Procrastination problem in meeting homework deadlines

. . . *
- Evidence from quasi-experiment -
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E)e T UBERMEVEEDBEMEIC X > TR REMZZE L. FEERR O IN&EZ A/ 0 EME
ERTEBCTH D, LTXI— (female). K2 —ZTEFE X I — (SAA), A (total score) 12
Ml L7zE 25 (K1), BITHELEBANRI LIZ, BFOFEMMBIXARIZKENT &S 7
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7 1: Average Treatment Effect - Increment of Study Time (min.)

Dependent variable:

Total Inc. in Dec. and Jan. (Baseline)
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
female 287.966*** 299.408*** 284.565*** 330.411** —2.475
(47.721) (46.451) (47.720) (141.829) (4.998)
SAA —127.927 —15.156 —194.058 40.431***
(89.630) (65.810) (204.778) (9.388)
total score 9.326** 5.060 —26.691** 0.230
(4.497) (3.364) (12.876) (0.471)
Constant —209.475 126.658*** —62.347 2,138.355%** —0.168
(163.511) (25.583) (127.079) (497.174) (17.126)
Observations 426 446 426 55 426
R?2 0.097 0.087 0.092 0.214 0.085
Adjusted R? 0.090 0.083 0.088 0.168 0.078
Note: *p<0.1; **p<0.05; ***p<0.01

(4) Only high achieving students (threshold value for final achievement (Feb. 28) is 75%,).

WIZ, EOLSWVOERENHEZER LZDTH A S h, IKEHEEREDL 75 %% L7280
ERIREEERE L AT U 2RO EEERE L 56 4T, 5 b 11%32 4, Rtk 1 — A7EfEH
X134 TH o7z, 2FEAED 10 BV HEZZR L, LFITBWTIX 25 %A, FKEd—2izs8WnwT
£ 25 %A HEAER LI IZhE, TNSOBFENRLTWSZ &iZ, ATE k. HEERR
EEBDBEMEICE > TRELBRRDZZETHE, TZT, BUEONEZ DML CFHET 5720, HIE
DEMREFEEDBEEZRTEBICEIF L 25 (£2), BEPEEICERENDRKE NI LS
MR o7z, FTz, FlE T — AEFEEOEVERRIE, HOOEWVEMETHEI NS Z LA HHS M
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10Spccial academic advancement DM,
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3 2: Goal achievement rate

Dependent variable:

Until Feb. 28

(Until Jan. 7)

(1) (2) (3) (4)
female 0.178*** 0.189*** 0.178*** 0.128***
(0.033) (0.032) (0.033) (0.026)
SAA 0.011 0.129*** 0.025
(0.062) (0.045) (0.050)
total score 0.009*** 0.009*** 0.007***
(0.003) (0.002) (0.002)
Constant —0.237**  0.091*** —0.249*** —-0.177*
(0.112) (0.018) (0.087) (0.091)
Observations 426 446 426 426
R? 0.120 0.103 0.120 0.105
Adjusted R? 0.113 0.099 0.115 0.099

Note:

*p<0.1; **p<0.05; ***p<0.01
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2Heckman 51&Z 9 U7z motivation D, FEEEID & 512 F — RIZFENZ\ skill D Z & % non-cognitive skill £ IF,
I FREIZFHTTWIRWED RN RI) S 5 72D IC BB E 2 J 723 Z £ 2 F5R L TV S (Heckman, Stixrud, and Urzua
(2006)).

BYFWCMEOE LEET M, 25 LAEEDOL S Bhr o FHREDH > AT R, BEE2ZESINEZ LT
HOTELEoEREIToBETHLILEWSPIZINTVS, 7z, RMEEBEREONHIEEEOELE 100 % D
BIZE UL o =IO A/ ZRLTE D, HEREDIR, T4bb5 self-efficacy 12 & 2FHEA 11, FHEZZERITPD
ERHE[LRLRORVERIIZATELEVS ZEEWHL MR- T2,



10

%
80 m
70
60

50

40

30

20

w—Male == Female = SAA General Al

2: Daily Average Study Time (min.)

