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1. BZA

WE 2 D <ATAIX, HxRGE TR OND, REOKHENLE R EOMHBITERREEL KT
MREZRUEATENI NS . EA DB & OUEITENE T, k4 RIEEZ LT BIZSWTWN 5D, 7eds, AT
FETOWATEI & 1, W2 >< L HEPHIRE/FLIHEIC, W o<ATADIZ L&, BFFHIC
BWTE, ANIARETHZTLI0GPOBMIREZ TS5 L&, RETANOELNDIFRELE . &
ERRONDHER, RENROP-TzL EOREFRLEEZFHEL, A2 O B2 AHENICER
PiET %5, (e.g. Becker; 1968), LU, H4EDIEITEIO EERIFFEICIH VT, M4 O IE4E M
MiRZED LN TE DD, WREPNDAREEDE RWEE0, OBV ETEX
b, TARTOADREKRBOWEZ D070, LW O WFERRAE TR Y, wEATENC R 20F7803 1
ATV (e.g., Rosenbaum et al., 2014; Gino, 2015; Gino and Ariely, 2016; Jacobsen et al.,
2018).

W 2D < SO BIRE Z T HBRTUT O DORWDBEZ BN D, (3R E L IR T A BR
W L%E. b O —DIXBRIREZIT O DI RIFRNGEZ BN TV LHETH D, HIAITHT
Flx, BAEFHELTWD L& BREART 2O L > SITHFOEMICERBDEIZZ LTl
LIRWGRREN DD, BREIL. EERIZHSTZHED, RRSHEICHFSELIME T HBRICHE
IR E IR H Y | WESHEZZDIRBHME T OHERENELLND, KR H
L5 AICBT DUEATEN & BREREICERRIHIR AN R WIS AT I T DUEATEIORRE ITEVTH 5 D
7259 D3

REEHIIR DY & 5 555, Dual system model TIXEBIAIRITENIZ & VLT < (AT A1 LT
o), RHHIRDS 2 NGEITAGERRTEI 2 L DT W (AT L2 LETIND) &3 TnD

(Kahneman 52003, 2011), B2 < ENOBERIREICBNT, Y AT A FIEL EEHOEL S
BROELIM2OEN, VAT HAIBIEETHY VAT L 2LBWERDIES I e, VAT A
1DRETHY VAT L LHREERDIEAS I Ny TNEHLNTT DO, KEREZITTZ, D
FU . KOFEO AL, FEERERRIC K - T, WBATEI 251 & M3 F 2 7 (R RIHIRR Z 2200 Wi &
EERTHOEL LRI AT LALRONERLNIT LI LICH D,

2R EE FEERIZ X D IR IR T OBEITEIORGEL, TFEN < 22THhit T4 (Capraro, 2017;
Shalvi et al., 2012; Foester et al., 2013; Lorse et al., 2018), L2>L. fEiRiIfELx TH 5,
Capraro(2017) & Foester et al.(2013)IZ3 W CIEHFEHIR 2 2T 5 2 S K 0 vRATEh A E N L 7=,
Shalvi et al. (2012233 TIEREMGIBRZ 23T 5 Z LI L 0 IEEOE R EDHI L, Lorse et al.
(01)IZBVWTIEARETH 5,

FATHEFEICIE, RELS DI TLODORENRH D, ZD2ODORKZWR LIZERT A 28
MU, KGR FEREAT T2 ERAREROERBMTH S, 2 ODRKD I HD 1-21F, Lorse et
al. (2018) 2MEM L TV 2 K92, EBRBINENERREEL T DT, WA AT AE T oH
HERDNWTWEPDRIEITEI 2 W AT 2 ERTIIEETH L DT, Shalvi et al. (2012) &

