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Many researchers studying online social communities seek to make such communities better. However, understanding what ‘better’
means is challenging, due to the divergent opinions of community members, and the multitude of possible community values which
often conflict with one another. Community members’ own values for their communities are not well understood, and how these values
align with one another is an open question. Previous research has mostly focused on specific and comparatively well-defined harms
within online communities, such as harassment, rule-breaking, and misinformation. In this work, we ask 39 community members
on reddit to describe their values for their communities. We gather 301 responses in members’ own words, spanning 125 unique
communities, and use iterative categorization to produce a taxonomy of 29 different community values across 9 major categories. We
find that members value a broad range of topics ranging from technical features to the diversity of the community, and most frequently
prioritize content quality. We identify important understudied topics such as content quality and community size, highlight where
values conflict with one another, and call for research into governance methods for communities that protect vulnerable members.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Online communities account for an ever-increasing share of all human interaction [89]. People use millions of different
online social communities for accessing news [87], for entertainment, and for socialization, amongstmany other purposes.
Unfortunately, these online communities have been shown to have substantial harms, including the distribution of
misinformation [44, 96], harassment and bullying [10, 61, 66], and undue influence over elections [7, 8]. As a result,
many researchers are working on methods to understand these harms and make online communities ‘better.’ However,
understanding what ‘better’ means is a non-trivial challenge, as communities have many stakeholders with divergent
opinions and diverse experiences.

While some values of online communities are widely accepted as important to community health (e.g., the absence
of child sexual abuse material, or CSAM), most community values are more nuanced, and, critically, often in conflict
with one another. For example, while an online community dedicated to the discussion of photography may desire to
create an inclusive space that is welcoming to beginners, this value conflicts with the same community’s desire to hear
particularly from expert photographers who may be perceived as having the most to contribute to the conversation.

Furthermore, these values vary not only from community to community (e.g., a community focused on mental health
support may value inclusion more than a community focused on financial trading), but also from community member
to community member; there is unlikely to be a perfect consensus amongst all members of a community regarding the
values most important to that community. As such, understanding community values is a challenging problem that is
amplified by the massive diversity both within and across existing online communities.

Previous work on online communities has largely focused on specific aspects of online communities, mostly harmful
ones, such as harassment [11, 61], rule-breaking [14, 24, 60], and fake news [3, 8, 30, 36, 74, 87]. However, upon deeper
inquiry, even these more commonly studied harms are quite complex and difficult to pin down, with substantial
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disagreement within and across communities regarding the extent to which these ostensibly harmful behaviors should
be tolerated [41, 43, 57, 70].

Implicit in much of this prior work is an assumption of communities’ values, yet these values have not yet been
empirically derived from community members’ own preferences. While we do not argue that any one set of values is
superior to others, a more complete understanding of community members’ own values can inform and strengthen
research on many aspects of online communities. In this work, we survey redditors to answer the research question
“what are members of online social communities’ values for their communities?” Through a series of advertisements
placed on reddit, we recruit 39 people and collect 135 free response answers to questions about the values they hold for
the 125 unique communities they consider themselves a part of (§3).

We apply an iterative categorization methodology to produce our primary contribution: a taxonomy of 29 community
values grouped into nine top-level categories (Fig. 3). Among the other key findings we contribute, we find that members
of online social communities value a broad range of community aspects from technical features to the diversity of
community members, and that the quality of content submitted to communities is the most frequently reported value
(§4).

Our findings have important implications for future work (§5). We identify values that are understudied and their
specific challenges, including measuring the quality of content in the specific context of different communities, and
the difficulty of growing communities’ membership while maintaining community engagement (§5.1). Some widely
held community values are inherently in tension, such as maintaining the quality of content in a community while
simultaneously including new members. We frame these tensions as conflict between different values, and relate them
to previous work (§5.2). We call for additional work on community governance that is participatory while protecting
vulnerable community members (§5.3) and ground our taxonomy in social psychology literature (§5.4).

