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Special Theme Article

The Effect of Exposure to Political Information
on Social Media on News Trust and Engagement:
Examining the Mediating Role of Exposure to
Uncivil Messages and Perceived Incivility

Hsuan-Ting CHEN', Haijiao LUO", Jing GUO
* School of Journalism and Communication, The Chinese University of Hong Kong,
New Territories, Hong Kong

* Department of Journalism and Communication, Hong Kong Shue Yan University, Hong Kong
Island, Hong Kong

Abstract

This study uses nationally representative household data from the Taiwan
Communication Survey (TCS) in 2022 to examine how exposure to political
information on social media impacts news trust (attitudinal dimension) and
engagement (behavioral dimension) through exposure to uncivil messages and
perceived incivility. Results show that encountering political information on
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social media makes individuals more prone to encountering uncivil messages.
Exposure to political information on social media does not directly influence
news trust, but when the information exposure triggers exposure to incivility
and perceived incivility, news trust decreases. In addition, exposure to political
information on social media can directly increase news engagement, but when
the information exposure serially prompts exposure to uncivil messages and
perceived incivility, it leads to a decrease in news engagement. The study found
that perceived incivility serves as a crucial mediating factor in influencing the
behavioral outcome (i.e., news engagement). However, when it comes to
trusting the news, seeing uncivil messages can directly weaken news trust
without needing perceived incivility to play a role in that effect.

Keywords: political information exposure, exposure to uncivil messages,
perceived incivility, news trust, news engagement
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ATAEAL IR E S > ANEE TR A PR ER X >
S BEERE AMM R BUE M A LR E R BN EEZ —
(Chen et al., 2021) o FEZEUA ERERBE A5l - —(H AR S5 T F
o RP AL TR 5B VG AR 0 A a0 T 5 288 )R FE HEFRE (Van Aelst et al.,
2017) o A3 LL B FR T » FEAELEHE A0 B R (A5 R H OB
[ BIRE /2 | (immediate gratification) 1 &Ml > E BB &R H 8 5 44/
51 (Davis, 2014; Prior, 2007) o 75— S0EL 2 IET Ay > B A 1 4
PR TRl W T HEME BT RESEAILEE e
(Blumler, 2016; Skoric et al., 2015) - {H & & 2 H &85 - o/ F
ik o B A ] BR AL A A O U T BT AR Y 2 o

B A e R T R I B T BE A E AT (Aalberg et al., 2013) ©
FEBE G BTG R A {6 e s 2 T R T T 1 B R RNAR AT A 2
7 1] P R AP A — 20 PR R I R A RETE R R EIER B
[BR B o A A R R TR A A ORI AE AT (REEEE ) -
TR (T A RETE) o HoA o [HTRE AT 38 02 A A R A
STAE 7 R % (Kohring & Matthes, 2007) » EL HE &AL 5 A\ 3557 ) fit
B8 AT {5 BE (trustworthiness) (Y RFAE o 57 ] 2 8L » 0 LR [ 4 F 15 4
SZHL| > FER R A AEAL R RS b B 00 B S L )R] AR R A
AR AT HEAE S R A A BIER > AN EE A - AR - BRE - R
o B 855 3C (Guo & Chen, 2022; Chan et al., 2018) © {5 /L1 8
VE 7 7 2 RE A T AR B8 AR > R AT DA ME R T R 0 > 4 i i 2
[RFHEFE > (HT MR R R E BUA SR > B T B0A
B RUZE SR 00 T Y B IR 77 (Metzger et al., 2003) > 17 5T B 22 B 2 RO %
BUR E BRI AT B RO T BUA RS RR R B AT B 1Y AL fE
(Dimitrova et al., 2014) ©

4 (B P A T A R OO AT BT [ AR RE S B R T - K2 R R
AL B BOA Y GH A - & T FE (Van Aelst et al., 2017; Prior, 2007) > %
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H B > R R A B AN SO B SR 0 LS~ T 2 BRI g R R R
B o WA o LTI H 0 R SCHIAT A 1R A R B R R T 1 3
2z — > RABAGRHASCAME - BB IEH 58 B R > i Bt
RIS 0 IR BOA ERAR L > AT BEGERE b A9 BA B RHUE 5 A SCH (Sun
etal., 2021) o KUt » A< SCER AL BF R A8 R BRIV o o R ST A
ABHAVE A -

Papachariss (2004) 48 t 48 #% 40 B2 4 3 — 0 A 25 A 4L & i A 2> 1R
) — R A PR B A B 1 R A BB o SR AL
I 1) B 4 AN B MR SR R R TR R R B TUIR SR A A AN
SCHAAT By 5 4R (9K (Santana, 2014; Antoci et al., 2016) o 44 8% A SCH
(online incivility) & 1 B 2% 845 22 5L 4% D) BA T Y B 52 (Chen, 2017; Maity
et al., 2018) o [ 48 AN SCHA |3 4 AE 2 Ak 2 48 8% 5 o b (1 D 1) KL 75
B RN SRR SN AR B 1 DA KA R R s S R
FU 3% (Kenski et al., 2020; Muddiman, 2017) o 48 i 7~ 3CHA A] g 4
k2 G RUR > IR ERE AR O B EE - B REGAEAT ~ B
H 5 4 AN B = B B L (Kim & Kim, 2019; Mutz & Reeves, 2005;
Rossini, 2020) ° SR > 76 HE il 48 1 A SCHH B S [R) I > o8 25 3 Jg AL e
L ) P 40 S TR BN B Y S AR ER B o TR Y EE O SR > AnfeT 2 B
Z o R AR E AP 5w [0 e > 5 B B A AR
NSCHA I w A An] 5 28 57 RS R R IR A T ] AR BB OO RR - BB RN AT
Fh 2 T U G b B B SE T DAY B A B G B AR A A AN SO R R B R
il > B AT DAE BhIRAAE S E b R A A R > R PR b e >
NS Z X

R 22 BB A A A IO A B Y L BF 9 S R A B P A BB B BA 5 R
) B R 2 > H &5 48 H I R — 2 (Van Aelst et al., 2017; Prior, 2007;
Blumler, 2016) o 7 #ff 5% [A Ifif $% F 28 72 35 ) 19 77 ¥ (process-oriented
approach) » DA% B+t A I B8 UG A 4 AR 52 A RE T RN AT 2 1Y W]
2

