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ABSTRACT
This article investigates the impact of Opinion Polarization (OP)
in the increasingly popular domain of short video consumption, a
critical component of the contemporary digital landscape with a
significant influence on public opinions and social interactions. We
assess the effect of OP on viewers’ perceptions and behaviors, reveal-
ing that traditional user feedback metrics, such as likes and watch
time, inadequately capture and measure OP. To address this chal-
lenge, our research employs Electroencephalogram (EEG) signals,
introducing an innovative, non-invasive method to evaluate the
neural reactions associated with OP’s influence on perception and
cognition. Our empirical analysis demonstrates OP’s profound im-
pact on viewers’ emotions, manifested through observable changes
in brain activity. Additionally, our results underscore the potential
of using EEG data to predict users’ exposure to polarized short
video content. By exploring the relationship between OP, neural
activity, and viewer behavior, this study offers a novel perspective
on the dynamics of short video consumption and proposes a unique
method for quantifying OP’s effects in this context.

CCS CONCEPTS
• Information systems → Information retrieval; Users and
interactive retrieval; • Human-centered computing → Em-
pirical studies in collaborative and social computing.
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1 INTRODUCTION
In recent years, internet-based social platforms have become in-
creasingly important for the dissemination of information and
the formation of public opinion. However, these platforms have
also been criticized for their role in promoting opinion polariza-
tion [28, 47] across many aspects, including politics [22, 37], health-
care [26], and science [40]. Opinion polarization (OP) refers to
the widening divergence of individuals’ stances on specific issues,
where stances shift from moderate, centrist opinions to more ex-
treme opinions. OP is now recognized as a significant factor in
propagating or even creating biases that can influence decisions
and opinions [1, 47]. For example, Gao et al. [21] revealed that users
on short video platforms often encounter content tailored to spe-
cific polarized opinions, leading to the development of entrenched

and emotionally charged sentiments toward political issues. Asker
and Dinas [3] observed a significant correlation between user’s
emotional intensity and OP in social media.

As the phenomenon of OP becomes more prevalent in the dig-
ital age, existing efforts have been undertaken to understand the
phenomenon of OP by quantifying its strength and mitigating its
effect on societal polarization. Typically, they detect and quan-
tify OP through artificially designed metrics based on clicks or
other behavior signals collected in the logs of internet-based social
platforms. For instance, some studies starting from an individual
perspective argue that greater click entropy on content with similar
opinions indicates stronger OP [7]. Others, approaching from a
group perspective, cluster users based on their behavior signals
on the same items and define the strength of OP according to the
distance between various clustering groups [11]. Based on these
OP measurements, they proposed several methods to alleviate the
potential negative impact of OP, including more exploratory rec-
ommendation systems [5, 6], presenting opposing view [18], and
group discussion [51]. The above studies are limited to using user
behavior metrics as a quantification of OP. Unfortunately, there
is no guarantee that these user behaviors, especially implicit user
behaviors, can directly reflect the effect of OP on human users. For
example, Criss et al. [13] observed that on Twitter 1, users’ click
and like behavior on some polarized content does not necessarily
alter their opinions or attitudes towards the polarization of certain
content. Hence, existing methods for detecting and quantifying
OP may be fraught with inaccuracies and fail to directly reflect
the impact of OP on users. How to understand and quantify OP in
terms of its impacts on users in social media content is still an open
question to the research communities.

To mitigate the issue of solely relying on user behavior met-
rics, some existing qualitative research has delved into the phe-
nomenon of OP by collecting several explicit responses, such as
interviewing [38] and analysis on content posted by individual
users [34]. Their research has demonstrated that OP can affect an
individual’s sentiment [13, 38], affective state [34], and several other
complex cognitive processes regarding a specific topic in social plat-
forms [15]. However, collecting explicit signals requires a lot of
user effort and there is a lack of systematic effort in connecting
explicit signals with OP in a quantitive manner. Few studies have
considered how to utilize these explicit responses to detect and

1https://twitter.com/
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quantify OP, particularly in the context of internet-based social
platforms such as short video streaming platforms and personalized
search engines.

Recently, researchers have attempted to user’s brain signals as a
measurement to understand several concepts in information access
and interaction systems, such as relevance judgment [44, 57], infor-
mation need [45], knowledge state [48], etc. As a portable and eco-
nomical device for collecting brain signals, electroencephalogram
(EEG) has been a widely used neurological measurement for under-
standing users’ perception, attention, memory, and affective state
during information processing. EEG can provide a quantitative mea-
sure of the users’ neural processing of perception and cognition in
real-time, and it can be collected during the task process without
interfering with the user. Therefore, we believe that EEG could com-
plement other behavioral signals and provide important insights
for understanding the connections between short video browsing
and opinion polarization. Hence, EEG is also a potential alternative
to explicit response and behavior signals for understanding user’s
neural processing of content perception in OP scenarios.

In this paper, we aim to predict and quantify the existence of
OP, and explore the relationship between OP and various signals
including user’s behavior signals, explicit responses, and brain
signals, respectively. Specifically, we focus on the following research
questions:

• RQ1:How does opinion polarization in short video browsing
affect users’ sentiment judgment？

• RQ2: How do opinion polarization exposure affect users’
brain signal patterns?

• RQ3: How can we predict the possibility of users’ exposure
to short videos with polarized opinions?