H2zkse, HIMIPHRINAZILTEDLD, FREPBOBELOGEHIDWTIE, Ko —
ANTAEFE T BEED DR D RERFEM L (23 BREERE W) 2L, &8 & ITHYUERO 3 HiH
TEDPRDDRVEL (21 BRENIWV) 2LT0WS (K30 (4) & (5)), Rl —RIT/EHET
ZHEMEE, il — ADAERE & AR THEZE D 2347 < delay of gratification fEIZ EF < U TET
WBZEaRULTWS, BIRENZ LI, ZOREFAICET Y o — IV EK e U THR O SiE
BENTSY, K- A EHEOERDOEVEMABRICa Y ba -3 NTWAIZHBDHL S THEIC
B8 TH5, Rt a—ZDEREIX, Heckman 53FEIRT 5, IR A non-cognitive skill
ELUT, vz LAEVEL 7Y b a—LVORENZAELTWE RN ZREL TV,

R Z L O EBICERT 5720010, ISR X B8N EMFEEFRE L. EfOBMEICIGU
EW OB LU EOEWE VT 712K Lz (K3), BVEEESE I — 20 BHEOKIIC BT 5
LEZ2RL, HROVHEE @I —ADLMEDL D, KEOHFRIRE I - AFEHEEOEDERL TV
2, 0I5 7R, RO — ATHERE T B AR IXIEEO B 2 g 2 i A TR D
T, WK —EDR—A %> THEZHEALLTWE I AR TENS,

R 0 — ZZAEFE S B B D EHH O FHE(L LN IR D IF, Ml 2 — A D A AE D M 72 ek D 478
THd, BILITFBRPBOEL OEFHIFIIZR T 15 %R TH O, IHnFREa—2A0HEH D
ERREITRE RN, —HTHREBTOREUIZZEL SRS, BHERH 45 %, MK 60 %6 Dt

it 0 — 2ZDIEFEOIRE I < IZH 720, BLOHEE =2 — b T T B 7-OBRPLED female dummy 1Z 0.5, f#
IZHLOBHEEDOMEMRAL T, R EHRHELZEIE LTV 2,



# 3: Total progress in each period

Dependent variable:

First Second Third Until Jan. 1 Final 3 days

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
female —0.026 —0.081 0.166* —0.107 0.155*
(0.020) (0.068) (0.097) (0.074) (0.087)
SAA 0.071** 0.159 —0.228 0.230** —0.214*
(0.028) (0.099) (0.141) (0.107) (0.126)
total score 0.002 0.004 —0.004 0.006 0.0003
(0.002) (0.006) (0.009) (0.007) (0.008)
Constant —0.045 0.011 0.591* —0.034 0.335
(0.066) (0.231) (0.331) (0.252) (0.296)
Observations 51 51 51 51 51
R? 0.238 0.115 0.118 0.185 0.111
Adjusted R? 0.189 0.059 0.062 0.133 0.054

Note: *p<0.1; **p<0.05; ***p<0.01
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3: Progress on each period t = 1, 2, 3
Implied by OLS estimates.
x-axis: period t=1, 2, 3
y-axis: progress in the period

Blue: Male, Red: Female, Cyan: SAA students
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Wa ZoWMIZEAMLTWED, XR3ITHLONAZINTWIED, LTORELUIIRTFOZNELD
bARIIKREW (EF3— (3) 5

SE 3 — ADEFEOKBETCOMEG 2R UIX, & ICHYIsimgo 3 HE (LH4H251H6H)
TOEHZHD I LTI OAMEIIZR S, B4, @2 —-2A0EFEORED 3 HETO#E (/) Kk
VORI —2DEREDED () 2 AN ILTRLEZBDTHS, EH6Da—ADEEIZON
TH, ZEDO I HMIZZ<EF 2 L TVWRWER—-EHEFEET 5T, TlHI—ADEFEIZDNT
B DAERED 40 LA EOEH 2 Z D 3 HEITEFIIZIToT WD, 2D 2D20DFT — XM E—DHE
BO/MHPOFE L2 80D IRFHE. ARICEH I NS (p-value 14 0.0631), 2B, ZOMHHIZEBIT 5L
TFTORELUIX, BroznL i 15 %imd KEW (R3— (5)),

