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FRREEXBERN. Y. REE AR 2B EEZUL L N E(F Wik T 3%,
20165\l 5L B % .2008; FF F 4T A 24 ,2016), AR AFE =K LB R E. L3
FHECLEFEEAALRSERALAE X AN ELATREARNEE XL
BER OIRELEFT VWAL BAY (R FE AW F.2023), BEWEKEE
ENLEITHNEBERT MABEIARANLEZE.C —F T, AEFHFRK
ERAKRE BRNEBENSHETIENRELH T F A X, R Lin et al.
(2025) R B H SRR R 2 REN ASATE £ 89 T M 65 F DAL X & R B
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K ¥ 2 F I ,310018; B 3E ;13105815326 ; E-mail ; arcadialyn@126.com, % K4 GEM =L E 4 &
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@ #[E# & # 4 £ (Giving USA Foundation) B £ & i & B 77,2024 £ £ 5 % EH M £ W 2 5 925
TETWIEF, 5 L5 GDP S Hith 200, b M AEE 5 & &, 35 662, WM(FEHKZEHE 2025) 8
T 2024 FEFENFAELALRA B LA ERWEH N 1324.58 070 AL & %4 GDP & # 4y 0.10%,
Bl AR 24.33% &k B AR,
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ZHENE NTRDPTRATEEESI N RS, F—FTE AHEHFEENA K
FEREUPWENEENACHARBHHEBEH X, ARWAEEEAIEHS
(2011 E“F L EEH) UREENLEEHE W E L R EH/ LR A EH
WEEEREARRBRK, PERESRN —RFRAELN, I 70000 #H &
HFRAGATAEREREN, A 8NN HAEHE LT, XBEF LA R
BARWAEERE.C SEFAAERAL RELZALNEE LRI FEH
BAER, FBEAREUNTHRER T ATHHTHEEERE, # TRAXT
HEEVWEEAIN . KK EBQCOZHOFARRN. EEMNBEEE EHLL
NEHN B EEN(FREARIMELZZEZ)NAA  SRIASLLSEERER
KW RENLZERER AL ERR., DL . BRALEZLALFZRNE . EELAN
FHERERHIANMABE R EEFLLENXE. EENAFEARFEU
REZZ TN AEALNEEMRAZLEALWEAENEET,. FTHA
B fE B 2R A Fa AL, DL R AN R £ 2 3F 4T 40 1 3 ¥ (informed donation) & #
HeAZ 1] Ry — AN .

mEREERE R A AT T HAEE T LR A R L Bl A
Wk, ENIMKREFRRTKA, Fo 15380 T DA B B> A4 (Karlan and
Wood, 2017; Metzger and Giinther, 2019; Butera and Horn, 2020), 4T .
b % 1 A 5 Hope Consulting 8§ — & B 7,850 WA W H ¥ £ & 2 FH#H
WLERH BN E L EHHATEEE.C HEEREARERAEH £
KB B4 # 5k A & K (information cost), X [L# T # 4 A 34T &0 1% 38
(Krasteva and Yildirim, 2013; Mitchell and Calabrese, 2020), #& & H . K 1
(PR ARAMEAZL)MMEXEZN  AELAL2ET 7 HNE  FRIHEEW
REBIIELFELAHMEEFEIERE M EF2UHRE FHFEATEE
MEEHREFERANEERL., BE. XUEEFAERENE ARIEHH .M
T EdE -2 HA, STENRKEBRAKTIEEH 55 L F A, A
XE R RR B AR B AT B ke I AR B E R AR A R K

BERREN - AR ENGCARI BT R AR ERAC, £XT
15 BR A g 15 48 W % e B9 FF K %, Krasteva and Yildrim(2013) 78 B #r A 4 &
BHEBET AL AN H Y EEAFANGCERAREE , BRENEET I F
5 BB T H AN A i A, A 5 B R AR AR 3 AT Jo 48 T 09 T AR M M

