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SfHNIET- 244255

GIVIZT (Abstract)

f3fored awa S IR FHSTT & A [k 7 garsil & oo GHTHH 1 597 1 Teaqul &7
T gRafda a7 81 gule &u @ gRar, fagras 37 Tgg, GaraR-uF, Salfdo auT Iaiad G187
TTANAT FHABIT & JIRT HfNHBT 8 & Talld TddrT TGHT F Instagram, YouTube, WhatsApp,
Facebook 3% X 518 TIHIfores HTeqd gaTsfl @1 Aei-ilad Qe [aar-1aa%f e sk GeHifia & 77
STV FGT7 B V6 &/ WG SfeqqT FT I8 [giaenard] e & G Hisar 3ugiT i oias
TEYIFIGT & & Gae/ BT HFIHE 3= BT 81 e B ¥ HST1 39g17 Isiiaes qrH & qadb,
TTHd® TRReH ] [SToee TIERd], JTSTIad® T H-Teg AT7iided Ge LTIl aaT 3B Toa-ila®
TEUIfar o8 gg@ 7 &1 G [Far 7 81 e & faw 300 Ry smE #1 ve
BIcqIAB illustrative TH7T Trad % Gﬂ??% Gla=Ia, H1eq, Hia [d5ci, Pearson correlation ToT multiple
regression oG TIBIHBIT FUHNTT BT TTTNT 13547 7197 81 f3T9TT @ FeTd illustrative pattern 7 GireT
HiSar FTFT SR ITTHlaE G T F T GENIHE Ga¢ T TTTad TG AR TTHaE
TEHINTT & ST SOeTHd Hgd g [3ETE a1 81 HegT T TeHIdr sitbag agyiiar
ot GBRIES &7 T Galed fa@rg el g1 Regression analysis T IoTHila® TrReed] JToHlad T
Tqb, ToTHa® Tal 1S FeRaT I TR HSTr STa1T TT-Hiae TEHIfia & Teaqul statistical
predictors & &7 & 7 3i1d 81 @y, e Hisar FuaiT ik Tohias GeHfiar & & das &1
BRUTHE T¢ & &7 5 WIBIN Hv1 5 1%17 longitudinal 3fYd] experimental evidence BT AHTIGHAT 5’?77? /
ST Y eT: 39 FIT TR T 3l & 135 Gt ST el ATiads Garfi vl 7 Heaaqul Jreqs 8
INg 5GH] THITINTTT [SIHeeT FeRd], Ga-T &1 Juiad] Aa-iiae aal Sk THd TR TeHIiar o
FRE] G [T B 81

Keywords: T HST] Iolad GHIGHIHR0, [QYEegad] ©1F, Joaiad TeHdiia, JTadiae
TN, 1810 IR, gal

1. uf=g

i THTSTEHRUT 98 Tdd Ufehar 8 forres [renm § afad Ioiitfads saawT, IeTifdds JRuTah,
e, faamy, Traarst sk ArRe Yfsrst & IR I vd eRH fasRa o 31 IRuRes &
& TG AH 8§l fhq fefed daiia iR I Aol & dig fawaRr 3 39 Ufshan &1 Ui &t
eyl ®U  ged faar 81 3111 a1 o Ierifads Ja-rel & Fferg urcesdl 781 €, afwp 3 ITorife
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It P Wor, T A, I W UAfhar ¢, gaf B 3R W TRl R B4 & Fiohd yfte Frd
g1 g Hifsar @emid o Instagram, YouTube, Facebook, WhatsApp 3R X A ISHfad TR B 3w
aRd, gl 3R sia-frareres smma 8 | fayfaenadt 3 54 uRad & Heayuf yriier § wifs a fefea
TH-1h BT ATUH IUANT T § 3R 1Y 8 I FRI&T & SRA AT, e Td AN g1 & ufd
3t Trg AR Bva §1 URdl fayfemad sE W by Tu srepmEl § Srrer Wifga B werife
THHRY, TS TG 3R ISTHIdd SRe el & Hgayul H1ed & 0 8 @] T/ 5|

e Hifgar Jaifde THSIGRU B H3 WRI W GHIfAd &R Tabal g1 Ugdl, I8 garsit &l
TSI THER Td ARG ge-1sl dd @Rd Ugd UeM dxdl o | guvl, fafte Ieifas faart ¢k
el R Sffars Taf garsft o erifae gaer 3R eI fufor & guifad R Tt 81 dvw, fefoea
WY AR JIoHId® TEHRTAT—SR ISHifdd TR Jrgn &A1, fewoht &=, sifarg siftamt o
I &1, eI Tg! & S 9t feforea anfaetell &1 T H—a 3fawR Iuds FR1d & | 39&
H yrfieR, S-S & Fguifiar ok Smerie Tfafalial @ oft Sis 9ol 31 siag iy & i
e IuTT 3R e FeHIRIAT & ol THRIES Ty & gAT0T fid §, dfe Tt sieqg=t & g8
ey JHAM ¥U I Aolgd T WiRTHI U ¥ HedYU! et 6T &1 Boulianne & Nel-[Izawor # 36 sreagl
! qHteT & SR GBI 0Te HRIAS UTT T, Afds A od 8 Gikegeta ©u 9 Agaqy! 3; 389
g Tobd firetd § T Tiwrat Hifear 3R Iomifae JeHTRId & & B Hact TreT HRUT-URUTH Fae AT
3fea 78t 81 YR T 7 +f fayfaenernd st & St Gwra difsan ok Iorifde Jewifiar R My §¢
@1 81 IR0l & o, IR fayfaemadt Sl W Instagram-Hiad sreag= = Ieifaed Tfafafer sk
JRAfAD JIoHITdD FEHRIT & S T8 B THSH BT YA fhar g1 3 THR, HRA BE R fbu 71U
U Fd&ur # Giere HifSar & IoHifae THRRT 3R I SITReddT & o1 ITUANT &1 3reg fapan
1, S Aorifad faemri @ sfi-are sifieafd iR Ieifae Tg! ¥ e/ # eTdd HH TgHTRId
ot T 312 | BT & YR Sl | e THTSIHR &1 deardt Udpid R+t e fear mar g1 fady
0 J gaT o & uRaR 3R e TR S URURS JASIHRUT BT & FIY-T1Y WhatsApp,
Instagram ﬁYouTubeﬁmWWW-ﬂWWﬁ%W@%l ERf
e & wRqa sierae “fayfaenerdt st A wmiie wrew Td Ieifae aguiar &1 I
A" IR HSAT &S IJUART, ASHIcres a1 Wi, IASHIdD SRS, Moidd gy qur
TS 3R 3BT ASHITad THIRIAT & S oY BT HIHATHD L B BT YT Dl § | 3T
BT B I g IHA ¢ T Ryfaarerht oE & & e @ifar &1 Iuhh fBg geR oD
TSRO B UfshadT T ST 8 3R 1 M Trera Hifsar Iuah Iemifaes weHiiar & faftrs wuf 3
Tefa B