Foester et al. (2013) TIXARHTH 5, HlziX, EiT A b, BIBEOZK Z B BEOJF DA %A
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BB RATHE UITD 2058085155, MBEOEAZRT, hr=r 7N TE 50
PR DWWz, B =2 7T 0B OBBIREEIT ). | [MBEOEX 2RI, hr=2 70
TED LWV AREMEICEN S X 60 o 7o O TIEEREIR LT E 220, | ARWFIE CIIE T8 &2 7
DS POERREZHRE LT O T, BEDOWERE 27 —Z bR LENH 5, Lorse et al.
(2018) DR TIF, FBREEMIMICIHN T, FBRITB W TIER ATRENR SN TW 0 ER Z L
Tz, 10 OFERIT, T X TOMERE V> 7 /L TIXREREHITR FOIE 5 AR EHITR L v & EE
IBPUR LD, BEDSATRE & Do TOTCHRA T D & IEERBIROZET R RoTe, OF
D WERIHIBR T ClE, BICHERE 230E OBIRMATRENK D S BIG0D7 < IEERBRRNPZ L 72
Sl H L THD, AFEBRTE Lorse et al. (2018)D & 5 [THEA AIREANSDOW T2 ing 5
B e BRI TR T2, RERE IR T OBEATEI O AT D 2 DH DR FIZ, 1 OREDRWN
Capraro (2017) & Lorse et al. (2018)IZ8 W\ TH B D, 1 6 IIHERE OB TEI EERE 12 )
DX AT ETNNTND, BEDBIELZ ODWIEGPREREITMOND Z ENDND K574
A7 ThDHE, PRE L, ERE LV OMEBEOHEBRELZRUICTT 220b LR, E O L v
O ERIIMEATRNOMRICIENTE L RSN TEBY | BITHOREZ 2SI ELHERERNTH D
(e.g., Gneezy et al., 2018), Capraro (2017) & Lorse et al. (2018) DHFZEIZIBVNT, I OEK H3KF
IR T OBEITENC & 9 5B L TW D NEIAH ThH 5, Shalvi et al. (2012) & Foester et al.
(2018) THWOHNTWZ A 71X, B2 ORENR, DFED | HERF N B OETTE) 2 KRS
WZEBNDZLDRNEDTHD, LoT, AUIFETIE, FEEREERMZ AT ATRENR D
WTCWe BB AR5 & LE 1 ORE %72 < L, Shalvi et al. (2012) & Foester et al. (2013) T
Ao T2 A7 Z HCTH 2 OREZERS Ly WATENOREEE A RFRIFHIIR T2 25 D0
a0 IEMEICHRRET 5, LEEDAAIITEOREIRTH 5,

2. EBRFNE

WEFTEh 2 FHHI9 5 Z 2 7 13 Dice in cup (or die rolling task) & FEEIL S 6 WA =22 & /=
& A 7. Fischbacher and Follmi-Heusi (2013) N &R L, ZDO#% %< OWETEIZ 14+ 5 %E
BRICBWTEHA SN TS (e.g., Mazar and Zhong, 2010; Shalvi et al., 2011), FA7=H D EERT
I, UTFTOFETIOX AT 24T o0z, £, EREZIC6HY A 2 a1 OA-Tcay TaelE
DFORAMT D, ERE TN v TEIRY, POV A anziEn L, e aeoRE2 5, 2
ZTHAan@dhy 7OPIIA->TE Y HREUMIV A an D 2R+ 52 LITTERY,
ZD%, A aa bl &ZUTxs Loz, PC Eif LiZfEr sS4, HehAf 2 edH% PC
WAL TLESWEW S fimntiansg, Bz, #Mavo 1 37261 00HM, 227k
5200M, 3WTEH300M, 4083754 00H, 5283755 00H, 623H72560
O &V D RS R SHL, RE DN L T A au o AR 272325, 205, #
BREIFEEICTEY A 2 nDED 22 ANTHIE2 0 0l EHEL, WA OWT6 R HZE AT

FTHIX600ME/DL I LNTED, ZOX AT DRHENTWD RIE, H & OBERFE H F5E
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WIEATENE S L DD DENRBRNENS ZETHD, Iy 7OFOV A 2uo IEgRE R FIC
Lhbobian, 2F 0, hEFOFFHR L 42 —UEEET . OO TZDITIEE S < M ENO
BREZPWRE T O 2N TE D, EREL, CNOOERESBAN LA amdHOEN
FNOFNEGD, — RGN BB L T INENTID AR H T2 E D D E R+ 5,6 L,
WREDNRBY A a2 OHZHEZEEICAN L TWRE, Aaivizh A aeoid, £h®E
N 16 OEIGO—FEDA L R DT TTHD, LnL, HREOCHBAN LY A aadHOEIS
WN—RR Ao TB BT, BERMOY A 2 e D HOEE @RROBRMEOF TV & ¥ 1
audOHNRS, 6) B 16 LV bAEICEWE, #EREITHZEZ EEICATETITEDO A =
aDOHEAN LT\, bbb,