@ % N https://chinadevelopmentbrief. org/reports/survey-shows-nearly-70-of-people-exprienced-
donation-scams/ , 37 7] B 8] : 2025 4 10 A 7 H .,

@ Hope Consulting & — XY EARNGAEFH LR K AL AL ES WA K KB AE. 2
FE 2010 437 J5 £ A B “Money for Good” 27| X B R T HE W P B L. EH EX T HEH N
BBt 4R RE MR SR B R o B 4. W B R UR « https: //aarongertler. net/ wp-content/uploa
ds/2015/06/Money20for20Good_Final.pdf, 37 [7] & J&] : 2026 4 4 A 7 H .,
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Ko X—HWEENHE L WNIE B % FIE W (Krasteva and Yildirim, 2016;
Mitchell and Calabrese, 2020), AL B AR T H. HARXAAZHENE L B
BRAEEEXAZH2F M AN E &K (Fong and Oberholzer-Gee,
2011; Null, 2011; Metzger and Ginther, 2019), # b 2 #k F , Mitchell et al.
QO2OFARK AN S EERATHHMARER  BRANT IS EME T
BfnfER X TEEHLANFEAGHER R HEmEK,

REALZWNEA N SAL RGN RERMTAMXNALBELEEL, E®
MEBHEARNEEA R, FARAWNAZAL AF A ARG WEFTET
FEHEMERE G mBEERE AN A EHALANEE., AENHREGL SN
BERGR LY B FAEETHOR D, ST mEEEERMATN
(Butera and Horn, 2020), #MAEHE BN EA X CFAEA LN EE L
J Fo & A %1 4 Bl & (Gneezy et al., 2014; Meer, 2014; Charles et al., 2020;
Adena et al., 2019; Karlan and Wood, 2017), Ex T# ZHA 8 W EZ B x4
BEBAT NPT E. EHAFARUNA LM S E R R (Gneezy et al., 2014;
Charles et al., 2020) F0 & % A iF 12 B (Adena et al., 2019; Karlan and Wood,
200D A+ . O REZEHE 7 A= B (Grant and Potoski, 2015), 7
bR EF AR E IR T Peng et al.(2019) X IIM 4 8 & K Jo 4 B A0 At
SNENHEEMBE, FRE Q2D AR ARAX ALY MM A X
HRBEHBRAHAAT AR RS NE RN B B, 8%
PR W B MR L . T 5 R SCE A X WA K2 K+ M % (2025) , 1 A1
WEREER MEHKEFLANERATHRBERR LG AEA L 7 A fog
B ANKXZ AP RN FEARBLALNEEERLEG T A EARKNAL,

BRAFREN NRBE ARG RALE BEA L fRHME. 75 HEATHAK
REMERAEEALCELE RN A FTR EP KA ALRENFEEAR
MERBEHENEERE AR EMBIEEZ EE AN I R R R HE K
(Karlan and Wood, 2017; Metzger and Giinther, 2019; Charles et al., 2020),
HORVIBWHZEEHFEMERE AR LR — NN E L KB R A 0L
2, 3 515 & R A 3 TH AR B, 3 Jo 2R R R b 22 M 2% 4% (Barber et al.,
2021), 7 H & T, & EHL & (Matching Mechanisms) 1§ 7 — ## 61 %7 & 48 1 #%
ALEH HEERAARNETEEE B EAS  FATALT -HEEHERLY
AR R K, X —HLE T F = 7 LA A TRt ) A 4R AT YR AR
HAK B ANTHREANAGBER R 2R N ZTENR., BENSFH LR
TE 52T IC B AL AR AT b o AR AR R (2 A dE R e AR o A A A AL
% ¥ £ (Meier and Frey, 2004; Karlan and List, 2007, 2011; Huck and Rasul,
2011; Adena and Huck, 2022; % {4 4 ,2021; ¥ #, 4 ,2025), % # & IT & AL %) xt
5 B8 89 12 @ 15 Bt . Krasteva and Yildirim (2013) 42 H . 1T B AL 4| 6 75 12 &
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MBS TRAESG . HAT ERENRES  ATHEBDE S MRAERS R
BA AR RSN, ARG R EE R ER G T,

