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» Altruistic donation of one’s kidney to a stranger is costly, * Relative to controls, altruists exhibited significantly reduced
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ruism toward strangers implies higher valuation of the well- Q1 (D) 11440 (11.60) 114.84 (1349) 907 reported other-oriented preferences
being of distant others; the social discounting function Education 12/8 (57.14%)  21/5 (80.77%) .084  These results demonstrate altruists’ increased concern for
describes the rate at which generosity declines as > Four-year degree the welfare of distant others, giving insight into the
relationships become less socially close: Houserold Income, TR ROW) - TBITERST) 315 underpinnings of extraordinary altruism
V= 4 * These findings support the growing literature demonstrating
1+ sN RESULTS that the social discounting function meaningfully measures
» Previous work links decreases in social discounting to Social Discounting In Altruists and Matched Controls altruistic motivation, and suggest a mechanism by which

costly helping behavior toward genetically and socially close
others might be extended to unrelated others

* The use of a special population limited the sample size;
altruistic kidney donors are extremely rare and make up
only 0.0006% of the U.S. population

» Future research will examine the neural substrates of social
discounting in altruists to further understand motivations for
Controls Predicted extraordinary generosity

@ Altruists » The altered subjective valuation of socially distant others is
—— Altruists Predicted likely a complex process, potentially reflecting a wide

laboratory-based measures of altruism, but as yet no
research has examined social discounting in the context of
real-world generosity

* The present study evaluated social discounting in altruistic
kidney donors and matched controls; we hypothesized that
extraordinary altruists would exhibit reduced social
discounting in comparison to controls

METHODS & ANALYSIS

* We recruited altruistic kidney donors from across North
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