AT T A B R SCH B SR IR 0 A [ 4328 1 /0 TN 1 > g A 2
PR SO BB SR T o [N SO | R 2 M A SO B R E
A LR > F8 02 AR BB S BLR 0 R B > R
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ZHEL FEAL (Sude & Dvir-Gvirsman, 2023) 5 [ A 3C BN | Bl & —FE 3
PSSR - A2 AsR A HP R 5 s B B i A SCHT ~ A B S FIAS
B EH TR (Liang & Zhang, 2021) o A 5% 45 6 — A B RR AR 6 A SCHA Y [ %
filg | 0TI S I BEAR » DA SR B AR FI 2 B L 28 o

A 72 4 ] 2022 4F 6 ¥ {3 3% 78 7 & Bl & (Taiwan Communication
Survey, TCS) $1 ¥ 18 5% LA b £ 8 RO BT HEAT (10 5 7 3 2 edig > HEATAH
BRI E S RS o EBUAEIE S > BB A SIS SRR £ 2
LR B EES SRR  REWMEBUAMIL T TR TE
Bl o 1 & B A B I AL e AR - [FIRRBE A BE - Ak W 1 BTG 7k
¥ RERR AL B G TE > R b A0 8 B 3 AN SCH B SO — 20 0 T i - ik
Gh > BEE A EBUAE B R R BUA M B I (Fik S - &
J&& > 2015) o (Rt » ASHFFTANE S 8 T A8 B A SCHA B S A mn o B8 Y
R R > WA LB RN ARSI R SCHIEEE | Fn [
SCHBRAN | 2 A e ol B R 2 o

1 A 3 5 SCRR BR =Y

ALBERAL H AR 2 Ry B A

A A R TR DL T REAN AT > HBBUA &S R E A
A DV > U RE R 1A [ A AT ) BT A R T Y o ) 2
B ] A AR R R BBOE SRR 33 (Metzger et al., 2003) > %
AR AT RE B B B Y BT A A 2 BRI BUA AL HE 2% (Dimitrova et
al., 2014) o SR > 75 = B S AN 5 Bl (0 AL BB b s (B R
A3EAG TF ) B AR )RR G 2

DA RE 32 @ T 1 [0 RS AT ) 2 ) > B2 3 g B R AL i A e I
TIREGA GRS > & R A A5 /T B (Karlsen & Aalberg, 2021) o
A B2 55 0 BB R 1) A5 T B ) O A (UM A 0 A B A R
e A 3 - I A0 = B R R 1 B AT (Mooney, 2005) o 72 S HR € i
— B RV BUAE &~ HEk P E (Berelson et al., 1954) ° 7E4T 5
i T 0 [T PR 22 B ]y T > AL R AREHE A B A LA A W AR > B B
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# (news-seeker) (158 ] 2 B A7 Fy B0 21 B R A > 1777 587 ) 400 3¢ 2 (news-
avoider) %55t i 25 B4 T /5 A ER 71 MR (Strombick et al., 2013) o

R A e DK 375 i ) 2 F 9 J9T 48 44 19 007 7 B ¥ 15 (Newman et
al., 2022) » BT R R N~ BF AR NTHEMIH R - A 2 i
HRFBLER > 2 EOH MG B MR N - RN EGEEES
BRI & ML A 34% 1) B8 Z 3 E R A E AT A C B #
BT > 27% 1) & 165 I RSB M AR B ROR (51T > B —4F NP5 4% - (H
PSERE - EHT &8 R RO MR AR R R A - ?-é%ﬁ&
ALY o — LB AR > A TR 05 S = R A A
w1 DA T AL R A A R S B o ER EJJBME}E@FH%@
S 3 [ o R P st o EL T B AL AL > IR RE A — (R AR
B FIBL R BY BUA 2 B (Oeldorf-Hirsch & Sundar, 2015) « KT » (L4 BF
FEEBL AL BB B AT R R I S B > K2 R &
BE - BEWENE - RWASCHMNIR S wmIRE > S 2 HF R
BT 39 ) SR > AR T IER A & A R B EE T BUA G
) ) S RN 358 (Lu et al., 2022; Masullo et al., 2021) o FEI > 455 5135
ARSCHAE i > DA TR R A A T B A A DA B 3B R SO
P18 2 Al o 35 SBE00T A5 A R [ 22 B o

MAPE TS SRR LTS SRR AR B R SR R e

[ASSCHA R — R 22 T 1) A AR > 2 A W A A 3 eh % o — R iR
[FE55 | (AR e WJﬂHAnderson%)\ 2014) ¥ [ ACHH | EFRAH BT
UM F A 5 Stryker 55 A (2016) 4 38 B 8 M 74047 > A$ BUA A SCH 43
ﬁ]jﬁlﬁrﬂ » AL H 8 (utterance 5 WRERS ~ Y - A B CRAE)
FhAEMH (discursive 5 WIHTEM A ~ 54 HS ) FER ST (deception 5 U175
ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ% o TIRAEA TR F IR > M5 Papacharissi (2004) ¥ [ AS3C
WIAT A I E SR - INRAm 2 E N SmAER T - BAZIREE - 5
RS B HAD N RER > e g 28 54 A o

Anderson 1 Huntington (2017) #E—2& [@ 43 7 [ A 3C A | B [ 3R] | A9
WEE > B A TS SCH L3 5 60 458 WA e 9 Mo %8 i [l J 2 — f Al 5
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W > 28 H R 7 A BR B R 1Y #E 5 (Whalen et al., 2013) © Hmielowski
N (2014) RSy 7 T A SCH JER [ #) | (laming) POHES - 585 [ 1R E)
ST FE ) YW EE S AR LM ON > T [ OR SCBA ) RE 6L 45 1 B A LR
(simple criticism) » &3 7% 3 il N B A B8 B A9 PR RIS B M
a0 PCUnE B R 2 ZE A {RE 5 (insult) o