2 RELATEDWORK

2.1 Dimensions of Social Relations

Psychologists and sociologists have extensively studied the numerous different aspects of interpersonal interactions.
Deri et al. [21, Table 1] provides a comprehensive overview of this literature, and identifies eight different dimensions
of social relationships. Computational researchers have leveraged the theoretical underpinning provided by these eight
dimensions to build tools to measure aspects of conversation from text sources, including reddit [5, 16]. Choi et al. [16,
Table 1] adds two additional dimensions to Deri et al.’s eight, while Bao et al. [5, pg. 2] measures prosocial behavior
using eight different dimensions. However, these works all focus exclusively on direct interactions between two people
or a small group of people. Online communities, such as subreddits, are much larger, with up to millions of members,
and so naturally differ from small group interactions. While some aspects of 1:1 and small group interactions clearly
apply to online communities (e.g., similarity and trust), other aspects are unique to online communities (e.g.,moderation,
governance, and technical features specific to online communities) [68]. In §5.4, we compare these existing dimensions
of small group interactions with our own empirically-derived taxonomy of large group values.

2.2 Community Rules, Norms, and Content Moderation

One way in which community values manifest is in the formalized rules of communities and how those rules are
enforced by content moderators. On reddit, Fiesler et al. [24] have studied a large set of communities to produce a
taxonomy of 24 different classes of rules used throughout the platform; they find that ‘rules are largely dependent on
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the context of an individual subreddit,’ suggesting that different communities hold different values. Examining removed
content, which is the visible component of the implementation of formal rules, also sheds light on community values,
and previous work has used this method to additionally differentiate between broadly held values (macro norms) and
those specific to individual subreddits (micro norms) [14].

However, as subreddits’ rules are written and enforced exclusively by the moderators, they may not be representative
of the values of the broader community membership. On reddit, as in most social media platforms, more democratic
self-moderation is relatively rare [72], with platforms’ technical features built mostly around a strictly defined hierarchy
of admins and moderators, encouraging an ‘implicit feudalism’ [71]. In these cases, conflict between non-moderator
membership and the moderators over rules and their enforcement is relatively common [38, 59, 78]. While some third
party tools to enable a broader range of governance practices have been proposed [92], these tools are not yet widely
adopted.

2.3 Intracommunity Tension and Conflict

Conflict between non-moderators and moderators is not the only form of tension within online communities. One
major challenge in communities is that of integrating new members into an existing community [68, Ch.5]. This has
been studied empirically on a wide range of platforms, finding that new members mostly learn community norms from
experience [15], and that once established in a community, members are less likely to change their habits [19]. As a
result, periods of massive growth can result in substantial change to the community [34, 55] and frustration amongst
existing members [49]. In communities that are especially focused on topics requiring special knowledge or expertise, a
related tension often occurs between those with greater knowledge and those without; this has been studied on reddit in
case studies for science [45] and history communities [28]. In cases of extreme intracommunity conflict, such tensions
can even lead to fragmentation as some members exit [26] and form new, alternative communities [23, 64]. Additional
evidence for intracommunity tension can be found in work that examines how members define rulebreaking and how
to fairly punish such behavior; this work has found substantial disagreement amongst community members [43, 70].
We discuss the implications of our findings for intracommunity tension in §5.2.

2.4 Implicit Values in Prior Research

Any research that seeks to improve the health of an online community implicitly (and often explicitly) values certain
aspects of that community. For example, research on reducing misinformation implicitly values the veracity of content.
This ‘implicit values’ perspective can be used to identify what values of online communities are most studied by
the research community, and conversely, what values are most understudied (§5.1). There is a great deal of work
implicitly valuing the trustworthiness and factualness of information shared within communities (i.e., the absence
of mis/disinformation) [3, 8, 30, 36, 37, 44, 54, 65, 74, 87, 96]. Similarly, the absence of abusive, harassing, or spammy
content is widely studied [9, 11, 13, 31, 60, 61, 66, 91], as is compliance with community rules and norms [12, 58, 60]. Of
course, the absence of some specific harm does not imply that a community is optimally healthy, and other work studies
(and therefore implicitly or explicitly values) positive aspects of communities, including civility [42, 52], conversation
quality [93, 94], peer support [75, 76, 95], altruistic behavior [2], and activism [4, 73].

