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Background Results

« Many important social statistics (e.g., the
distribution of health risks) can be inferred by social
sampling—recalling samples from one’s social

RQ2: How valid is social information from
online versus offline contacts?

RQ1: How much weight did people
put on online versus offline contacts?
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In the sampling process, people sample information sequentially from separate social circles.
Sampling terminates once a circle discriminates between the two options and once the information
exceeds a person’s difference threshold. The order in which circles are consulted is assumed to be
probabilistic and defined by weight parameters for each circle. These weight parameters allow us to
guantify the weight that people assign to online contacts when forming judgments.
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