EEREET AXBLLREFF T E WA E L KR T EAF 4 5]
AN MBM AN R R RRAT N UREELALFRERLTR S T, R
HEERANBRAECRECRNFERNEE . HTT 2X2HELH B R
o AHEET EERERAN 2N EZREEITE  EIF6AZRA, FE
RBMAEENRFAERERATRE R, 2 %8Ry 40 1518 %3 Ak
Fo HARERXN . E— GRERAGHBABTZHMEN MK KR, KA K
WM FEAFOMERREBTEERAT , ERANFANINTURE B F
HHENME, FZ U ERRARKE RN wERE A B R A ERE, T
RO FEEX KRR ENEE, AR, ENEFENEE X RA, HH
WERLEA., CENFNIANRE T MR R FOME, EREF MR
HUREAHFERR, #FZ L2408 NFEXARBELAZHEEMXX R,
BEARFARB AHELOABA, ZALETERRATHE B, LHE L
B ALH B BN X — R — SR,

HRTUEFAR AXHUFZIAET & - EANRKRTRABREEZLALF
EEEFREFRKRAE A NREEAT NS, FETAAHTE = A HE
BhrERR T ERENGAERACGENE RELFERY T ANERLN# =26
NEZEART HKIATEZAL FEACGENBEBEXNMNRBEAT NN ZH, Vi
FREARGEEZLLNEE R DFEBERMET ELRE

= Kkt S KA

(=) i it

AXAREMEREFERBAEEAL AN F AN ERET . ERRAMER
MR FHEEFENR ., AETE. LREHTELZUT 3 AMHAR
T D15 B AR A2 B Ao ad AR i 48 T 2 0 % O IE B L H 89 5N
HAEBEREEEFN D ONEET 2N FEAEF N A E AR E ik
WMo AEALERFREAR KN - FTEELEKREBFQZHXTEZARN S
B.n—7ab5AEFBEFENEENT LS 2 H L TR H 4 5T 5K F A
KEATHEEN L BT ANEARERBENELNEZLARENZTHE L,
A EFEILTFELL FES FELESFES2PMRAEILEX S 2.
XEARMAKE R EREAMEEXLELR.C

O ATHEHLAWNFEARLMF L., RTRE . MEXAREE XA T, EXBNEZTECERF
F)(ZFF))E W Chttps: //ceq.ccer.pku.edu.cn) T #
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EREBA - RMNZTERAFHEL R, URGH AT EAAZALF LN
He4, BHERFREUAFBELF - NEAEALNEHRMRE . ZRHE A
ZARBEEEFNA—1 2. 2 BEEFREB XS LA R FEED R,
BRATELRFRTANEZAANFA G oML HL RAIER L Fr.

®1 BEALANFESSTHSE

EEUR ko H 4 AR K

6.393

w4 4 28
2110
6.933

ReHlEdes 3 30
(1.570)
7.300

FEaTFES S 2 20
(2.638)
8.357

TELES £ EL 2 1 28
(2.614)

REXRL, ZHLENFEAFLER . FELED>FHEL LN FEELRF,
H =% %57+ 8 % (Mann-Whitney U & %2, p =0.001,2 = —3.422), &R X[ & %
W S5 T M % Uk (Landry et al., 2006; Soetevent, 2011~§K*}15;‘%§?9
20250k E L N E R R TR A MELELA L F R ABELLERENATE L
WikE., EWELL P ERELNEM L, &ﬂ]#ﬁ%%%ﬁkjﬁéﬁm%?ﬁﬂﬂzg&
BERAFHEANELHATT 2X2HNERHEIT R EET FEEF AT
M2 AMNFEESEER LT 6 AL A, KA #K 5] (between-subjects) % it

