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2 Xot=EAEut HIA|IX| Ho|=7t 25X

S=

Q7R Ap4le] o] 1A grlal A A
ShA e Hill= F=oloh” A= 7Hri(Albert
Camus) 2] o] &2 7jj2l2] 2A] 3

bias)& 2 AEskL Qiek Q1A HFES Ixto] &

H¥H cognitive

A2 A2she TgollA] Ui o, Bl
A A8 53 I AL A B 17k Q17
SRE WRlth T ell® B 4] FAT AR
3l ol that F9Al ks FAH &

2] B =05 7120, whebA sl =4 of s
oA o® AYsiA =ar A7) el wAl A H
tHDuong, Pescetto, & Santamaria, 2014), &
Ae B PRl W, 2 3 ol
A71E44017] WiEe]tiLord, Ross, & Lepper,
1976). 2 7112 Hme] Al AL T
glo] AHA1e] W LAk ARAle] g AA|
of = FEol o ZojA o= HkgRit), oA Y
NQle] AEE Aeshe oM Yehd= = 7+
A B AR, 2 AL B Alehe A
HE Rt FA Ao 2 Hrlsk= Hak Z3Kbiased
assimilation) @} AHA19] AT} Q2| 6}h= A H gt
S AASk= AEE =E(selective exposure)
= Wazshk= Q1o HHdS 53 HE A7
(confirmatory information processing) 2tal gt

THFischer, Fischer, Englich, & Aydin, 2011;

:1:‘

Fischer, Greitemeyer, & Frey, 2008).

B A7 Lofibs ol Qlzte] AxE
2l o oAl ARG wE Wie Ao
=0t Kahneman & Tversky, 1982), thefet

A& X 2l(confirmatory information processing)of| 0|X|= F&F

W] AEE sl Eeks oAf 2o A5
A AEgtth= Zolut, R Q17 A7 7hs)t
JH9| o= HAE Qe = g Hof] g FE
£ Agsr| ofgaL, webs] JEE Az og 2
2|51 FthLavie, Hirst, De Fockert, & Viding,
2004), S WE FE2 7S skl FAlA &
= £0] = ARF 1R olek= olf o= <l
HEFA Afaze] A W e Aom & o .
s WIS FelAde Adlska(Haselton,
Nettle, & Murray, 2005), SJA} 24 2] 2 A7z}
sHA| Aalfet 4= At Kray & Galinsky, 2003),
o HIFA] ARLE Sl NS WA o2 A
£ 2T 7Fsrdo] =tk SHolA(Kahneman
& Tversky, 1982) HEFA Afale X ojoF gk
o}, 2T HEshs 7 s A HEEA AfaLet
Zlo] Axt=of Qltk, Agx]4] ool 7|Rksto] Liet
U= HiE=9] 53K polarization) <ollA] 7i?12] &
% g AR o0 o= Qs 7hRp s g
Ato] Yepdthar 2 4= Q1= Zo|tiSpohr, 2017).

olgfgt Hakdo| idA HHe = x| A =HH
iRt AshE -&skAY A1) o7t vlws)
Al SiAEEA] HoHA| F oA Biieo] S8 v

K 4 9lck ufebd] b el B A

ml

h

=z

efz=o] S8}, A 7k 53} -5 ERlell iRt uljekgo]
AalEl= 3 A FHolA Aelo] 01X 2] HEAS 24

51517] $15F L8 1eglo] o] wjrr} Zasich
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2 A (self-regulatory resource) 0.2, 24
APo] n4d=H S22 AW A2] AFeko| g 7F
sha Zlo= ogsisltt, AtorzdAlele: vhdZ]
SF oA A2 WP AL QIAA] TS kel 9HA|
Po= 2o} (self-regulation) 2] A1d-S $J3l] 2
i), SHATE 7)019] 7R Aot A O] RS-
=] Q7] wiitol 2EAo] A Q1A
A AR AEE APshs FEo] Hadith
(Baumeister, 2002; Muraven & Baumeister
2000; Muraven & Slessareva 2003; Muraven,
Tice, & Baumeister, 1998), o|&]gt A} 114=
W3k Ok He] S ATLE T Bl
$4 728 B3 4w Aele) Pl frelag
ofe] ejEog o]ojAH(Wheeler, Brinol, &
Hermann, 2007) 2132 sho]| 9] oJ& E3F F7}
K Pocheptsova, Amir, Dhar, & Baumeister,
2009). of2Igh Ak argh g oA UEhb= AR

o@-z

Rl

A2 MAYESES 123w, 7jolo] {3k zfopx
A 0| whe) xpA1Q] AT AR B B

Aoh= HEE vh=A A Aoz s =
e, ofuf 7ile] e} RihE= g H= #|2]s)
7] ofHIL EAR S 88l Ao R AR
W, W GA] R e 0] A 5EE e
5F7] whzoll B A| Fi A2|7} o] o] A Holek=
7Hle] oie 4RKHHDitto & Lopez, 1992
Ditto, Scepansky, Munro, Apanovitch, &
Lockhart, 1998; Fischer et al., 2005). Waha =
Aol a1z AJEf el 7l v S YA AR
£ vEEstal APshs 5ol AskEo] Jlon

