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The Effect of Nudges on Likelihood to Travel to Tree-shaded Areas in Heatwaves

Executive Summary
Given the benefits that tree-shading provides, and the proven effectiveness of effort-based
nudges, our research question was “How do convenience and tree-shading impact students’
likelihood to go to designated indoor cooling area?”. We recruited students from UBC campus,
and administered a survey. In the survey, we used Google Maps link and a visual map with the
designated area’s address inputed for our convenience nudge, and presence of tree-shading for
our environmental nudge. A 7-point Likert scale was used to measure student response for
likelihood of going. Our results found no main effect for either convenience or tree-shading
nudging. Neither convenience nor environmental nudging increased students’ likelihood of
going. Results suggest that manipulation of the independent variables was poor. Limitations to
our study suggest that students may lack motivation to travel in a heatwave. Other possibilities
include, failure to include enough information, lacking student awareness or care for the
environment.

Introduction
In recent years, Vancouver has experienced extremely hot weather conditions, especially during
the summer. This naturally leads to a high air conditioning demand. The high costs of air
conditioning account for an estimated 3.9% of global greenhouse gas emissions (Woods et al.,
2022), so efforts should be made to encourage student participation in more environmentally
sustainable alternatives. Tree shading has been associated with lower cooling energy costs in
buildings and moderating temperature fluctuations (Balogun et al., 2013; Lou et al., 2012),
suggesting its role in lower carbon emissions. For indoor spaces, Lou et al., (2012) found
temperatures in a tree-shaded room to be 2-3℃ lower in temperature than the unshaded room,
making it a viable cooling support. This study aims to introduce an external intervention in the
form of nudging–a predictable way to alter behaviours without prohibiting options or changing
economic incentives (Thaler & Sunstein, 2009). Earlier research has also shown nudging with
signage in recycling helped students make better decisions at sorting garbage (Wu et al., 2018),
while Luo, Li, Soman and Zhao (2021) found that effort-based nudges, among others, are the
most effective approach. However, there is not yet literature pertaining to the effect of nudges on
traveling in heatwaves. This study hopes to investigate effort-based and environmental nudges,
namely, how convenience and tree-shading impact students’ likelihood to go to a designated
indoor cooling area. Our project had three hypotheses. First, convenience nudging will
significantly increase the likelihood to go to the designated indoor cooling area compared to a
condition without convenience. Second, tree-shading nudging will significantly increase the
likelihood to go to the designated indoor cooling area compared to a condition without
tree-shading. Third, both convenience and tree-shading, together, will significantly increase the
likelihood to go to the designated indoor cooling area compared to the control condition, which
has neither convenience nor tree-shading.



Methods
In a power analysis using G*Power3 (Faul, Erdfelder, Lang, & Buchner, 2007) assuming a
minimum effect size=0.2, alpha=0.05, power=0.8), we determined that a minimum of 200
participants total in our study. We aimed to recruit 200 participants. 197 undergraduate and
graduate students from UBC Vancouver campus completed our survey. In our sample, five
participants did not fill in their demographic information. Of the 192 who did, 34.9% of the
participants were men and 63.5% of the participants were women. 1 participant was non-binary,
while 2 participants preferred not to say. 10.9% of the participants were first year students,
16.1% from second year, 27.6% from third year, and the majority, 45.3%, were fourth year and
higher. The mean age was 21.69 (SD=3.32), with a minimum of 18 years and maximum of 46
years. All participants in the online survey provided informed consent.

The study utilized a 2 by 2 factorial, independent groups design. We had two independent
variables, convenience nudging and tree-shading environmental nudging. Convenience nudging
was operationalized by either providing the participant a written address alone, or a Google
Maps link with the address to the designated area already inputted, alongside a visual map with
the designated area circled in red. Tree-shading nudging was operationalized by the mention of
whether there was or wasn’t tree-shading at the designated area. There were four conditions in
total. The convenience-only condition had the visual map and Google Maps link to a designated
area mentioned to be without tree-shading. The tree-shading condition mentioned tree-shading at
the designated area, with only a written address to it provided. The convenience and tree shading
condition had the Google Maps link and the visual map to the designated area, mentioned to
have tree-shading. The control condition, with neither convenience nor environmental nudging,
had a written address to the designated area, mentioned to be without tree-shading.

The dependent variable in our study was participants’ likelihood of going to the designated area
during a heatwave. Participants were asked, “How likely are you to go to the designated indoor
area for cooling during a heatwave if you were shown the information above?”. This question
fully addressed our research question, and asked what we hoped to investigate. Response was
measured with a sliding 7-point Likert scale (1932), where 0=extremely unlikely to go, and
7=extremely likely to go.

The survey consisted of three sections; the consent form, the assigned condition, and the
demographics section. Participants were presented with a consent form upon clicking the survey
link, and randomly assigned to one of the four conditions upon consent. All participants were
next provided the following information: Studies have shown that indoor areas shaded by trees



are effective for decreasing temperature, lowering building cooling energy costs, thus lowering
carbon emissions. They were then given certain information on the designated area, depending
on their condition, and it was mandatory that they indicate their response on the Likert Scale
before moving on. This was followed by a few optional demographics questions, asking their
gender, age, and student year, then the survey was closed.