TS Uil a— ZDEEDMIRL XD ITE 2 E X 5 L. HEDERIZOWTDRIL 7Y b

O—)LE, 207U AIEFHERVTEEZE LTy bu—uik, BT USFERIZHRNLT B
BOHOTIE W EeiEwRAITT s b, SRIORWHEE X WS internal commitment device 1 willpower
BRI B 7212147 motivation & 72> TWB— 5T, willpower DFEBRDFEHH LI U TR
AL IV THONEDLIFTIE R, MUIOERIZH-> TIThNEDTHS, ZHNE 1HIIZHIT
LZE_DOERMADEZIZRD, D200V 73y ba—)VREEIE, RIEOERDO-OICEEEE
BB 2 EDGHI - KRN TH 2 L OBIEP SHAIZBERPEWEEZ oNED, EEROITH) %8l
KILWO, BT ULEMAFICBEINZ LD TIERWI EDHS NIk -7z, D & $, Bénabou
and Tirole (2004) ® ¥k 9 % internal commitment device (£, HED LI 73 b O —)LIZIZEIR -
TWa E2ITEFEZSNZ WV, ZHiE, LU T Bénabou and Tirole (2004) & S E 3 2F5H TIEAR W
A3, Bénabou and Tirole (2004) »° willpower DFEHEI N D A A=A L% +IZGRIT VWS L IEF X
T NHRETIEETIVEISICRIBI IR ER DD I L EREBLT NS 16,

KEEZORMICEZB-0ICM 4125 ~EEHT S L, ﬁ@:~1®$ﬁ’omf%%@L
*Vﬁ%@k —IDMFEET B2 W15, %< OEBERE B 20 RHEBEEES L Z
%E’kiK%’at ZD 75 % DFHEEMMYNERD 3 HE TEH I BT NWE I LIThDH, @A DL
550 O — 2 DEREN LI low-achieving WAEETH B Z e 2BE R DL, Tk KEhal
ThHhdEEALD. T UMliltik 78k, MAMICRTELWEMNREaHEZEAT L, &
EDOMRIREZELS Y Xﬁf)‘ﬁ%‘b‘ EDFATIRIED S S T2 5> TW B (Tice and Baumeister
(1997)). ZOKRZWICEZ DL, WBI—ADERD S BHR L ThRLBVWEBUL, Rt Z25F5 72
DIZFE VWA REEREEDY X2 ’5:,%9 ZXIZAS EEEHIDR WY ZSEAS S L LTWE B,
self-efficacy £ % #IF 12507172 willpower % F## 9" % motivation 12725 & WS 2L TH D, TNHEH
ZOFMITHNT BEEFICLRD, ZNE—HT 5 EIEGHNRITEIT, @#E2ETLIVA7E2HA-TE
T, ZOKiEFDHEIZBRNE S ICBbNDS, TLA, MtEMD D DAL L DD Hig % &
BT DA, BEHREOV AT 2H/MET AN TESEHENTHELEZ NS, 725, Bénabou

s, 2oV Vs 2 HELERERIR, BRITENZR N,

6Ryan and Deci (2000) IZ& % &, intrinsic motivation DNEIRHE T, EEDOMEIZNT 27 T —F DML ANENT S
DS NT WD, ZOHMICHREZIE, self-efficacy &1 F 7% intrinsic motivation THNIE, ZD 220Dk T7 AV |k
O — L ERFC RS NS AR S H 5, BIAIE, FHC¥EET 5 2 E BRI L A% &L 5 intrinsic interest % Mt T & X,
FEHERENEDBEL LBRVEDOALBIEIE LI W TE S, B Bandura and Schunk (1981) 1. A#IZED & 5 A HAR
BEEHOBELUENEZRYBAIEE I LT FFADOALFEBAERED intrinsic motivation DMEEIZEEIIL TW5,
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and Tirole (2004) 23R U7z Z &%, Z 5 U7z self-efficacy %1521} 72\ 7z D 12w 72 £ T2 HEELE K
WZZEDBI M, —EOEMOTTEEME$DZ 2 TH 5, Bénabou and Tirole (2004) IZHE X
o Thid, B2V T3 bO—VOBNRHH L EAFIITE -V T bR EIND,

4: Histogram of progress in the final three days
Left panel: General course. Right panel: SAA course.

5

4.5

0 0

0.4 0.6 038 1 0 0.2 0.4 06 0.8 1
The two distributions are statistically significantly different.