| RS ) el B L o o s e o AR e el i e
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o= griskal FE:“‘—]@ AO= A4 73ttt
Uo7} Afotz A} Sk54] A H A2 A
of FEFZ u|A= Q1o & Aol A= HAIX] T
o]&=(complexity) & AHHEIT}, Aotz dA| -t
HAIA] do|=o] Fik= A YA] 7Hd(resource
matching hypothesis)= gall g 4= =4,
olof] W= AH|APZ} HIAXE Ag]sh= o] &
2k QURA Apdart s 7Hle] ] —’F U= A
O] &fo] YA uff &HA7} 7
HQltHAnand & Sternthal 1989: Peracchio &
Meyers-Levy 1997). E3F & 22| o] gt -85

dl(The limited capacity model of mediated
message processing: Lang, 2000)°f W= ©]
|A7} ni o] HARIE AP she ¢Xtoll 28 7}
53 HAIA AF¥(mental resource)> 20|
o, webA WAIAI7} feke Q1A 2helo] -5
Ae] 74g Q1A ARS ZTfaE A9 A M)
el PSR B0 15 s 3l

NS AR RIS EER:

)
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=

A0k A et Al ool ks
A9 AA S K Zlo] Bastel neba
2 QAo Mot A 17k 4ol W
7] E= %) o] et B7loh 74 o]
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4 KIOPEZIXFE 2 HIAIX| HO|=7t 25X
HotALele] GaFe: At gk w3t 3]
o R oz, = wA|x7h a7sks 2144 2}
0] ofo] Aol A Srizel| T B A
He] AP 2SR oS B A0 st

o AdEH =2S
°1X]7‘4(Cogn1t1ve) 2o A

evaluation) = E3j Ueh = 854 AR 22 7
RS e, AeA =22

B F7Ninformation

Z(behavioral)
2] AH A (information search)< &3l L
Ehts S54 AR A2 B3 2JulRitkFischer
et al,, 2011; Fischer et al,, 2008).

w3t S5t
e ool et A ATEL ARgFEo] A4l

AL A4, o, HiE= B 7|tfof] whe} oA g
£ Bkl kE S 2 oo w=d
AFEES 7122 e® o] dAoln, wheba A7
| A(quality) o] 7M =2 HEE BAslaL
2} SFcK(Fischer, Jonas, Frey, & Schulz-Hardt,
2005; Fischer, Schulz-Hardt, & Frey, 2008), ©]
o] HE 0] ZS BrFsh= T Qlof A% AL

A3} BUAJs=(view-point inconsistent) X

A& X 2l(confirmatory information processing)of| 0|X|= F&F

R} AR|=(view-point consistent) ZH-E A
(quality), EFg=(relevance), A== (credibility),
SN o =7 3
QItHEdwards & Smith, 1996;
Ditto & Lopez, 1992; Ditto et al., 1998;

7123l F8 % (importance)
Tl el

Greitemeyer, Fischer, Frey, & Schulz-Hardt,
2009; Greitemeyer & Schulz-Hardt, 2003;
Lord et al., 1979). & H3F 53h= 7-8419] ?14]
2 SHol|lA 7lRle] =35 dHshs olEle®,
SAE Theft o] WAL leF A 2419
71&E %, 5 71 By Al ofl Fdshs HAA
£ A==t By SHollA o 3RA e R g7t
= A2 WK Lord et al,, 1979), o]2]$t H
T &= TRlely =2219f oA 2 IgoA =
710l 25 e el 2AS sk dl ol = 2
45t 4= QItHGreitemeyer & Schulz-Hardt,
2003; Greitemeyer, Schulz-Hardt, Brodbeck,
& Frey, 2006), 53] 22]ollA 4 Ate] He &3t
= sl H A B dAehe AHENES 54
o= Frlskal #t v s JRE slvd 4
5 QAL Ao A AHEE v ol AR,
A3 Aot 5 A1 S ek THA1E AR
S AR ohaat f), WA 2Et 0 FRE
(Lord et al., 1979)2] Aol AFE Ao o
s l:H'Gl—J\H ./] .zﬂtﬂ: .E-:_g} 7361‘»—— N—_QEOH;} OHTJ-
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U= o I =AEE TS AlAsHA A
=AS AABILA SHHEdwards &  Smith,
1996).

o] Qlof = HZ F{(Munro et al,, 2002) 2] ¥+
A= 1996 Bl thAl ol E Sl o= ] wet
A HeF s3It B S attitude polarization)
At} A= AP A4 H=E
Q3 Al v SEAGE H SRE 59}
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Tt B o] $ARR A2 Ao B i,
whe 5 QRS o) viele] BlES Rtk
olefet ATH: E28] A% 2o LhehS o
ek 152 3 A A Aol Am Ego] Let
oz i Jep} e Fole} e Aol

Ve Hol £

A B AL B 2, 6, 7D
2 2 2917 wo] ujs) o 245}
AL AT 08 e ol R
., 2011). &, HeF 53t 4
BAR] QIA[A] Zplof A dojuk= 7HiQle] Hko|
2 AEE =0 AR Falolahe og%zq 219
oA veht= HEke Eitth
(confirmatory bias)< o2t ATel%] =20 3
A 230 |tHJonas, Schulz-Hardt, Frey, & Thelen,
2001), % HaFo] Lehb 2Hple] At 9
AU Alga AR o= ARE SR g5
k= o] ettt Allahverdyan & Galstyan,
2014). ol& &1 B HEA A8 AFolA &
HAES AHle] | x sk Q19 HESE A
gol= Fgo] ¢ Aslal(Freedman & Sears,
1963), AAolA Apilo] T3t A= Qlof| sl T
AA8] Gt Alo] k= B3-S HRItK Chaffee &
Miyo, 1983).