MY IY

fayfaarad o=t & Troie Aregdl & SN SR AS-Ifdes T & ofd F1 Yey § 9uT Sra Hifsar
3T T GeT Td TdTe 31 IsTifcies THTSNDHR b fobg AT dep TuIfdd Rl 87

MY FI IRBATE

H,: 9YH TRE-1-[3yfaenerit ol & Irwa Hifsar SuaivT & TR 3R 30! AeHifde eI & TR
¥ o Oife I U ¥ Tgayuf ¥ey g

H,: fga uRReeamr-oHifas Il & o S difsar &1 siftie ot oA ard fayfaemerd a&t
I SREHT BT TR 31 ST B ga-l § Hedyul U J 31 g
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H3: et URS IS SR d], fSfored HeRdT SR eifad i § TgHTiTar fayfaemet st
DI e WA snemd orifad TeHIRTdT &) Agayul ®0 ¥ THIfad &d g

MY DT AT -39 YT B Hed Ps TR IR W1 o bl g

o a3l F AeHifae guEiEe F e H-gar diedite Taw & Hgayul qmifoe ud
I gew § | e Wfear 3 garstt & Ieifae 79, faar At eiR IeHifae sifteafad
¥ T AR I BT §1 TURIT Tg 31890 YA Ao THTONHRUN BT Feerdt Thid b
T H IRt g

o fayfemed Rien & oo A-fufaerca Sad shoenfie Riem yem w3 ard G e 8, sfep
q AR a1, THINS IWRGIIE 3R Abdities el & b & Hg@yul $g ¢l eaT I
g qHgH T geradl fid Iad ¢ & fefoea mrem o &t Ieifas auer stk ArRe wgyiiar
I 5 THR 93 7

o dEditae FgHIRET & HeH H-IoHifde FeHifiar dad daaH d® ifid 781 g1 e
=], Joifae It aren w1, fefoed st & Ui A, Ioifas WeHl T8 8k
et Tgl W AR srad &1 ot sy Ieifas TgHiar & Heayul U §1 I8 3ieqa=
3 fafia Sl &1 U A1y G- | Ygrd gRT |

o fERrea amfvea & de A-dixa MHifear garsit & Aoifaes TSR 96 S Ugd UaH
HRT 8, A1 3¥P 1Y misinformation, selective exposure 3R echo chambers St ﬂ:ﬁﬁﬂﬁlﬂ-ﬁ
St 8| 3oy Ierifads Tguifiiar & wry feforee werar &1 sreag= W agayuf 81 orar g1

3G B ATl

A fefoed araraRur § IAeFifads YerT Ui FHRA 3R I R e &1 & URURS adid) &
uRad oman B fayfaeradt = Owra MHifear & Fafd Iuaiedl § SR SN I AHifade
TSRO &1 Ueh Hedyu! fow fefored araravur & ufed 81 Udhdl 81 39 31eag &1 ATaRgahdl g HRUK
¥ 3vd gic 3—

RSP JHTSHDHRU o daeld HIETHl &l JHgH & for|

e T 3R IoFifas TeHTRAT & oid Taie BT HETES ULE0 B & g |

AT 3R SHTHare IoHifae TeHIRTar & ot Jee & gHgH & for|

IS YT I 3R Aoiifdd SR dT & st WaY BT 3Heqd- B & fou|

fSfoTea AreRar o1 yfiieT &1 g9eH & foru|

fayfaemertt S&t O Aiddite Td AMRS gUIRIAl & Jedd Wy BT g H & [l |
et HfEU & HRIAD AIRT & FY-T1Y misinformation R THUeR Ieifdew JamT o
Turfag SRl &t wHem & fom)

NSO Vv~ w2

ORIy U 3 Iudsy My T I8 WY § fo qiwrar Hfgar 3R Iomifas GeHfidl & S Ty BT ey TR
6 B: 3o faufemead s W Hia wrtg/yRdT AT g ifiied srHasg 16g UaH &R
Jhdl gl

TNY- 3T

Udad! Seqg-l A AR Hifedr SUAN, ISHIAd SRl 3R IIoHiae FgHTRI & o daef IR
Teagul Ut ST 1 R off 58 Hewayul 2y-3idRra fears 3a 8
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o SHIfd® THNSERN 3R IeT-ifad JgUTRIGT HT THIPpd AHIT-DHs g § qed
Tfear o ASHIdD eI TR YHTT S1aT ST SITREddl UR YHT BT el -3l g
forar T 1 ISHfAE THISIHRUT ) STId Uisha—ITe-ifae® a1 — IeT-ifae ARReHdr
— e U — Ieifa® 9af — Ieae TgHIRIa—o! Teh IHied AETdS disd
& EUH /A DI SISl 51 g5 o

o fayferadh o w ST sgyae=T JreauT-URA BE W S IUAS ©, Al Ay
fayfaemerh st & dta Qwra Hifsar ITT SR ATATST aUT THarE JoHiad JeHIRdr &
3 SMTTHT 1 Th TTY AT a1 feag 3t +ff e Tifiyd §1 Sarerur & g, oo yRda
el A faRmy wewrd a1 Wifta 70 R @ Fisd e g

o TN I ATHars JHIRIA-Twa Hifsar R IoFifas Tfafdfy e iR arRafas
Terife TR § T AF1 9HM 61 § | S I8 ST STaAa © b Siars oD
FEHTAYT &1 IRATAh /3T TS e FeHifar § off Fafda g1

o feforea TerRar @t YAer-IoEiide IRl & Igdsar $OH-3M0 T IJeFide SFRadbdl
AT 8 Bl | GE Bt Ay ugare, fafid Sidl &1 gam e iR Tad Ja § g9
T e off Teaqut B 1 e fefiied WeRdr &1 s1eqe & Uh Hedqul TR & w0 § Jfd &1
HTIRTH B |