SEEEHTAHBEAR SCHH | MRS > Maity 28 A (2018, p. 2) A H e F6 4 [ il
FREIE ~ T W R0 L Ath B 1 0485 8 M 39 1t A3 RS 5 2 - IR 55 %
M5 R ] o B —30» AT [ RS IS A SO H 8 i =
(46 B R - W5 - RS AR A BT A - B AR B T RT(E 55 (Gervais,
2014) o FEARF WA F-& - RXCUAT L RATFEEE IR A i 2250 o )
> Rowe (2015) B 5 » Bl (3 RRAH B H ) 19 g 35 5 EUR L > (RS 460
o 4l E AR [R] 32 REBUA R AR SCT RIS S B R T 2y 28 o Coe
EGELE (2014) WFFE EE — @%t%‘ﬁﬁﬂﬁlﬁj;ﬁm*h  BEHLA K #120% 1)
K2 H AL & AN SCH B o) - s - sBE 5 - Jtt% i TN SCHTRY
& A 7 th BAE BUR 2‘“{”*‘#@@%%?5@;%%%

TEAL RIS B2 A %E’I{ﬁ%?nﬂ%ftﬁﬁiiﬁifpﬂzﬁze?ié{%%ﬁﬁﬁ
AR S > R A U 2 RO RIS IR R P (L 456
AL > (H A BOE &R BT A AR TR S A T BT
% R K 77 (Van Aelst et al., 2017) o {45 77 645 > 4% 5 65 fi A 42 {1t
() B B R RO B LD A TR TS A S PR E
HEGAH AR > UCE R R o U - TEAL RS BR
Ho AR BEHEREBNEN WAERAHAFEAFHEER THE
afl o 4 B 5 e ) B B o 2y PR R AR LA AR IR BE - AT
PR E W EAUE AR A SN BIRS 5 AR S R
TR B R~ RO R A T - A TR A A A ) -

AR T & L > S SCHBI SRR BB - Bk
R ) b > A RRATEBUAR R 28 5 1% 46 = Rl B AR 88 > AL A
B BLRIE— 20 InEE —BLE o AEJRAR (2018) IBFFE 888 - B4t
HEERE A0 BUA A% h 2 3L T B8 % (echo chamber) AYIE UL > 1M 3 IR
UG B o0 ARE B8 IR 3R 8 A BOE0h B R R SCWIAT % (Rains et al.,
2017) o ALBEEEBERRAC » — AR A 2R N B AU R S R
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— R B T IO AN BT B AR R S B A L RERA S %
BRI N B B AL A AT B > BRSO A -

B E A G BSOSO B S B 2R AR > #LHEEE
B B f F A M A n] R M (2 A R RE A N) #EAT B H)
1 75 L6 P& 2% B ) 9507 T 3 T 2C U 0 BE A 5 51 AN SCH F i RN AT B
(Gervais, 2015) A U3 1 A9 A PR 2EAE - ALRFIERS - & Ery s 2
A PR A AL A2 53 & (limited social cues) DA K B B8 1Y 4 ¥ B 8 (physical
isolation) » [K| &5 AN AR —FRE¥ B O 1T 25 % A R (repercussions)
(A S R B B D i R - 1 1 9 R SCEH BE 8 (Gervais, 2015;
Papacharissi, 2004) ° %& 81/ SCHITE S7 38 56 90E 28 4 [ 5L R SR 1 A
HE{H % (computer-mediated communication) i %47 AY HCEH P A SO M
#f | (Anderson et al., 2018) ° Lindsay F1 Krysik (2012) % %8 Bl /£ 49 i#%
EBFEZREHEM A > BEZBEIIASCABLER > BB » Rl
MBEA AR Z R BRI Z T (Coe et al, 2014) « [ > FAM42
DL ARG

Mk 1 = LA RS BOIR B a A 1E 1e) TECI A8 B AN SCHA A - BBOTR

AL - A SRR A SO B o

AR A A SCI BRI TT - B 2 T2 A A B S ST TR 2 1
H %% (Kim et al., 2021; Mutz, 2006; Anderson et al., 2018) » ¥ A SCHI A
MR EA 3Lk (Kenski et al., 2020) » H EZEAE [ S AT AR
F AR A B AR RN SCIRINES o SR > [ SCHH |2 — (8BS qb - fE{E
BUE VAR B A9 MES > L > Sude F1 Dvir-Gvirsman (2023) 78 % ME 5% 1 B
[ & BIFEA | (objective evaluation) ¥ [ 7 SCBH % fif | it 1a) BE 12 52 A T &
BIHEES | (subjective experience) [ [ ASSCHIERAT |  WF9C 5581 » HEME A
FLER A SCHI TR %F (uncivil content) AS— 7 & & AR AS SCHA BN > RIS 2
AN SRR BE e AN TR o B tR] S BN R A AT DL R B TR 2R AR
> Al DL e O G O BE AR (Sude et al., 2019; Dvir-Gvirsman,
2015) -

[ASSCH AR B — 8 22 T e 9 BE & > A (] AR 8 20 AT AG AN S
B gt > Afe Akl AR AR o —Jrm - AMME A SR
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— RS o N B O - AR N SEAT S A R — B0 K
(Kenski et al., 2020) © ¥f1t > % BIFFAl AT LS A A SO BL S —
BRI o 3 — Iy TH > N AN S Y R R B A > e DR ) A JRR
SCAb - FE R S A T S L o S s B B eT DL S A M 3R SCRH
TG BHME OFR AR o [ORSCRA 4 | B [ R SCHE | 3R TS 1 7E
— BRI GRALAS AT BB > 43 AR kA 18 e P T A R - A R A
T EREA B > SO H 2 o

[ AN SC P 2 il ) SR AN J2 52 28 [ AN SCW A ] i ME— [A1 & (Liang &
Zhang, 2021) » {H Al J& & % % 2 A K (Kenski et al., 2020) ° Liang fll
Zhang (2021) #8] » SEGEIATERRE N N A RRECANE > 32555 B R R
Ly SRS N B B (in-group) Y4315 M 5 5 (disagreement comments) [t
SHETEERE SN B (out-group) H B B A SCHH o BLL[R IRF » an iR 25 n]
DS B3 B A AS SCA TR 2% > I R A AR SCR I B OB o
Z o BN SO B R R o BEAS B Z A & LR AN B T A SO 4
il ] o N RE AN T B [ R SCH R o