AEA] Lezo] o= o= ¢IA] §5} o]
(cognitive load theory) o4 k& 4= QItKLavie
, 2004), 7HQle] A 7hsRt FE 2 3
7} o m 2 Q%] HolE 9la) 3 Hof| 2 HHE

et al,



6 RIOE X} HIAIX| HHO|=7t &5 M X2|(confirmatory information processing)ol| O|X|= F&F

Table 1. Conceptualization and measurement of biased assimilation and selective exposure

Biased Assimilation

Selective Exposure

Concept

Assessment of information that is consistent or
inconsistent with one’s beliefs and attitudes

Search for information that is consistent or
inconsistent with one’s beliefs and attitudes

Measure Importance and reliability of information

Selecting what to search

A2fslr] oL, wheba] SJAl Ao dagt FH
v AlgiEo® Aefaitis Aolck, wat #4w7)
(Festinger, 1957)2] Q1A] 223} o] Z(cognitive

dissonance theory)ol] TEH AFHE2S SJAF 2

(Frey, 19806).

Wt dlE S0, YA ARAES L BY ™
(Schwarz, Frey, & Kumpf, 1980), ©]5{(gain)
A% 2A EA|(Fischer, Jonas, Kastenmuller,
& Frey, 2008), AX 7FH-Ado] W& w(Fischer et
al., 2005), “12]aL 5424 744 s =2 o
(Jonas, Graupmann, & Frey, 2006) 254 7
S o EA "ot =2 dAqtellA 53 a9l
Aotz o g2 o5 thy Aof|A ApA|s] A
Hoket

Kol =HX At 55 HE X2

XIO}=X1} X[o =X

Aotz 7iQle] HE Ak BFolA
Hhel= 2220 g2 oA2low M7=
2k8-S w5t Vohs & Schmeichel, 2003). o1&
S0 oo Ey 5o 22 =35 AFIe] 9
gt IPgoll A Aol AR 2] =2 A0 43 5
ZASIARE A1 S5 AEsk=d o2t SF
= o|AWY] fleliAE =2 8 A FAI7H 2
[l ojuf F3EE G5 Sl AA2E A
= HEA7|3A} Sk FAIE Alelzdolgial
ScHMuraven et al, 1998).

skt -Fol] 43517] 85 %, AeEol Aot



283} FA0l| & Adgshes A& ofutt, Aeotzd

7|50l A2 2hEshA] Zshd S5 Aol A
sfatema olojxle TS At 4etA)
sHA| E=d, o]t Aotz Auf S Aot
I1ZHego depletion)©|2}al 3K Baumeister,
Bratslavsky, Muraven, & Tice, 1998), ©]&{3t
Aotz Aufl= Aotz e mell(strength
model of self-regulation, Baumeister, Heatherton,
& Tice, 1994)& Sl 53 28 1o dA=
A9 4 Slek. Aol ol ol T8 T ¥ 4}

g3lo] ZEjo] AW 1 o] Fofl= 2SS}
2 Aol sk A& A= Y 5 A °

T, TR = Ajotzde] Hagth A4, = Aotz
AAAS B 7S S5 FpA|ofj A Kjolz Ao
AufslA| == AoltiMuraven et al,, 1998), O]
ofet Aol nze A A v
(limited resource model)< &3l ©|3fl 753}tk
=, 7Helo] Aol oJs) =elat 4 Gl AHale)
Qo] THHlo]] uho] Aol e g8 Lagh
Ayglo] 12E AIIAE Aolzol et 4
k= Ao|thBaumeister, 2002; Muraven &
Baumeister 2000; Muraven & Slessareva 2003;
, 1998).

ApolzAAre] aizbo] I7ke] Ale - Q1A -
Y&l mAl= Y A vheat Z A
2 Ak Apo] = A S SE> A
W= WolxlthMuraven
etal., 1998). w¥1o|u tho|oES Freof 2£7]3}
L Ao| gm0 ok}l w7k ols] Ut
EfLR folct, wat 29l 170 TS A2

Muraven et al,

<]

st Asahin} sl
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TeYeIA] 2 79 A Hsl= #&(frustration) ©]
Auizi(failure) ¥} 2R2- F2g 2] 7ol ot A7) &
2lo] AslErtiSchmeichel, Vohs, & Baumeister,
2003). x4 oAM= =24 Al ofsy
& 0] WolR|aL, webA] QIA|F] FElo] 4HlE
= A1) A F A Yefuk=t| o1& 501 GRE
AR SollA Ak ik Fete] A 2o] iz ek
Ko} W Yehr| = dcSchmeichel et al.,
2003), AF A= QI3 Hurgt oaf AR O] A
Ser 4 H #2]9