To shed light on these research questions, we conduct a user
study examining the influence of browsing polarized short videos
about different historical personages on human participants. We
conduct a multi-faceted analysis with various user signals collected:
sentiment annotations, behavior signals, and EEG signals collected
during the short video browsing process. Based on the user study,
we reveal that OP has a significant effect on users’ sentiment judg-
ments of the personages. In addition, we also observe a detectable
difference between users’ brain signal response to the video content
of these personages before and after the influence of OP. These
differences in brain activity can be underpinned by various neuro-
scientific factors such as emotions, memory, and attention during
the user’s perception procedures. Finally, we conduct a classifica-
tion experiment using behavior signals, explicit annotations, and
brain signals, as well as their possible combinations to predict a
participant’s exposure to polarized short videos. The experimental
results suggest that quantification and detection of OP based on
explicit responses and brain signals are more accurate compared to
previous methods that relied on implicit behavior signals.

2 METHODOLOGY
In this section, we first present how we selected target personages,
constructed a video set, and designed a video platform for the exper-
iment, as the preliminary part. Then we introduce the procedure of

the whole experiment, followed by Participants and Ethics. Finally,
we present an overview of the dataset 2 we collected.

2.1 Preliminary
2.1.1 Target personages selection. To study how short video brows-
ing could affect people’s opinions, we selected ten historical or
fictional personages based on the following criteria: (1) the person-
ages should be famous or controversial enough so that we could
find short videos with different opinions on them; (2) the person-
ages should not be so popular that participants in our experiments
have already developed strong opinions on the personages by their
own. Specifically, the personages we selected include Thomas Alva
Edison, Cao Cao, Christopher Columbus, Emperor Wu of Han,
Catherine the Great, Walter White, Michael Corleone, Isaac New-
ton, Qin Shi Huang, and Xiang Yu. Detailed information about these
personages is provided in the appendix.

2.1.2 Video set construction. To conduct experiments on short
video browsing, We further constructed a video set regarding the
ten personages for the user study, 16 videos for each personage.
The video set construction involved video collection and annota-
tion processes. Using keyword searches, videos themed around the
target personages were gathered from the Tiktok 3 and bilibili 4.
The principle for selecting videos is (1) the main topic of the video
should focus on the target personage; (2) the video should exhibit
clear polarity (i.e., positive, negative). Each video was meticulously
truncated to a duration of one minute without affecting the key
content of the video.

The videos were categorized into positive and negative polarities
by human annotation. Three experts, recruited via WeChat for their
demonstrated ability to analyze video polarity, participated in the
annotation process. Each video on a Likert scale is annotated rang-
ing from 1 to 5, where 1 represents the most negative opinion, while
5 signifies the most positive opinion. The polarity of the videos was
determined based on the average scores from three experts where
scores above and below 3 denote positive and negative polarity,
respectively. Further details regarding the annotation procedures
are provided in Appendix A.4.

To better simulate short video browsing scenarios and prevent
the participants from identifying the goal of our lab and field studies,
we also included a background video set in our experiments. This
set contains 120 one-minute clips unrelated to the target personages,
each also edited to one minute in duration. Additionally, 40 videos
from the SEED-IV dataset (a well-known dataset for sentiment
analysis)[59], were included and truncated to a one-minute duration.
The final video set comprised three types of videos: positive videos
about target personages (pos-videos), negative videos about
target personages (neg-videos), and clips unrelated to the
personages (distractors).

2.1.3 Platform. To facilitate data collection and mitigate the influ-
ence of habitual use of a single platform, a custom experimental
webpage for video playback was developed for this study. The video
playback interface is shown in Appendix A.1. The webpage can
2The data and code are available in https://github.com/bangdedadi/Understanding-
the-Effect-of-Opinion-Polarization-in-Short-Video-Browsing
3https://www.douyin.com/
4https://www.bilibili.com/

https://github.com/bangdedadi/Understanding-the-Effect-of-Opinion-Polarization-in-Short-Video-Browsing
https://github.com/bangdedadi/Understanding-the-Effect-of-Opinion-Polarization-in-Short-Video-Browsing
https://www.douyin.com/
https://www.bilibili.com/
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Figure 1: The overall procedure of the three-stage user studies. 𝑆1: Participants browsed videos featuring positive or negative
polarity on these 10 personages. Their behavior signals, brain signals, and explicit responses are collected during the video
browsing process or the post-experiment questionnaire. 𝑆2: Participants browsed short videos about these personages posted by
the Platform in a field study lasting 6 days. For each personage, the Platform only recommended videos with either positive
or negative polarity, which acts as a manifestation of OP. 𝑆3: The last stage resembles the procedures in stage 𝑆1. However, it
diverges in the selected videos and the timing of the questionnaire.

collect user interactions, including “likes” and viewing duration.
More details regarding the Platform are provided in the Appendix.

2.2 Procedure
The procedure of our user study is shown in Figure 1. Our experi-
ment contains three stages: pre-study, field study, and post-study.

Pre-study. The goal of the pre-study is to collect participants’
initial opinions and their brain signal patterns when watching
the video of different personages. Specifically, we collected the
participants’ brain signals with an EEG device. In the pre-study
stage, participants were asked to first go through a brief training
process to ensure that they were familiar with the Platform and
understand the experiment procedure. As the experiment officially
started, participants were instructed to stay relaxed throughout the
process and avoid large physical movements or frequent blinking
to minimize potential noise interference with EEG signals.