BEOAZERAF NN M2 h 2 HAALEEHARLROA LR, £X
AANERET ARFMELZRFIHNFEINER, AR K ENAANELEZAL
WA A AL BN R 2 AR RR LB LN 4R, e RHEATH
Wk, PN hmEELRE A M RNEE T Z I T m R4 E —
MPEILEDEREL SR ARKFEAZRRA, AR RN BE Y ZH h A F
EHALAENMEHA, Bt 11 A0 12,7 UAF R 2% £ 40 8 F 2 KT a3k
mmIER IR DN,

HEhmt HAAFEINEERARRBAFTAL LK, BN Y
WA AL L B . AKX %% Fong and Oberholzer-Gee(2011) #y % 1t , 4
WA RERNANLEAL A EFAEL, BE5 1L fn 12 R, HRKHF L
i‘ﬁkﬁ%ﬁ B R BRI BANEELNR, R A H 500 A At F A4

BHFELESERE AN FRABFLRENEES., BRATHE M
~Eé5ﬁ§i’t%§ﬂ>‘(%ﬁﬂaﬁ%&é’ﬂ%7ﬁ WA HEF LT RIT-KEHR, HF A
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BREERALLRE . EERANL ;U AKEERKLHRF,EEREAR 0.5
TV Bk BAM, TRAEEERANBRAN R EEB IR T W,

5416 HIANERNFGEZRFH BRAALEL LW ERAMS LR EE
SR 5 134 14 AR .9 Batxtth 13,14 Fn 15,16, 7 B 4 #7 1T B AL 4] 3¢ AN 1K 40
RS A

(Z) 23 i

RXEBREQPAZANBR.E-—MBAAEHFIES. ZESFHAFR
AR 10 et E S A ENASEEWNREARALT X, METRE.H
RIHHKF 20 ThE. EEFHHESNEEARFELEERFZ EMNAFOE
% % b ) MBTI-G JR A& (B 5 K - 1998-N) Bk 4 1 5% #y B b 4 A% 010 3K 322 01 3R
ZEHAMERMARAS ZHBRLABIFHFIEZ —, L4 4 934N A

E_MBANEELE.C RESF R AR REARBENEE, MEZH
REEWNAR ALK BIBEER R Y X TAEAL LK. F e A FE
HAWGE FETAEE -—MEFREN 20 ThE, #THRBEHREK, KB &
FOATLARBANEE AR ARELZLERE R FHATLHALE, £ LR

35)‘?5 o AE L 7 A4
F = W B R S, B3 KR R BT AR e AR T s AL K. R R R A
MK 5 # T Binswanger(1980) & H 8 & T #% 7 7| & . L iR AT 4 ALK . &
RATAES ML RNR-KEAEPTHFE, ARERE. BFENHHR 1R
Kok A, AR EFEEMNLE S, xR, BT NE, K
FHBEEANN R CEEEA AN ARG NOUREER AN E =TT,
ELR A A 3 AL G k3 AL I & K Bl Hartmann et al. (2017) 48 W & 4%
WE R, ZEL WL E XIE N A& B Carroll and Kachersky(2019) .9 #f
RERIZMATURE S ThiE. RINVREFERAEFE N EXTNHETH

O ERTAGEERAZA.RNSETENATEESHEEN ZRA R, L FHF2019) &
RE.HHHE R THERHA 12.8618.65 Tl ; ZHRE Q2R . K% EHE R
S5t EM M EE R A 11%—20% 2 [8 s ¥ 2 (20250 B9 B R P, A iR 10 P 3 0% 38 T B4 4.49—6.12
THEAN. TURA, ERFRFHANBEERERRK, STAXRIT . M RALERFAERA W
W H 20 T AW, RNFGEHEAALENLNERAEEEFE IO TUACERAXHE 2N HET L,
AT R R TR A 2.342—5.458 T ), A — A Ea L RN EUWEEEARF X
FENEAEFOS TRl T AN X RRAAENFEERALE., T E#ANELERARE®
ENCTE NI i | S

@ X TFFE TR ] 1R R SR R LR .