FEBRI IR K FAE SRR FEIT O FBREIT I T, KIRRFOF4E 121 ACEE)F#H 20.98 7%)
ERIGIZ LT T o7z, FEHSIRIZS R, 108, 208, 3 0%, WFRIEERIROD 5 F¥EN & 5,
ZOIEFNZ3 2D R — R A IRH Y, ERRTIRAEREFEEIRO 5 fEH, 1 avd B &xtii
T 5 WMMAEDNER S 2 FME, WM SAEOSFEOHPHEN 3HH, ThDH, M aredl Lxhisd s
WMEEDNER &%, T A ae0 1 B ORIREE, 223726 2 F B IR, 3283H 725
3E FIARVERINER, -, 5D SFBITIRWER, 6 8726 6 3 B ISR HREHER & i)
EWV O WEIEIED “FIE L. TS ano 1l AN OREE, 225725 2% BISE WO SEEE,
IMHTZ B 3FRITHEWIRIEE, -, 52O 5FBICE WA, 6 23725 63 B IZ @\ O i
LRG0 iSO BRI o Z L ThDH, WMOSEOFFEA 100 75 600 72 L
T5 &, FIEIZRNTIE, Y ano [ OBEE & xS T 2 HEIZLLTIC e 5, 1 =100 M,
2 =200 M, 3=300 M, 4=400HH,. 5=500 M, 6=600 M, FEIEICE\ TiZ, ¥ 220
H OHEE & xtitnd 2 MEEAITLL Fiz72 5, 1 =600 [, 2=500 ., 3 =400 4, 4 =300 [,
5=200H. 6 =100 M, HMMEIOHFIPH & 1%, M OKEINMEN R U —F A b (10 . 20 [,
30 M. 40 M. 50 M, 60 F)., K¥ENFRED LY — K22k (100 H, 200 M. 300 M. 400
M. 500 4, 600 1), AK#EREWRY — KAk (500 ., 1000 ., 1500 H, 2000 4, 2500
M. 3000 ) ®3>Th o, FMELFIE, WMMSEHOFFHOFID MU — F A NI, #HBREDN
FRNCHRET D2MEERD DD EH T DIZFKIT T2,

Within-subject design CTEBREZIT>7-, 2FVD, FU—hFA b (FFREHIR) &= ha—
(FPMEERINR) 2 [F CHBRE 23532 1T 7o, DB T _72 L 512, FU— A MIFFRIFIR 5
., VA avol LS 2@mEE (FIEE BRI o2 fE, fMemomf 3fiEsby . £
NENOMAEDOE TS X2X3=30 flifHidH 5 (F12M), #HEIL 30 FE T X TE2ITo72,
EOFHOMAB DENFEANZL D0MET VX A THHDO T, FHREIZKRO T 72 RIZEDOHIR
M), SHIEDFENE, SFEHOHFPAD R U — kA2 R 2MFFRNCITD2 D2, 30 7V RE
ol b, 2HRZEBE, 9 307U R&fTol, %P0 307 7 RLAPED 30 7
YRERUTHDN, EONEENRL 50T v X A TH Y RPEOIEE L 13872 5,



#1

170y ROFIEZLL T CTH L (K1), ETERE L. Iy THIEY  RAONHH A =
ROHEMERT D, ZORMIE 10 BThD, 20% (b2 T SANEENENET] LWV O H
AT (3BOH T bE YY) HIRKEREL 4 am 0B &2 2 Sl 2 S
EEABN D, WEBREIXHIREEREIANIC S —R— R CHZB 2 AT 5, HIBREERIANIC AT L7
WIEAIE, TOT Uy FOWMEIZ 0 M & D, FRENOT X TOWRENREMEE AT 5
ELROTUY RDBEEY, By T EESTY A aa OB 28T 2B E A HOHENLS,