Each participant was required to watch 40 videos, each lasting
one minute. These 40 videos included 20 videos about specific per-
sonages, which we refer to as the personage-type videos, and 20
extracted from SEED-IV [59] (a well-known dataset for sentiment
analysis), which we refer to as the SEED videos. The SEED videos
serve as “distractors" to prevent the participants from identifying
the goal of our study at the beginning of our experiments, other-
wise, they could manipulate the experiment results intentionally.
Note that, after the whole experiment procedure, we explicitly in-
formed the participants about our experiment objectives and let
them decide whether we could use their data for future analysis
to avoid potential ethical risks. Each personage-type video talks
about one personage, and there were 10 personages involved in our
experiment in total. Specifically, in the pre-study stage, each per-
sonage was associated with two videos: one presenting a positive
opinion and the other a negative opinion. Each video is 60 seconds
in duration. The first 30 seconds are presented, after which users
are allowed to skip the rest of the video via a button click. All par-
ticipants watched the same group of videos, but the order in which
the videos were presented was randomized for each participant.

After the EEG experiment, as depicted in Figure 1, participants
were instructed to complete a questionnaire. The questionnaire
comprised 40 items, with 20 questions about 10 distinct personages.
For each personage, participants were asked to (1) provide a sen-
timent score from 1 (poor impression) to 5 (excellent impression)
for each personage, expressed as "Intuitively, what is your over-
all impression score of [the personage]?" (2) rate their familiarity
from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree) with each personage,
phrased as "Do you consider yourself well-acquainted with [the per-
sonage]?". The remaining 20 questions focus on the content of the
background video and are unrelated to the selected experimental
personages, with the same 1-5 scale. For example, “How would you
rate Jackie Chan’s performance in ‘The Accidental Spy’?". These
distractors help us prevent the participants from identifying the
objective of our experiment and manipulate their responses on
purpose. Questions in the questionnaire are randomized to mitigate
the potential order effect.

Field Study. To investigate the impact of opinion polarization
(OP) on individuals, in the field study, we constructed two types of
environment bias for each personage used in the pre-study stage:
one fostering a positive opinion and the other a negative opinion.
Each of the ten target personages a participant encountered was
randomly assigned with environmental bias. If a personage’s asso-
ciation with a participant falls under the positive/negative opinion
environment, all the videos related to the personage presented to the
participant during the field study would portray a favorable/adverse
stance towards that target personage.

During the field study stage, participants were required to log in
daily to a designated account to browse short videos. Each partic-
ipant was required to watch 30 one-minute videos daily. Among
these videos, 10 videos talked about 10 different target personages,
each conveying either a positive or negative opinion about the re-
spective personage. The remaining 20 videos were unrelated to the
personages, aiming at preventing the participants from focusing
excessively on any single personage and creating a more realistic
information environment. The sequence of these 30 videos was



KDD ’24, August 25–29, 2024, Barcelona, Spain Du, et al.

randomized for each participant. The likes and viewing duration
for each video playback were recorded.

To ensure that participants carefully watched videos in the field
study, each day, a simple question related to the content of that day’s
videos was sent to the participants. The questions were straightfor-
ward and could be answered easily if the participants had watched
the videos. For example, “Have you watched any content related
to ‘The Hulk’? Please describe the main plot". In our experiments,
all participants correctly answered the daily questions. The Field
Study began on the day following the completion of the pre-study
and extended over six days.

Post-study. The post-study consists of a questionnaire and an
EEG experiment. Both steps resemble the procedures elaborated
in the pre-study. The only difference between the pre-study and
the post-study is the timing of the questionnaire. In the pre-study,
questionnaires were given after the EEG experiments, while in
the post-study, they were given before them. This ensured that
any differences observed between the two questionnaires were
attributable solely to the field study and not influenced by the
laboratory studies.

2.3 Participants and Ethics
Our study included 24 participants, who are active users of short
video platforms, with ages ranging from 18 to 25 years. Partici-
pants comprised 13 males and 11 females from various academic
backgrounds, including Computer Science, Environmental Science,
Automation, and Life Sciences. All participants are right-handed
and reported no history of neurological disorders, ensuring unifor-
mity in terms of brain function and manual dexterity for the tasks
involved in the study. Each participant was remunerated approxi-
mately 50 USD for their involvement.

This study has been reviewed and approved by the Department of
Science and Technology Ethics Committee, TsinghuaUniversity(THU01-
20230221). We ensured the experiments were harmless to all par-
ticipants. Participants were required to sign a consent form before
the user study. The consent form detailed the nature and purpose
of the study and emphasized the confidentiality and anonymity of
responses. It also assured participants of their right to withdraw
from the study at any point without any penalty.

2.4 Data Statistics
The collected dataset consists of 24 participants, among which
one participant’s data was discarded for technical issues, yielding
data for 230 user-personage pairs. Each pair includes EEG signals,
behavior responses (i.e., like and duration) while viewing the video
about the specific personage, and sentiment annotations on the
personage.