© HEESFMNRESFHNEREBES, LEZBEATH LHEIN.

@ HAHPHEARLSENEEX —PAATHKERNAHEER MHFXEECWAT AN ZHEE

Fl 8y BAR o

® F)‘rm&ﬁﬁmﬁkﬂﬁ‘*ﬁﬁ%ﬂuwfff RAME@4 ER=ZXFNWEXREDLE, BXHXA 7 A3
NH R BRHTHARKEANEELNTHEL HEBEL, ST EERZHEEAN.
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HABFMEL BEXRAB P MAER WAL I EHBFHEAUTENT
R.FHEANHIE &,

AXERLET 2024 £ 4—5 AR 2025 7T AEFIUMERFZFATH
EqERF RPN L EFHATO, L% F| F z-Tree 4 5 (Fischbacher, 2007),
HAT2H, Bt 482 A5 MAEAL A Y ER R T L 1000 T, ArA %
BRPHATFHRMY 0 T . BEGH EEEAESH BB LT 2 DR
WO R R E LRSI B R B G — KB, BB 0 SR e 3 KR A IR R LM & ML

=, ®BomEmn

#F Altmann et al. (2019) #y Bk A 8 # & Fn 3F 4 2 (2025) 89 48 % 3 16 &
B AXINFERE A FEREEAR, ISR 5 L5 B
B RRI, ANTA B AR E 38 a0 4 A A 3E 40 8 Fl s OB B i) L 3F
M (EEZWH) % =M KN AEE WS WL (Becker, 1974; Andreoni, 1989;
Duncan, 2004), H& A NEEEREITHERNBEFNYE, UL
REBWAEERE; X RN R E = B EE AT ARE, R E X
BUENTHRE X TEEZY AN EEHF X ELT N ERELSHR,
UAN NGB Ak k308, REX — & S R HAHRK R0 H
MEEEFH, KXPEEFALFRELANIINFEREERARAME R H
ERTAEFHNRE A LA NHE R BE AR Z UL RBEN D W, &
KA TR A EL RELB AT AL A
GAENEMBEMXARMALFHBEBTARA . ABRAFAUT =
BERMRFE.F - ANMATHERFENHREFTRGERA; =, MR
WA RECHEREEIN LA EFHBERA T E=Z R EHAELAL
FEAGEMBES SR HA A, B, % 2 R 28K HEE R KR T A
EFHWERIFEE A E T A LT R AGRE, B RTH N
“ﬁuﬁ%ﬁﬂ‘ﬁ”z\ﬁEﬁ»%ﬁ/&ﬂ]“i@%ﬁﬂ‘““ﬁ’ﬂ/ﬁ’%&?i7i’@ﬂi%?;ﬂé%@?,kh
A EFRNE n REHEREE AT E MFAFEAERZER N R
18 W ¥ “ AT 48 18 7 B 4T A (Bekkers and Wiepking, 2011)@, % 37 2 £ & X #

a‘%%

O AXFERAFEPRHITER X THAARENPNEERLHZEV .,

@  Bekkers and Wiepking(2011) % 4 3 # 7 330 % # 4 1 69 N\ A WL # . AR 48 © 11 78 3 A 48 W AT
hod KRB BN E . B FE sk &R (awareness of need) | 3 2 (solicitation) | & A& 5§ U 3 (costs and
benefits) . F| ff (altruism) | & # (reputation) . b # If 3 (psychological benefits) \ 4 & W (values) . % it &
(efficacy), HF“WHE"RF—HEH A RN . G ERKBBNATY, LK LRGP YAT A ZXNTHFH
iy I8 B (Bryant et al., 2003; Bekkers, 2005; Wiepking and Mdds, 2009), F A A EEHE A BIKE L
AR M EHE G EEFHNE N E R MAR ECE LY AL TR AEARNTE, T
TR ERBMARAIES A,
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AERFETOoNEEMNmEHET NS .
(=) R#EEHBFEEE

