Hypotheses – IFFL Study
Treatments:
· Control group
· Immediate treatment (T1): voucher for fresh fruits and vegetables
· Delayed treatment (T2): post-purchase reimbursement for fresh fruits and vegetables.

Primary Hypotheses:
Hypothesis 1: Financial incentives conditional on the purchase of fresh fruits and vegetables lead to a significant increase in purchases of this category.
Sub-hypothesis 1.1 (Differential effect of incentives): The immediate incentive (T1) directly alters the perceived budget constraint at the time of purchase, resulting in a larger short-term increase in fresh fruit and vegetable purchases   compared to the delayed incentive (T2), where  is realized only after the purchase  ).
Hypothesis 2: Participants receiving an immediate incentive (T1) will exhibit stronger extrinsic motivation, whereas those receiving a delayed incentive (T2) will develop stronger intrinsic motivation to purchase fresh fruits and vegetables than participants in T1.
Hypothesis 3: Participants with a higher present bias are expected to be more responsive to financial incentives, particularly to immediate incentives (T1), whereas more future-oriented participants are expected to be less sensitive to financial incentives and to respond similarly to both immediate and deferred incentives (T2).

Secondary Hypotheses:
Hypothesis 4: The increase in the consumption of fresh fruits and vegetables is not strictly proportional to the amount of the incentive. Beneficiaries may choose to reduce part of the initial budget allocated to fruits and vegetables and reallocate it to other products.
Hypothesis 5: Households compensate for the increase in their consumption of fresh fruits and vegetables by reducing their consumption of other food categories (substitution effects)
Hypothesis 6: The increase in fruit and vegetable purchases through financial incentives encourage beneficiaries to improve their overall diet. However, this positive effect could be partially offset by less health-conscious choices.