3 RESULT ANALYSIS
To comprehensively analyze the impact of opinion polarization in
short video contexts, we conducted an analysis in Section 3.1 on
“Explicit Feedback through Annotations”, which includes sentiment
annotations (i.e., sentiment scores collected in the questionnaire)
and behavioral responses (i.e., like rates and viewing duration ra-
tios), and represented the findings in bar graphs. In Section 3.2, we

(a) Sentiment for personages (b) Sentiment for Distractors

Figure 2: Sentiment scores averaged across participants and
personages in pre- and post-polarized environments.

focused on “Implicit Feedback through Brain Signals”. We explored
the connection between opinion polarization and brain activity.

3.1 Questionnaire and External Behaviors
To more comprehensively analyze the impact of opinion polariza-
tion, we examined sentiment annotations through the questionnaire
and analyzed external user behaviors.

3.1.1 Sentiment annotations on personages before and after the field
study. To examine the influence of Opinion polarization (abbre-
viated as OP hereafter) on user sentiment, sentiment scores for
each personage were obtained from participants before and after
the field study through questionnaires, using a five-point Likert
scale. Control sentiment data were also gathered for each distractor,
which consisted of questions about entities not included in the field
study.

The average sentiment scores across participants for all person-
ages in both pre- and post- polarized environments were calculated,
shown in Figure 2. There are two kinds of polarized environments:
i.e., positive and negative. Before exposure to polarized environ-
ments, there is no significant difference in terms of averaged senti-
ment scores between the two environments(i.e., 3.543 and 3.533).
Sentiment scores significantly increased in the positive opinion
environment, rising from 3.543 (Pre Positive, i.e., before exposing to
the positive opinion environments in the field study) to 3.714 (Post
Positive, i.e., after exposing to the positive opinion environment in
the field study). Conversely, in the negative opinion environment,
scores notably decreased, dropping from 3.533 (i.e., Pre Negative) to
3.148 (i.e., Post Negative). On the other hand, the sentiment scores
of background video (i.e., the distractors), showed no significant
change before and after the study. These observations indicate that
the polarized environment could significantly affect users’ senti-
ment judgment towards personages.

To illustrate the impact of OP on the sentiment judgment of
different personages, we computed the change in sentiment scores
pre- and post-exposure to the polarized environment (i.e., before
and after the field study) for each personage. We found a significant
difference (p=0.0153 < 0.05) in sentiment change between positive
and negative environments. As shown in Figure 3, for personages
Christopher Columbus (CHC), Thomas Alva Edison (TE), Xiang Yu
(XY), Isaac Newton (IN), Cao Cao (CC), Catherine the Great (CG),
Qin Shi Huang (QSH), and Walter White (WW), pos-environment
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Figure 3: Difference of sentiment score collected pre- and post-environment for different personages and distractors, averaged
across participants. CHC, TE, ..., and MC are the abbreviations of the ten selected personages. Distractor indicates the average
score across all distractors for the experimental control.

(a) Pos-videos (b) Neg-videos

Figure 4: Averaged like rate for videos with positive (Pos-
videos) or negative opinions (Neg-videos).

cause a positive sentient change, and neg-environment cause a
negative sentiment change. However, personages Emperor Wu of
Han (EWH) and Michael Corleone (MC) exhibit different senti-
ment changes in positive and negative environments, respectively.
Further, an analysis of three experts’ annotations on video opin-
ions showed varying consistency scores (i.e., kappa scores) among
personages. Notably, Emperor Wu of Han (EWH) and Michael Cor-
leone (MC) demonstrated lower consistency than other personages,
possibly accounting for their anomalous sentiment changes. De-
tails of video annotation consistency scores for all personages are
included in Appendix A.4.

3.1.2 Behavior Response during short video browsing. We analyzed
the collected behavioral data, including likes and viewing durations.
The like rate and viewing duration ratio are calculated as follows:

Like Rate =
# Liked videos

# Videos
(1)

Viewing Duration Ratio =
Total Viewing Time

# Videos × Duration per Video
(2)

Figure 4 illustrates a significant decline in the like rate when
users, following exposure to either positive or negative opinion
environments, watch videos with both positive and negative opin-
ions. This indicates a diminished user interest in monothematic
videos. A comparison of the two polarized environments’ impacts
revealed no significant difference in the like rates between positive

(a) Pos-videos (b) Neg-videos

Figure 5: Averaged viewing duration ratio for videos with
positive (Pos-videos) and negative opinion (Neg-videos).

and negative influences. This might suggest that like data, tradi-
tionally used as a behavioral metric, are less effective in probing
OP’s impact on users

As shown in Figure 5, the viewing duration ratio, averaged for
positive and negative polarity videos, ranges from 0.5 to 1.0 minute,
as the users are allowed to skip a video after 0.5minutes and the total
duration of each video is 1 minute. From Figure 5, we observe that
post-exposure to a positive opinion environment, the viewing dura-
tion ratio for both positive and negative opinion videos marginally
decreased. In summary, relative to sentiment score graphs, the
viewing duration ratio did not exhibit a notable difference in the
influence of positive versus negative opinions on users.

Answer to RQ1: Sentiment score analysis reveals that opinion
polarization significantly influences user sentiments, making them
more aligned with the prevailing opinions of the environment. On
the other hand, the user behavior data (like and viewing duration)
has a relatively smaller effect associated with polarized environ-
ments. This implies that sentiment scores potentially offer a more
accurate reflection of the impact of OP than conventional behavioral
metrics.

