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Study Background

» Self-verification is the tendency to seek out relationships and
information that confirms our stable self-views (Swann,
2012).

> Fusion is the process whereby the personal self joins with the
social self (Swann & Buhrmester, 2014).

» The fantasy world for this study was the popular Harry Potter
book series and “self-views” were the fans' self-identified
Hogwarts House (Rowling, 1999)

» Compensatory self-verification behaviors refer to feedback-
seeking behaviour taken by people when their self-views are
disconfirmed (Swann & Brooks, 2012).
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» (H1a) Participants who are strongly fused to their Hogwarts
House will have negative affective reactions (low overall
affect response) when their self-views are disconfirmed.

> In this project, verification of the group identity was
manipulated by informing participants that the results of a
personality test indicate that they are (confirming feedback
condition) or are not (disconfirming feedback condition)
suited to be a member of their Hogwarts House with which
they are strongly or weakly fused.

» (H1b) Participants who are weakly fused to their Hogwarts
House should be less bothered by evaluations that
disconfirm their group identity. Therefore, relative to
strongly fused participants, weakly fused will have less
negative affective reactions to disconfirming feedback.

» Upon receiving disconfirming feedback, fans should be more
likely to seek additional information about their quiz results,
and strongly fused participants should be less likely to
accept disconfirming feedback.

» Therefore, (H2a) upon receiving disconfirming feedback,
strongly fused participants will have high feedback-seeking
scores and (H2b) weakly fused participants will have low

feedback-seeking scores.
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Conditions :I:

» The strongest differences within the
negative affect scores were seen in
participants’ anxiety and depression scores.
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Conditions » There were no significant differences

between the positive affect and feedback-
seeking response scores of strongly and
weakly fused participants when they
received disconfirming feedback.
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» Our findings are the first to show a fusion
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“Your responses to the personality test and open-
ended questions were fed into a computer program
which read your responses. According to your
personality traits, the computer program determined
that your previously assigned Hogwarts House is/is
not your correct house.”
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