Integrated or Segregated? User Behavior Change After Cross-Party Interactions on Reddit
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« Intergroup contact theory suggests so [1]

Core In q uir y Are cr oss-par ty interactions depolar izing ? - Some experiments show depolarization [2], some show backfire [3]

e Observational evidence is lacking
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1. We use the subreddit leanings inferred in [4].
2. We only count comments receiving non-negative scores.
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After receiving a cross-party reply in r/news, do users increase in-/out-party subreddit activity?
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Dependent Variable: More In-Party Activity
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