In this work, we do not argue that the set of values derived from community members’ responses is superior to any
other set of values, but instead conduct a survey to outline the diversity of values held by community members, how
they may be in conflict with one another, and how they relate to prior research and can inform future research.
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Fig. 1. A screenshot of the interface used by participants to enter the subreddits they consider themselves a member of. This search
box queries the reddit API in real-time to populate the results and ensure that only valid subreddit names are entered.

3 SURVEY AND CATEGORIZATION METHODOLOGY

3.1 Reddit Background & Context

In this work, we focus on reddit, the 5th most popular social media site in the United States [79]. reddit is an ideal
platform for conducting research on the values of online communities, as (unlike other social media platforms such as
Twitter) reddit is explicitly divided into thousands of unique communities, known as ‘subreddits,’ each with their own
topical foci, rules, moderators, norms, and enforcement practices. Furthermore, almost all content on reddit is publicly
available [6], and reddit has been widely examined by the research community [62].

In the rest of this paper, we refer to a subreddit with the prefix /r/, which is a typical shortening of the URL of
a subreddit. For example, the subreddit /r/cats, a community for discussing “everything about cats” can be found at
https://www.reddit.com/r/cats/.

3.2 Survey Instrument

All responses were gathered through an online survey hosted on the Qualtrics platform. The survey is summarized
here and included in its entirety in Appendix A. The survey consists of four sections: (1) informed consent, (2) general
questions about the respondent’s usage of reddit, (3) subreddit specific questions, and (4) reflection questions. All
questions except the informed consent question are optional.

Before any other questions are posed, the participant is shown a brief summary of the nature and aims of the survey,
along with IRB information (for more details see §3.5) and is asked for their consent.

Next, the participant is asked to optionally provide their reddit username, which is used to query the reddit API for a
list of subreddits in which the participant recently posted or commented, and as a contact point for the raffle (§3.3).

Once the general reddit questions are answered, the participant is shown a list of the five most recent subreddits
they posted or commented in (Screenshot in Fig. 1), and asked to remove any subreddits that they do not consider
themselves a member of, and to add any subreddits they consider themselves a member of that are missing from the list.
Participants who decline to provide their username or whose username was not found on reddit are presented with an
empty list for them to populate themselves, and entered subreddits are checked in real time against the reddit API to
preclude spelling errors and to ensure the subreddit exists.

4
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Fig. 2. Reddit advertisements used to recruit participants.

The next section is dedicated to subreddit specific questions. It consists of two questions which are asked in turn for
every subreddit listed by the participant in the previous step. Each of the two questions is a free-response text question:

(1) As it exists right now, what are a few of the best aspects of the /r/<subreddit> community?
(2) If you could change anything, what are some aspects of the /r/<subreddit> community you would like to improve

upon?

Responses to these two questions constitute the bulk of the responses used in this work to understand community
members’ values. We chose to ask participants about their values in the context of specific subreddits they participate
in as this specificity leads to responses grounded in real experiences rather than speculation about an abstract case.

In the final section of the survey are reflection questions that ask the participant about their values for online
communities in general. We ask about these values from both a positive (“What values do you think are important in
an online community?”) and a negative perspective (“What are some signs that a community isn’t worth your time, or
isn’t a community you want to participate in?”). In §4.10, we compare the responses to these reflection questions to the
responses to the subreddit specific questions and find strong similarity.

This survey was piloted with 13 participants from several departments in two large American universities. All 13
pilot participants denied having any difficulty understanding any the survey questions or interacting with the online
survey tool.

3.3 Participant Recruiting and Incentives

Participants for this study were recruited through the purchase of reddit advertisements. These advertisements display
inline with other content in both individual subreddits and aggregated content views, and are shown on the reddit
website as well as the official reddit mobile app. Figure 2 shows the appearance of these advertisements. Upon clicking
on the advertisement, the user is taken to the first page of the survey which summarizes the aims of the study and
requests informed consent to continue. Over the course of the study, 218,039 advertisement impressions were made,
generating 320 clicks, for a click through rate of 0.147%. Of these people who clicked through to the first page of the
survey, 51 started to complete the survey, and 19 completed it. Two respondents did not consent to continuing the
survey, and as a result were not shown any additional questions. To increase the diversity of recruiting, the survey was
also distributed to relevant university mailing lists and slack channels at two large American universities, as well as
posted to /r/SampleSize, a subreddit for the distribution of surveys, recruiting an additional 20 participants.