X 1

FEREEMRICBNT, Q. HEHZELLANLARLS THINZ LIZKDW TNz TA.
TWor VW] EVIRMIZEZ T b ote, £, ERBEEMMKICE VT, Bt EOBEMS
Ay N

WERFIL PC 7 ARICBIE LB NN—FT— 3 U CRUIGNTZAUCEEY | RIEEICFEEALTH
Hole, FERUEORAM EFERIC6 mY A anbiflay 7 Moy 7OELXRM LT, &I
WEIOURR27 7 R0, T0%, B30 77 v R, K25, %230 7 v K, FBk
BEBIAAT o 7o BRI A L7 EREZ D BRICOE U T OlEhOERICFEOH S i,
1705 60 DFLZDFENTH D ENASTZL CEFREITIINTE BV, EDT T FOHRMHA
oD P RET D, SINHMIT 1500 I THY, ThIZ< UTIRE ST @iigEE 2 L7 b D
DNFEEREI & 72 5, EREFRITK 1R Th - 72,

3. it A

SINFRREICB N, Y 2z & ET 2 BEEONEEORIE R Y — k2 > O
HEX, FEOT =2 L5bEbN LT THDICLLFICELTWD, HEH6— 1, Wf
f56—>2, MEMA4—3, MEME3 -4, ®iEHE2->5, REME1—->6, DEV ., WEEHO/NHS
WIBFIZMEZE L TWD, Bl BFIE MY — F A2 b Xl o (10—60 M) 12\ T, 2
(HEHeARIE 50 F) Z8&E L72BaE, ZoRERE7 v a BV T, #EEIX 5 &> T
b, DEV, FEREI TV a BV TOBEE x X, x T HICEI MR Y 1 20 O E
Th s,

3. 1 WEA[RE/ARHZ R T IE I RSN T W=
ERBEIRICBWT THZHZELS AN LR TH Xz LR 3Wn ) &) kil
W2 oWz EEZT-HREIZ. 121 AHF 74 THoTz, 2OV T v 9 Tlidk, BT

EHAEBIRE Z T O TV DD TR T D,
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B 203, ERRIZIWT, NIV EERTHERE 114 4. TR EBERATBRE THTh
ZENOFEMEOATH D, Tuniform] &V DX, A avd B ZEEICHRE L TWEED
HEERAO7R 16.77%D— kA CTH 5 (1/6 ¥100=16.77...%), Z DO—KR3A 0> O KA ks 9
DWMEEREEN TV S, BREITEZ OV TWEDE L THTE S, FREN0E&IFR2 T
b, TNTNOREEOEENAERIZ 16.77% & B D P HREEITo T2, FEFRILE 212570
STV D, HoTWEHREIL, SO EREM L, 2. 3, 4ITARICELS, 505
WEMES . 6ITARICEVWEIETHE LT, @EINFIREOTDIEHBREELZ L T zn s
THTE D, ML TERE T, TNTOREEN HBREIZIBN T, 16.77% & A EIZHR
59, HEBZIEEICHE L TWeE PRTE D, K3ITH > TWeBRE L mbnolo &
2T WREMONED 7T 7 Th b, —OORHIAREZENH Y (Mann-Whitney test, z=6.918,
p=0.000), F7-FHWHEMENEE CTHILIHED 3.5 LRI NEFTRD &L Mo TWEETIET
PJAEEN 8.6 LA EIZHEZ2 D (two sided T test, t=32.272, p=0.000), 572 o 7= L& 2 -/
TSN 3.5 LA BITHR L)y = (two sided T test, t=1.244, p=0.107),

X 2

72

X 3

F o TVHERIMRIZEBW T TH S 2270 o 72 ) L&A Z T HEBRE 1IR3 D1 DR Th D L [T
EEEICHZBZ®RE LW RN bnD, 20, ZOEMKIC L > THEBREZ 5T 5 Twn
5 (BB ITERMKIZEZ S <EE DN TR, LUF Tk, Hlo T\ e &R T HBRE D2
(TR R A#E > T, IR T o782 2%,

3.2 WFHEIHIR T & MR C O T o L

ZoOY TR v a T, 3.2 TENRARETH D & FREZE MM CE 2 1B O & x5
L. IR T & R R T COMATEI ORI 21T 9, 413, WA AREH 5 &R DN TV o
HOHO, FEMHIRT(5 /., 10 £, 20 #, 30 ), FFRHEHIR T2 2O EHEO S04 TH
%, Tuniform| W9 DX, A/ 2D HZEBEICHES L TWEHA ORI 16.77%0D—%
SAATHL (1/6 *100=16.77%), Z D—kRGI D> O EFEHEN KIS 2 MEERBEL T e B |
PERE TR Z DN TWDEE PRTE D, ZRENDEIGIIEL 3 TH D, TNENDOHREED
BENAEIZ 16.77% & £72 5 7> binominal test #1757, fEiFIFE 3 ICHEIN TV D,