o UGBTI AR HEAT FraraRvr-giRe i wewH, Iud ST s 3R IeHIdd TaR &
TF IS ¥ 9 @ &1 2026 P Tl Instagram, YouTube, WhatsApp 3R X O WewiH
T T 3R TATE & SHEHT-HTHT ¥ Tdd HRd o | g1d & 2y F oft YRl gareff & ot
WewH- ARy Ieifaew TEHIRIET 3R algorithmic exposure SR U8 WA 31T

g oI uieiar
3T T e 3R Higd 991 & forg g ufediamg FHuffva &) o god 8 —

3y &1 FNE fayfaareaal ud 3= e Tt | sreggRd faenfial ae diftra v

STY-TAT T 18-29 I & fasyfaamerdt garsft o) sreqem & witferd fasan o Wb 81

S H AT HifEaT TN & UHE Wad TR & U H formr S|

IS TEHTRIAT B AT auT 3TBarg ) TarH & {97 STe |

ST | oI TgHIRIAT & 3fafd Tomifae JrTelt S5, 1 &1, fewoh &A1, IsHifae

Tafaff H HET o1, AR SRl ¥ Se-, AdeM dee 3 auT 8 ARG AHiae

Tfafaftt S Tbae! o fad forar s gear gl

6. gy H ISP SINRehdl, f3fred Hrerar iR Ieifae w=f & J&fid geas @R &
*U H e foar sme|

7. YR GBIA: ATATHS AT Uegidl UR ST SR

8. TR & ey gafia fayfaemadt S & I W Menid g 3R 3¢ URd & it garsff R
d: AT e foar S|

9. iz Hifsar & Gt aop-iiept a1 AT THTEl BT 1T 39 MY B W H ST S e
B - H% ISP THTSIHRT 3R IS g HTRET -

10. 3T ¥ e Hif ST R Iua® GAP o At &1 YIdT BT dad a-id faRasor Tt

T SITU. ST SoTa BT &1 ASHIfaS La1-Tf, SRRe el 3R FgHIRIAT & SHa! & [T

ST

vk wnn o=
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1. HT%W ﬂ'lﬂ&'ﬂ (Review of Literature)

e THTSIHRUT fe gRT Askifad I, Geo, g, faymat ok Friie yfiiewrel o dikew ot
UfehaT g1 URURS Joiifad THTSIHR0 § URaR, faemed, Iqer oiR SHYER ATeql &1 dheig it
AT STl X8 81 Almond 3R Verba (1963) 3 AR W¥pid & dgH # Iomifae sifighmal sik Arie
T HIRTAT & He@ P! JWifohd fad, Siafds Easton 3R Dennis (1969) 7 ISHITA® THTSIHRUT & IS
a1 & Ui eI fawRia w3 arcll ufshar & & U o gagman| f$ioied g & 34 urRuRe sifiaon
& 1Y Qrord HfSTT T T GASHBRUT aTararul & FY H IHT 81 Xenos 3R Moy (2007) 7 §e3Ac IGANT
3R oA Td ARG U & Tae BT 3feagd dd gu feforea Tl & FUTTAT participatory
AT R ==l @11 55t fe= H Gil de ZaRiga, Jung 3R Valenzuela (2012) 3 Ut 3 W=ra Aeafdh argel
BT YR U B & 1T IGANT ARTRS Td I[oH1fdd TgHIRTAT T I ol § YahRIES U 9
Taferd Tl G{Wﬁﬂ—s’ ft uTaT TR f informational social-media use &ﬁ:TFIT's’:[ 3R aﬁtwg:raﬁrm
Pl ISIdS FeHTRTAT T gefdd E’p[ b dl %I Valenzuela, Arriagada 3R Scherman (2012) 3 HGTGﬁ &
Facebook JUTNT 3R protest behavior &l &Y frar| 3% Bl § Facebook ITANT 3R protest
activity & S Hedqul A&e TR TT 9T THER T4 socializing & foIT Facebook SUTNT &1 T&Y self-
expression @I T H HfYFH WY 47| ITQ Yobd fAradr 3 o Awra Hifsan & Jo-ifds yftter Faa
WehiH IUUNT &1 AET T 8 afcdh IUANT & I2=T ¥ it Taiferd 8 vl g1

Boulianne (2015) 7 36 349+l & meta-analysis o greret Hifsar SuahT 3R civic/political participation &
S QI d: SHRIES HaY Ul | gTetiids 80% ¥ YD coefficients GHRIHD i & SId9]G dad THIH
3T statistically significant ¥ | 31899 A causal relationship & &Y H FraUT Bt ATaRIH T+ IS | 3c:
I HifEar &1 IeHIfae JgUTRIAT &1 ¥ad: HRUT A & Foid 39d F1Y e mediating GUT contextual
factors T LT HTTLH g | YReitd W & Kumar, Sharma 3R Verma ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ%@ﬂw
THfSar &I AHIoId T ISHA® inclusion TUT political awareness | \_rﬁS_TI Bhatt 3fiR Kumar 3 HRdd
fayfaemerht garst & &4 Instagram &1 SIS TEUIRTAT & 9T Hd & TU H 3¢90+ faar 3R Sfqarg
RTTTcrep Tfafer Tt ardfdes Ireiified FeHTAIT & Hsiel Bl FHEH b1 TR foban| giferar YR 2y
o Haryana & EL?ﬂGﬁ F oIS JHTSIHROT 3R voting behaviour & deo o WhatsApp, YouTube 3R
Instagram Y WewH B URURE political-socialization agents & Y Y digital environments & =Y
o a1 T B | gHY Ui § Wy | o awra difsar garstt @ e geen, Farg 8k Tg | & Y
TR UG Rl g1 TR 4} literature & @ IIEEF{U]C gaps CE| Y %—m, social-media exposure 3R
active participation & dF 3R, G, online dYT offline political participation & oI ey, 3R IR
digital literacy dYT political awareness $ Aegadl H&Iﬂ?‘[l Udd Ag—q 38! MMl P Th HATHD
frameworkﬁﬂfﬁlﬁﬁmﬁmmgl

