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WIP: Qual content review of potentially sensitive content disproportionately seen by teens of
different EWB levels and genders

WIP: Validating refined AC FIT topic list

Planned & in-flight analyses

Appendix
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Slide 5

1 Unless we're fully measuring problematic use (rather than sense of control), let's be more specific and say either
“sense of control" or "time management"

Chad Kiewiet ||l 3/15/2024
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Slide 8

Do we know how this compares for FB?

Ashley I 2/14/2024

Because almost all teen in this sample have IG accounts (and some also have FB or only FB), we are focused on IG
MAP here. Once the participants list is truly final (last stage underway right now to do a final validation pass for all

participants, including those who linked accounts through end-Jan), we'll do a comparison with FB MAP then.
Anya Drabkin, 2/14/2024

can you provide a footnote explaining how to think about this?

Chad Kiewiet[|JJili]. 2/16/2024

what are we weighting on, and why are we weighting? would like to understand goals here. Is weighting necessary?

Chad Kiewiet[|JJJili] 2/16/2024

Add means (SD)
Anya Drabkin, 2/22/2024

this doesn't match the statistics in the table - if i'm reading this right, we have more 13-15s in the study than in MAI

Chad Kiewiet [l 2/22/2024

yeah - | will add in mean age for both. our sample is slightly older, because we have fewer 13 year olds. will make

this clear
Anya Drabkin, 2/22/2024

where are just college grads? very high if this is all graduate degrees

Chad Kiewiet[|JJil]. 2/28/2024
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Slide 9

6 let's specify the inputs for weighting and how we should characterize the weighted sample

Chad Kiewiet[|JJili]. 2/28/2024
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Slide 10

7 are there external benchmarks on these scores? what do population distributions look like?

Chad Kiewiet[|JJili]. 2/16/2024
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Slide 11

8 does this account for frequency of use?
Chad Kiewiet[|JJili]. 2/16/2024
9 | think it would be informative to look at the distributions of these scales

Chad Kiewiet[|JJili] 2/16/2024
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Slide 12

4

10

11

yes - asked for each respondent for each app they reported using
Anya Drabkin, 2/16/2024

did we ask about other apps?
Chad Kiewiet[|JJili]. 2/28/2024

how does IG compare to these other apps on this question?
Chad Kiewiet[|JJJil]. 2/28/2024
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Slide 14

12 can we pull out another slide on concerns?

Chad Kiewiet |l 2/28/2024
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Slide 15

13 I'm having a hard time understanding this slide
Chad Kiewiet[|JJili]. 2/16/2024
14 is this looking at pieces of content that were by multiple study participants?

Chad Kiewiet[|JJili]. 2/28/2024
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Prior research identified a list of FIT subtopics, that when viewed in greater proportions, were associated with
worse survey measures of appearance comparison. We manually reviewed content and narrowed the list in H2
‘23. Topics include “Lip Makeup (product)” and “Fashion Photography.”

Viewing a greater proportion of these FIT subtopics was associated with more frequent and more negative
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Slide 17

15 | know we are pointing to "associations” but | think we consider reframing this slide (and some of the other ones)
around descriptive questions. e.g., Among teens who reported higher levels of appearance comparison, what FIT
subtopics did they see disproportionately?

Chad Kiewiet[|JJJili] 2/16/2024

16 Secondly, to avoid misinterpretation of what we can say with this data, we need to be clear that we can't say
anything about direction of causality, i.e., whether this relationship is due to exposure or due to self selection

Chad Kiewiet[|JJJili]. 2/16/2024
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detaills, see here. | —

° We have ﬁrst;b(lgl?)atlc Association between PU/EWE (Il YWB /YRR Sllna
prioritized progress
analyses that
support in-flight Association between PU heuristics / other experiences (e.g., late night use, school 315
product day notifications) and PU (Il In

progress
workstreams.
Qualitative (Drabkin) and quantitative (JJjjiij review of content disproportionately 315
seen by teens with high/low PU. Not started
Association between parent-teen PU survey measures (Burke) 41

Other priority analyses for Q2 include: Association between use of digital caregiving tools & EWB/PU (- - 3/15); Association between FIT topics, other on-platform experiences, and&EWB
(Burke/Drabkin - 6/15); Longitudinal association between time spent, FIT/Integrity topics, PU & EWB (Burke, gumm  Drabkin - 6/15) progress
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Primary strengths: ability to pair log data with survey data that assesses teen
emotional well-being; longitudinal nature (examine changes)
Primary limitations: US-only, sample size
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