L ZEBELL, BRRICBWTIEZ S A BT 4 TR0 ETH D,
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X 4

#* 3

4%Hn L, EORRIGIRT, EZREERRT ORI TS, OBTRBALND Z &
WD, RHERIR T, FFEHIRTOEEHIZBWNTH, SEHM 6 OFI&IIAEICHE <,
BHM L., 2. 3. OFIGITARIMY (E3IBM), M4 LXRIITBWT, KHEHIRT, MR
TIZRE 7Z2@EWIE R 54720, One-sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov test 2 T, £ 2 0dk
DR DRMP—RRAM EARBICRRDNERET D &, TXTORW FIZBNT, AEIC—K7Y
BB THY (F3Tp=0.000), TXTORIL T TEDBRNH 722 LB D,
I, R EERIR T - RERHIIR T OMEITEY O ik 4217 5, /e 2 RFEHIR T 0046 D ik &
Two-sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov test Z WV TRE L& Z A, T X TOMAE LT THMIT
BEICRR LR E VI ERP -, TRENOREREHIR T « FER SR T Z & oS F5ME =
LERLIEDONRKRE THD, £4ITBWT, LHHEME (Bonferroni test) Z17V>, el
T - HESIPR N OWMEEOLE AT o723, T TORBIZIBN T, FFEGIR T - Ref#EHIR o
WS EIIABICR R R0 0T,
X 5

#* 4

DFEY | FEREFIROMEOFENTHIEOREIZEIT R 6T, ZNENOREORHHI R
T & RFRERIR FIZB 0T h, IEOREICHEREREIT RN T,

ZOREROMBRIT 2 OZEZ b D, —DBRIE, WMOBRREIITEBNR AT A1 L RED
RYAT L2 LN EERESAT ARG TUIEL R, DFD X< EZL O PRV TERRE
LEIIDIEIEOSBEIIED LR, EWHZLETHhD, bH —DE2LNLDIX, ERT VA
NHBT HRERIEIRA R T E/2 L) 2 & THh D, M6 Iid, BIUENAR T INTOLHERE X
— A= FOEFEZMTHRH O 2 N 7T A THY , R E5ITHIREFH Z & OFEHETH 52, Th
B HD L SUSKERNIZR IR 5 BRMICIRW TS HBRE OSSR 1.325 B TH Y |
ETHEY, MORMERRTTHRICE I RBETH D, RSN ZARICHE TE, KFH
HIRA 5 Th ol & LTHHaRAMERKRE IZEZ DR TE TR & 5, ARTA DD
72N, DEV VAT L1 OEBRENBEZ HE RN TR H D,

X 6

2 X6 k?ﬁ%t‘)% FREMKT HMEAZELS AN LRSS THINZ EIZRANTWnZ] &
IS NIV EBERATWREDH DT — 2 b LI LT,
-6 -



4. fEdm

WEATEN N BB 72 o AT b 1 OBBIRER D), RIER Y AT b2 OFBRERDNZH 5
WCT D7, FERREFEERZ VT, ISR T OWEATEIORREE AN L7225 G a iGE LTz, #
BREDSE 2 DWTNWDINE DR EREF DN RN E 27 WV FBRICB W TIEA ATEED R D
WTW R E DB TN & T o7z, ZOREH, FERIHIIRT & R ERIR T i o
DENIRN ERbooTz, ZiuE Lorse et al. (2018) OFER LAk CTH D, £z, FRfEHIR T
DREEDOENCE N T, WOREDET LT, BROMRN 252 515, 120%, Ik
OREEPREIITEBAR T AT L1 EBERR VAT A2 LW BRIREV AT ARHTITED
2, DEDILKEBZLIOPBVTERREL LD BIEIZSOSBEFEDLRNY, &) ET
b5, I 1OBZLNDDIE, EREFFHIBITARFMGIRNETELE VW) 2 & THDH, EIR
LR TR ST DPRE DN —R— FOBF AT RFEITE THE <, FRFEESRIR Nzl nT
b, EIEK 13 B TETHEW, o T, RHHIRNR M Tholl LTH o7 & #HR
FIHE 2 bR TemgeEn b 5, DEV AT A1 OFEBRENEEHE RN oTEFEX D
Nb, SHOFEE LT, SOICHMHIREZHE LIEEREZITV, EBRERSET 5 0 & ik
L7zuy,
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#1