2. MY UG (Research Methodology)

U &gq JUATHS -Gg e YT S (descriptive-correlational) W?ﬁﬂ%ﬁlﬁq TR TR B
T BT Aferd STeReT fayfaemeral ud S R Wi o sreqa=Rd 18-29 I8 3M1g a7 & gar faemif §1
fozawor & U= %ﬂ 300 fasyfa=merdt BT B illustrative sample formm %I HAT =4 & ]%'I'E
purposive/convenience sampling approach ydfad 7, forad fafts Qe wR, fawg-gem, foim qur
rtor-RrEsy qg?;[&[ & faenfiat o) wnfiye foran S wohdr 81 ST Yhad & feIT structured questionnaire
BT IGANT BT S| gyTaet B UgEa: Urd-fog Likert scale TR fawRid fovan S wobdl §1 396 9@
SfRITH BHI—(i) T HifSar I, (i) Ao Fradl § WU, (jii) ST SRREDI, (iv) fefored
&R, (v) IS e, (vi) STarg SHTa® FEHIRAT IR (vii) STHETS JeT-ifcd FgHTRI | e
THSTT IR B TR WA TR T Hol IAotaids T HIRIAT BT dependent variable HTHT 4T § | IS
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It U, Jeifae SRedhdT, fefTed Terar iR Aeiifde Taf & explanatory variables & ¥4 &
iy o e g

JUHRUN DI content validity [T IRV BT TgrIa ¥ AT BT SITTH AT pilot testing b YR W
IS YR fobT S| 3l WA & I Cronbach’s alpha &1 IUTRT fabam S IahdT B | Wiy
faerwor o frequency, percentage, mean, standard deviation, Pearson product-moment correlation d¥T
multiple regression analysis 1 v foar S| fafda demographic groups & ST AR BT 3T HRA
& foIU STITHAT 3R t-test AT ANOVA HT IUANT T ST Wbl &1 Correlation analysis Tr<ra Hifgar
I 3R Iofas “GI_S"I-ITﬁ?IT & A&y Bl fe=m T digar gdTaTl, Safe regression analysis g IBRIIEG]
Wﬁmmﬁ? faftre predictors WW@ Wﬂswﬁmﬁ variance & &g JiHT a6
AT € | I U aifeiap1af & i illustrative 8, 378 ARATd® empirical findings gt AT ST T1RY |

arferet 1. fagfaemeaht st &t arie -sAwiferey, Afée ve fsfoea sy F snar w®

faaRor
E goft STgHT (f) | Ufa=Id (%)
1| fem qoy 148 493
Higel 144 48.0
3 8 27
2 | smg 18-20 AN 82 273
21-23 9§ 126 42.0
24-26 TY 68 22.7
27-29 aY 24 8.0
3 | TEA TR EEIRED 136 453
HAHR 112 373
et 52 174
4 | dpl Fal/AHEADT | 86 28.7
TSI fasm | 74 24.7
ICRIE] 58 19.3
a1/ /UeYe | 44 14.7
3 38 12.6
5 | o B 188 62.7
P 112 37.3
6 | Zcec Iudsdl G 272 90.7
/AT | 28 9.3
7 | WCHHE 39 i 294 98.0
Tl 6 2.0
8 | SeXc IUgNT 3f@fy | 19 Y HH 22 73
1-39¢ 9% 32.0
3-5dc 118 39.3
5HC Y P | 64 214

arferet 1 fayfoemerdt SEf & IS -SHuiRe®s Td fefed guyfl &1 favga o uxqd &t §1
HTed-d T | 300 faenfal & 49.3% G, 48.0% Afear a1 2.7% 3= 9vft & faemf €, o dftes
wfafifid emed Iqferd fewrs 2ar 81 mg & dauf # 21-23 o & faenif gaifie 42.0% € Sl 18-
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20 oY & faemdf 27.3% B ST Yo fArerdr g % siermm &1 i IUg a1 90 fayfaenerdt s € <t
TS THTSIHRUT 1 2P T Hedqu! Sfawil H 8id § | Qe TR & 3R 45.3% faemif ardes, 37.3%
FABIR 3R 17.4% Merdf g1 faward faaror & waymmfdet qun gmfse fasm & faanfial &1 vgaa
fe=an 53.4% B T8 Heayul § ifer 31 fawl & I wd JTorifae g & Wefid siwTefiie Judh
UETH 31D B Thdl g1 A & YR W 62.7% faemef =gt 3R 37.3% urdior ggufty 9 g1 fEforea
IRy 998 He@yul Fnsl § & U 81 98% BTH! & UNY TCH SUTNT &1 JfaeT § 3R 90.7% & UM
TG See ITART 31 S Sexe ITaT H 3-5 6 Hi Juft Tad vt 7, S 39.3% faendff ema
€139 91 1-3 °e aral faemdf 32.0% g1 21.4% faaneif ufafea 5 &2 & oifie Sexae &1 U Hd &1 T8
fSforea arararun fayfammerdt garsit o qraTfore Td Aeifde Tamsia-ol & MRrd Hifsar ot Guifad yfiie
& g & oY IUGad SMYR YSH &l ¢ | gad R =y Hf gar ud fRféra smaret & instagram,
WhatsApp 3R 370 WehiH & IsHifaed SUTIT &I Agdyqu ea & [l g

arfereT 2. fayfaemedt o= & Jiwra Hifgar Iuah #1 s@afd, wewrd wryfiedr, IuahT & 3exa

T4 YeHifae 9l & Huds &1 faazor
4 | Rnftex gofy f %
1| Orerd difear ST &t 3@fd | 1 a9 Q HH 18 | 6.0
1-3 39 64 | 213
3-5 39 102 | 34.0
5 Y 3ifY 116 | 38.7
2 | e e Hifgar Iumm 16¢ Y HH 24 |80
1-2 €c 76 | 253
2-4dC 128 | 42.7
49 Y Hf® 72 | 240
3 W@?ﬁﬁ Instagram 92 | 30.7
YouTube 76 | 25.3
WhatsApp 68 | 22.7
Facebook 34 | 113
X 20 |67
3 10 |33
4 | g TR TARSH 82 | 273
AR 54 | 180
IR 48 | 16.0
TS T 66 | 22.0
RIS ITel/AEHAS ge, | 32 | 10.7
3 18 | 6.0
5 | JoFiTde A ¢ B g | H el 20 |67
FH-HUR 78 | 26.0
SRR 124 | 413
CREEEIRED 78 | 26.0
6 | oFITdD AR A1 BT Pt Tt 74 | 247
FH-FUR 116 | 38.7
SRR 78 | 26.0
CREECIRED 32 | 106
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7 | ToHifae difsa/Ad A FH-HH 64 | 213
fafa 154 | 51.3
§gd Fafta 82 | 274