#F Altmann et al. (2019 W ERA B A, T A Z 4 4 7 A2 B oty 15 18
BT

2

U=E o)+ [pr — %
HEH,EE>0) AMBER, (=0 AHEBH.p0c=1) EHEN AR
BMEEHNER RAUBARB2AR. ZF-—Ho VAL TNEA. 8 8%
HAR A R OR . XA B R AR

y D)

U:—%+@—nx+5

o k-, 5E .
U=—x+ (@1,
AU =—a+(@— D=0, THHEEENREEE 2 =@ —D .

T MARGERAWHERFTEE B0 (o — D<E & p WRME
GEN [LE+1] . Yp>18 88 -1 HEZRMEN, RAMNEXHH
AR A% p=1 8, FH B R KM, RAVRZ B2 AN THRBEH A

RELABEANACEBET2REEAEEEEN & E 5~ B HH &
m o TAEEEH BN EZRME AR BEE, B b T AT XF E. AT
BxHEEHEEBNRECAEERE T X TH W% (giving price) By & 4
P=aG<D JIERKEET . ZE"H g =Pz =ax" .,

(D) HEZALRFERR

jull)

BENLFAGENFEBEILAEE T UGB BME BB ARR, BRT
MEGEREIMEEEL EEMHNFA KA, XER THEMRT AT H B
Ml A, 25 THBEHRR, F 4 Duncan(2004) 46 0y, T ik 2 T4k ey
Flh EX T RERBENHLST W AEEHFTEXERANEZRFR, F A
ERWEAEREF G E XM TABW N ZARA RS T B HHRRE
EALRMIBEWNBAIRRAEON R, XMARNCHERIFEIMETEELSR
BEBNAER L ERB RN, B, T HFERE MR N AER, 5N
EFHLFEACEEAHE ZEENIANCE/RNMRR BB EMNE TR, ¥
TR AT Oy U AR B R BN AE BB L, BN RO G B B 3 B ) A P =
d—r)a .

FAGEWIHANBRETREF RWHA AR (DWE —_Ho., FREAN
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1R B 38 T 20 AL e X AR G AR B R G, e T A R A A 3 L 2 E e s AL
# LR E ARG M A% P OB B 2 5] & H M (Butera and Horn, 2020): 4
FRWNBB, P T L E H 2B EA & EIT4A W A d 2
WO FEERBRFE; XA RERBA,E P TR R BT, 36038 W WA 5t
BARA EHEEE LFA AR AR REANLEEY AR E T A
HRE, RAN A MEE NS RARAFTRENATIAE N p o B,
X T 4R R At 3 AL A 2 = B s AL ok L T RO AR R B BN

2

U:E—x+(p,x—%)+#,x, i=1.2,

i, pi=lai— A —r)a; 10, =ra, 0, =05 0, F 7w &HKRBE XA ABA B ¥
AR AR EREN - ANAFERENE, BEEABEEMNE, r=0,0,=
0, fT A pi =0,

H.IINAELALHAXFEERBEE G ABEA RS T EF w0l
HWRMEE 2 T

ai=p =14, i=1,2. 2)

HADOTUEH UATFAZLALNAXFACGEE ML TEEAEE
NIFHERT A AN RAAR R o BT DLAR B R L

Rig1 ZHHARFERCEENIANSREG AN HLH & E w2l
# 3R A,

(=) 5INEE KA

##E Krasteva and Yildirim(2013), 4 F & W £ 15 B H1E B ¥ BUF £ &
RARK N EALTHCEAENTENEREARRKE S AR R AR#TE K
WA, hE, R RN A TR RN EEE W TH A BB EN
BEERBREAWNEZENENKSBEBERBRATARZ, AEELTKE
TRUE ZHIF R AR MR EFEEEAHRAST BB A FEX.