These participants self-identified as being members of a very broad range of 125 unique communities. A complete
list of subreddits whose members participated in the study is included in Appendix B.

To incentivize respondents to participate, a raffle was held, and winners were chosen at random from the pool of
respondents who both completed the survey and supplied their reddit username, which was used to contact the winners.
One ‘first place’ prize, a $100 Amazon gift card, and five ‘second place’ prizes of $20 Amazon gift cards were awarded.

5



Weld et al.

3.4 Iterative Categorization

Once the survey responses were collected, all free-text responses were divided into idea units [81], where each idea unit
represents a distinct thought. For example, the response ‘The content is educational and I like how the community is
engaged’ would be divided into two idea units: ‘The content is educational’ and ‘I like how the community is engaged.’

These 135 responses produced 301 idea units, of which 203 commented on positive aspects of the community,
and 98 commented on negative aspects. Nine idea units were excluded from the categorization process as being
incomprehensible. Then, using a grounded theory approach [17, 29], a team of 5 researchers worked together to
iteratively categorize the remaining 292 idea units using an inductive coding method [56, 63]. The researchers worked
independently to initially cluster similar idea units, then came together to resolve differences in clustering until a
consensus was reached. The initial tentative clusters were assigned names and definitions to produce a working
taxonomy, then the researchers collaboratively recategorized all idea units, creating and removing categories under
group consensus. This process was repeated 3 additional times until the iterative process converged and no further
changes were needed to satisfactorily categorize all idea units.

The resulting taxonomy is hierarchical, with top-level categories and subcategories. When possible, idea units are as-
signed to the more specific subcategories, yet some idea units are so vague as to preclude more specific subcategorization.
These idea units are assigned only to top-level categories.

3.5 Ethical Considerations

In order to ensure the anonymity of our particpants, we keep all their responses confidential. Access to responses was
limited to only the immediate research team, and all responses quoted in the following sections have been paraphrased
to ensure participant anonymity. All data collected in this study was provided by participants who were informed of
the nature of the study, the potential risks of participation, and who consented to participate. We do not make any use
of participants’ public reddit histories for any purpose, as the use of such data has been shown to make many online
community members uncomfortable [25]. This research was reviewed and approved by the University of Washington
IRB under identification number STUDY00011457.

4 TAXONOMY OF COMMUNITY VALUES

Our taxonomy consists of 29 community values grouped into nine top-level categories. These values span a diverse
range of topics from Technical Features to Diversity (Fig. 3). Quality of Content is the most frequently reported value,
with 41% of all idea units, while Norms and Trust are the least frequently reported values, each with less than 3% of the
idea units. The following subsections describe each value in detail.

4.1 Quality of Content

The Quality of Content category is the largest of the categories that compose our taxonomy, containing 4 subcategories
and 41% (120/292) of all idea units derived from responses. It is unsurprising that most community members would
strongly value the content of the communities they are a part of, as in most reddit communities, content is the primary
mode of interaction with the community [24, Pg.6]. We expect this value to be especially strong in communities that
are less focused on engagement and connection with others and most focused on content itself (e.g., meme sharing
communities).
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Value Example Quote Frequency

Q
ua

lit
y 

of
 

C
on

te
nt

Quality of Content “I like the content in /r/HistoryMemes” (5 units)

120 total 
(41.1%)

a.   Education, Entertainment “/r/dankmemes makes me laugh a lot” (45 units)
b.   Personal Preferences “my favorite part [of /r/skiing] is the photos & videos” (40 units)
c.   Curation, Recency, Discovery “I keep up to date with new releases on /r/hiphopheads” (19 units)
d.   Spam, Reposts, Bots “[I wish /r/tumblr had] stronger deterrents for reposts and spam” (11 units)

C
om

m
un

ity
 

E
ng

ag
em

en
t Community Engagement “the connection between users is great [on /r/vexillology] ” (3 units)

57 total 
(19.5%)

a.   Quality of Interaction or
      Community as a Whole “people [on /r/gaidhilig] are quick to respond with helpful comments” (35 units)

b.   Connection, Universalization “[/r/datascience] makes me feel good knowing there are other nerds out there” (19 units)