et 2 BHET &1 AR HISAT ITANT BT UHTd BT Had IUAN B Al % W 7 TWHR Wehiy,
IR SR o Al & Tuds & fafta St & Arens ¥ Ugd Rl ol 38.7% BT gR1 U1 a¥
e g & Ara Hifsar Iuant faar S gxifdr 8 & ve a1 atf ffSied ardiaror § dd 99g @ 91
B3 81 1 IuaiT & 42.7% faemff 2-4 € O=ra Hifa W sacdia Hrd 8, Tafd 24.0% faemffar @e &
31t IUAIT B B | SU Wb firer & o G Hifgan 361 & e shaw &1 Fafia fewar s g 71
WewH & &4 H Instagram 30.7% & T T 3% WId HI §, $UPF d1G YouTube 25.3% 3R
WhatsApp 22.7% § | T8 Uc- GH®GIcH YR gaT fEfoed agR & oo gifern sreqd=i 4 off B W g,
o Instagram 3R messaging/video platforms aﬁgmsﬁaﬁﬁa Hscdl;l\uf TSI -HaR ®d & =0 o
WA ]| BTl RS 27.3% & 91 Td IUTNT I &, 18.0% faanif Tumar qur 10.7% faemif
STHfe/AAaTARIE TE B T SUANT 3839 §dTd & | JISHifae Sl & Tud o 41.3% faanef “siem
3R 26.0% g M Aot F §1 3ufd 67.3% S &1 AoFifas Ireht ¥ FHafd Tud g1 59 fauda
oo TRl e HRA BT WR SUeTHd HH gl Had 36.6% el SRR a1 9gd $ifiew eI
It I FRA §, TSb 24.7% HH T 61 B | STY T8 HEAYU SR H 37l § b Ieiifas
TR SET MTaAS U A IeHifae feafa | ufvafda 7Y giar YR Ef W 16 qaem &
1t Ioifae Tt Uga 3R ISHifde faaR! &l T I3 $3- & s 3R U 77 o7 |

arferest 3. Aere Hifgar st Iefae TATSISRU, Ieifde SRRe®dT T ISHdS

figfy & fafts Gdasl &1 &R

P | Ghdd 9 n (%) | 989 n (%) | 3= n (%) | Mean | SD

1 | oae JHERT J S 48 (16.0) | 132 (44.0) | 120 (40.0) | 342 |0.86
2 | oA g3 B oHBRI 42 (14.0) | 138 (46.0) | 120 (40.0) | 3.47 |0.82
3 | PRI Al & SR 64 (21.3) | 146 (48.7) | 90(30.0) |[3.18 |0.89
4 | g9 Gee STHBRY 38(12.7) | 126 (42.0) | 136(45.3) | 3.61 | 0.84
5 | SFIAD Gdl ! BRI 52 (17.3) | 142 (47.4) | 106 (35.3) | 3.34 | 0.87
6 | A3l & YU/ I STHBRT 60 (20.0) | 140 (46.7) | 100(33.3) | 3.28 | 0.91
7 | IoFifd® gEl WR Tt 68 (22.7) | 136(45.3) |96 (32.0) |3.25 | 0.93
8 | faftr foaRl &t gam 72 (24.0) | 142 (473) |86(287) |3.14 |0.88
9 | IoHIfae ISR & GaaaT SireHT 76 (25.3) | 138 (46.0) | 86(287) |3.11 | 094
10 | Ioifde il o e HifsaruvE | 82 (27.3) | 132 (44.0) | 86(28.7) |3.08 | 0.91

dIfereeT 3 TiRre HifSar & Yo & Iorifas THSNGRUT & g3 WY &l gidt 81 3T Ioifae
S TE&d], a1, 7df, T iR f$fied geaid ol gu Jdhde! & aftferd fovar war g1 gma wath
ST BT 3 WhR 3.61 8, SNt dIferesT § Jaified 81 39% ag eI geT3l & SHER! 6T Mean
3.47 AT ASHITAS THERT § ST BT Mean 3.42 §1 399 Tord firerar g f a1 &1 IQiwra MHifsar snemfa
I Fudh TRd: HER, g9 IR JRAMRE IoHifae gedrel § J6fid 81 Wer! Hifaal o
SMSRT BT Mean 3.18 TUT 13T & HTHU/GTM Bt THGRT BT Mean 3.28 81 39F AURId IoFifas
TSR B TId S BT Mean Had 3.11 3R FRrd Hifgar & Jorifae fAufal ok THId &1 Mean 3.08
21 T8 3R Heayul 81 591 31 Tg TE) § b B Worifae U § 3AfE §: ofep g8 Gbd ear @ i
TP I UT B3 B &HaT 3R GIAT BT M-S Tedich-T B3 B &l SeT-3eT
3T § | ASHIfdE Gef IR Taf BT Mean 3.25 81 TTHIT 32% ST o gl & 3= TR WR &, Sl
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22.7% 78 TR R 81 fafie Iorifass faart &t gamT BT Mean 3.14 8, 9 98 Wdbhd firaan 3 & fafay
TS ERHIN T WU SR ST Ja-TeS Tedidh U g-Iagul & g1 el g | 71 IR0IH! &t e
YV B ST AR e Hfgar IugT 3R IeHifae JeHIRar & et IR IUAS meta-analysis
T TABI coefficients THRIFD 3, Aldh dad THTHT MY FRFSI U ¥ HedqU! &; IAY Had
3 FIrel HfSTT IUFNT Dl Td: e Isfifced SRSl AT GgHTRIAT BT BRI AT 3fard g1 g

aiferet 4. fayfaemerdt o $1 g Iefae Jguiiar & fafds smart &1 faazur

P | ATHATS ISP Tiafafer FW T8 n | FW-FUR n | IRR  n | g9 AfTF n
(%) (%) (%) (%)

1 | JIoHIa® 9Re gEHT 18 (6.0) 82 (27.3) 138 (46.0) | 62 (20.7)

2 | ISP URE Like HRAT 36 (12.0) 116 (38.7) 112 (37.3) | 36 (12.0)

3 | ASHId® URE Share HRAT 74 (24.7) 116 (38.7) 78 (26.0) | 32 (10.6)

4 | IoHIAP ORE TR Comment &RAT | 96 (32.0) 116 (38.7) 64 (21.3) | 24 (8.0)

5 | JeHide diteal/Ad W Ufdfkar | 54 (18.0) 128 (42.7) 92 (30.7) | 26 (8.6)

6 | SHITaP THG/US Follow HRAT 68 (22.7) 104 (34.7) 94 (31.3) | 34(11.3)

7 | 3faTS oA YA H URT | 112 (37.3) | 108 (36.0) 58 (19.3) | 22 (7.4)
SRl

8 | fefea o/t S1awds | 128 (42.7) | 102 (34.0) 52 (17.3) | 18 (6.0)