3.2 Brain Signals
3.2.1 Neural Correlates of Opinion Polarization in EEG. To inves-
tigate the relationship between EEG signals and opinion polariza-
tion, we calculated the Pearson correlation coefficients between the
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Figure 6: Pearson correlations between opinion polarization and differential entropy (DE) in EEG frequency bands: delta (0.5-4
Hz), theta (4-8 Hz), alpha (8-13 Hz), beta (13-30 Hz), and gamma (30-50 Hz) during the laboratory study. A white circle represents
a significant correlation (p < 0.05) between DE features and OP environments. Panel (a) illustrates the electrode brain regions.

Figure 7: The Pearson correlations of the opinion polar-
ization with DE in different frequency bands grouped by
like data (like or view without like, a-f) and viewing dura-
tion (long or short, g-m).

Differential Entropy (DE) feature of EEG and the OP for each user-
video pair. Specifically, we assessed the correlation between OP
environments (positive or negative) in the field study and the EEG
signals collected during the post-study. For each user-video pair, we
averaged the DE feature across all frequency bands and electrodes
and then computed the Pearson correlation coefficients [23, 50].

Figure 6 (b-f) presents the correlations betweenOP environments
and DE. In the delta frequency band, a relatively strong positive cor-
relation exists between positive OP environments and EEG signals,
suggesting that positive environments may enhance low-level EEG
activity in the Delta band. Conversely, negative OP environments
are associated with a strong negative correlation in the Delta band
with EEG signals. Existing research has highlighted an increase in
delta wave activity in the frontal lobe during unconsciousness [36].
This indicates that after experiencing positive OP environments,
when users are exposed to videos of the same personage again, the
unconscious part of their brain activity is relatively more engaged.

We observed that positive OP environments generally exhibit a
strong negative correlation with EEG signals in the gamma band.
The gamma band has been recognized as crucial for learning and
memory processes [24] and has also been correlated with medita-
tion [33]. This suggests that after exposure to negative OP environ-
ments, when users view videos on the same personage again, the
emotional response activities may be more active than exposure to
positive OP environments.

3.2.2 Neural Correlates of Opinion Polarization in EEG with behav-
iors. To explore the impact of behavioral data on the correlation

between OP and EEG, brainwave signals were categorized based on
’likes’ received and viewing duration. Videos were classified into
two categories: those with a viewing duration ratio above 0.9 as long
viewing duration, and those below 0.9 as short viewing duration.
This method yielded two balanced data sets, with an approximate
ratio of low to high viewing duration sets being 10:9.

Analysis of Figure 7 (a-f) revealed a notable increase in the
positive correlation between the different frequency bands of OP
environments and EEG signals in the “like” group. This implies
that for videos receiving likes in post-study, stronger EEG signals
across multiple frequency bands are observed after positive OP en-
vironments. Significantly, correlations were found in the prefrontal
and frontal lobe region of the theta band, an area linked to the
generation and processing of emotions [19].

As shown in Figure 7 (g-m), grouping the data by viewing du-
ration yielded similarly significant results. In the long viewing
duration group, a majority of electrodes in the delta band, mainly in
frontal and temporal regions, showed a notable positive correlation,
while the gamma band showed significant negative correlations.
Long viewing durations suggest a higher willingness to watch [41].
For short viewing durations, significant correlations were observed
in the theta band, especially in the prefrontal and frontal regions.

Answer to RQ2: Our study found that EEG signals and exposure
to OP are intricately linked, with significant correlations in the
Delta and Gamma frequency bands. Positive OP is associated with
increased Delta band activity, suggesting enhanced unconscious
brain activity. In contrast, negative polarization correlates with
increased activity in the Gamma band, indicating more active recall
and emotional responses. Furthermore, behavioral data (i.e., ‘likes’
and viewing duration) significantly influence these correlations.
Videos receiving more likes or with longer viewing duration show
stronger EEG correlations, indicating that user preferences and
engagement levels play a crucial role in detecting the impact of
OP.

4 OPINION POLARIZATION DETECTION
Motivated by the observed correlation between OP and user signals,
we further investigate to what extent OP can be detected with those
signals and address RQ3. This section first elaborates on the task
formalization and experiment setup of the proposed OP detection
task, followed by studying the effect of various user signals, includ-
ing sentiment judgment, behavior responses, and brain signals, in
OP detection.
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4.1 Task Formalization
To investigate ways to mitigate opinion polarization, especially in
the context of specific topics or personages, it is essential to have
a reliable method for determining the prevailing type of opinion
polarization, be it positive or negative [35]. Consequently, we for-
malize the detection of OP as a binary classification problem. We
utilize various user signals, including sentiment judgment, behavior
responses, and brain signals as input, aiming to predict whether
users experience a positive or negative polarity (i.e., the direction
of OP) regarding a particular topic.

In each participant and personage pair (e.g., participant A and
personage Michael Corleone), we designed a setting to reflect pos-
itive opinion polarization. During the field study, participant A
was consistently shown videos positively depicting Mike. For this
specific pair, participant A’s EEG and behavioral responses were
recorded while watching Mike-themed videos in both pre-study
and post-study phases. Additionally, sentiment scores regarding
Mike, collected at two different points in the sentiment collection
phase, were incorporated. The assigned label for this data pair was
“0”, indicative of positive opinion polarization.

