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’THIS PAPER ...

= Asked which allocation rule is more effective to incentivize people to donate organ.

= Compared three allocation rules: first come first serve, rebate and priority rule
= on decision to donate organ among deceased donors
" by using a laboratory experiment based on the experiment in Kessler and Roth (201 2)

= with 180 undergrad students from Prince of Songkla University.

* Introduced the uncertainty in organ compatibility between the receiver and the giver in the
game (2 types: 100% and 50%,).

" Found that the average donation of priority and rebate rule is higher than first come, first
served rule.

= Considering all treatments subjects who have 100% compatibility donate more than 50%,
but they donate lower in priority rule.
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DISCUSSIONS: SCOPE OF THE STUDY

= “Care must always be taken in extrapolating experimental results to complex
environment outside the lab...” (Kessler & Roth 201 2).

* Treatments in Kessler & Roth (201 2):

Priority
Rebate

Discount

First come, first served




DISCUSSIONS: RESULTS
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Explain explicitly again which groups/subjects were in each treatments.

Explanation about fluctuation of donation decision: May consider comparing
your findings with the similar experiment without uncertainty in organ
compatibility (e.g. Kessler & Roth 201 2).



DISCUSSIONS: ORGAN COMPATIBILITY

= Organ compatibility is an extension to Kessler & Roth (201 2).
= Discuss why it is interesting to investigate this issue.

= Discuss about the implication out of the findings, e.g. different allocation rule /
incentives for different types¢ Complementary measures for different types?



DISCUSSIONS: IMPLICATIONS

= Discuss about the limitations and need of using a lab experiment to answer
this big question.

* What one can (very carefully) draw from these findings under which circumstances

®= What else should be considered when thinking about the real implementation, e.g.
law, psychological cost, etc.

= Discuss about law issues, e.g. about “mandated choice” or intent to donate,
registered as donor but next to kin still has to approve the donation again

= Discuss about psychological cost which hinder the donation in Thai context

® Whether there could be a way to reduce such cost
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Determination of barriers to organ donation and

outcomes of kidney transplantation
(prospective part)
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