Y — kA2 FOFAE DR

ascending or descending | the range of money | time limit
Ascending Big 5s
Ascending Big 10s
Ascending Big 20s
Ascending Big 30s
Ascending Big no limit
Ascending Medium 5s
Ascending Medium 10s
Ascending Medium 20s
Ascending Medium 30s
ascending Medium no limit
ascending Small 5s
ascending Small 10s
ascending Small 20s
ascending Small 30s
ascending Small no limit
descending Big 5s
descending Big 10s
descending Big 20s
descending Big 30s
descending Big no limit
descending Medium 5s
descending Medium 10s
descending Medium 20s
descending Medium 30s
descending Medium no limit
descending Small 5s
descending Small 10s
descending Small 20s
descending Small 30s
descending Small no limit




Roll a dice and
See the outcome of dice
(10 sec.)

Countdown
(3 sec.)

Time limit & payoff structure
appear
then
Participants enter the number

Next round starts when

all participants enter the number

1
7 U v RO

L] 10

HYIT L LIRS THY TDROY A IDEEN UIES DY TEND LT
BVWTLEEL,

HyITDROBRFONSHAI0ERE. H20 O—F LOBEHEL
TLEZL,

E3I<SAHERNRENTT

%D :20%

N P e o

100 2008 300Mm 400M 500 600M

RDF) Y EHaFESET
LI BFBLLEI N,
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40
35
30
25
20

15

10 —

Share of reported number (%)

1 2 3 - 5 6
reported number

yes no uniform

FERRBERRICB N T, IHEBEZELL AN LR THEINZ EIZK SN TN 0 ) aRiic
N3y (M2 Tidyes) LEATBHREOREMEDOHME, W) (K2 Tlidno) &R
PERE OHEED 53T, Tuniform] &9 DIE, YA amd A ZIEEICHE L TWZEE OB
B 72 —HR5 A, fEEIT A EZ N ZNO 058G (%) THY ., Mt 175 6 ETOREHE

LTS,
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#£2
WEMEOZ NN DM, BlE & “HMRE DR R

Reported

number Yes No

1 N 708 57
(%) 10.35*** 13,57

2 N 796 81
(%) 11.64***  19.29

3 N 852 54
(%) 12.46***  12.86

4 N 963 82
(%) 14.08***  19.52

5 N 1,276 72
(%) 18.66***  17.14

6 N 2,244 74
(%) 32.81***  17.62

Total N 6,839 420

(%) 100 100

WEEENENOHE L HIE,
TIARE T 100/6 & B2 A 0B ERGE  (two-sided, *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1),

_12_



3

F

i

4.2

3.8
|

3.6

3.4
|

3.2

T T T T T T
know don't know

B mean of reported numbers ——— standard errors at the mean
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il FRIRERE] & & OB D /540
40
35
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25
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10 m—

Share of reported number (%)

1 2 3 - 5 6
reported number

S5s 10s 20s 305 e limit —ss—uniform

R IR Y 5 AN DGk, 1 O LA DS, 2 O LI DS, 3 O R LA DS, e 8
HIBR O (X 4 TIEZE N2 5s, 10s, 20s, 30s., no limit) Z - ZEILOHREED 5347, [uniform |
EWVIHDIE, A ard HEEEICHES L TOGE OB — R0, Ml e ne
hoh» 281G (%) ThY., BilE1 715 6 FTOWREEERL TS,
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#3
FERIHIBR T Z & o, HEMOZNETNOME, ElE L& “IEREOMER

Reported
Number 5s 10s 20s 30s no limit
1 N 137 150 133 152 136
% 10.02%*%  10.96***  9.72%%k  11.11*** 994t
2 N 167 162 149 155 163
% 12.22%%%  11.84*%*  10.89%** 11.33*%* 1]1.92%**
3 N 161 158 183 169 181
% 11.78**F  11.55%k*  13.38%** 12.35%k* 13.23%**
4 N 210 180 186 194 193
% 15.36  13.16*** 13.6™* 14.18** 14.11**
5 N 261 257 257 242 259
% 19.09**  18.79**  18.79** 17.69 18.93**
6 N 431 461 460 456 436
% 31.53%**  33.7%*  33.63%¢* 33.33% 31.87%*