(Kolmogorov-Smirnov test, p-value: 0.0631)

AETHONFERZENT 5L, HEZHRIZEZSFEOEH D X—AIZD\WT, it o —AITHE
Fa9 2 EAEDELIBI T HEALIT R U TV B A, il 2 — ZADEFEIZDWT, & IZKFITBWT, il
PIERNCE LW U H D Z RS o7z, £/, FHOUEEEDZLTWHREEDS B —
REBDERIZOWTIE, FYIERO 3 HICE RS AHEZA > TTHEZ MU L TITboE LD
EBNT BERBANRE SN, THDD self-efficacy & willpower % FEHE X1 5 7291214372 motivation
&> TWB— i T, willpower DFEBEDOFRHITR L TN LA I VI TirbNsbIFTIERL,
MY OERIZH-> TiTbnd, Lird, TO willpower DK E X IR AREHERDEZ Z2DI12+H4
IRIEERITH D I ENPSNTR o7, T 6 DFERIE, 4. Bénabou and Tirole (2004) ® 'H
DR WEHEDERD 72D willpower ZFEMRIIZ, & EIZIIFENRETIZHRETSE] WS EE%
ZRT B, HEGERD 70 2B 5F L\WEX D 7H)lE. Bénabou and Tirole (2004) DE T
VOREHALDEZ BB L 25 i R L TWH D EBbh b,
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5 %l:l on

AL, (95661 OFFMAFEe L, @K A OFRBEIZEE VPRV E WD 2 DDA RIS 2
£, BEOE individual level data TR I N HEERT — X DR 2 R ARBICENL L, E/fED

IR 72 delay of gratification FIEE T d& 2 FEIZE D L S ITHUL 72D h>, %@%Lbﬁiﬂ DWW
EROEDEMEEZE XA TAMET o7z, ARFIZE TS ELRFBERIZUTOMED TH S, i
MOZRWHIEZRET 57213 TH,. —HDAEMED delay of gratification Fnﬁi%@@ﬁ%bf%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%@
XU, %‘t% HENER I Nz, Zhid, PPN R WAERICEHETED > 7205, low- achieving
A FEI—R) THoTHRULTHRVIRWARDER L 72 Z & IXREIET 5, F H
EEERCEEREOFEDOEL DR—2 IOV TIE, TOEE, 372b b willpower @%ﬁ@ﬁ’f
VTN, REUIEBRIZ R & < R B MG 7R ek 0 1TEDS, low-achieving 7R 424E (Fl I —A) & HULNMZ
I FICBHBF BRI N, B2, MYNCHIC GO THEZER L L 5 &9 5 willpower (£
DR, R D OFRSERMUIBERIC KR ERAaHEZRVOoND XS WRATH > TH 2 TFA S & ¢
LD, B ORRIX, FEO ISR L 2 BE D E individual level
data Z FHWT, WO THEMRTHIENTEZILTHD,

HARRIZ — LB =DFER D Bénabou and Tirole (2004) ® [EH DR WHEEDEK D 728
willpower ’i’f‘fﬁﬂ’] 2, L ETIIRNRETIIRET 2] L WO EEEXFLTWSE— /T, %#O)
fiF %, Bénabou and Tirole (2004) DET VA I HIZFHEICIBEH LI L2 RBLT VDS, T
bbb, HEZER TS0 L 7ay ba— Ve, 2O 7Bv ATEWTER D 78% LA
WEWS L7 ay bu—)UiFENd, MECEEPEVEL 7 IV P VEETH L LD ITERS
N5 K, EEOTHTIEBT UBRRICHEINT VI DI TR, BRE A=A L THIEIX
NTVWBHEMED E W, 27 < & 3B, Bénabou and Tirole (2004) D EiAID 2 \WHEE E W S internal
commitment device iZ, BEDEIL 732 hE—ILZIFER>TWB LS IZIFEZ 517\, Bénabou
and Tirole (2004) (X2 D 2 2D+¥)L7 3> hE—)L % [XH[+HFIZ internal commitment device & LT
D HEENBHIZ delay of gratification % fi#kd 5 Z & & FIR U722, IGHIRETIXZ D 2 DDiE
WEEE A DMENDHBIZA D,
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