9 | ISHAISHRSHIA® T34l @l | 104 (34.7) | 108 (36.0) 68 (22.7) | 20 (6.6)
Follow Tl

10 | 90U IoHIfde I S 142 (47.3) | 94 (31.3) 48 (16.0) | 16 (5.4)

TAIRADT 4 AT AoHifde TgHTaT & fafid TRl & g Agayul SicR TRgd &Rl 81 JSHIdd URe
T IR AT AR B; 46.0% faemdf 37 SRR 3R 20.7% Fgd HfF IR €1 TP [Awid Wy
oo Tl R AR 9T BT T 3UTd HH & | Had 16.0% el S/RR 3R 5.4% g 31fie wWd
Ioifae IR s § | I8 giRome Serd Hifsar w passive political consumption 3R active political
production & St 3R HI AT B IASfAD URE B Like A BI TAfafY smenspa sifies €, foraw
37.3% B RR 3R 12.0% Tgd 31fed TIAT Hd &1 Share HRA & A | I U °UTH 26.0% 3R
10.6% <€ STl 8| Comment HRA &1 TAfAfd 3R o}t &1 §; FHad 21.3% faemdf s/ 3R 8.0% agd 31fiw
feogoft e § | Ierifae THg! an Ul &Y Follow A | 42.6% faanaf sreR a1 agd oiftie wftha &1 gt
3R, 3iTarg Aorifaes it & Faffa uriieRt Bad 26.7% g1 fSiea e ar siftam & gad=
HRA 10 BT BT I/dgd 3 WR 23.3% 71 I8 Ue sarar § fos arwrer ifsar smenfyd Ismifaes s
o exposure — reaction — expression — mobilization o1 Hite Ufehar 8 Iohd 8, Al U IRu A
BE @t Yrfierd Iam T8t || giferan yRdrg 2y o Tiwra Hifgar & IeEifae SERewdr 3R civic
engagement @f\_rﬁgﬂT% A fefored literacy ddT echo-chamber S} fRUfad &1 engagement ﬁ‘IUI?ﬁIT
¥ forg gyl AT 31

arferet 5. fayfaemadt o=t #) sifrars IeHfa® vd Anie JgHifirar & fafia doas! &1

faaRor
U | ATHATS TEUIREaT | W 78 n | PW-FUR n |[FRR  n | 9gd 3HUF n
Hbdd (%) (%) (%) (%)
Adaq ¥ HRfeRY 32 (10.7) 68 (22.7) 126 (42.0) | 74 (24.6)
TG gl IR T4l 46 (15.3) 116 (38.7) 104 34.7) |34 (11.3)
IAofad dod B UFeRt | 142 47.3) 104 (34.7) 42 (140) | 12 (4.0)
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4 | B ATeH/HY Tiafafe 128 (42.7) 108 (36.0) 50 (16.7) 14 (4.6)
5 | HTETSIS/ARTRS A 86 (28.7) 122 (40.7) 72 (24.0) | 20 (6.6)
6 | Sraride Jar mfafafy 62 (20.7) 126 (42.0) 88(29.3) | 24 (8.0)
7 | oo ufafRfi @ dud | 168 (56.0) 92 (30.7) 34(113) | 6(20)
8 | urdvfi® e, W | 142 (47.3) 108 (36.0) 40 (134) | 10 (3.3)
EIREVEIIEED)
9 | Toifad PRisHH | IJURTT | 118 (39.3) 116 (38.7) 54 (18.0) | 12 (4.0)
10 | RFE IEIfSe g W | 64 (21.3) 124 (41.4) 86 (28.7) | 26 (8.6)
gfoegar

AT 5 TS IS TEHIRET & T & SHTHarg AoFifae TeHR & UHia B Twgm o
TR HRll 8| AAGH Aaeh TeHIRTaT Tad oifies fwars el 81 42.0% ST SRR 3R 24.6% gd 1%
Ade § HrfieRt & duft & §1 39 fauda Iorifae ufaffeal @ @ dud 5 nfafaf s} &a 3, siet
56.0% faameff et T 76l x| AT g WR =t & 46.0% faemalf s a1 sgd oifies wftha € | wrfores
Td AR ! H off sitendd SgaR T U @S oot § | WeTe daT ¥ 37.3% faemif srm o
9gd 3% UFT Ad &1 3P AuRId IS dad!, S e, /a1t 3R Aerifae Hrisar &
I TR B Fafiid TgHifiTdr o €1 T8 uikom $8 JUIfad Sick &1 gifar § & Temifas S 3iv e
TP FISATHS TgHTRET T €1 i1 =8t €1 Dis faendf gardt gef w divra difgar ok il &
1Y Faf HR Tl 8, Afe IoHIfaE 96H B YT T8t & TohdT| 4 TR fefed Iorifas nfafafiat
T IS TAfafidt & ga & &8 anTd iR $F 999 & &1 o It o | 39 Yo & gdadf =y oft
et Hifsar IuanT 3R TEUIfaT & ofe Tee B! YRS Al Sifed §ardl &1 Boulianne & meta-
analysis T 36 TGl B! GHIET T 80% ¥ 3D coefficients GHRIAD &, Wl causal relationship Eal
B AU SHTIRID T8 715 2 | URaTT fayfaeerd S iR g sreqai At SiiAers et e Miaafe
3R IRAfa e TEHIRIT & o Taie B ST S SI Saadhdl WR g9 a7 8|

aiferept 6. Trerer Hifear IuART, ISfa® SnReedr, fafSred arerdr va Ieifae agHfiar &

o1 Pearson Correlation

W 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1. A= Hifear IugnT 1.000 | 48%% | 39% | 42%% | 36** | 31%* | 4Q0**
2. oI TRl Yud A8** | 1.000 | .56** | 61** | 52** | 43%* | 5gw
3. fefored weRan 39%* | 56** | 1.000 | 49%* | A4d4** | 37%* | 46**
4. JSHdP SRRE Dl 42+ | 61%* | 49** | 1.000 | .63** | .48** | 66**

5. 3TAATST IS TEHTRIAT | .36%% | .52** | 44** | 63* | 1.000 | .54** | 82*+
6. AMMBATS TSl THIRIAT | 31*%* | 43** | 37** | 48 | 54** | 1.000 | .79**
7. 5 XTSI TEHIRTAT 40%+ | 58* | 46** | 66** | .82** | .79** | 1.000

e p <.01; N = 300; ?FIF'CIﬁ?T/iIIustrative values.

