva and Yildirim (2013) 4% ¥ , & B AL & £ 5 15 &

https://www. cnki. net



H LR oA

548 Z % F (F D % 26 &

W EAATRAES, RAT mHEE OGS, AT E S MERER,
BAR AR HHRE TG, T RE N RETFRE R TR,

EERERETAXEL LR Z G %, RA B R KA T FH &5
AR A B NE R FEREEFTN UREEARFLAAL TR H. R
FEREERANBEHRMESRECRNFAFRNEEL, HATT 2X20WER A&
WoRREETREERARN 2 NEELRBENME, T 6N TRAE,FR
REAZHALF ARG L RATL B, &40 % K Jo i 38 1 2% 5 fn 38 8 K
P HAREREN.E - FRARASBHABEZHEINRM XX R, kAR
WoNEEFEEFNRERARETELRRT, ERALE &5 NTURE &K
HENBE, FZ L EERARKH RN FEE A A LA S, T
WAL FAEEX - BREWEF, R, ENEKFEANEL XA RA, HLH
WERRE2ES. TRERAF G T NRE T A K 2L F R, ER A 20
RETFEFERIR., FZ AZALNFEAMBRLAZEEZEMXX R,
REALFARS AELARK, ZALETEERATHHH, HEAF L
BALH By Bl X — IR — FHE,

HMRTUEFE, AXWAFZLAET . E - RANRRTRRAEALF
AERFATARAMANMEBEET AN 0, FETARAR; & = A A%
BAERRTERILHAARAGENE REFRETENER:F =, £ E
HEETRT KA TEEALAFECGENHBEANEKBRAT AN 0, VR
FAEREAAMEEALNEE RANTEBRE T ERRE.

Pus

= ERiEit s R

(=) Z® %k it

AXHARENERFERBAEEAL AR FANERET,FERAMTER
MR FHEEFNRE, AR s, LREHTELZUT 3 AMHAR
T D15 B A A8 BB o ad AN i 48 16 2 0 % 5 O I8 B L H 89 5N
HAEBEREEEFN D ONEET 2N FEEF A EARE ik
WMo AEALRFREAR, BN - FTEELEKREBFQ2HDXTEZARN S
B, 7 — AL ERALFEFAANELEZLN TR 2R ENARHAL I TR M
KEATHEENL, BT ANMNEARERBENE LN BB AR ENZTHE L,
aAlEvEALtTFELL T FEILESFES 2R AEILEE S 2.
HEARMAKE R EREAMEEXLELR.C

O XTHEEZALWNFAGRIME]., RTEB. MRXAREE XA &, &5 8 0NEHTELG
F)(ZEF)) B M (https: //ceq.ccer.pku.edu.cn) T % ,
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ERERA.RMNERA T HNEELL, URER AT RAEEL L7 LW
H4, BHELHhFRALHUKHELF — Aﬁ%ﬁm%%ﬁﬁTE‘%kﬁﬁﬁ
AL FEEATNAQ11 2, 2 B RFHRE R ZA R E R ZR),
WREWNBLRFXTANAEZLANF AR %%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ%@%l%T

R1 ZEHALMNEES MHESZ

#E UL 2 H 4 IR %
6.393

FHE A 4 28
(2.114)
6.933

KAEILEXLS 3 30
(1.574)
7.300

FEILTFELS 2 20
(2.638)
8.357

FEILESFEES 1 28
(2.614)

RERl,zExeWFEHLRR . FELEDEE L LN FAARL &R,
H=# %% 8% (Mann-Whitney U £ 4,p =0.001,2z=—3.422) , A LA & 5%
WA % T A% Xk (Landry et al., 2006; Soetevent, 2011; E’K’J—‘ﬁﬂﬁ%%,
2025 N I E R LA R RMEAEALAF L AR ELLEREA TS
WiE, EWEZR P F ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%i.%Mﬁ%%Eﬂﬁ%mﬁﬁfgﬁ
HERIHEFANAEZHTT 2X2WERARIT . AHEETELEEH AT
2 AN B, 2T 6 AN A, K A IR B (between-subjects) ¥ 1t .