Zhao} Felagol] ojFa Hn Aele] 2712 ol
HtWheeler et al,, 2007), &, 22Ao] 1L

A 20 Hiehe 7HA AL oA A W=
(Schmeichel, Demaree, Robinson, & Pu,

2006) Ze] Tl ogt ojeAdo] folirt
(Pocheptsova et al., 2009). 354 di2=
F5) o] S7I01R Thanlohs AR
o]H(Vohs & Faber, 2007), 22 o|AWA] &
o]—_T’_ A AELS A= 7:1‘6]:O] 7]—§]-%1:]—
(Baumeister, 2002), ESF AR 74 Feke] sgar
A Tl 7Fs/dol wlard HehHEoh o o

(Wan, Rucker, Tormala, & Clarkson, 2010),
Aol thet 578 = 544 40l 5 vizigt vk
52 HItKChoi, Choi, & Jang, 2011). ©] £]oj|
% zEARlo) 17kl FlRel 7o Ak )
o7}t ZAsk=d|(Baumeister & Vohs, 2007;
Xu, Begue, & Bushman, 2012), °]&{3t #AE
ARRIA SR HIAIR] 7 2k 210 = UETh
= zAzo] IPE|o|E F7] Feko] 7] FH=
FEE TS ARA G A7) 223 7R A

FE



8 Xot=EAEut HIA|IX| Ho|=7t 25X

Aof| &g 7S 7|57 Tt olxji=
EPFTHKim & Jeong, 2017).

Aoz}

XIOPEZXI2i} EH5A Wt #al
Qb A mh} o] ZAlA o] TkEl el
A= 344 S Aefshs Selo] Zam, <)

A ejo] AskgomAn A At ojshe
a2 she oA B A4S WA AL
el HQ] ok} Aol BrNsT Aare] Liehic
wetA] Frelage] ool A thohe e
& o AE whEA| el i g, olefat 44
2 oA e Aw A HAUES 2
o3l o), Ao o] Zasl Aol Al mhash
A Sl B QA E 2UR) gre) A2 w3
ok hebd Ao It AHole) phut <)
%) i BAXSHE YRS sk ol
EfLhe akE A, WA 2UAsHs Aol
Heje QA HOR S BYF S aska

(Ditto & Lopez, 1992; Ditto et al,, 1998), T3t
o3k ¥ EUA] A= AoKself) ofl gt Bl %
A TR 28440 4
7] 7Wd(self-concept)S H&5HH(Pyszczynski,
& Greenberg, 1987), F-2310} 244 7174& gt
7IAZ1tKFrey, 1986; Kruglanski & Klar, 1987).

=, T BYA PRSP Aejsh 2 o

3ol @ol B3 w2 Felslof shs A 42

1 O 0T pL

oo 34431 ¢

o A7) 28E 4R BAR o A)7] o]
Aplo] TE Aol Al Ap4le] Tt 2%

Sk Aol dhat Blsi/h wgska oS HgA9l
B7hE Behe 2102 oAb vhElo] A 3y

HE X2|(confirmatory information processing)oi| 0|X|= &

oo

1986; Jonas et al., 2006), TE5H W L2 AR E=
EYA| AGHof Hsl] o W2 0] A FEe
T517] whizoll B AA R A7t o] Fold Ao
= 7i1e] ofpto] seREETHDitto & Lopez, 1992;
Ditto et al,, 1998; Fischer et al., 2003), E3F 3+
A YA e aEAR AL EAS S = UES
B FoaEoR 7)5d 4 qirk o Afopxd
Z ,]o] _1_71-Q A]—EHoﬂ}\-P— X-]ﬁz‘s} _|7<401 ]
X 2|7} o Har = Thaje] ofEsto] 2|4
S WE 7hsdol =71 wiol] Q1A Apelel
8 QL 22Zo] Uyl FE|AE] ThARA] 7|55l
_L]‘@ ?___1;(] Z%E_E_ 13 :LZ—]XJ_E .1:17]—0]-_]_!_ Xj1
o7 HMsk= e BY A 0= o 4= Qi
o5& A5t A S(Fischer et al., 2008)2]
Aol w=r ApopxdAblo] nAw WA
R A41O] A2} dA|She Aol thet 5
[EAIREE B A B7FstaL, Y] Aol o
AS o gol ske ey g5 HFdol S71st
O 7 ety o]59] Aol w=w 7iglo]
Hof| &= 3 U] m=

_EL

O

; ri;

r

pad) UE



AF7} o ATk 740]1—,}
B e H
Aotza A dat 85 A Hejote] W

QI8 B3} e,

HT7h 1: RIOPETRIY HITZ AEol Hish AR
T2 Aol ST H X2 PHLE, B S8

&
of e L F)0| of ZokA| LIEtE Zi0|c,
HIAIX] O] =(complexity)
SPA Al 254 G Aol Aok abeel
it =2l= AE Ao g Ak o8- 7he
ol thet =215 5822 31aL Qlek, webA &
Ao} 2R R o AN e R, S|
AA] o= R Fa %t G v Aoz o
= Qleh AR olof wE A5 aih= Akl
U] 7Hd(resource matching hypothesis) ¥} %
1 A7 Algt 85F 2dl(limited capacity model
of motivated mediated message processing)
= ol 28T = AU

