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The theme: 

How can we trigger prosocial behavior? 

Engaging in prosocial behavior is a fundamental human ability that plays a crucial role in addressing 

societal challenges. Whether it is tackling climate change, reducing global poverty, or fighting 

pandemics, prosocial behavior is always a key part of the solution.  

In this course, we will discuss (i) what prosocial behavior is, (ii) studies that investigate how prosocial 

behavior, such as donating money and blood, volunteering or environmentally friendly behavior, can 

be promoted, and (iii) studies that highlight the current challenges of experimental studies. 

Learning outcomes 
Students improve their ability to understand and evaluate scientific literature. They also deepen their 

knowledge of behavioral, experimental and econometric methods by studying the methodology of 

relevant peer-reviewed papers. During the seminar, students learn about current topics in the fields 

of behavioral economics, experimental economics and the economics of prosocial behavior, learn how 

to write a term paper and improve their presentation skills. In particular, students will understand how 

scientific papers are written, how to identify weaknesses in the current literature and how to develop 

their own research ideas. Students should be enabled to conduct their own research, an important 

prerequisite for writing their master’s thesis. 

Content 

The aim of this seminar is to prepare students to critically assess topics in behavioral economics, 

experimental economics and the economics of prosocial behavior, in particular from an empirical 

perspective. Seminar participants are expected to make a presentation and write a term paper on a 

topic agreed upon with the instructor. Beyond summarizing and evaluating the literature, the studies 

and empirical methods should be examined and critiqued to identify where gaps in knowledge exist. 

In particular, students are expected to develop and outline their own research idea. 
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Evaluation criteria 

The assessment consists of two components: a presentation and the seminar paper. Participation in 

the seminar is mandatory. 

(1) Presentation (35%) 

- Prepare a presentation on your topic, followed by a group discussion. 

- Present your topic paper: 

o Research motivation 

o Background 

o Method 

o Results 

o Interpretations and policy relevance 

o Limitations of the study 

o Develop and present your own idea(s) for further research. 

- Presentation slides must be sent in advance as a PDF. Send your presentation as a PDF to:  

andor@rwi-essen.de one week before the presentation. 

 

(2) Seminar paper (65%) 

Write a seminar paper on the assigned topic in which you discuss the given paper, including its 

limitations, and present your own ideas for further research. The paper should be 5000 words or less, 

which is approximately 9-10 pages of text (excluding title page, references, and appendix). 
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IMPORTANT DATES 

Application Please send an email to Mark Andor (andor@rwi-essen.de) by 

October 2, 2024 to apply for the seminar. After that you will 

get further information about the Kick-Off seminar.  

Please look in advance at the potential seminar paper topics, 

see list below, and think about your preferences (1, 2 and 3). 

  

Kick-Off seminar (virtual):   Tuesday, October 8 from 12:30 p.m. to 2:00 p.m.  

 

Introductory meeting:    Friday, November 8 from 09:15 a.m. to 12:45 p.m.   

Room at RUB: GD 03/218 

 

Q&A I (virtual, optional):   Tuesday, December 17 (by appointment) 

 

Presentations I:    Friday, January 10 

Room: GD 03/218 

(exact schedule to be announced)  

 

Presentations II:    Friday, January 17 

Room: GD 03/218 

(exact schedule to be announced)  

 

Presentations III:    Friday, January 24 

Room: GD 03/218 

(exact schedule to be announced)  

 

Q&A II (virtual, optional):   Tuesday, February 11 (by appointment) 

 

 

Deadlines for submitting deliverables 

Send your presentation as a PDF to: andor@rwi-essen.de one week before the presentation. 

Please send your seminar paper to: andor@rwi-essen.de by Thursday, February 27.  
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