EOANLHRAF NN M2 W ERATEEALLEHRNEREIRE., £X
AASERAT  ARFEMESLFIHEFERINER, AR REAAANELEZLAL
By AR X E AR HE 4, BB R & & B AR B LR o R % AR B R SR S AT 4R
Wk K, HA I N ARSI R, BT R SO B AR A KO R AR R R —
W ELEDFES L2 HIRFEELR R, BT A IR W 4E A K3 4~
EHLE W T4, Bt 11 fr 12, 7 43 8 2 & 4 48 F 2 AP a3 1R
ol 38 T R SR W R

HEustm At AN FEIACERARBAZAL LN, B34 A
A CEALE B 3 B . K X% # Fong and Oberholzer-Gee(2011) #i% it , 4
HAARRKERNANLEALN AL EFAREL, BE5 1L 12 TR LBERHFT
M AR B R BAEELR, R il & 502 0 48 0t 7 A H 4
mREWFTELE ) EX oMM EEE LR EN T E S, BT HE M
—EEBFRRBBEEAEN LR A THRELALFRHIT-—KEHR. HF B A
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BREERALER, EERAN 1 T4 AEREEKRALE A, EEKREAN 0.5
T I AT I3 A 14, THRARE B R RN B ARk 4 R B

I5AI6 yal NCERIAGERE, REAL I WEEAMNS, X RGE
SH 5 1340 14 AR LD @itk 13,14 Fn 15,16, 7 B 4 47 IT B2 AL ] 3t AN 4K 4o
BHEERENTH.

(Z) %5 5Lik

AXEBREFAZANANE . E-—NBEAAEE TS, ZESFPHRAFR
AR 102N E S AENEEEENBERAEL R, F&%RE, #®
RIHHKF 20 TR, EEFHHESNEEARFELEERFZ RN AFOE
¥4 8y MBTI-G BUA (B & A - 1998-ND B 4 7 5 B9 B8 Ak M2 A% 1 3R, 91
R EWERNARA ZHBRLAZIFHEFTEZ —, E04 93 /MNHEA,

E_NENEEES.Y ZESF . HREABARBENELE, MEH
BZEENTE . BHRERBHIBELRAFT X TAEAL LK. R E R~ £
HAWGRE FETAEE -—MEFREN 20 ThE, #ATHRBEHREK, KB K
FOALEBMANBEAR ARELRRAEE AR FHTLHALE, EXR
EREHAMULNEENLR,

F = W B MR AE S, B 3 KR R B AR Fe AR T s AL K R R R A
MiX %% T Binswanger(1980) 4% th 8§ & T 4% JF 7] i , iR $EAT 4 B K. &
RAESANATRAWRAGE- KRG A e PHRE, RELERE, BFEAHR LRI
Kok AaE. R EFEEMNLE S, xR, BT NKE.,
EWAEHINAREE AP ERAINOUREER AN E =TT,
LR, A A s AL S s WL ey & R A Hartmann et al.(2017) 2 1 8 45
HEXR.ZEY My EXIFERE N H B Carroll and Kachersky(2019),9 #
RERZMATURES T, RNIVRFER R EF N EXTNRETEH

O EREFAGBEERAZA.RNEFZTEAATESHEE N ERA R, L F F R %2019 &
Ko, 5 G3E M H RT3 A H A 12.86—18.65 T 1 ; BRE Q02D WA R B, K% &8 8 H
A ERE L EETAE 11%—20% 2 8 I\ % (2025 B9 BT 5 L R B9 3 % 3 BE 4.49—6.12
THEA, TURA, AT R H RN BEERERRK, STFTAXEKITF . HRAL T REAERF W
WA 20 T, Bt KRN FAENEEALWEE T EEZETE O TUNERAXHELNNET L,
AR R R A AR 2.342—5.458 T2 M), Ak — A b RINEWETEEARF X
BEEWMRAEYOS LA T, AN XNERAGHENBEERALRE., AT EFANEERARE®
L, BRI,

@ Xt F R E I ) 1R R R AT B R L

QO HEESFMNRESFAEREZBES AR BEATH LHEN,

@ KHBIHIPHEIRLE I BEX —BATHEBRR A FER WAL X EACHT AN ZHEY
wA N EERYH,

© FARRKEZRABREFNTFE . RALFC4 LR =ZXFGNHBRALE. BRHIXA 7 A
AF R, BEWTHEARREANEE LN T AR, HEF LA T L ERHE AN,
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HAERFMELT BEXRARBLTMAEZY B ZEHBFHEGIT RN T
A FHENHHE b,

KXIER LB TF 2024 4 4—5 A K 2025 £ 7 AEMITIME RFZEFATH
EmEF RPN L FHATY, LB A F 2-Tree % 5 (Fischbacher, 2007), 4
HAT22G Rt A82 A S, MEEA LR EKETET 1000 T, frAE
LR PR RTFHRM Y 30 T, B FHH EEHEAES BELHA 2 DR
PR ERE EERERER—AH . B2 ERFRBAIFRIZLMHEM,

