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8) Papacharissi, Zizi. 2002. “The Virtual Sphere: The Internet as a Public Sphere”, New Media & Society,
Vol.4, no.1, 9-27.

9) Benkler, Yochai. 2006. 7he Wealth of Networks: How Social Production Transforms Markets and
Freedom, New Haven: Yale University Press.
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11) Iyengar, Shanto et al. 2019. “The Origins and Consequences of Affective Polarization in the United
States”, Annual Review of Political Science, Vol.22, 129-146.; Sunstein, Cass R. 2017. #Republic:
Divided Democracy in the Age of Social Media, Princeton: Princeton University Press.
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for Open Science.



AT 7|8t 3ol st nds 43 Auds: vTaiwane] AlAYE 4 (A4

9
5 B0 3 4 oy=sragel BASIN YueF el m AYHE
Yeol A9 S PP JUiE nRshe A4 TR TEFS WA

SRR omdlele] Bel4 Fust o8 FEA A48 Papt A%S ke
deel S8 Al Z1E el AAVE Aud T21 g QepHon =eh,
255 RN BUSAL FASE WAl ohlel AFo] EEHM ATYHE %o
o 7z AAE AWAT BeAe aBe HUT oled WAse Hek g
HqAg 7es 283 PEE Ands ARSI vTaiwan SRS Sl Al ¢aLels 7

Wl polisE 47 24e] Fo £ B Ao,

X

14T A A 7] exel A3 dnky 2]l EE e kO
HS FEZA7)= A A oF7)El A (adversarial architecture)S Ads] $kr}, dhelo] A7,
AR S5, AARE dhEE Ao FeAg-e FJo 1 AAA digs Aslsi 599
A& a7l S Helrh olde dAE Beketr] 93l vTaiwane Al 74 %9
=71 polisE =itk polist Fejate] ks thalshs SAbAA AA7F ohyz),

o 2 WA A5AE F2E AdASE WA AMdA TIAR 75 g

b ol AL HelstAl FEShHE ARRIIA, 234 o =4 il vt
:LHE,j_g] Xh;sjl—x-l 1-'551\4% E;H S 7]13]-_0_ E%"ﬂ 2= 9\}1\ = x%oﬂ/q o]b A=A )|

ot 010 Jlm

A T L= o

vTaiwanoll A polis7} &%= AAS &3t 22 WA= A9 38 AFES
& IR AE-FFstaL, FojArr 24 Bl dis) vlsr)d v
HE 7ito s oA o] AW Al 2Tt AlAsEh oo F 1 3E F
=] |=]
=1

(@R Yol THE, ojela sk ekl oA} o] P AR P o
Asel Al AA =)ol )z A BEH o Wik AN =4 TEE AP

=<
2, &5 A0l PLdS 5 ‘?% 7}%@ 27 29
=

27) A¥st 2021, Tojgte] GAE RIFFefeh e qy, A& AEAo)s,



REBURE G HGE34 159

B4 Mo Asnm o 2k

polis AAe] SAZ FFolap 7he] AR ARl wAle FEH R WAt ot 7]

1— “ -
& evjel BEgel 9F BAL Bo) ol 7k HARE vk AN sl Q)
745 A2 ARAARY, polis FolArt BiSle Fgel 4y 22 fgehs AL

5185k Stk olrks AR AAEE el thell sl (agree)’, MlEl(disagree)’,
AR (pass) T shbe AEshs WE74 dhenks AR of2fRk ARt oika

S JEHoR wAeks PolrAe AE

of
-
BN
rir
A
Lo,
N
o
o2l
2
B~
2l
)
(o
tl
o
[l
rir
Py

=
o X
ol
ol
o

gofoll AxatA] Far, Al Al gk Al s AdEat

sto =y o]o HAAl(deliberative equanimity) S A8 % 5tk

(2) oA A Z2Re Ad TI8He] ol B}

polisslHe] &7 AAE A Hed Bl ohe), da WaH w4 vel'el A
RASE g0 fuh Fola 71 Bl e Buk ohe) AR B4 Aot
T % QAW o] BAE A B2 o] oheh YUy Wrhel o Ak
oleldt Tz FolAh S0 AW B B FAS e AN AR Que] vy
24 g, F A, 1Y 9T, wF 6E J1F 5 AR 49 e 998 598
F YES frgn

o) WAL TAE ool 3 ehb olyA HH TEE oAtk Folxt
© B4 499 o] WjEEA ga A aadE 2R A5 Sl 5 glon,
A Ze 0B Heleaele] A WA FE 5 AUG JuE ABUL of
= 5o AL AU HEe) FEOIN 2 A /14 Ao ARae &
g g,

28) AW+t 2021, ToiRke] YA mEF et o= gy, Aet LAl



AT 7|8t o943 us AA Auds: vTaiwane] AAYZE 24 (A5

Sol Azt o

I
T =F oA e

ol 2 Sl polist W& 119 AW 54 9]=9 £33 (Dynamic Feedback
Loop)E 5% Fth 28 2aRls 53¢ W2 Y dHoR FAE 8Fowy
/‘}iw A9 Aol we dd A5S dsleiilon, 54 olsjiAAtel FAEA &

AV AR SR, £ GAY Joh ohd =0l I 5k el

Share your perspective

Opinion Greups

—

D & = & -
O{ - —"

IR A

<

" @
[ ]

Majority Oginion Group: A n Statement: |;| 18 35 38 44

#18 1 feel that UberX is not currently operating legally,
which makes me feel risky when taking a ride.

(7]

Z3: Helbing, Dirk et al. 2023. “Democracy by Design: Perspectives
for Digitally Assisted, Participatory Upgrades of Society”, Journa:
of Computational Science, Vol.71, p.6.
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[ Abstract ]

AI-Driven Consensus Formation and High—Conflict Policy Governance
: An Analysis of vTaiwan's Mechanisms

Yang, JiSoo

This study examines how Al-based deliberative mechanisms reconfigured the conditions
under which conflict was processed and consensus was structured. Drawing on the Uber
debate within Taiwan’s vTaiwan platform, it analyzes how the Al-assisted tool pol.is
restructured communicative interaction and preference aggregation. While offline public
hearings and conventional online forums may expand participation, they often reinforce
affective polarization and adversarial pro—con framings. The findings demonstrate that
polis functioned as a mediating governance mechanism rather than as an automated
decision-maker. First, its asynchronous and depersonalized design reduced emotional
confrontation. Second, visualization of opinion landscapes through principal component
analysis (PCA) fostered reflective engagement and collective learning. Third, algorithmic
identification of common ground reframed zero-sum conflict into conditional preference
adjustment, enabling the emergence of a “rough consensus” characterized by the absence of
overwhelming opposition. The study situates Al-based deliberation within an “Augmented
Deliberation” framework, arguing that algorithmic mediation can enhance deliberative

capacity while preserving the centrality of human judgment.

Key Words : Artificial Intelligence (AI), Consensus Formation, pol.is, vTaiwan, Rough

Consensus

°

12026 18 279 / =RHAIMEY 1 20269 23 00% / ARHEEY 1 2026 2E 09

7
i
=l
|l