4.2 Experimental Setup
4.2.1 Feature selection. We have implemented three input user sig-
nals and their combinations as distinct input features: (1) Behavior
response Collected in our platform, including “liking” and “viewing
duration ratio”. (2) EEG features in terms of Differential Entropy
(DE) collected at every electrode across five passbands, following
themethod described in Appendix A.2. (3) Explicit response in terms
of sentiment scores, on a five-point scale (1-5), collected from two
questionnaires. In our predictive modeling, feature selection was
essential due to the substantially larger dimensions of EEG features
compared to others. For each user-personage pair, we included four
EEG features. These features consist of EEG signals collected during
four specific conditions: viewing a positive/negative video (denoted
as pos-videos and neg-videos) in the pre-study/post-study. The
dimensionality of each EEG feature was 30 * 62 * 5 (i.e., #time win-
dows * #electrodes * #bands). To leverage the most effective EEG
features, we selected the alpha frequency band, which is closely
associated with emotions and cognitive functions [31]. We utilized
the “FPz” EEG feature, located at the foremost part of the frontal
lobe. The frontal lobe is intricately linked with emotional regu-
lation and higher cognitive functions [14], making it more likely
to reflect the impact of Opinion Polarization (OP). To represent
user-personage level information, we averaged each feature over
time (i.e., average (30,62,5) to (62,5)), followed by the selection of
specific frequency bands and electrodes.

4.2.2 Classification Model. In our research, we explored various
classical models before ultimately selecting the XGBoost model [8],
recognized for its unique characteristics and benefits. XGBoost, an
acronym for eXtreme Gradient Boosting, represents an advanced
application of gradient boosting algorithms. It utilizes an ensemble
method that sequentially constructs decision trees, each correcting
the errors of its predecessor, thereby enhancing the model’s accu-
racy. This method’s flexibility is evident in its applicability to both
regression and classification tasks.

Table 1: Performance of OP prediction by using different
input features and their combinations.

Input Features ACC F1 AUC

Like 0.552 0.682 0.533
Duration 0.547 0.606 0.520
Behavior (Like+Duration) 0.497 0.553 0.505
Sentiment 0.592 0.608 0.662
EEG 0.641 0.682 0.672
Sentiment+EEG 0.622 0.657 0.677
Like+EEG 0.627 0.668 0.670
Like+Sentiment 0.607 0.656 0.630
Like+Sentiment+EEG 0.647 0.687 0.687

Our decision to employ XGBoost was influenced by its consis-
tently strong performance and stability across diverse datasets.
Notably, XGBoost excels in efficiency and effectiveness, aligning
seamlessly with the specific requirements of our study. The high
cost and time constraints associated with EEG data collection re-
sulted in a relatively limited set of features. Consequently, we re-
frained from employing more complex models. Future research
could potentially expand the dataset and explore the application of
more sophisticated models.

4.2.3 Data Splitting Protocol. In Section 4.1, we clearly defined
the relationship between each feature type and user-personage
pair and used these features to construct our dataset. This process
yielded data for 230 user-personage pairs. We then aggregated
these datasets and applied a five-fold cross-validation method to
randomly split the data into training and test sets. Averaging the
results from the test sets enhanced the reliability of our findings.

4.3 Results
The classification results are detailed in Table 1, evaluated using
metrics such as the Area Under the Curve (AUC), F1 Score (F1), and
Accuracy (ACC) [29].

First, when relying solely on individual behavioral metrics (i.e.,
like or viewing duration), the prediction performance was notably
weak, with AUCs only reaching 0.533 (like) and 0.520 (duration).
Combining likes and viewing duration features unexpectedly led
to a decline in performance. This phenomenon might be explained
by overfitting or the irrelevancy of combined features. Regardless,
these AUC performances are marginally better than the 0.5 baseline
which represents random chance, indicating that individual behav-
ioral metrics have limited effectiveness in predicting the exposure
to OP.

Second, using EEG signals as a standalone feature yielded supe-
rior predictive results compared to traditional behavioral features.
AUC reached 0.672, F1 Score was 0.682, and ACC stood at 0.641, all
indicating considerable improvements over behavioral-based pre-
dictions. This demonstrates EEG’s effectiveness in predicting users’
exposure to different types of polarized short videos. Furthermore,
sentiment annotations independently used as features, showed en-
hanced performance compared with behaviors. As a form of explicit
feedback, the AUC performance of sentiment annotations (0.662)
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is close to that of EEG (0.672), but its ACC (0.592) and F1 scores
(0.608) are not as high as those of EEG.

Further, combining EEG and like features (we use like instead of
the combination of the like and duration for better performance),
surpassing the results obtained using only behavioral (i.e., like)
features in ACC (from 0.552 to 0.627) and AUC (from 0.533 to
0.677). Combining EEG and sentiment features also showed better
performance than using sentiment alone, with an ACC of 0.622, an
F1 score of 0.657, and an AUC of 0.677. Moreover, the combination
of like and sentiment produced better performance in ACC (0.607)
than using like (0.552) or sentiment (0.592) alone.

Last, a combination of like, sentiment, and EEG features led to
the best performance, with an ACC of 0.647, an F1 score of 0.687,
and an AUC of 0.687. The high performance reflects a significant
likelihood of accurately predicting the exposure to OP. Combined
results demonstrate that EEG features substantially contribute to
predicting exposure to OP.

Answer to RQ3: The experimental findings in the polarity classi-
fication task indicate that EEG signals, along with explicit responses
(i.e., sentiment annotations), can be effectively utilized to classify po-
larity. This method demonstrates superior performance compared
to traditional behavioral information. Additionally, the integration
of EEG and explicit responses with behavioral data can further
enhance the performance of polarity classification.