AR AR 7hdof wad Bl A, &)
AMAE A=Ish7] st 8tEe A1 ARyt
S 7iglo] o] e = Q= Ao YA|Fh= A9
HeltAnand
& Sternthal 1989: Peracchio & Meyers-Levy
1997). ERE 2[Rk Q1A 4 Apelo] R4k ufil=
s} 7hs/do] WolA|7| wiizell R A=t

of 27k 7 A WSS
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3ol F5A 07 o]FoZtKLee, Ryu, & Lee,
2005). Hls=Rt o= wlo]ol-u|e} H27 | 2 (Meyer-
Levy & Peracchio, 1995)9] Q-Follxl= 4x8]=k
O] QIR Apelo] A& wjofli= s} 7hs/do] W
oFA7] wiizoll QIAIA Apde ol 815HA] Y=
S 37} ) BojHQ) S sk Row
Lhebet b, <1714 R9lo] RS wjollz s} 7k
ts490] oAl o) Fast o selrow Bl
oick, o)A WAIAIe] MESH e AR
o141 #Jzlo] Tk hlo] Toll LRt s}
Qg o Sefatee, ZHele] o] 83 4 Q= A
U Bo] B U A s AT E 458 A
& 4= QtiPeracchio & Meyers-Levy, 1997).
& Jhele] 9lx] #2jol] arwhe
Age] opo] AskAolelz A A2le] Alg S
Sl Qg olo] iz ulr]o] vjAIAE
;‘qg] L L_Z_]_—oﬂ EZ]—_Q_QL XJA]X% X}_,:]O ‘6]—1‘]E_]
of Qo0 Zi7}e] g A2fat o) UL Hifst
o] Ag-8HcHLang, 2000). TebA T}elo] 875}
L o1X| & AFYo] £~8x}o] 71e 012 XYL =3}t
3 49 U guo] falo] B 4 olrki
o, 2, 58750 ulte] WAAE Aelsks b
71 QA A SR A
Fgo] ultie] WAlZ] Helol Tast Ae] £
S 1) ho 4 i) A ool 4l
o}, Wb HA A 4TS B A5 fake]
& Sl helo] BET 4 Sl 1A% Al
WAL R A4 522 o] Areks, 7
9 A7) P FASH= Zlel Aastet

HAIR] Hole= =3l -§o]/d(readability) 1}

l

i
e

249l Q%] o] & e-
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AH 9] SHquantity) SHA olsffed 4= it ™
A =38l gold it A5 mxfof tigt g Atof wh
2 255H(ambiguous) 2HH AE HAA]
Hr} A2 0 2 (expository) A HIAIZ| 7} A

AlE 739 wAR] o] Thgt osf=7t Sl e,
Aol et 57821Q1 B et w2 Al T o=
7F UERgt, ERt ARES] HiE 8ol olslish] 4
Al & wARof| i aBRPFAlES H wel a2
2Hol= A 02 YERITHBradley & Meeds, 2004).

£ ArollA e Al HIAAIZF BRSEAL ol H A
AAE 74 BT AR AR A2 S50
Ao =2 ¢18) SAe(recall) o] WA LR, A
of ot Bi=t= T WA YEhdtLowrey, 2000).
Y ELO| ool Wb avkE AR Q1] oA 4
A3} Holx|als A K o] ofo] Z7}ERaE olx]
Hof gjgt o 73t A&7} vy Fischer et
al., 2008), E3F SJAL A} TS FE O ol
7= oAF A% IA|9] o=t Sk,
ol wo|wel BRAE 7HaA]7)7] Slal it
AAof| gt FZ2 E-Hneed for closure) 7} 24
eIt Kruglanski & Webster, 1996), ©|AH
WIAIA12] 5o ozt Ae] of 2o ol
7} obdss aulAhs R Aele] olehe s

LA 4 ZARE FH A2 ofgt AR A=
g 7MsAdo] oIt Park & Park, 2009). &,

HAA] Ho| =7} s wARof 97 RS
AAA o= AushA ZEAlste] Z2jslr| Hrk= o
ARAIZ7F bz AAZAQ] 3 TAE vlEes
njEAz o7 AHE Aejshy, waha] z}4A19] Al
Jolub WY} dAoks ARE 57842 BA=

™ ME X2|(confirmatory information processing)ol| 0|X|= F&F

fstel Aejgromn 254 Yu A2l APl
HGEPCER R
ojpe] keofis Kotz Al glo] S Ko B 2}
ofx WA o] srafo] Apple] a1zke ¢l AypA o
2 Aplo] I Aol A= Apotzof Aufe 4=
Utk AlRR Aotxdakd Hd(Baumeister,
2002)3} o| 27 WeEke Zo|3h} okA AE3E A
29 zjolzAxYo] TAEH 01x|4 o] B
?lo] A Qs Awst oJakAE] T YU S
o] Agtlo] AAHo|T F4) A=E B3t
Helrrt 2w geo] gk ool kol
(Wheeler et al.,,
2009). whebA] Ahdo] ALZEA] k2 QIA1A A
o] T2 ARollA= A wol 85k= HA
Z] 0] A= AR AL} S| Alujjgl 7sAlo]
2o uhel, 24 T Aol A ol gk 2e
QUM ALTLE R 79w Hejo] Asgt 4= 9
3t HIAAIE k= Zlo] ¥ avhd
202 s & 4 3tk
ol EAS LTS wf A 1 =t g
wsﬂ dolwo ufe} ek
B o

i)