dIferdT 6 H Pearson correlation avmm@rmnﬁ%mwaﬂn WWW %%EF‘IFIT&IWT,
IS SRee T dUT 38T Ud SHTharsg Ae-ifae JeHiar & ot et o1 adteor fear mr g
Hlea-d TRomEl & T4t T correlations YHRIAD & 3R p < .01 TR R ARFS €U I Agayuf gl
Tqrord Hifgar IUTRT 3R IoHIfae It Tud & o1 r = .48 T HHH THRIAS Ja¢ g1 39571 3 g fob
P TR FFEAT ITANT HRA 10 S| A oD At & G0 BT TR W 3ierdd sifere g Iabdr
21 O=Ie Hifsar ST 3R ISHIfde STReSd & & r = .42 T GHRIAS o U1 7 8 | T8 TTad
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ST P UG IR G URG U & ST THIFAT =T URgd FHrell € | T Ieaa-1g Taief Ioiifads
SMTE&Al 3R Sfiare Ao-Ifdd TeHIRIT & & r = .63 81 TH UHR oD SiRedwdl 3R Fd
i TEHIAT & i r = .66 &1 T 31 ITY Ybd Had § fob Ioifdes THBRI Td SRl
e TAfafal 3 Feayul &0 ¥ Jo! g1 gabd! ¢ | $iaTs SIR SHThens Jei-iide SgHTid & o
r = .54 $ YHRIAS oY g1 I8 Hedyul § Fifdh 39 T8 Thd fAedr § & ez aforaar iR
SHTaTe Tfehadl T IRE SIehT-3(TH HAER el o | $dl ASHITaD JeHIRIAr & 1Y AT Jguifirar
BT r = .82 3R ATHATS U &1 r = .79 BT SHUfET UV 3 &, TN o TgWIfar a1 smardl
@fﬁﬂﬁﬁ%lﬁv_{‘l-ﬁcorrelationﬁcausation WWWH@EIWG{W@H@H ﬁ%@mﬂﬁﬁ
TIRGH AT FATdT s—IIe HfEar 3R TgHIRIA & o THRIETS Taie i & d1ase SRUNAS THIT
Tt srezmaAl & wifd el g

arfereT 7. A Wifsar snurfva weifae TguTiar & qalga 89 Multiple Regression Analysis
Dependent Variable: $d TeIIfd® AgHTRIAT

Predictor Variable B SE Beta (B) | t P

Constant 4216 | 1.184 | — 3.561 | <.001
e HifSar SuanT 0.284 | 0.082 | .214 3.463 | .001
IS Il Juds 0417 | 0.091 | .302 4582 | <.001
fefored raran 0.238 | 0.087 | .171 2.736 | .007
ISTHdd SRSl 0.526 | 0.078 | 431 6.744 | <.001
NEEIREACEH 0.312 | 0.085 | .226 3671 | <.001
URaR/fiF JeHifd® dare | 0.174 | 0.079 | .119 2203 | .028
ST IS TEHTAIGT | 0.681 | 0.064 | .548 10.641 | <.001

Model Summary

R R?> | AdjustedR* | F df Sig.
861 | .741 | .735 13842 | 7,292 | <.001

fazayor

qrferent 7 ﬁ'ﬁ ST g HIRTT BI dependent variable II'F!?IE'Q multiple regression analysis
TR a1 T B 1 BT Hige W R = .861 TUT R? = 741 U g7 31 391 31 & fob wisa & gfffera
Td predictors 1 RSRIGED “\:I_s"l-l'lﬁ?ﬂ H TTHIT 74.1% variance &1 SARSAT W%I Adjusted R? = 735
B O dobd fraar | predictors D! T DI M T G- & dlg Ht Algd &t explanatory capacity ojivs)
W@W%’I Model T F-value 138.42 d¥T p < .001 8, for ug sreufas regression model ifaata
0 4 Agayyl fG@s <ar gl 9t predictors T THRIAD coefficient g1 JSHIAD SR BT
standardized Beta .431 % il ERSI Ared A UHY predictors =i Udh %I ERSEal G{Qf% f& 3T variables &I
a3 B W IS STReGdl &1 o TR Fo AoTHiad THIR & I TR J Faiferd g1 ez
TSI GEHTATAT BT Beta .548 &, Sl T §ST standardized coefficient g1 g WIHTA® FU 4 THIA
ST 91T Fifh dependent variable T 3HfarET TEHIRTAT &1 ed WM §; STl 38 Wad causal
effect & U H ARATRIT g! a1 SIHT AU AT TR WUch BT B = 302, STl Idi BT =
226 3R Qe Hifgar ST &1 8 = 214 g1 Siorea TeRda &1 8 = 171 8, S Ybd o g & Had
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e Hifsar R IufRd 1 i =T8T 8) TohdT: YT B JHSH 3R IUHT Jedidh- R Bt &mar of
ISTifaes TEHIATT & Tafid &) Tabd 2

ufvreuATaif &1 siifere

H,: fayfemerht ot & Wre Hifsar Suaht ok St werifae wgHIfar & Wk & 9 wifersa
U q Ugayul "aY §1-39 GRS &1 HUR I8 ¢ [ Ira Mfean st & Jomifae g, = i,
gfafrar 3R Ierifaes TfafafRl & YRT A8 & S/a¥R UeH HRal 8| difeids! 6 H illustrative data & 3R
Irera HfEar ITANT SR Hat AeHifde TgHRIT & &9 r = .40, p < .01 T AHRIES Yot YT G|
oo ATl Wudh IR Hot Joiad Ul BT dae ST S r = .58 §| TG pattern H, &b JAYT
P fe=m ﬁ%’r%%en% Gil de Zuiiga et al. (2012) T ¥ social-network sites & informational use 31X civic
YT political participation & S GHRIES day KU fasar o1 quIfl, Boulianne (2015) & meta-analysis
& SIJYR positive association PI WY causal effect Tal T S b |

H,: JTeiifae ARt & forg iere {ifsan o1 siftre SuahT &=+ ard S | JeHifde STRRewdT BT
TR 3T §1-drferesT 3 | IoHifde JuRRT § S, g1a Teth SRt Iomiae gerstt &t SHeR!
TUT RBRY Tl B} STHBRT S e indicators TR T T § | 1T 6 H Aeifads Tl dudh
3R ISHIfAE SFREwdl & o1F r = .61, p < .01 @ illustrative correlation UM 7T 81 T8 &Y H, &
ATET Bl 39T 3 g8 el 8 3 rera Hifsar sidhdt IS SRl Sdd &Rl §; SIS 3
g aral faenff g ot Teifae Tl st @ 9ed ] ERINIY relationship Cal reciprocal possibility
& 1Y FHGAT SIS |