*HHSEAfTi%Tﬁﬁ%J@ﬁaﬁE’]x%%%éﬁ:a/\uikﬁ AL F AT
WA > [ ASSCHHEH | (perceived incivility) BIJJE& A 8H1 & I - 1515 % A%
BRI wm BRI AN SO~ RS AR R 2 R B ) T BLREAG (Liang
& Zhang, 2021) o RV{# 57 R0 5 21 52 2 AHR] 09 T A SCERHEAE | g PR
HE Y BOUR ~ MERI > AR IS AE 22 B I % B RITAR BE 9 AS[H] (Kenski et al.,
2020; Mutz & Reeves, 2005) o B A [ 7R SCHH N | 04 WF 5% 8 50 8 A T
B GA o WAL AN TAES RN o Bilan - Sliter % A (2015) WF 55 8%
B TETAES GBS n e R A SO 18947 AR > — (M AR ST e M
LR E RN B ZAT B W RR IR FEFE > # e il D [ AN SCH I ] - B 2 A
Ko /ﬁﬁjﬁiﬁﬂﬁ [ GO EARSE > AR HEom [ AN SRR

A A R RERR T TR SCEA A | 2

ijCEﬁE?&DJ ) B R B o Blhn > York (2013) B3 - A 4L H 2
BT #F 2 BUAK SR A S EAT - 25 BT BUR B BUA A SO B B
= o [RIER P FEALBEAE B R CE RRURE > BT IR P o e B B A 3C
B2 > e 8 B0 T s e i T SO AN 5 o Sl Rk 3 A B R B
ANSCR Y o Al SR 45 AN SCHIT I TR 25 R — 2 o 7 AR R SCHIRRN - B 5 i
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WEFTHE 0 [ AT BEAETE R SCHT N2 |2 BRSO Y R R - fdk
AR —E LR EMINZE (Coe et al., 2014; Kenski et al., 2020; Massaro &
Stryker, 2012) o

Wb > BRI E A A SCII B SOEAT T /08 B AE B N B OB i A
w5 RSB - FERERI NS ~ RS SO EE AR 2 AR A A S5 A B Y
75 1L 1N % (Kenski et al., 2020; Sude & Dvir-Gvirsman, 2023) o Kenski
5N (2020) (T 7T 2R B 422 i 7 1o S ST TR 28 e SR S S o
I > ABEFEHE DL REL

Bk 2+ A8 AN ST il T 1) T AR B SC R B 8 1 A

BEANSCHIMR S > SEHAE I 0 A S SRR A g R R LR o

MR R HAR B R AT A R B A
# B AS AR AT ] S5l

i 22 A B R S ALY S S B BB A B B T [
AT (news trust) BT[] 22 B (news engagement) 2 5 28 (1) B VE IR H #2388
e WFFTFRB A AN SO BRAR A2 R T I R A5 A B Horp al AE
AR B~ 50 E B (news outlets) Y A& 1T (Anderson et al., 2014;
Searles et al., 2020; Masullo et al., 2021) - B# N 5 » & 2 7= ik 2 49
T I R B R SCH s (AT RERR Ay HE R AL IE ~ 5 B & D RARRE
## (Brooks & Geer, 2007) o RIMEASCHH A3 B 8 M sFam i 2 e
519 T A 36 AN SC Y R R A L 2 S TR A 28 I R TR A R A B B R AT
(Borah, 2013; Naab et al., 2020; Goovaerts, 2022) = 48 s A~ 3C B 5 41
BEIRE » R S SO A B R S B s A i B e DI AR B S
[ > dE SN SCH B S R G R B~ T T IO Y A A A A Y
%% (Anderson et al., 2018) o A 5, > 4 B 15 8 1By & RIS AS SCHA JEAT &
H i HAURE (spillover effects) > 352 AHEASE AT B ol RS 18 A% 21 A1 2T
AL T S A 25 L (Bode et al., 2020) o5 3% #5521 % 88 1 5 B 8 T L
(Masullo et al., 2021) ° K > [AS SCH RN | J& 52 28— M G AT 1) —
T EZRE R o FAMPEHE DN Bk
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Bk 3 = AR AS SO n £ 1) FEIGHT R4S AR - BIVER N 2] i) 48 38 A S
WL RSB vy - T B4 AR P AIK ©

i 5 A A A ) LS > [ R R o P 2 B | R B i o AP 2B T
Y EE A R 4 (Ha et al, 2016) > 17 BRI $2 7+ B AR Ak - RS &=
TP R 2 B R T o [5 H] 2 B ] 2 1 W 25 (8 45 - T 10 e [ o
18I T 220 i1 38 B RN SE SR B AL (Mersey et al., 2010) > Ja — & i
Bl iy & 6 I 7 00 P A 2 3 e S AR B A R A o [ T 2 B ) L T
Fi B B ¢ i A28 (personal engagement) ~ #1238 — H B2 Bl (social-
interactive engagement) ° [ flil A\ 2 B2 | 45 (1) & 32 R =5k 2] B C 198 H 75
Ko SR R LA B 2P AETE (Mersey et al., 2010) - 583 &R & L E
AFVHE R i) B > BV R O T 2 Y RS ORIy - A
A& i B B0 2 M R o BEE AR IR A B e > [HE3E — Bl 2B
FSL 00T B T 22 B X, S 197 T 2 BELACE {1 8 3 38 B i [ A e
FI) BLpr B AH B 1947 8 (action) ~ AR B % 55 22 B (community connection
or participation) > 5 % B /% 3 = %5 AH B A9 2 B B8 BR (civic experience)
(Mersey, 2009)

Livingstone Fl Markham (2008) 74 [ 78 H 2 L | 7 % 2 A A 34507 i 10
HE D RRANE ~ AL - B E B M 2 B R B E B
(value affinity) ~ £ /3VE (identity ) #1354 (talk) - Ha %8 A (2016) A6 [ Hr
2 B PR #6245 M skt € B S A A > RE
2 RATE AT ] A 25 IR T AR 5% 07 > SIS 5 M) 2 B | A q b 20 V{18 i
KRR 2 BLAEHE - 4RIl BT ETH 2 (news consumption) ~ Z B AL HY B
i ~F- & i i (diverse news platform use) ~ 43> 5 132 i M (sharing and
exchange of news) 7 [H ##3 2 Bl (news media participation) ©