5 RELATEDWORK
5.1 Opinion Polarization
Opinion Polarization refers to the increasing divergence in view-
points among individuals or groups in society on specific issues,
resulting in distinct clusters of opinions. This concept, explored in
depth by McCoy et al., 2018 [39], is often discussed in the context
of "Us" versus "Them," categorizing people into groups based on
their opinions. This polarization includes not just varying opinions,
but also how individuals align with opposing opinion groups, as
explained by Koudenburg and Kashima, 2021 [32], and Turner and
Hogg, 1987 [25]. Theoretical and empirical studies, like those by
Esteban and Ray, 1994 [20], and Duclos et al., 2004 [17], have fo-
cused on the psychological distances within opinion distributions
and their impact on societal dynamics and conflicts.

In the short video scenario, X Cheng et al., 2007 [9] found that
videos have strong correlations with each other on YouTube5. YH
Wang et al.,2017 [52] analyzed the characteristics and causes of
the internet community of short video platforms. X Cheng et al.,
2009 [10] explored the clustering in social networks for short video
sharing. Y Gao et al., 2023 [21] found that the gathering of users
into homogeneous groups dominates online interactions on Douyin
and Bilibili (two leading short video platforms in China). Xinyue
Cao et al., 2021 [4] found that the narrative of short videos could
promote brand attitude. However, there is a lack of research on
the effects of polarized video environments, as measured by EEG
signals.

5https://www.youtube.com/

5.2 User Signals in IR
In Information Retrieval (IR), user signals play an important role in
enhancing the effectiveness and accuracy of IR systems via methods
such as user intent modeling [55], relevance feedback [54, 57], and
click models [12]. User signals in IR can be broadly categorized into
two groups, explicit signals and implicit signals. Implicit signals are
indirect indications of user preferences or behavior, inferred from
their behaviors such as clicks [54], dwell time [43], eye-tracking [2],
etc. Explicit signals are direct and clear indications of user prefer-
ences or intentions, such as search queries entered into a search
engine, likes or ratings to recommended items, etc.

Among the user signals in IR, EEG signals have recently demon-
strated remarkable capabilities in understanding user interactions
in IR systems across various settings. For example, detecting cog-
nitive activities [42, 49], understanding information need [45, 46],
and predicting relevance judgment [57, 58]. Differently from tra-
ditional implicit signals and explicit signals, EEG signals are not
easily categorized as either explicit or implicit signals, because they
are collected implicitly but directly reflect the user’s mental activity.
Existing research has shown its superiority over traditional implicit
signals in terms of accuracy [58].

This paper explores the effectiveness of various user signals
in the context of OP. Conventionally, behavior signals, especially
clicks as implicit signals and likes as explicit signals are collected
to measure and quantify OP. However, these signals, as merely
external manifestations of OP,might fall short of providing evidence
of the impacts of OP on a user’s cognitive perception of items on
social platforms. This paper further explores OP utilizing explicit
responses related to sentiment, along with feedback based on EEG
responses.

6 DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS
Understanding the effect of opinion polarization in short video
browsing is crucial for shaping public opinion [56], guiding content
strategies, and promoting healthier online environments [15]. To
our best knowledge, this is the first work to study the impact of OP
in short video browsing with EEG and sentiment annotations. We
carried out a three-stage user study aimed at gathering explicit and
implicit feedback from users during short video browsing. These
feedbacks included EEG data, sentiment annotations, and behav-
ioral data (i.e., like and duration). Furthermore, we analyzed the
data collected from this user study to address the three RQs.

The contribution of our paper can be summarized as follows: (1)
We found that OP exposure significantly affected user sentiments
toward specific personage in short video browsing scenarios. With
so many popular video platforms nowadays, this may influence
the broader societal perspective towards specific personages and,
further, towards certain political issues or personages. (2) We iden-
tified correlations between EEG signals and the direction of OP.
This suggests that EEG can serve as a novel method for detecting
exposure to OP, revealing implicit impacts that users themselves
might not be aware of. (3) We utilized EEG and sentiment features
to predict the exposure to OP, with better performance than using
behavior features. The performances are amazing with the small
scale of the data and the relatively simple method. It indicates that

https://www.youtube.com/
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the paradigm we established for collecting EEG, sentiment score,
and behavioral data to detect exposure to OP is effective.

Several limitations guide exciting directions for future work: (1)
The scale of participant involvement in our study was constrained.
We recruited 24 participants for both field and laboratory studies,
primarily due to the substantial costs associated with EEG data
collection. Future work could employ a similar paradigm to collect
larger-scale EEG and sentiment data, and we can expect improved
performance. (2) There is a gap between users viewing the videos
we provide and their everyday experiences. This persists despite
our efforts to design a video browsing webpage tailored to users’
electronic devices and to incorporate distractor videos. (3) The
methodology employed in this study for predicting the exposure to
OP is relatively straightforward, employing more complex models
could potentially enhance the performance.
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A SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL
A.1 Platform
To approximate real-world conditions, the webpage is suitable for
both mobile phones and laptops. The webpage is developed us-
ing PHP language, a widely used open-source, general-purpose
scripting language that is particularly suited for web development.
As shown in Figure 8, the webpage’s playback interface primarily
features a video frame. To the right, there is a "Next" button, and to
the left, a "Previous" button. Below, there is a button for ’liking’ the
video. Each user logs into the webpage with their unique account,
enabling them to watch videos customized for them.