=, Bk

# T Altmann et al. (2019) &y B A 1A% B fn ¥ 4 48 (2025) B9 48 X 22 it 1B
W AXGNFEERGEEMERBEA, 56RO W 30 L B2 M.

R & N NG S R AN S A JUBINELS
A (B F % w) % = M N £ 8 20 Al (Becker, 1974; Andreoni, 19893
Duncan, 2004), H# A NEEERESITZHERNBEFNYE, UL
RN EERE, T LR X R B H VBT IR E UL X
HUENTHREXZTEZY NN EEE X EET AN TRELHE,
DA ASEE ks 3ok, REX —F L AR HR K TR ERMAHE
MEEEFH, KXPEAEFALFRELWN I N F ARG LR AT E RS H
ERTAEFHORE AR RPN ENEREAFS U L REN B W, &
A A AT X A H AR W S LA R R L AT O R L

GAUBEMABEHEXARAEZFHEETNERN . AEREFAUT =
BERAMELFE . F - AMATHERFEMERAZFT RN ERA; & =, MK
HEN2RE LA GEEEN LN AEFHMBER I, E = R EAAELAL
FAEAMEMSEEYMALK, HP, % K2R MENHE YR RKB T X
BEFHNER L Z A X THA LT HEBTINAE, K EEHE
“HTHREHATR 2 AAAN R TR AT ESHBMATHEMEE, b
B EFRNE D EEHEREY Al RS, ML R EEY MO E
6 1“0 {7 38 18 7 69 4T A (Bekkers and Wiepking, 2011)@, % 3T 42 ## A& X #

O AXFERFEWRRATER X THATAEN 2N BRIV,

@ Bekkers and Wiepking(2011) ¥ 45 JF 42 7 30 % 2 48 W 8y )\ K AL &) AR 3B © A7 48 32 A4 W 4T
HHEEWEFIRF, 25 F K &R (awareness of need) . # 3 (solicitation) | i & 5 4 3 (costs and
benefits) . F| ff (altruism) . # # (reputation) , & # ¥ 3 (psychological benefits) \ #r 1& # (values) . % # &K
Cefficacy) , HA“WFE" R —F LA RN . G ERKIBYNAT N, LK L HOGHWAT VA 24T %5
19 I i (Bryant et al., 2003; Bekkers, 2005; Wiepking and Maas, 2009), # % &+ Z@ T F Kz &
BRI mEREENEEFFENER PR ERDHAK B ELS Y HEE LT N AEZA RN EE, W
TR EZTRGNRAIS T,
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BERETF MG o H AT D,
(=) REZALFEE L

#F Altmann et al. (2019 W B AEE A, L& E 4 4 7 Az & i oy 35
WH EH AT

2
U:(E*x)-i—(pr%J, (D

HFP,E(E>0) AWBERK, x(x =0) HEEH.p(o=1) BHENAK
BEZEGHEF, RAUBRDL2EAK.E—H 2V HELHNEA.& _H 0
HBWHRGBA ., AR EREETR

2
U:—%+@—nx+a

Mook — M F L FE .
U=—x+@—1).

AU\=—a+ (@ 1)=0, THEBEHHRLEE 2" = —1) .

HMTAMNAREERAWBEERFATHEE B0 (0o —1)<<E , % p W I
EENY [ILE+1] . Yp>10. 88 (o—1) YE.ZRGEH,EKANFXH L
AABBEE A% po=1 8, LRI R R, BATHRX I AN T BRBEH A

REEABEE NEEEN2RECACELEAEEZN EXEE B HH A
moHTAEEFRMBENEERM S XN AR FEE, BT AT XFE, R
BRGEEH AR EMRECAREEGFH T X TH ¥ N (giving price) By & 4
P=a(a<<1l) ,MEZRKEET . ZE"H g" =Pz  =ax’

(Z) HEAEALFEEARER

REULFACENHEBE LB E T U EH BB B AR, BT @
NMEGREIMGEAT ENMFEFHE TR A, X ER THRKT M0 #EH
Mook A% THERE, E4 Duncan(2004) Fr 4 H 8y, Tk & 1 F 4 4 8y
Al EXAREBEREENH TN AEAFHGERERRWEIFER, FAE
FEMGAEAE AR ETHAFTHAEE N RAKA KD T A HE"KRKE
FULTSBENBRMRAEORNG, XARNGHERFENGRTEELLR
WA s R o R E AR R b B, 3 T 7 2 38 8 0 45 R By MR, 5L\ A
EURFABREHHE ZERWINCERNER A BEME TR, *K
T FE AR - WA e RGN R B L BB SRR e B B AR P =
(1—r)a,

FEGEWIANRETHEFRNZA HR(DOHE _Ho, FRIAAN
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KB 38 T 2 AL v xR A B R G, T A A A M B WL e 2 = B s AL
#, R B W E NS P T 2 5] K W A &AL (Butera and Horn, 2020): &
FRBNBN, P IR, LI E &4 2 M E AP &0 SR 4R 5 2
WO FAEBRBRGFE HRAZERKA, £ P TRAA ST, 2 AL B4
BARF EEREH LA ELARE, UHRBEANEEZY HRE T WA M
HRRE, BABELEENESRARAFTRENATIAE N o B,
X AR A A 2 AL e 2 e s AL R, T R RO R B .