[FERE R BT I 2 B ) > 4 B 2 (R NAE AT B A b BT M) ) B )
7a L ] AR AR AR A A ) H A B ER BN BRI T > )
WA - AR AR - BEE - 0 F BB SC (Guo & Chen, 2022
Chan et al., 2018) o £t ¥ 05 #8 19 %% J& (1 15 55 B A% 2% — i 35 58 (Briggs,
2010) o FEAEHE ALz b > BTG A REEEI A - A RBEHE
Flam o>~ R M AN BT B A o PIAnTE B EES R o AR
REAGLH (2014) LA20114F BB BRECH (9 [ A Kk & | f ] - 5%
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BEIE S 0 B aR e i R BUR R B AEAT - W HBURR B - B
M e TR EUARAR RS > 18RRI R o a8 R AR R
ERFAMS AR WSR2 A FN -

3 4% 52 %0 2% 3 B 5 (cognitive dissonance theory; Festinger, 1957) >
HNMAE R B H OB RAE TR - & A 8 ) ke Y e R S R
DAFEOR BN T o A% B SCIIILE - K2 70 E W Tl ah
FE TR B RABLEE o W IR R P Rz 3 I AR B A I R
PO > A& A5 fth 8 1] 72 SR W14k b 3 5 B 2 1) 45 b 5 1R (Goyanes et
al., 2021; Walsh & Baker, 2022) » BLANSCHI Y A 25347 B8 (Muddiman
et al., 2020) » [B % SE 6 T N 25 6 5 | 38 BTG A o I 0 TR R R A AR
AN H 2 (De Bruin et al., 2021; Skovsgaard & Andersen, 2020) o [ Il #fE
BT A3 4 S S B G R R o B A At A A B ]
SEAT By o AR LB

Bk 4« A8 A SO SR AL 1) TR AL RS 0T B 2 B > BN E] iy

A AN SR BE B vy - BT P 2 B BE IR, o

FR LA E R SCRMEST > BR TR IH 2 I L BR 2 4 A TR
tE A TS A BOA B R o R BRI A 0 A S AN S 42 il BRJRk
1 AT [ HE R B A AT G AT > R I 2 B B o BRET A R
AN SCR R BN I TR AR R > A B R AL FRAMT S A R A0 A R
ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁ%%?ﬁfﬁ] REREANAT Sy Ml 0 ZRAE o [R)IRE > DGR A B RE I I 45 2R

BT AR A B B A SCIA M T ST > AL B B B R Y
ﬁﬁ%ﬁf’ﬂﬁﬁﬁ&?ﬁlﬁ@éﬁimt?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ R B S5 8 O R 4 e 4
B S SC A Ml A AR AE M) 522 (Coe et al., 2014) > #8171 48 B AS SCHH 4 il 36
A s AN SCI) SRR 7 A A 1] 5288 (York, 2013) - e S48 R SCI RSN FEAR
Z ¥ HT B A5 AT N 2 BLFE B (Borah, 2013; Goyanes et al., 2021)  HLAfF
FedEth DL REL

Bk 5« ALAF IR BRI A ST v AR AN S A - PR

T 48 3 AN SC WY IR Jan AR ) 4% (@) IR AR 5 A (b) B HT
R 2B o
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Bl —  ABRCHEIR « T BB E VIR ST I A AL AR I 2 SR ] 8

(+)
A A S e H A SO

FER R AR < HRIfEHE
A + FLERRHI T 26

ML *E

WARAL A

AT BB AR A TCS 2 2022 4F7 H 11 H %10 H 10 H # A 8 R A
EATIIR T A o AN YT A BRI T Th 3B T B A R 5o ST R R
EJJ ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ 2 R %t (computer-assisted personal interviewing, CAPI) Fl1-F-#x

WHEAT G B o W2 DLEAT A I I A Y 18 B8 S A | A i I OR & 4
F'ﬁ%r? + TR R ) RO T A RS o

i 5K HC 0 T DU B B 2 KRR /N A8 EE A5 B 5 v il AR 325 (stratified
four-stage probability proportional to size [PPS] sampling, within household
sampling) > R A 55 B8 FH PPS 1% 45 BE At bR 125 AT AT = B B i il Bk
% > AR FHERC IR A R S bR HI P bRk o Horb > 25— P8 BLYy
TR 2y TARSRTT R ] > 5% BBy TS B SR =B By [kt | > 58

V0 o B B B P bR AR TR 195 R bR SR el BE AT R R A5 57 il 238
—PEZ R R o AU IR 8,759 EHEAS > SEM 2,015 % RANHER
SERl % (response rate) £525.37% > 10357 (refusal rate) /% 11.88% °

BEIIBAS (N = 2,015) 51 > 49.08% F M - 4847 401 P 52 3505 40

F495% (19.55%) > HEFERE AL 305 & b SO BRUK - (38.75%)
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FRIIRATA TR0 0 4 ) T [ 2B AR ) I e B BN A5 > IR AR
RERIH TR ~ TARER 540 ) ~ TBCEFREE | K T HhAR 53 g | el O B A
SETEEAT [ Z B TE R B INME | o PRIASHIF 9% 3 B2 45 v it A2 5 2 S 4 A O
.% 16 P19 AN S B 22 A R BRI > FRAPTAE 40 A AR DR T 0 A B U A
WA SRR E M A IR EEA B R (N =722) > B HEAL
52.9% (INHETR : 54.9%) > AF# 5 A P U 40 49 35% | ( ﬁn%fﬁ
(302 395K ) o LLUF s MR RARAS & (N = 722) INREAR I BU(E -

RERSE

A B AL BE 5B BUR & R 3 (social media exposure to political
information) » 3Z 5 % W OB A5 H H A N HIAEET- G - B - B
B B BLUE AT ER &Z\ﬁgﬁjﬁgﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ MBS R (1= E
Fla=T8%]): (1) EEHEARFERE CREFE 4349355 > 40 Facebook
Instagram ~ X%%) 5 (2) & F & (W : YouTube ~ & {: ~ £} 55) ;
Afl#kHE (40 : LINE Skype# o FRAM LA =AH EIEEI’J?i"J{EzHAﬁE*
R A B BRI | 45 SR IE CP¥% = 2.77 > 1RHEZE = 091 >
&I = 78)