2007; Pocheptsova et al,,

OE!E___’ Z_

_l

ok 1K 7Hg Aelo] AlFHE xozﬂo]c} Olffﬂ
410] Aot o] Azt sk Hus An

Ae]7h o ofFaL Bk (Ditto & Lopez, 1992;
Ditto et al, 1998), Wehr] AH TpE517} o AF
Gl AT BelxHe ARE Held Y
o] B3} wlo] U|sH= AR o AF @

tiBodenhausen & Lichtenstein, 1987; Macrae,
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Table 2. Demographic characteristics of study participants (V = 276)

Variables Frequency %
Male 136 49.3
Gender
Female 140 50.7
20's 70 25.4
30's 69 25.0
Age
40's 71 25.7
over 50’s 66 23.9
Hewstone, & Griffiths, 1993), &, 21X|& A o1 "hH
o] UAISHA ok=, & AL ol HAX|7} AAIE
49 554 4o Al 490l 6 40 5 0 A A X o
wtebd] Aol theo] AT S Bal Wl AR Aok dRRY F 24 Tzkvs, A4 v
AA] ‘irOlFLOﬂ U2 SRR FE AP AP A A1) X HAJA] dom 5 2(1dol e A vs, o]

B yoprh zlokxAxple] iz 4=
Hak g 2] Aol °‘ow S IAPARE N

HT7Hd 3: XIOIREAR H|1Z A&of dlsh o

o
JEoM 2EH HE X2 FEEE

)

ma S5t0} M

E{x] £ E)0| LIEHHS ZEH BIAIX| HHo|=0f ofs

THHOR, HAIX| Hol=T} & 2
A

S
2 X1 D2 MM BEE YE X2 ZEN0| Y
=|
=

T o) 93l AAE Agsiait @Al AR
At AA| Sl RIS BBl A&l AFshs 200
~60t] ¥l 27678 EXlsk o Ay o
F2 afsto] Aot AR =t HAA] Hol
o M 44T F shtof] A st AR
A Ayl Ay 27EAEe] AduzF Adskea(d
d: o9 = 49:51), Ht AHL38.241(SD =
11.83) & YERITH (Table 2) &),

rﬁ:l—ﬂ

S

A8 =it

A2 20189 19 A& 24 dfgkal o] 7l 3
FE7F opE dEo] AR F1toll Al Z1gEG)
o}, AYE FA (1) AokrAatd 1z 2442 9]
s

SRS} (2) B AR He] 2R 9fa T
=2 AE BolxiSelA] Y B}

n
L
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a9 AZE, F0) ARl thek oS AEE 3 A

& AR

XIOF=HXFed 2t fx|

BAZQ AordAbd g Ao ohA HA v

e 27| IAIE AE3F¥tHBaumeister et al,,
1998; DeWall, Baumeister, Gailliot, & Maner,
2008; Wan & Sternthal, 2008; Wheeler et al_,
2007). LsolAE Huo]AE F(Baumeister et
al., 1999)°] g3t HHe =4 SH(DeWall et
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o] G 7IAE AAIRE 5 Ll o7} U wjmich
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W2 o2f20] AFSHA = XHF2 =22 E & SULICH
T2 AME X't 4147t 02 E X+ o A0|ASL T

1T 20
(BB HE 43
AE NI X8 43
ik F-E RPN

= =2 O
ol=xelAlE &= AT
AEX AZUA XYL A
EB C2 syl

Figure 1. Confirmatory information processing task

JoFo Tt OAF 2 ALSH S 717t Alglo] 185t
ek, ol x| ekl that el EHS HaFE

4 G7Iel Aol gt Ao A AFH o= A
45 sjchdolck(Fischer et al., 2005; Frey,
1986). SHAIRE Aol gt A2 7]Eof| ofw] 3
48 Hz=e] el ZAo] o]FojAl= Aol7] whie
off Alotzdxtel o] Gzt Heks| FhEE]
oL, R A Hi== 11 ARt A B
7] whzoll iAoz ThAZte] o] R x| oA}
27 Metoflh= #85h7] offths Aol Q
o}, webA] 7Hge] AL A7 Alolg AlAlsh= A
o] 7§Q1] AP A A} B e = QIR Foke 245}
= Qe ool 2 Atollas RS =9 ¥
ko] | oA A AN A BT oo A of
ol thigh oA A7 S A-8skE, a4 AT
= UIB|A] §aL ol e o] 5= 71 A|=|(AK) St
710l 7HA1AL Q= BAIA A B=rF ARl

AaFE 11X ke Shc,
?ﬂﬁginW~ﬂﬂﬂ
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AlRE & 5 H}‘:’L—E A Zd Bl dido] ot
or} AAS W =S SHATH (Figure 1) D),
ojuff HAEC] A E= Hith= 71 24 2R
(standpoint decision)©] =™, 0]3 E-Aoflx] 4

A -4 *|(decision-consistent) X AA-EYUX]