H,: Yoifae SReedr, f$fea aerar ok worifoe @t fAyfearatt oot ot weifoe
e UTRIT & 'FI?EEUT predictors ?I-Regression analysis T IS STl Bl B = .431, f&fSeq
TR BT B = .171 3R oIS Tl T B = .226 U §3M| Model T illustrative R? = .741 1 ST
Toba fireran g for Tgad =7 ¥ gfeferd predictors oo T HIRTAT § 1At variance explain A g
e SREdT 3R IASIfae ==t & 3MUeTHd 98 coefficients I8 Ydbd od & [ HAd social-media
exposureﬂ'ﬁﬂﬁT%W information processing 3R discussion mﬁu@@@fe‘rm% q’s’ﬁ'ﬁb_ﬁfsocial—
media participation literature B 39 fo=n ¥ Ad @ § 9 informational use 3R political discussion
Cal engagement B GﬁST TRl

Tt

T &b U¥Jd illustrative statistical analysis e Hifgar ok fayfaamerd ot @) Iorifas
TEHIATAT & o9 U Sgeimam Gaiy fars &l g | ifereT 19 Wy gidl & o fayfaanerdt s &1 fefoea
exposureWﬁW@W%lWWHﬁW%WWHWW%WWIMemH
access B & ®RUI social media 37 ¢f% communication environment WW%W CER: G ]
aIfeI®T 2 H Instagram, YouTube 3fR WhatsApp S WM &1 SIS SUTRT a7 IS Al &
ﬁﬂmﬁexposureﬁmﬁ'@ﬁ?ﬁ%l FI]WBWWWU&IW%%WW@T
political engagement ! T THT T8} {1 74T § | AT Taieft TS aUT IAoiifes T3l & S-bR
B 3d TR SUeHd e §, Afdr AoHifdd STHSR! &I T s 3R fafid Iemifas faart o
T HRA SN critical-literacy indicators 3MU&THd HH g1 U9 Tobd fHadr ¢ & fefoea Iomifas
THTOIARUT H information availability & IIY information evaluation 41 IIEEU;UT%I dIferdT 4 H online
political participation ¥ fafts TR1 & o9 Wy 3R e a1 81 AeHifad URe G&T 3IR Like HRAT
UeTHd A TAfafRT &, STafer Wad ot Il ST, ISHid® campaigns H HRT A1 41 digital
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petitions &1 THAT FRAT SUeFd HH M g1 39S 3 T8 B Thdl § b social media political
participation | passive exposure ¥ active engagement DI 3R T D1 ufehar e 81 a1 5 online
TUT offline participation & &9 3fdR &I WY Fat g1 AIGH 3R ISHIdS Tef R Faf oI TIgRY B
o B Terifae ufafafet @ dud, Ieifae Sewt aut o Ay St nfafaftat e feers 3
29 UPR online engagement Cal automatically offline political participation & SRISR g1 T ol gahd|
qIfIHT 6 T ISHIAE SRS AT 3R online participation & &4 r = .63 TYT ISTHAd SR 3R total
participation & &I r = .66 I illustrative positive relationship Tt g3l 21 I8 <uiian § f yorifas
SFHRY 3R T W—ﬁ%@[%’iﬁﬁlﬁ?ﬁ gaait § | drferet 7 o regression model it political awareness,
political-content exposure, political discussion 3R digital literacy Cal participation ¥ gefdd predictors
CRSUR: ERVGICGI HEl patterns ujaeffmi%’a: | broadly consistent g1 Gil de Zuiiga et al. (2012) Bl
social-media news use @! online TYT offline political participation ST UT| Valenzuela et al. (2012) =
youth protest behavior ¥ Tayf H Facebook use 3R protest activity & o9 association I M IR,
Boulianne (2015) T meta-analysis %WWWW%% positive associations P causal effects &
U T Wd: WHR a1 fha1 M1 A1y ST IddM 310 & llustrative findings @1 Gael &1 fa=T
JHSH aTd statistical patterns & ¥U T ¢@1 91 9118, 7 f& causal proof & FYH|

e

r=re HifEar o R = gaTafi & AeiTdd THTSIHRUI 1 Uichal I TRURS ATEH| I 3T IG1HR
U YD interactive 3R participatory digital environment H aRafdd fear g | fayfoamead o= g9 uikada
& HeaqUl YiTieR € i 3 fefrea e &1 Faftd Swi ovd § ok Ty & 3= Rien & R
oA Td AR a1 fasRid @3d 81 UK 31999 & illustrative analysis & I8 Tord fiear § f
e Hifsar Iwam, IAeHifds Il Hud, IeHiae SReddl, fSived qeRdr adT IeHifae a4
faufamed ot 1 IeFifae TEHIRAT ¥ THRIES 0 J Jfd 8 Iod &1 Ry v § Ierifas
SRl 3R STHITdd et BT sHITae TEHTRIT & 1Y Tae 39 a1d &1 3R Jobd ol ¢ [ bad
reret Hifsar w gu faamT waie 8t 8 a1 &1 Gfhd SUaNT, SMaleHTeTd Jeid iR IS Jare
1} 3Taxge § | 31e09 BT T He@qul 156 online 3R offline political participation & &t 3faR & | WTd
e R IS TRe S/, Like HAT AT Share HRAT 3UTHd IR Tl € J&fd HaaH,
Ieifad d6%, TS i, Uik § Jud SR Irdue g R Ude $RaTs 3ifid Ifha
AT STaER o1 Ui Bl €1 TUAN digital political participation B! IRATAw Aot TEHTAIAT
&1 ot fadren T8t afces ITamT SuTfad Res AT ST 31f¥res Sferd 81 sfad:, fayfaemaa # digital citizenship
3R media literacy @ S¢Tal ST AUl &) I & | faanfial & Faa Iorifdd a1 d% Ugd Suasy
PRI & FoIrd Al BT g sirar, fafte efPeion &t ga T H=A1, misinformation &1 GgaHAT 3R
Abdifes Tare o PraeRIgds U a1 Rgrar ST anfgul 4fass & 2y & longitudinal data, 8 3R
31f¥e gfafAfdes samples dYUT HT-3{¢I social-media platforms & comparative analysis DI 2 far
EIkESIE
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