5 BH A B% A SCH $2 8 (exposure to uncivil messages) » 527 & B ST
PR SO e A b (LR A s - PTT aw i) 5w BUA FHUE
NAEFEBAHBNE S o e E RE e Ale it A X —
A - fE4 s BB Eﬁl(nnﬂgﬁnfﬁﬁ/&;’é$?§ %Eﬁ?ﬂt?ﬂfﬁig
M (T@iﬁ% L4 (1 /\%ﬁl&jﬁ?ﬁ% 5 BN 5 (3) FE
ANBEFE 5 (4) 86 SRS 5 )Eiﬁﬁﬁ/\ Gervals, 2014; Kenski
et al, 2020) o [T AR 2 1] > BT RIS 510]) - Zai#E
RIS FRGE TEAEA TR R R BRI R N > AT e Az AR A I R SO
WG ME AT o FRAMAE LA b oA I 19 58 53 B T 48 6 A SCHA 422
MRS TR CPI8 =297 » #RMESE = 1.76 > f5¥ = .79) - F 2 B
LA 52 TE AR LUIRE > [ 4886 AN SO AR | 90 S R B B 0y [ > (Rt
PRI L — W 1E A Il R ] - B A A 32 50 e E Y [ 2 o
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F B 48 5 S ST BT (perceived online incivility) - H2 38 I il B 5%
(Kenski et al., 2020; Liang & Zhang, 2021) - =% #j % ¥ [ 2 (1) % i 2
o B A A B B BA s L E RO B A AR (1 =
THUBZIEZ | 5= XMERE ) (2) BRAH  BISMK E 7%
FEEIBOE RA GV B S E R B EE (1 = BT EL
RZ 15 5=TMHEBEZRL|) o FAIGE— 8 EIE S 4 b - 75 LA
IR TE ) T A (B4 G s — 1 T4 36 S SRR SN | 45 B 8 AR (P38 =
3.46 > fEHEZE = 0.83 > [F =.75) o

H BT G AT (news trust) » 3255 & BBk H 0 £ 100737l 45 (1) &
BRI 5 (2) AGHT ] 5 (3) BEREHTIH 5 (4) MESEHRE 5 (5) 487 Y
A BEAEATREAY o A DA b AR REIE AT (B 1 /10 206 B — 18 [ 58
IS AT | 1047 4608 CPHB = 5.73 » {8HE3E = 1.88 » (5 = 93) o'

A T G S ) 22 B (social media news engagement) HIJ B [ 44 7 f
LA R | 0 Dy IR AR D > A EL MR R R - AR R
TRFS A BE R MBAT 5 W E R0 B A Bk EEAT S o 2T E
B SR B RCH T AT A G A B = [ BOR A LS
AR ME - SES0E R (1 =T{EREA 1 4=8%]): (1) BB
PEALBEIERE . (2) &6 5 (3) Mkl - M A E = REEMN T
(EAL A N — 1 AL B B P 2 8 | (45 A 1548 (P38 = 1.49 > jE eSS
=0.81 5% = .89) o

A B4 i) 5 18 (control variables) - A 4% w158 JE 6 45 M Al (54.9%
B~ FE (1 =T18F295% ; 6 =[T0BE X LA b |5 i # =2
RIT30%395% ) - HEBRE (1=[/NEB LI |5 6 =[HFFEHT )5 A7 8
=5 BITORE D) A A A (Bl & Bt 58 5 1 =Tl A L5 23 =[30 8
JElA L s i =5 BT =@ oA EEPUETC]) o Bhah > ARG —
JREHT [ PR SRR AR N B R (a0 NFEBUA AL EE ~ IR 58 A
ML AKF) VR By e i S I o

B A [ — f3 B ( FH JE% | (general news use) » & #li & #% il K2 &
WO N AR BUA A I E SRR ¢ (1) AR (2) MRS
(3) FEFE  (4) B (1 =TRKRRA ] 4=T£% 1) o T LI PO =
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TE 10 ~F- P8 A0 A 18— {81 T — T B 0 ) AR I M 45 B 8 A (P38 8 =
3.00 > fE#ESE = 0.72 > {5 = .70) o

B T INTEBGERLAE ] (internal political efficacy) » 32 5 7 9% [H] ) B
I > BT BAA REERE A T BT DAIRAM — i R B AR 4 A
B R (1= FWARE ] S=IFFRZE ] FHH =361 i1
#==.74) -

B A [ 3 YR 50 B2 | (party strength) » 32 505 & 8% (4] S B840 REIH > B
M B M (1 =[fRE]:3=H %1 78 =092, @iz =
L11) o BZEIED R AR o BUEMS > Bk SR B o A1
JE A AL 7K - | (polarization) » 52 i & B 5K FH 0 2. 10043 7l £ (1) B[R
o (2) ROMERAIRBEFEEE ST > FRAM A DA b IR I Y 2 B AR EHE Y
1/ 10 404 B — {81 45 AR AL /KO ) B 45 B F8 A (P38 = 2.25 > fEik s
=251) o

BE A SRR . 7 P 7 4 At T B A T 5 B A A0 8 TE 2 T A BRI
PRI 7 A BIE 7% vz S0 F i - — M P o PR 0 3 B AL B
il ~ 7 M5 AT ~ B M) 2 BLAH B (Guo & Chen, 2022; Fletcher & Park,
2017) 5 A LA 72 R LA FE 5 BSE T R S ) ~ A B AS S SRR
AHE (Liang & Zhang, 2021) °

2 HATEAER

2y T RS A B 5 4 ) R AR TR > PR S R B IR A
S P A5 AT R [ 22 BRI R 288 DA B A8 I AN S R 42 il A0 JR e e L op B 4
fFAVE T > WF5T 3% PROCESS Macro F1 #5575 (Hayes, 2017) #E4T
T—FRGN A B HT o 23 BT — S 1 BEARAS AL I A R 2 AL
1EBY95% {2 #8 % [ (confidence interval, CI) > 43 Bl DA B (5 AF (FF A —)
ANFLTRBRERE B [ 2 B (BCB) =) S RS T 3 W Il v A BB A T T Bt o

