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Table 1 Features of public goods activities in different information environments
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Table 3 Summary statistics on main variables
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Table 4 Regression results of individuals” willingness to initiate the activity
(1 (2)
0.318***
(0.036)
0. 006 ***
(0.001)
0.418***
(0.042)
0. 004 ***
(0.001)
-0.055*** -0.050***
(0.012) (0.012)
-0.004 -0.007
(0.013) (0.015)
1232 1232
Pseudo R’ 0.061 0.063
(1= ;0= ).
N 10% 5% 1%
5
Table 5 Regression results of individuals’ time to initiate the activity
(1) (2)
-1.762" -8.275"
(1.006) (2.833)
0.172° 0. 699 ***
(0.097) (0.168)
-1.89% 1.712
(1.217) (1.801)
0.176 -1.428
(1.099) (1.920)
5.080**
(2.182)
4.8447*
(2.453)
-0.777%*
X
(0.146)
y 0.007
(0.137)
275 275
Pseudo R 0.011 0.043
30.
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Social information environment dedication behavior and the dilemma of
public goods provision

HE Yun-wen' ZHENG Jie"

1. School of Public Finance and Taxation Central University of Finance and Economics Beijing 100081
China;
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Abstract: This study investigates a dedication+iming game and provides theoretical predictions experimental
designs and empirical analyses for the dilemma of public goods provision incorporating the timing aspect that
often prevails in reality. The results show that individuals’ dedication behavior is significantly affected by the
information environment. Compared with an imperfect information environment in which the timing of public
goods activities cannot be observed both the expected initiation time of the activity and the expected participa—
tion time of group members occur earlier when timing information is perfectly observable in real time. Howev—
er the likelihood of public goods provision is lower under perfect information. Overall higher social welfare is
achieved in the perfect information environment than in the imperfect one. This study not only provides theo—
retical support and empirical evidence for these findings but also highlights the important role of the information
environment in shaping policy objectives. Specifically policies aimed at promoting the coverage of public
goods provision should limit information diffusion whereas policies targeting the timeliness of provision should
foster an open and transparent information environment.

Key words: information environment; public goods provision; timing game; social preference; dedication be—

havior



