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Factors influencing the formation of echo chambers among social media
users: A survey study on a sample of Saudi youth

This study explores the evidence for the existence of echo chambers among social
media users in Saudi. Furthermore, it examines the factors influencing the formation of
echo chambers and identifies their societal impacts. The article is established on Cass
Sunstein’s valuable contributions to the ongoing debate on democracy in the digital age,
especially the renowned echo chambers theory he developed in 2007. To examine the
theory in the Saudi context, a survey study was conducted on a sample of 350 Saudi
youth who use social media platforms, employing the network sampling technique.

The results confirmed the existence of electronic echo chambers within Saudi social
media, and pointed out that the phenomenon is accelerating among Saudi youth in
particular. The statistical tests concluded that these echo chambers are primarily formed
among social media users due to three main variables: certain socio-psychological
factors; levels of interest in public affairs; and personal characteristics of users. In
addition, the results indicated that the rise of echo chambers leads to the following
societal consequences: prevalence of offline echo chambers; refrain from posting and
sharing opposing viewpoints via social media sites; decline in reliance on traditional
media to follow current news and issues; low levels of trust in mass media as a source
of news. Contrary to the majority of previous studies, the findings revealed that
electronic echo chambers reduce the spread of rumors on social media especially in

conservative societies such as Saudi society.

Keywords: Echo chambers, factors affecting echo chambers’ formation in Saudi,
societal impacts of echo chambers, echo chambers and rumors, patterns of social

media use among Saudi youth.
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