WR— > &S REUR - AR BRI A R A ) TE T A R
SCH il (B — : B=.18, p<.05; HiRl — : B=21,p<.01) > 44
AN 2 i R A0 1 o) TR 4 B R SCHHER N (B8 — - B = .14, p < .001 ;
BRI B=.14,p <.001) » PR 1023915 3] S KF o BR— () 45



Copyrighted material of: School of Journalism and Communication, The Chinese University of Hong Kong
School of Communication, Hong Kong Baptist University (2025). Published by The Chinese University of Hong Kong Press
ALL RIGHTS RESERVED

HEAE OB ERAEBRTHEERTANTE

Fafe— 2B 0 > AR S SO RO BT B AT 2 A MBE (B=-29,p<
) > AT S BN > A8 S SRR BELAE R R T R S B B
B (B =-.09, p <.05) > FIULIREL 3 M4 155 S FF o

A AR B I A TR A 2 Ak SRR T 1 22 B 0 i B R

B — + T B AR AR 2 A B2 0H (N = 589)

8 S S W e A8 R S W IR P fE
FEAE IR A A 18 (.08)* -.04 (.04) .07 (.08)
8 R S 14 (.02)% —13 (.05)**
KBS AS SCH RN —29 (.10)**
P s IE
AE -.07 (.06) -.03 (.03) 01 (.06)
R (BH=1) 26 (.14) .02 (07) —.10(.16)
BEMRE 22 (.07)* .03 (.03) 18 (.07)*
HuA —.00 (.01) —.00 (.00) 01 (.01)
— g A 20 (.10)* —.06 (.05) 19 (11)
INAEBOR ALRE .14.(.09) —.08 (.05) KINAENL
R 11(.07) .05 (.003) .01 (.08)
BUAM AL KT -01 (.03) -.02(.02) 01 (.04)
14 38 (.57) 3.55 (:27)%** 4.45 (73)%w
R2 07 .10 07
BRI c AR EHT R 2 BRI B2 H (N = 599)

A8 i R S W 4 i A8 S S W S g T 1T ) 2 B
AL PR R AR 21 (.08)** —.03 (.04) .30 (.04)%
A 5 AN SC I 42 filg 14 ([02)%** -.00 (.02)
B AN ST RGN —.09 (.04)*
P s IE
AR -.05 (.06) -.02 (.03) .08 (.03)**
PR (P =1) 25(.14) .01 (.06) .06 (.07)
HETLHE 23 (.07) .03 (.03) .04 (.03)
HuA —.01(.01) —.00 (.00) —.01 (.00
— T R A 20 (.10)** -.07 (.05) —15 (.05)%*
INAEBUA ARE 15 (.10) -.07 (.05) .06 (.05)
HRYE 11(.07) .05 (.03) .08 (.03)*
BUARR b KT —.01 (.03) -.02 (.02) -.00 (.02)
g 17 (.57) 3.51 ([27)% 79 (31)#*
R2 07 A1 15

FE ¥ <05, ¥¥p < 01,

<001 5 2 A R 2 ATIEA L A B B - 5 90 R A
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F T HUR A BIBY rh i B R BN W] 4 R o B — &5 R B
AN o AT R IR S BTG A A A L HE Y R M {5 AT (B = .0677, SE =
.0882, 95% CI [-.1055, .2408]) > {H AJ DA 4 448 3% i 48 % A S BH 42 il 2 ]
FE W 55 97 5 4F (B = —.0237, SE = .0144, 95% CI [-.0562, —.0008]) -
R R A A0 348 9 4D B A S 2 AR R 2 1 558 B A (B = —.0071, SE
=.0043, 95% CI [-.0170, —.0004]) - {&#% Saf55| 2+ -

BER) B &5 R BER > AL IS OIS S AR — T RE A BB B
7 2 Bl (B = .2996, SE = .0368, 95% CI [.2273, .3719]) > 5 — J5 1 Al
7 4 AR AR T i A P AN S B 2 R BN A D B 2 B (B = -.0025, SE
=.0016, 95% CI [-.0063, —.0000]) > fE 5% Sb 152 S FF o BLAIR— [ 45 51
ANIA] o DAATBF A 22 B S A AR T > A FF B 0T T w4 il ) [ 2 g 2
A5 ZEL 788 488 S8 B AN S 422 i R0 BRI 1 3 e A sSURE AR G o i R K R
A AN SC I Al 7 B — Y e A AR T T Y B RN B (B = .0000,
SE = .0049, 95% CI [-.0100, .0102]) ° & —Bi/~ 1T Bi 8 1% B8 1 51
PEAEHY IR AL AR L -

A ARSI Y o S R R AT 2 4 B R S S Al A i v A

T B BootSE BootLLCI BootULCI
B — o AR GEBOA R R — BTHE AT

HaURE 0477 .0892 -1275 2230
HIEAUE 0677 0882 -.1055 2408

i 2 KR -.0199 .0202 -.0632 0178
IV — M1 — DV -.0237 0144 -.0562 —.0008
IV —MIl— M2 —DV -.0071 0043 -0170 —.0004
B c AR B BOIR R A — AL SRR 2

KU 2933 .0366 2274 3713
HIEAUE 2996 .0368 2273 3719
] 22 AR -.0003 .0060 -0127 0124
IV—MI — DV .0000 .0049 -.0100 0102
IV —MIl— M2 —DV -.0025 0016 -.0063 —.0000
FE 0 M2 A B R SO 5 M2 2% 4 B R SCH BT s PROCESS (B2 7%) — B H B AR A A

AR il A2 R AE 1Y 95 % 5 M8 It ]
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Bl — GBS AR OR SCWIERAE - AN SO ey b 1R

TR —
T CTT e T SO Y
179% 292%*
-.os_z_;,.'-""'- -132¢
?ﬂﬂ%%ﬁ:‘ﬁ?ﬁ .. 088 RIE
RE—
a41%
RS SCENENE B SCER R
208** -087*
-.07:@,‘--""“ -000
e T 300%++ s
HEf bS]