D
iv

er
si

ty Diversity (0 units)
26 total 
(8.9%)a.   Diversity of Content “I get to see tons of different isopods [in /r/isopods], both wild and captive” (17 units)

b.   Diversity of People “[/r/AskCulinary is] a nice mix of pros, experienced home cooks, and newcomers” (9 units)

Si
ze

Size (0 units)
25 total 
(8.6%)a.   Volume of Content “because [/r/AskReddit] is so large, lots of interesting questions come up” (14 units)

b.   Size of Community “[/r/roguelikedev is a] tiny community with a very clear purpose and scope” (11 units)

Pa
rt

ic
ip

at
io

n 
&

 
In

cl
us

io
n

Participation & Inclusion “[/r/CrossStitch] is so inclusive” (9 units)

21 total 
(7.2%)

a.   Offensive, Abusive, Harassing
      Content or Behaviors “I don’t like some of the sexist jokes [on /r/ProgrammerHumor]” (6 units)

b.   Outsiders, Demographics, Limits “too many people from outside Seattle comment on posts [in /r/Seattle]” (3 units)
c.   Tools for Participation “[/r/snails] should add an easily accessible ‘beginners’ questions’ section” (3 units)

Te
ch

ni
ca

l 
Fe

at
ur

es

Technical Features “posts [on /r/skiing] never load properly” (5 units)

14 total 
(4.8%)

a.   Flair, Tags, NSFW labels “flairs [on /r/ImmigrationCanada] are very useful here” (4 units)
b.   Search, Filters “I wish I could filter by genre of game [on /r/ShouldIbuythisgame]” (3 units)
c.   Recommendation Systems “I would like more recommendation measures [on /r/lotrmemes]” (2 units)

M
od

er
at

io
n 

&
 

M
od

er
at

or
s

Moderation & Moderators “/r/kof moderators should consult the community about the content we want” (14 units) 14 total 
(4.8%)

N
or

m
s Norms (0 units)

8 total 
(2.7%)a.   Voting Behavior “I wish people [on /r/ACMilan] wouldn’t use downvote as a disagree button” (5 units)

b.   Adherence to Norms “people don’t read the [/r/whatisthisplant] FAQ before posting” (3 units)

Tr
us

t Trust (0 units)
7 total 
(2.4%)a.   Knowledgeable People “[/r/eyetriage has] real doctors in the community, so it’s more reliable” (5 units)

b.   Trustworthy Content “[/r/nyu] is legit because students are honest in their opinions” (2 units)

Fig. 3. Summary of the taxonomy of values produced by iterative categorization of idea units from responses, sorted by frequency.
Example quotes from participants are given, along with the total number of idea units for each subcategory and top-level category.
On the right, the percentages given in parenthesis give the percentage of all idea units in each top-level category. The community
value most frequently commented on is Quality of Content, with 41% of all idea units. A complete list of subreddits whose members
participated in the study is included in Appendix B.
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The four subcategories in this category (Education/Entertainment, Personal Preferences, Curation/Recency/Discovery,
and Spam/Reposts/Bots) reflect the broad range of aspects of content and its presentation that are valued or disliked
by community members. Many community members value the curation and discovery of content that is provided
by the community through mechanisms such as up- and down-voting, e.g., “I keep up to date with new releases
on /r/hiphopheads.” The most frequently mentioned value falling under the top-level Quality of Content category is
Education/Entertainment, which reflects the educational or entertainment value of the content, e.g., “[/r/snails helps me]
learn new ideas for how to set up my snail care.”

Personal Preferences and Spam/Reposts/Bots were more frequently mentioned by participants in a negative context.
Personal Preferences for different types of content are perhaps the most difficult to generalize as they are so specific to
the topic of a given community, e.g., “[/r/MapPorn should] stop encouraging basic shit like antique or hand-drawn
maps.” On the other hand, Spam/Reposts/Bots are fairly univerisally disliked, and manifest more similiarly in different
communities. However, the exact nature of reposts and repeated content can vary somewhat from subreddit to subreddit,
e.g., “I wish users [of /r/Askreddit] would quit asking the same questions over and over just to get more karma1.”