Data collection began in March of 2023, and ended in April the same year. Data was collected
mainly from spreading the survey among friends. The link was also posted to mutual student
group chats on social media apps like Instagram and Wechat. A major challenge was the large
number of participants we had to gather, as we did not have enough friends to reach the 200
participant goal. We ended up asking professors of our other classes to distribute the survey link,
and asked our friends to help spread the survey link to other UBC students, and friends of
friends.

Results
Table 1. Convenience and Tree-shading: Cell sizes, Means, and Standard Deviations

The cell sizes, means, and standard deviations for the 2x2 factorial design are presented in Table
1. The mean Likert rating in the control group (M=5.20, SD=1.86) was the highest of all four
condition groups. The mean Likert rating in the tree-shading only group was second highest
(M=4.65, SD=2.00), followed by the convenience and tree-shading group (M=4.56, SD = 1.83).
The mean Likert rating in the convenience only group was the lowest (M=4.35, SD=2.25). Our
third hypothesis, that the convenience and tree-shading group would have a higher mean
likelihood of going than control, was not supported.



Fig 1.

A two-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) was performed to analyze the effect of tree-shading
nudging and convenience nudging on likelihood to go to a designated area. The two-way
ANOVA revealed (Fig 1.) that there was not a statistically significant interaction between the
effects of tree-shading and convenience (F(1, 195)=1.788, p=.183).

Table 2: Two-way ANOVA for Convenience and Tree shading

A main effects analysis (Table 2) showed that convenience did not have a statistically significant
effect on participants’ likelihood of going to the designated area (F(1, 195)=2.646, p=0.105), nor
did tree-shading have a statistically significant effect on likelihood of going to the designated
area (F(1, 195)=0.359, p=0.550). Overall, no main effect of convenience was found, so our first
hypothesis was unsupported. No main effect of tree-shading was found either; our second
hypothesis was also unsupported.



Discussion
No main effect of either convenience nor tree-shading was found. Further, the convenience and
environmental mean was lower than the control group. Our study has several limitations. First,
there could have been a better way to implement the tree-shading environmental nudge. In the
current study, participants were given information about the benefits of tree-shading, then
whether or not the designated area had tree-shading was alternated. This operationalization may
have introduced a disconnect, especially for the no tree shading conditions, as the benefits of
tree-shading would not have mattered if the designated area was without tree-shading. Second,
we failed to control the distance or starting point. Not all UBC students live near Ponderosa, or
even on campus. If the walk were to take those students 30 minutes, or 2 hours of transit, they
are unlikely to make the journey even if they were influenced by the nudges. That is to say,
location distance may have been an additional variable that influenced likelihood of going.

With regard to current literature, our results showed that in the study’s current state, neither form
of nudge had an impact on students’ likelihood of going to a designated indoor cooling area. Our
manipulations of convenience and tree-shading were ineffective. Thus, future studies should not
use our methods of manipulation for either nudge. Further, future studies are advised against
using physical locations, as we did with Ponderosa Arbutus and Ponderosa Ballroom. Instead, a
method that might control for physical distance, could involve asking participants to imagine a
tree-shaded building location within what is walking distance for them, instead of providing a
physical location.

Recommendations
For the client, given that the mean for the convenience and environmental condition was lower
than that of the control group, it is possible that the level of convenience we provided was not
convenient enough. Students may not care for minute conveniences, as inputting an address is
not very difficult. Further, students may not have wanted to travel in a heatwave, or wanted to
travel at all–and as such, the convenience provided did not matter. Towards this, UBC may want
to implement more tree planting programs, to plant more trees around buildings. This would
prepare more tree-shaded buildings in the future, which means students would not have to travel
very far to access tree-shaded indoor cooling areas.

The results also suggest that students may not care about the benefits that tree-shading provides
to the environment, in how it lowers carbon emissions and building cooling costs (Balogun et al.,
2013; Lou et al., 2012) with could further imply a lack of care towards environmental
sustainability. As such, UBC should try to foster a culture of environmental responsibility witihin
students and get then directly involved. This could involve partnering with local business
organizations to create internship or volunteer opportunities for students. This would create
personal investment for the student, and also build connections in the community. Alternatively,



students may not have been made aware enough of the benefits, or not enough information was
provided. In this case, it would be wise to spread flyers, or infographics with comprehensive
information about the benefits of tree-shading on bulletin boards, or through UBC broadcast
emails, so students who are interested may read and educate themselves.

Note that our participants were from UBC only, so the results cannot be generalized to other
populations.



Appendix
Survey



Convenience only condition



Convenience and Tree-shading condition



Tree shading only Condition

Control condition

Contribution
Each team member worked together through the entire term. Beenle contributed most to the
proposal, with the initial idea, but we all worked together to write it. Tina and Jennifer primarily
ran most of the data analyses, but everyone contributed to data collection, spreading the survey
among friends and classmates. Weiting contributed many ideas, especially for our report
recommendations. The presentation was a mutual effort, as the team made the initial
presentation, each person responsible for a slide. Individual sections were assigned to each team
member, and then put together. Natalie worked on most of the formal writing throughout the
term, such as presentation script and typing up the final report.
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