BREEWRRL (=0  LAEANEZFLALFEAR MU EZEES
EERALEFABEMENTNEC Y BEhEoRBRHEE LR REA N
U'(Foa) 5T A Fo 48 W BT 7= £ W B RO M A UV () sl k. B RV V =
U'—U", V> MR FULIER#THERE MY VI, A
Bk BEAMEIELH#TT HEHEYE.

ML X HANER X TEAEANGHINE A ZZ W= RW, T
URE NG oA BN A EZAANE A  ERREY o = —1+u),
i=1.2, WA BT R RAEHEAGHTEEER WA 20 F4H T
TR EARE T &AL T
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i_l i :
Ul —p e e ;/‘) . i=1,2;
, i — D7
gv—p e D0 ; ) =1

VAR KR =N
V. =U! —U,U:,l,-(p,.—l)+‘§, i=1,2.
A, TUREAFEELERAEH T AR & .
wi (o —1)+“—2>k, i=1,2.

Bl EERANFEELSBRRE TASA AN HEmELEY HAINH N
B,

HTAMABUREEAFLGENAESS5EZY AR EEREK L NE
HF2BH M EREEA RN EE, R 2B m MR FE B0 K ok
K)o B ANAKREUWFEENNGABEREA L oE RATEENEV 5
FREKAR WA AN, YEERK L B KB, ZMHEEEMET. NEAE R
DRERBFRME R, Y EERA L THRE . EHEREEME T, Mg
mhnE R ERE, &, T A ERE 2,

Big2 ABAAINEREEDHANFEREHTHOFABERATREE
MBS TEERANAN:FEERAE W, mEREFENLE TR, RN 2
A

(1) 3] A T AL 4

TG INFEFEL2FEP W TR, ARRAAEEXE m . m =0,
MTEBA M E A E R LA, B AR R TN R R T
MR A, EINTENHEHE NS —F TR, Bk h.
(1—r>
(1+m) '

B i AN A B AR ROR RN

U=E —a+ (=5 )+ purs i=1.2.

a—#
P _[1 (1+m)}u9,. (3)

MAOTUEE AT EEENF T w s pf >u, . TMRELEXH
Wik, TUBEE NG TARF N HE T LEED I H N 4E Y
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' =(oi —1+pu")i=1,2, FETUREELFINERIHA T, ANEEEEE
% AT F%aﬁ)ﬂ%ﬁ

Vi=p o= D+ =12

BT pl >u, ARV >V, EEMENRARBEKRBEREFRR
Ho AMUBEERAR L — o, ERAFMGINRFT HFHFHME., d
LA B B K 3,

Big3 MNTHABEAMINEALER A ERNHGIANRAT
FERWME LT mFHFNLA .,

W, 4 5 M

(=) Pl 480l

ALB AL REWADRIT%FHELHFIWEWNL BT —FmwA v gt
FRAE R F R R T A FE T ORG E TR BB RN KR K
FREMIER NGAANLRTF . LEFSAXBESEZERNEE, 0T
TTRYELESIE L2 MESTTHELES., XWX KHEE R, &%
BRZERESMBBRAEA, BT AL RA T BOR A BT B b A ST 3
WAEAMNLE R TS H LM EHLTERE. RAIE K Chen et al.(2017) i
WEQOZHWH ERMPE RBEALRHZEARETFAZR, LHXWE2.
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The Positive Impact of Information Costs and
Matching Mechanisms on Individual

Informed Donations

LUO Jun YU Lubing LIN Yanqing

(Zhejiang University of Finance &. Economics)

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.

Keywords: information costs; matching mechanisms; informed donation

JEL Classification: C91, D3, D64

% Corresponding Author: LIN Yanging, School of Economics, Zhejiang University of Finance &
Economics, No.18 Xueyuan Street, Qiantang District, Hangzhou, Zhejiang 310018, China; Tel: 86-
131058153263 E-mail: arcadialyn@126.com.



