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*]Ei”, Felgetn,y, A339 A5E, Eets], 2019; AL, TP fRE. ;n‘-?—ETQ]' Ad
25, TRIEFAPY,, #2474, A=7} AFdAL, 2018; Spohl, D., “Fake news and ideological polarization:
Filter bubbles and selective exposure on social media”, Business information review, Vol.34, No.3,
2017.

6) tholoHE=(Diamond)E M=E 719 AMEA g3l g A7t FAKS O]ﬂa w2 A vkl A2

"/hﬁ AFgtt sAlel &4 wTlolr} Qb #efg) ks 913 Vsl g2 AAFe ] e
gty v (Diamond, L., “The road to digital unfreedom: The threat of postmodern
totahtarlamsm , Journal of democracy, Vol. 30, No.1, 2019).

7) Berg, S., Rakowski, N. and Thiel, T., “The digital constellation”, Weizenbaum series working paper.
No.14, 2020.

8) Vaccari, C. and Valeriani, A., OQutside the bubble: Social media and political participation in
western democracies, Oxford University Press, 2021.

9) Sunstein, C.R., Going to extremes: How like minds unite and divide, Oxford University Press, 2009.

10) Berg €], 9ko] =i, 2020.

11) Berg ¢, 9ko] =3, 2020.
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12) Noble, S.U., Algorithms of oppression: How search engines reinforce racism. In Algorithms of
oppression, New York university press, 2018; Settle, J.E., Frenemies: How social media polarizes
America, Cambridge University Press, 2018.

13) Pariser, $+2] #4], 2011, p.233.

14) Pariser, &) A4, 2011.
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15) Pariser, &2] #A], 2011, p.9.

16) Youyou, W., Kosinski, M., & Stillwell, D., “Computer—based personality judgments are more
accurate than those made by humans.” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, Vol.112,
No.4, 2015.

17) A9 YA= o 20}, The Filter Bubble:What the Internet Is Hiding from You.

18) Bruns, 9] =i, 2019; Dahlgren, P.M., “A critical review of filter bubbles and a comparison with
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19) Pariser, 2] =1, 2011.

20) Pariser, ¢¥9] =1, 2011
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22) Pariser, E., Did Facebook’s Big Study Kill My Filter Bubble Thesis?, Wired. 2015, Retrieved from
https://www.wired.com/2015/05/did~facebooks—big—study—kill-my—filterbubble-thesis/
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26) Beam, A.L. and Kohane, LS., Big data and machine learning in health care. Jama, Vol. 319, No.13,
2018; Boxell, L., Gentzkow, M. and Shapiro, J.M., “Greater Internet use is not associated with
faster growth in political polarization among US demographic groups”, Proceedings of the national
academy of sciences, Vol.114, No,40, 2017; Moller, J., Trilling, D., Helberger, N. and van Es, B.,
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democracy (pp.45-63). Routledge, 2020; Nelson, J.L. and Webster, J.G., ¢ =1, 2017.
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University Press, 2021.

34) Graham, M. and Dutton, W.H. eds., Society and the internet: How networks of information and
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35) Beam, A.L. and Kohane, LS., &¢] =& 2018.
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[ Abstract ]

Digital Media and Political Polarization: The Social Factors Perspective

Hee Min

In recent years, digital media has become a key driver of political polarization. The
personalization algorithms of digital media are believed to increase the potential for bias
and selective exposure in the process of acquiring information and shaping political
preferences. Existing studies predominantly focus on the technological factors influencing
digital media participation. However, political polarization is more fundamental and
complex phenomenon that cannot be explained solely by technological factors such as
personalization algorithms. Acknowledging this, the study moves beyond the “technological”
filter bubble to highlight the “social” factors that contribute to bias in digital media use.
Specifically, it examines the demand side by analyzing the selective behavior of media
users and the supply side by considering the political context. This discussion is an
attempt to comprehensively analyze the functioning of political society through the lens of
digitalization. By doing so, this study aims to identify the more pressing social issues that
drive political polarization and uncover the various forms of exclusion and hatred

embedded within our society.

Key Words : Digital Media, Political Polarization, Filter Bubble, Echo chamber, Selective

exposure
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