4.2 Community Engagement

The Community Engagement category contains 20% (57/292) of the idea units derived from responses, making it the
second most frequently reported value amongst respondents. We divide these idea units into two subcategories: Quality
of Interaction or of the Community as a Whole, and Connection and Universalization, i.e., the realization that others
exist with similar interests/feelings. Almost every single one of these responses (55/57) was positive, suggesting that
community members mostly consider community engagement in a positive sense.

Comments on Quality of Interaction or of the Community as a Whole were almost entirely (33/35) positive, and
mentioned both qualities of the individual interactions with community members (e.g., “I often ask for help with
language learning resources [on /r/gaidhlig], and everyone is always quick to respond”) as well as qualities of the
community as a whole (e.g., “I appreciate the goodhearted nature of most of the people [on /r/Konosuba, a community
dedicated to the eponymous Japanese novel series].”) However, two participants were unhappy with the quality of the
interactions in their communities, such as “[On /r/msu] there are often gatekeepers who comment on posts. However,
these people tend to get downvoted quickly, so it’s not that big of a deal.” This community member then suggested that
“a brief note about negativity in the sub’s rules could help with this.”

Connection and Universalization is especially valued in communities for people with a common identity or interest
who may be physically far apart or part of a minority group and therefore unable to connect as easily offline. One
respondent wrote “[I love that /r/blackladies] is a community of black women coming together to discuss social issues
that are prevalent and important to us.” Another says “[/r/Glaucoma] lets me get in touch with people around the world
[who are] dealing with a similar health issue.” These quotes from participants reflect a body of literature that finds
that online communities can be helpful venues for minority groups and those with special needs connect with similar
people for support [46, 67, 82].

4.3 Diversity

Many community members commented on the Diversity of their communities, which we divide into two subcate-
gories: Diversity of Content and Diversity of People. More respondents (17/26) commented on Diversity of Content,

1Karma is reddit’s name for points gathered through the receipt of upvotes.
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e.g., “[/r/CollegeBasketball] has an ideal blend of banter, rumors, statistical insights, and glorious shitposting.” Those
who commented on Diversity of People more frequently commented on aspects of the community they would like to
change, e.g., “I wish [/r/knitting] had more variety in skill. Right now it’s mostly skilled knitters, whereas it would be
appreciated to see some beginner knitters.” Previous work has found that Diversity of People leads to better outcomes in
OpenStreetMap communities dedicated to improving public street maps [97].

4.4 Size

Twenty five responses commented on the Size of communities, both regarding the Volume of Content submitted to the
community and the number of people in that community (Size of Community). Generally, a larger volume of content
was seen as a good thing (e.g., “I like that /r/assholedesign is regularly updated”), and a number of respondents wished
that their communities had more content. However, not all participants thought that more content was a good thing.
One member of /r/SampleSize, a community for distributing surveys, wrote “The large volume of posts means that you
need to time your submission very carefully in order to make sure that your survey doesn’t get buried.”

In contrast, relatively more respondents (8/11) saw a small number of participants in a community as a good thing,
e.g., “[I like that /r/roguelikedev, a community dedicated to the development of a specific type of video game, is a]
tiny community with a very clear purpose and scope.” However, three (out of 11) respondents still wished that the
communities they were a part of had more members. Previous work has identified challenges associated with the growth
of communities, and the maintenance of other values, especially Quality of Content, in the face of rapid community
growth [49, 55].

4.5 Participation & Inclusion

Participation and Inclusion in the community was a value reported by 21 respondents.We divide their responses into three
subcategories: Tools for Participation,Offensive/Abusive/Harassing Content or Behaviors, andOutsiders/Demographics/Limits,
which focuses on who participates.

Comments on Offensive/Abusive/Harassing Content or Behaviors were evenly split (3 units to 3 units) between positive
comments (praising the absence of offensive content), e.g., “[I like that /r/WANDAVISION] has no homophobia, racism, or
any discrimination,” and comments that described the respondent’s experience with such behavior that was detrimental
to inclusion. One member of /r/sewing wrote “sometimes the commenters on a post will write personal things about a
poster’s appearance, which I don’t think is appropriate." Offensive, abusive, and harassing content has been thoroughly
shown to be detrimental to the health of online communities [9, 11, 53, 61, 66, 86, 91].