_L

(decision-inconsistent) AEES FLES}= 7|E0
= Ak

oAt AAe WEl o] HFAS0IAl A%
Aol et Ao FRIE0] A oA HAIR] 670
o il o)A wIAA] 671E A8, ZF HAIA]
= SHA AR 3oF o3 Ei= Eol 3 Aol thgt
Al 7HA] AEE vigo = el =R159] o 327
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Table 3. Examples of message complexity manipulation

A& X 2l(confirmatory information processing)of| 0|X|= F&F

Low Message Complexity High Message Complexity
Manipulation 7| g olslistz| 8olgt Holz 7o, B | TE2EQ 2012t =al7t 032 HolZ sl 22 HolE 4
ZOIS B 510 M2 el HH HIA| Al 5H0] B2 ol HE MIA|
"R TSI AEESH EIE 01F 37| S Rall 71A7180%
"IN THYSILICE HE SEO| EIEEM 3717t ZARH, 37| & YL 5 A( Oz 12.4MS2 1AIZH B
HoRELICE" 7IZX| 25 CHH| HEtolstz ZASIRCH, 7| & & Bttt
A= 765M HopRiEL|Ct”
Examples
"R HTHBILICE Sk XM2] Aol 24F el Jl0] ==8=E
XM HHHEILICE Sl XM2| Ald W20l 2HF7H (OMIELTEISIE, AE-, 285IHE, &3ted, HEHELE,
gk 230, E2HEOIR, AZ2L|0h0| Bt 7|EXI| 200% 0]+
ol sEZ AEEUELICL”

I 710 g FA =1 23Sl e R
Jstqict. ol 12719 WIAJA] = ol = Apof| A
Fe(alvs, A) oz 24T, dolee Al
&Y AA-H(Bradley & Meeds, 2004; Fischer et al.
2008; Lowrey, 2006)5 Halsto] E3f G041}

O] oF SHolA 2&SITE &, HAIA] Hol
A Ak o w7 U] 22k 12712] WAR]

(2w ZFo7)) & ¢ AL, dole- 1 He2
|7t 2 4%9& 2215 12709] WA (R
2 3leich AIF”1 WA A

. h
A S S35 Sles T 3 wjA1A] dol e 22}

AFH D2 M Sk S0 (randomization check)

=
AP 9 2= A8 AHXu et al,, 2012)& AL

sto] “Ag U= oHAIZF B, “AF U 1]t
SHHYER)” 3& 53 A=z ZAslct
(Cronbach’s @ = .70), o] F &2 A =27
U2 AR 9|20 Zpol7} glsA] Eelskar A4
dgdo] AeAlom o]folH=A] E]Iskr] 9t
HHog AY YR Ajo|7t gl Ao R

2
o

|

stiet,

BMIS(Brief Mood Introspection Scale): =2t

2lol(confounding check)
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H 274 A% (Mayer & Gaschke, 1988)& 53l

}-X] 71—;(—] /\]-EH(OHE‘G]— E]—X-]‘GP X}-‘:‘ 61— 0_]7]
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o Aol BEI TolS
ANtk BEHEAL, B7] AAL), T
G oy ), 2

o
A7) SR FAks, 849D, Fe(EY

(IR, U, $EEET, ), ARG
% Al

9.2 A1) 312 TA} A 14

& e 2HN 5 S sl

-1 0
AR nzbof| ofgt 22 HE5-2 A8 A-HXu et al.,
2012)E Farsto] “dul e 27| W2 ofu ]

tHCronbach’s @ = .93).

HIAIX] o= =2 HS

HAJZ] ol eof gt AF 229] 45 055 &
QI57] QI 24} HE-E WA H Aol gt 2
/Rl Zof] sl 8ol BRI, 8ol of#T,
o] AriHaw)”, “Wio] Thesitl )"
9] 4579 78 HAx2 SHBITHCronbach’s
a=.94).
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20) A4l vt AL Pkt ZaFA B
108 HER A5k AFEE “oleiio]
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() e B 37 Bt — (a) 24 A7)
] 2hS AEStel 1L AuhE W 55t BAlo] 3
g3telet, =, W7t A Aol gho] 245
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MEHE L (K Z{A) tHr= —.28, p> 1), o|=24 A=} A &

A
ATE TS SN AU P BRI
4

B HTE B 24519t} 29wl AlgEr Byt BMIS(Brief Mood Introspection Scale)
£l SPAENA A A A TRt Y AR IS 93t e 2] TAZE SRRk B A

2 127H% ThA) ANE T, 2FA H AR Y el RS I3RS dobiy] $I5 BMISE B
82 Qolnil 4O ANE AEA AHFEE o 1 AE 249 A, W] B ue 2