2

U:E*x—l—(p;x*%j—ﬁ—p,x, i =1,2,

b, p=lai— (A —r)a;10,=ra. 0, =0; 0, FFHERBELTDAZANH
MEE ABAFTRERLN-NMFHRENE, YEEAEENMANE, r=0,0,=
0, BT BL p; =0,

El . SINBEELLWEXFERE R G, S A 2 Wl Fn & & % g s il
HHRLEE 2" T

= —1+4p,s i=1,2 2

HADOTUER IATFAEHALANHXFACLEE ML TEEARE R
ANTEWET T A AW AR 38 G A g, BT D4R B RR L.

RiZ1 AZEHLFEAGEANINGRBAEANGAYE & E 2 0l
# W

(Z) 3l R A

R #E Krasteva and Yildirim(2013), 4 F 7 W 4 £ 5 & H 5 &R BAF & K
RARE NGB EALITAHCEAER"ENERL T RES AR R RB#ATE K
WA, WA, R RR N R TR N RN TR (B RN
BERBEANZEONENKLEFERRBAT A RZ, YR LT K&
TRUBEHTEAE NEEEFEEFARRASTHEBREER,

BREENRA k(k=0) LERAERZALEFLAR NEYLELS
EEREFAHEENAOT R LA BT oBEEE 0T hA N
U' (Fsa) 5T A f 38 6 BT = £ W RAARZR N A UV (@) sk, EENNEV =
U—-U", Ve NEEEWEIELH#THHERE, TSV, B, A
BBk BFEAMEIERHATTHERY,

WAL X HANER, A TABANMAVE A ER L2 KU, T
MR SN GE o EB RN A EZAANFE AN  ERREY 2" =@, —1+u),
i=1,2, WANRARE TR . FEALEFCANE R EER I H 20 1FHE
TAL AR T oy S fh B 2 A A T
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iil i :
UIZETLW, i=1,2;

. c— 1)
U[):EjL%, i=1,2.

M AR B R A .
V,=U! —UY =4, (o, —1)+’§, i=1.2.
Fih, TURBFEFEEREKEL T ANEWEEL &,
2. (o; —1)—0—/§>k, i=1,2.

Bl GREAMNBFEERE THREA AN EMEZL WA H N F
I

HTARABREECHFAGEN AR S ERY M A A BERAK L R
AT 2B METREENERE, R m AN EM X G &0 R E B B R
o AR NKETUMEEEHNNMNERERERALHE RATEENEV §
BERBEAL GHEMAN, GEERK L H AR, EHFEEENET, MEER
D EWBERZ U EERAK L TR, EMEEENET, NEKH
dknE MR, &b, T URBE K 2,

Big2 AHMMANEMEZZHINEZ TR TOHEERATEL
W E A T E AN AN ERRARG I, o EEH A TR, R 2
7.

() 5N T B AL

ERMHAGIANFAESFHP TR, ALRAEERL m ,m =0,
MTHMA A EE Y m oAl BB RGN E R E &6 T H
WMEEME >, EINCRNS G, BENEE—F TR EEN.

_d—=%
7(1+m)a'
NN RE D - 8 T o
U=E*x+(‘o,x*§)+pix, 1 =1,2.

e rt e KAET R, EERY:

w_ |, (A—F)
% —{1 (1+m):|a(9,. (3)

HAGOTUEY MU TEREERNEA TN w, » pl >wu, . WRE LW
Wik, T DA B 5N B AL T AR 3 AL Fe A E R B AL B R AL AR

https://www. cnki. net



H LR oA

% 2 ZRE: EREAL I EALE XA k5 E R 995

X

C— (o — 14y si=1.2, AETUBHANANCENH T A KL T RS
Jo T B O R

Vi =pl (o )+ =1z

BT p >u JHRV >V, EENE AR A0 REF R
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The Positive Impact of Information Costs and
Matching Mechanisms on Individual

Informed Donations

LUO Jun YU Lubing LIN Yanqing
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Abstract: Based on the trade-off between information value and its acquisition costs, we
experimentally investigate how information costs and matching mechanisms influence informed do-
nations, marking the first attempt to verify the facilitating role of matching mechanisms. Re-
sults indicate that information costs are negatively correlated with informed donation choices,
while paying for information enhances donation intentions. Although matching mechanisms
increase informed choice probability and amplify the impact of information costs, they exert a
crowding-out effect on donation amounts. Additionally, matching mechanisms strengthen the
positive correlation between charity reputation and donation ratios, mitigating high-cost in-
hibitory effects. These findings provide practical insights for enhancing public trust and en-
couraging small-scale charitable giving.
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