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Effects of Information Sructure in a Continuous Public Goods Dilemma

on Decision-making under a Self-paced Sequential Protocol
Hu Weipeng*, Ou Yongdong®, Shi Kan®
(* Ingtitute of Psychology , Chinese Academy of Sciences, Bdijing, 100101)

(? The Chinese University of Hong Kong, Hong Kong)
Abgract The study investigated the efects of information structure on people’ sinvestment behaviorsin a Continuous Public Gods
Dilemma under a real-time sdf-paced sequentia protocol (SPS) of games. The results showed that information about previous coopera
tive choices enhanced the followers cooperation ratio at the beginning and in the middle of the decison process; but at the end of the
process, the participants showed an obvious free riding or fearing of being sucked, then behaved very competitivdy ; the information
about previous competitive choices reduced the followers cooperation ratio during the whole decison process; without any information
provided , it seemed that the participants al rushed to the beginning of the process to make decisons and showed cooperation behavior
to some extent.
Key words: continuous public good dilemma, sef-paced sequentid protocol , cooperation, competition