R ET AR

FEBE IS O BELAT Y BB e 8 A B R TR > 518 T R
KB AL B L BRI A T RE e R AL A A R o AR
B 1 % e B % S At G R 2 R E W AT REE > A T A Rt
TR ] A AN IRBOA A oA Ty 5K o A A R A B R
N FLRRE IR AR > B R M 2 BURN ) B BUA SR RO TERE o SR T U
FHENREA @A ARG 0 SR R Ay AL AR > 5 P A 2
FEAE A BE AN SCHA 22 R IRE > AR AT RE € AR AH R RCR R A N AR R
it E I A HE (Walsh & Baker, 2022) o #1300 B8 > AHE7E 8RR EE G
WIEAE) AT 2y GO 2 80) W8 75 T > $R ST LR IR s Rl iy &
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T T 422 52 2B - R Al O 4 B AN ST ) 422 Al R R R AE L B R 1 A
YER -

FEHE LS BTSSR — o E A B MG AT s St —
FRER DLAE BRI T2 A AT (Van Aelst et al., 2017) » FEE 5B B4 B Rl LAl 2
B M AERE - AR R EWRTEARM . EARRYCEERE o AAMES
B > TEALHE B BUR AR A AR s M A A SO E
TP 5 fl BRL U R LAt A7) F S P o ) R 2 DDA B - DR 45 SR g
PR U R Y 8 M IO AN o A A S SO R s AR
TEEMBBIASCH T2 AR o A GBI » 5 2 o S A SO B
2 /N SC B BRI 1) EE I AR o

TAMEZ S > AR BN S Z PR AT A B EAR
[|] o Fij & ] DL ) 9558 5 AT B (BRfE B8+ 4 5 simple mediation) >
AN JE T L9 A N SO RN B L BRAR 0 o A B TH AT S B o R
1M > 2 & AR M 2 AT A R AR > BUASSCR L
e g | REANSCHARREN - A1 A Be A5 308 M 2 BLAY AR (BIP 51 R4 5 serial
mediation) °

WIS &5 RN EUR > TEAIRE A SCIH R IRAE T > A B I 8 B0A Bl 3
il 3 RE R (RIHT MG AE) MO B m] S8 R SO il 2E > TR — 8 77 2
375 A A — 20 1 R SCH BRI B o SR > A BEME — D R BE R 2 RN AT
B QIAMET ZAA A SO E R M8 - 5 T 52 00 21 FHUE Y & T R
PR o MR IR HE A SR A R B R R RN AT S T T SRR o 4D
A B R B AR > R AR TEAL BRI M A BR IRIE T > &
Al Y 422 i 1E 2 W B A9 (AN Gil de Zddiga et al., 2017) A8 5% /9 (0
Kiimpel, 2019) » IS (i F 35 58 B2 1) 52 28 S0 0 B V2 FHTR I

WA el P AT B 1 2 BRI — R B o AR 0 B o ADETTEEEL
FEBE B BTG BRIV R A B AR 2 B > dE R A a A AL R
THEHE 7Y BBl AN AL A A B Y 8 45 M (Oeldorf-Hirsch & Sundar, 2015) ©
WD TR R A B R SCH R 0 U R IR > IE ST R BUE AR M E Ae E
BARP R B E h r BE) o T 2 o E T E A A B E A
IRF > 00 57 — o 28 8 AN 2 il R Sk ot > T 2 R T ) 2l s o YD
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T A ) AL R B BR B RN B M R A AR B E (Anderson et al.,
2018) o M EAL B BRI A SCIARR SR T 2B 2% > A
FAERHEITRZ A E 2 o —HHE AR S TR AR EIR 2 A
SCHE R 2R 4% (Kim & Kim, 2019) » —J7 f th ] fE /2 A E i 2
IR [ FORS 7 HEA T AN R B A 25505 (Lu et al., 2022) - Q1R 7 F A
P[4 5 A1 /B0 (internal elaboration and perception) > AR A BEAS &5
AN TR 2 Al T AT RT [ 2 B B L R A S SC A T S B O O
AR R SRR AR A BT M 2 B W -~ Ar e AL AEAE o

i L PTER > AR BEIEME TSR T AMMEE SR - R T HH)
PR 3T T RSB LR A g o (B 7S FEE {0 IE 1A 04 B il 5 R
ANEIRYEH - AW A RN > AT B IS AU 2 R RE AT
BEAAHZE > HEBR AR SAERLPRERERNER - RM
V1% A 2 A B A B T S A B N S B S A i 3 T LR 1 A
FE > LA AR B A R i AR - W0 2 5 288 R R A 3 3 T 1) 6 B
R o Rl 2 o BT 5 LIS T B A R T AAT AR b
R ERR -

WAL - AT A Bl B2 R RN T AT 3 00 4 BR A A ST (S A T
VAT o DA R G AT AR B i N B ik A B AT B % o DR
BUSHE N IE AR R0 B8 » nf DR SR AR AR BT b B DR 48 B R S
B A 32 A PN AIE o E 37 AR A B A B HT B R R~ LB - R
R VERE I AR 1T SO B 2 4% > nTREE A o 2 4T I Bk (news
avoidance) 745 M4 ¥ (selective avoidance) 258l S ) 884 o 43 MELEAR
ANFA A 5t o 22 [ B g5 e > R AEARERA 5 ~ B A A4 7 & 2t
[Fi) B 1 R it ey ] R o

{6 TEUE 9 A T FRAM S A B A0 T 2 i e [ A R Y
BRI HE R —LRRRYE o 5 LA > A PR g D B
Bt PPS & 5 rp il Bk ok E 5% A B 7 $ (4t ] o B 30 B R AR BB 5 > {3
TR A T A B T A8 AN SCBH 2 Al AN B A 0 A VR FRAM A A T
17 R T AR I 1 B L IR SR o SRR T R 2 PR [ AR AR A
5% (panel survey) 5% FH B B 3 74 SCAHY BT A0 — 25 1 R URE B 5 -
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BEAN o FAM B F 2 WF FCARRE 7 AR AR A ~ A7 % 2 B 8 R [ 2t 1) 981
A3 S HE > AR B BREE) > KRR T Uk R!
BB ACE HE 2 B TE AR B AL T IR PR B R I RRE AN AT /5 o
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