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Results of the multinomial logit model
[bookmark: _GoBack]Table 1: Estimation results of the multinomial logit model (N = 150)a)
	 
	Coefficients

	Variables
	Model 1
	Model 2

	Program attributes
	 
	 

	ASC
	-1.104***
	-2.206***

	Field-specific average of the last 3 yearsb)
	0.114**
	0.118**

	Regional average of the last 3 yearsb)
	-0.235***
	-0.242***

	Timing of the success investigation in years
	0.104***
	0.034

	Minimum increase in humus content at success investigation
	-3.492***
	-2.839***

	Basic premium per 0.1% humus increase
	0.014***
	0.015***

	Additional premium/repayment of 50€/ha per 0.1% humus increase/reduction at control investigationc)
Constant
	-1.421***

-1.421***
	-0.272***

-1.421***

	Interaction terms
	
	

	ASC x Motivation humus programs
	
	0.155**

	ASC x Maximum subsidies
	
	0.144***

	ASC x Livestock density
	
	0.111***

	Timing of the success investigation x Farm sized)
	
	0.042***

	Minimum increase x Farm sized)
	
	-0.537***

	Minimum increase x Risk attitudee)
	
	0.030

	Goodness of fit
	
	

	Participants/observations
	150/1,800
	150/1,800

	Log-likelihood
	-3,203.95
	-3,162.86

	AIC
	6,423.91
	6,353.73


Single, double, and triple asterisks (*, **, ***) indicate statistical significance at 10%, 5% and 1% level.
a) ASC = alternative specific constant; AIC = Akaike information criterion.
b) Effect-coded variable; base level is ‘field-specific humus content at start of the program’.
c) Effect-coded variable; base level is ‘0 €/ha’.
d) Arable land in 100 ha.
e) Risk attitude on a scale from 0 (strongly risk averse) to 10 (strongly risk seeking) according to Dohmen et al. (2011).
