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[Abstract]

The present study aims to examine the relationship between political cross-cutting exposure and opinion extremity. Results show
that users are more likely to be exposed to political disagreement when they use social media for informational purposes, while
leisure-related use of social media is not related to disagreement exposure. Researchers also investigated the path from
cross-cutting exposure to opinion extremity by examining the distinctive role of encountering disagreement, interacting
disagreement, and avoiding disagreement. Findings show that the experience of encountering disagreement is related to the
weakening of opinion extremity only when the encountering is followed by meaningful opinion exchange with fellow users. It was
also revealed that a critical understanding of political disagreement is a key cognitive mechanism that explains the links between

disagreement encountering, disagreement interacting, and opinion extremity.
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Table 1. Regression Analysis of Cross-Cutting
Experiences (N=276)

EncounteringinteractingAvoiding
Disagreement |Disagreement |Disagreement

Demographics

Age .03 .03 .00

Gender (Female) 5% 755 ~.07
Education .07 .02 .04
Income .03 .01 .04

Political orientations

Political interest 295 % % L 15% % .15

Political talk .04 .00 .05

Social media use

Informational 21 %% D3 *x* 37 x%x
Leisure-related A2t .05 .06
A 23xxx | 4Bxxx 21 %%

Note: tp < .10. *p < .05. **p < .01. *x*p < .001
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Table 2. Mediation of the Encountering Disagreement and
Opinion Extremity Through Interacting and Avoiding
Disagreement (N=276)

B SE LLCI  [ULCI

Encountering —>

Opinion Extremity 01 ot

—.0374 |.0201

Encountering —>
Interacting —> ~.01 |01
P e a ¢ €Opinion Extremity
Treaty

—.0235 [-.0021

Encountering —>
Avoiding —> .01 |.01
Opinion Extremity

—.0093 |.0134

Encountering —>

Opinion Extremity 02 102

—.0133 |.0500

Encountering —>
Interacting —> ~.01 |01
PropertyOpinion Extremity
Taxes

—.0195 -.0015

Encountering —>
Avoiding —> .01 |.01
Opinion Extremity

—.0054 |.0214
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Table 3. Mediation of the Encountering Disagreement and
Opinion Extremity Through Critical Understanding
and Interacting Disagreement (N=276)

02

2 0|x= &

B SE LLCI  |ULCI

Encountering —>

Opinion Extremity —.01 |01 —.0396 |.0174

Encountering —>
Interacting —> ~.01 |01 ~.0179 |.0039
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