WEMEZNTNOMEE LEIE, “IERIE T 1006 &5 0G0 (two-sided, *** p<0.01, **
p<0.05, * p<0.1), HFREIHIBRAY 5 AN DA, 1 OLINDOSA:E. 2 OBLINDOSA:, 3 0LL
INOSA:, FFREERITR DOSH135E 3 TIXEN L 5s. 10s. 20s. 30s. no limit & 72> T 5,
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I BRERA] = & o0 S A

T T T
5s 10s 20s 30s no limit

B mean of reported numbers  ———i standard errors at the mean

FERTHIBRAS 5 FPLAN DRI, 1 OBLINOSEM. 2 OLINOSM:, 3 O BLANOD R, e
HIBRDOSMEIIX 5 TIZFNFH Bs, 10s, 20s. 30s. no limit & 72> T\ 5, ftlliIE<H 5,
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# 4
L E R E  (Bonferroni test) O 5

PERONT SR o S 1F tvalue | P value
5s condition vs 10s condition 0.48 1.000
5s condition vs 20s condition 1.26 1.000
5s condition vs 30s condition 0.15 1.000

5s condition vs no limit condition -0.03 1.000
10s condition vs 20s condition 0.78 1.000

Bonferroni test

10s condition vs 30s condition -0.33 1.000
10s condition vs no limit condition | -0.51 1.000
20s condition vs 30s condition -1.11 1.000

20s condition vs no limit condition -1.3 1.000
30s condition vs no limit condition | -0.18 1.000

IRFEIHIBR 23 5 FPLAN DS, 1 O R LINDO M, 2 O LINO S, 3 O LN D ZM:, IRFfH
HIFRDSAEITEE 4 TIXF I F 1 5s condition, 10s condition, 20s condition. 30s condition. no
limit condition & 72> TV 5,
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il BRG] & & DRUSIFE O & X - 27T L

5s condition 10s condition 20s condition

30s condition No limit condition

O T T T T T T T T T
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20

Reaction time (sec.)

FERIHIBREDS 5 FPLAN DRI, 1 OB LIN DS, 2 OLINDO S, 3 O R LAN D Zf:, RpfH] T
HIPR DOSAEIXX 6 TILZE N EH bs condition, 10s condition, 20s condition, 30s condition. no
limit condition & 72> T\ 5, I TH 5,
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=5
il BREEER Z & D SO RFfE

mean | S.D.
5s condition 1.324 | 0.852
10s condition 1.342 | 0.934
20s condition 1371 | 1.131
30s condition 1.408 | 1.325
No limit condition 1.286 | 0.866

IRFEIHIRR S 5 FPLAN DS, 1 O R LINDO M, 2 O LINDO S, 3 OB LN DS, IR
IR DAL 5 TILZE N E4 bs condition., 10s condition. 20s condition. 30s condition,
no limit condition & 72> TW 5,
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Dishonesty behaviors under time pressure

Manami Tsuruta$®

=kkk

Keigo Inukai

Abstract

Many people sometimes engage in dishonest behavior to get own material payoff. We conducted a
laboratory experiment to investigate whether intuitive decisions were to lie or to be honest. Using a
task that the experimenter does not know whether the subject is lying or not, and the analysis was
performed using only the subjects who were aware that it was possible to lie in the experiment. We
found that there was no difference in the degree of lie between time limit condition and no time limit
condition. There are two possible interpretations of the result. One is that the decision system of
intuition (system 1) and consideration (system 2) does not apply to lie decision-making. In other
words, whether thinking about it carefully or making decisions in a hurry doesn’t change the degree of
lie. Another possibility is that the time limit in the experiment was too long. It takes only a very
short time for the subject to press the numbers on the keyboard after the choices are displayed, and
even under unlimited time, the average is about 1.3 seconds. Therefore, even if the time limit is 5
seconds, the subject may not have been given a sufficient load. In other words, it may be considered
that intuitive (system 1) decision-making was not performed. In a future research, we want to
conduct an experiment with a shorter time limit and investigate whether the experimental result
changes.

JEL Classification: C91, D91, K42

Keyword: Time pressure, Dishonesty, Decision making, Laboratory experiment
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