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[Abstract]

This study examined the relationship between self-categorization and perception of news bias in a social media environment.
Participants were primed with political identity and exposed to presidential approval ratings in an online experiment. Consistent
with self-categorization theory, participants perceived the poll as hostile or influential when categorizing news sharer into outgroup
based on their political identity. Third-person effects for out-group were greater than for in-group. Moreover, the salience of

political identity influences the amount of third-person effects, and there was a significant interaction between salience and gender.
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Table 1. Perceived news bias by political identity and gender
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Presidency
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Table 3. Differences in third-person effects by self-categorization
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Supporters for | 26 (4 gog) | 2 29 (2.052)
Political Presidency
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Opponent of | 4 54 907) | 63 (2.218)
Presidency
Men 1.45 (1.782) 1.65(1.811)
Gender
Women .91 (1.619) .81 (2.082)

E. 4. XX FH Mol #XMnt MEHo| wE A+ Z1f
Table 4. Political identity salience and gender influence on
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Comparison target
Others Supporters Opponents 20s Men 20s Women
Suppoters for presidency 1.73 .65 2.31 1.31 1.92
) ) Opponents of presidency 1.60 .73 1.39 1.11 1.03
'de”t't_yhis‘i“ence t-value —317 147 ~1.993 398 —2.265
¢ df 86 86 86 86 86
p-value 752 .883 .049 .692 .026
Suppoters for presidency 2.06 .84 2.28 1.31 1.53
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p—value .033 .508 .089 .327 .237
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