Figure 8: Screenshot of the webpage platform’s playback
page (zoom in for details).

A.2 Neuroscience analytics method
During the pre-study and post-study, continuous collection of Elec-
troencephalogram (EEG) physiological signals was conducted on
each participant. In this study, we utilized a 64-channel Quik-Cap
(Compumedics NeuroScan) for EEG signal acquisition, with elec-
trode placement following the International 10-20 system [27]. The
collected EEG data underwent preprocessing for further analysis,
which included re-referencing to the average mastoid, baseline cor-
rection, low-pass filtering at 50 Hz, high-pass filtering at 0.5 Hz,
and artifact removal [30].

To utilize EEG data as features for training our model, as re-
quired in the experiments of Chapter 4, we opted for Differential
Entropy (DE) characteristics. Differential entropy (DE) is a crucial
tool in assessing EEG signals [16]. The computation of DE began
with estimating the power spectral density (PSD), denoted as 𝑃 (𝑓 ),
where 𝑓 represents frequency. This estimation was conducted using
Welch’s method [53], which employs a moving window technique.
The length of this window was set to twice the inverse of the fre-
quency band’s lower limit, with the system operating at a sampling
rate of 1000 Hz. We calculated DE as follows:

𝐷𝐸 = −
∫

𝑃 (𝑓 ) log(𝑃 (𝑓 )) 𝑑 𝑓 (3)

A.3 Personage Introductions
We selected Thomas Alva Edison, Cao Cao, Christopher Columbus,
Emperor Wu of Han, Catherine the Great, Walter White, Michael

Corleone, Isaac Newton, Qin Shi Huang, and Xiang Yu as person-
ages for the experiment. The introductions to these personages are
shown in Table 2. The familiarity of the participants with these
personages was investigated through a questionnaire in the pre-
study and post-study. Before exposure to Opinion Polarization (OP),
participants had a moderate level of familiarity, averaging a score
of 2.8 on a scale from 1 to 5. Post-exposure, this average familiarity
score increased to 3.2.

Table 2: Brief introductions of the historical and fictional
personages selected in our experiment.

Name Introduction

Thomas Alva Edison Prolific American inventor, cred-
ited with developing the light bulb,
phonograph, and motion picture
camera, significantly impactingmod-
ern life.

Cao Cao A prominent warlord and statesman
at the end of the Eastern Han dy-
nasty in ancient China, known for
his military and political acumen.

Christopher Columbus An Italian explorer in the 15th cen-
tury, credited with the discovery of
the Americas while searching for a
new route to Asia.

Emperor Wu of Han The seventh emperor of the Han dy-
nasty in China, known for his mili-
tary conquests and the expansion of
the Chinese empire.

Catherine the Great Empress of Russia in the late 18th
century, renowned for her expansion
of the Russian empire and domestic
reforms.

Walter White A fictional character from the TV se-
ries "Breaking Bad," a high school
chemistry teacherwho turns to cook-
ing methamphetamine.

Michael Corleone A fictional character in "The Godfa-
ther" movie series, transforms from a
reluctant outsider to a ruthless mafia
boss.

Isaac Newton A key figure in the scientific rev-
olution, an English mathematician,
physicist, and astronomer, known
for his laws of motion and gravity.

Qin Shi Huang The founder of the Qin dynasty and
the first emperor of a unified China,
famous for the Terracotta Army and
the Great Wall.

Xiang Yu A prominent military leader and po-
litical figure in ancient China during
the late Qin dynasty, known for his
role in the Chu–Han Contention.
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A.4 Video Annotations and Consistency Scores
The annotation guideline: Please rate the character’s opinion in
the video on a scale from 1 to 5, reflecting its polarity. A score of 1
corresponds to a pessimistic evaluation, while a score of 5 signifies
an optimistic evaluation. Scores 2 and 4 represent moderately nega-
tive and positive evaluations, respectively, and a score of 3 denotes
neutrality.

Fleiss’ Kappa is a statistical measure used to assess the reliability
of agreement among a fixed number of raters when they assign
categorical ratings to several items or classify items. Fleiss’ Kappa
scores calculated for each personage are shown in Table 3:

Table 3: Fleiss’ Kappa Values for Various Personages

English Name Fleiss’ Kappa

Thomas Alva Edison 0.402
Cao Cao 0.570
Christopher Columbus 0.728
Emperor Wu of Han 0.251
Catherine the Great 0.553
Walter White 0.417
Michael Corleone 0.270
Isaac Newton 0.483
Qin Shi Huang 0.383
Xiang Yu 0.321


	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Methodology
	2.1 Preliminary
	2.2 Procedure
	2.3 Participants and Ethics
	2.4 Data Statistics

	3 Result Analysis
	3.1 Questionnaire and External Behaviors
	3.2 Brain Signals

	4 Opinion polarization detection
	4.1 Task Formalization
	4.2 Experimental Setup
	4.3 Results

	5 related work
	5.1 Opinion Polarization
	5.2 User Signals in IR

	6 Discussions and conclusions
	References
	A SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL
	A.1 Platform
	A.2 Neuroscience analytics method
	A.3 Personage Introductions
	A.4 Video Annotations and Consistency Scores