=5 9

skoict o] 7 7RI Fd AR A Ao g I Al AolubA] (St Mung = 2.22(SD

I} Bk R A sf4=e] TS JLate] AR (c) = 0.26), Mazy = 2.22(SD = 0.25), t= .06, p

ZHd A e (d) Wit AR e Qe A4 > D], o|24 & AFolA] SRSt} sh= T

SFATY: IR 254 AHE Ae]of gt Apopr At

2F A AR oA AR Al A FAT FEFol A a1z IA| AAT A= e

S S - [(0) M AE e — (d) M 2 Qlaf HAggh Zlo] oftjekz o] IAE S

4 e ghs Altelar, v A B & skoict,

e A9 [(d) W R Ag - © 2 HE

A 3EE Aldst] 2E AHA w2 E40 &8 X DE =5 AS

stoich &, #ol S5 Hxo W 7€ o/t E e ZV|E B9 A 1 2] Bl SIS 9

it Aok HRE YRS ol vle] A g 22 AF Ay, 2 Bl Y = 2.20

g5l= 7gFo] Atk A oulsiy, oli= AgZ] (SD = 1.12))%c}h 12 et = 4.75(SD =

2o Hwg Ho Frt 1.54)10] AR OZ fofgt J 9] WollAl e 27] 2t
A doles o = QAR AoR Yt
= —15.08, p < .001), o|2# e 27|E 5T A

Znt 2 H 1z 2zpo] AJFAR] Ao gl

APH 2N HIAIX] ho|= =2 S

AP m|2= HAA] 224 B H| A1 2] 8- do= 27t 4=

F A 2 vs, AFAHIZ) O AP T2 F5 SRIgH AT 412 wAIA] o] lEE Fdo] of

£ ERIgh A}, A vl etMag = 3.04 2wl EE Hehit dol e v WA A

(SD = 0.83)]13 22 At May = 3.01(SD = Z¥sh= AoE Yl Myoe 4 = 2.70(SD =
0.90)12] APd TZ2:= Afo]of F-2lgt 2ol 7} ¢l 1.61), Myop= = = 5.02(SD = 2.00), t =—
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Table 4. Two-way analysis of variance (DV: Selective exposure)

Source ss df MS F p
Self-regulatory resource level (A) 41 1 41 42 518
Message complexity (B) 5.22 1 5.22 5.37 .021
(A) x (B) 4.14 1 4.14 4.27* .040
Error 277.88 272
Total 283.21 276

*p < .05

= o] Rof5& Bttt

(two-way ANOVA)= HAISILH | SPSS 21.0
Z2 S ARESH AT

(77K 1) ol ek A A A A 5=t
off theh 28] Fa = SQIEA] Rty
wz = 1.12(8D = 1.46), Man = 1,26(SD =
1.58), F = .50, p > 1. A2 ZEo] tisiA
= 2ERRe] nAlE ATk WERA] kTt
(Muzg = .24(SD = 1.05, My = 30(SD =
1.20), F= 42, p > 1], o|24 Aoz Axe]
Jzho] g 2 5 AT ezl miR= Fgell
ek (71 1) & AIA[BIA] ST (Table 4)

Fan).

jabd

Theo R (AT 2) A At ddF F3tol
sl wIAIA] Holwe] FEaTTF UERbA] oF
WMoz 5 = 1.33(SD = 1.84), Moz . =
1.05(8D = 1.08), F = 2.39, p > .1]. T2+
AR o] tisf] WiAIA] Hol o] a7} g
AL AN Mooy 4 = .10(SD = 1.24), Moy n
= 43(SD = 98), F= 537, p < .05]. °|24
AR Hol w7t =545 oA AR T A5k
R gk AelE] w=Zo] Frlske ko] 1l
wo] (A7 2) 71 FHE A A =] ATk (Table 4)
),

upRako g (AL7HA 3) of] oigt A Axt vt
VA= 13 Fotol gt Abd 1z 42} wA]
A ol o] AT Ag Ak UERA] It F
= 234, p > .1). 9HH, Aotz dA 0] 17to]
AR eZo] n|2)= I wAA] 0] 24
o= A8 YT F = 4.27, p < .05). 74
Hog A9l v] 1z Heho| A= ol ol w2 A
B4 e J o] Zol7t FolsHAl LrEhA] g%k
WMoz 5 = .22(SD = 1.17), Maos » =
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Table 5. Mean and standard deviation (DV: Selective exposure)

Low Message Complexity High Message Complexity
Self-regulatory resource level

M SD M SD

No depletion 22 1.17 .25 .95

Depletion .00 1.29 .67 .98
0.8
0.7
0.6
05

0.4 High Message Complexity
0.3
0.2
0.1
0.0
No Resource Depletion Resource Depletion

Figure 2. Interaction by self-regulatory resource level and message complexity on selective exposure
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2 oP} 2-2UA PRuch o ol PASILA L oAl 2l e TS B

She A= Bt Maom 4 = .00(SD = 1.29), =

Myoiz 5 = .67(SD = 98)I({Table 4), (Table AR} U=

5), (Figure 2) 1), Ao

i)
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Objectives

The purpose of this study was to identify the role of self-regulatory resource depletion and
message complexity as factors that moderate the tendency of confirmatory information
processing.

Methods

We first measured biased assimilation and selective exposure after presenting information
that was consistent or inconsistent with the decision the subject made about candidates in an
election. Next, we confirmed whether this confirmatory information processing was different
according to the level of resource depletion and the level of message complexity.

Results

The interaction effect of resource depletion and message complexity was found for selective
exposure. Specifically, message complexity did not affect selective exposure in the case of no
resource depletion. However, in the case of resource depletion, selective exposure to
decision-consistent information was observed to be stronger when message complexity was
high.

Conclusions

The results show that cognitive bias can be controlled by the level of self-regulatory resources
and message complexity. This study provides important implications for communication
practitioners to reduce biased processing.
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