Tools for Participation were suggested by three participants who felt their communities were lacking such tools.
One participant wrote “[/r/snails] should add an easily accessible ‘beginners’ questions’ section.” Some tools, such as
automated posts and messages [90] and badges, have been found to reduce unwelcoming reactions to new community
members [69] as well as such members’ compliance with rules [60].

Community members who commented on who participates in their communities (Outsiders/Demographics/Limits)
were frequently concerned with the presence of outsiders, who are perceived as not belonging to the community by
virtue of their lack of familiarity with the topic or even their physical location. One member of /r/Seattle wrote that “too
many people from outside Seattle comment on posts in this subreddit.” In any community with a specific topic, some
degree of boundaries for membership are natural, yet too much insularity in online communities can be harmful [1].

9
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4.6 Technical Features

14 idea units (5%) focused on Technical Features, with three subcategories: Flairs/Tags/NSFW2 Labels, Search and Filters,
and Recommendation Systems. Most (12/14) idea units in Technical Features focused on negative aspects of technical
features, particularly such features’ absence or failure to work properly. The two positive idea units received both were
praising their respective subreddits’ use of flair and tags, e.g., “NSFW tagging is perfectly used here [in /r/hemorrhoid].”

While flairs, tags, recommendations systems, filtering options, and quality search functionality can dramatically
improve users’ experiences in online communities, on reddit, such technical features can be difficult for communities
to implement and modify, as they are controlled by the reddit administration, not community members. Frequently,
incentives are misaligned between subreddit leadership and the reddit administration, who may be unwilling to
implement new technical features at the request of communities [40]. As a workaround, many communities implement
their own second-party technical features by modifying or repurposing existing features, such as custom community
moderation bots [48] or reputation systems such those in /r/changemyview [42, 83].

4.7 Moderation & Moderators

Moderation & Moderators are controversial topics on reddit, and many moderators feel strongly disliked by members
of the community they moderate [59]. However, more than a third (5/14) of idea units regarding moderation were
positive, with respondents praising the moderator team in general (“mods [of /r/Phillipines] have done an excellent
job of maintaining the community”) as well as specific moderators (“<username redacted> is such a great mod [of
/r/ApplyingToCollege] who is super helpful.”).

Of the 9 negative comments on moderation, many of them were critical of perceived arbitrary rule enforcement, e.g.,
“moderators arbitrarily remove posts because they’re ‘against the subreddit’s rules’.” Other idea units called for greater
community involvement in rule making (2 units) and complained about perceived power abuses (2 units).

4.8 Norms, Voting Behavior, and Adherence

Every response regardingNormswas on a negative aspect of the community, suggesting that norms are mostly noticeable
in a community when they are violated. Many of the idea units relating to norms (5/8) were complaints about Voting
Behavior, particularly the use of the “downvote button as a disagree button,” a voting behavior which has been found to
result in especially strong emotional reactions [20].

The remaining three comments on norms were community specific and focused on Adherence to Norms, such as
newcomers not reading the FAQ before posting, posters not providing adequate information and expecting a response
(/r/whatisthisplant), or not including appropriate sources. Members’ Adherence to Norms has been identified as major
challenge for almost every online community [68, Ch.5].

4.9 Trust

The Trust of a community was the least frequently commented on community value. This category consists of two
subcategories, Knowledgeable People and Trustworthy Content, again differentiated by a focus on people vs. content. Of
respondents who commented on the trustworthiness of people, one respondent appreciated the credentials of community
members “There are many doctors [on /r/eyetriage] so it’s a lot more reliable,” whereas another respondent lamented
how anonymity interfered with the trustworthiness of the /r/MachineLearning community: “Anonymity sometimes

2A common reddit acronym meaning ‘not safe for work’ and used to indicate content containing gore or nudity.
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makes it so I don’t know who is qualified to say what.” Trustworthy Content is a somewhat more straightforward value,
with large amounts of previous research demonstrating harms associated with untrustworthy content on many different
platforms [3, 8, 30, 36, 44, 74, 84, 96].

4.10 Validation of the Taxonomy

To validate our categorization and judge convergence, we asked every participant to answer two additional questions
about online communities in general, without the context of a specific subreddit. These questions (Appendix A) ask the
participants to reflect upon what aspects they feel make a community healthy, and what aspects make a community
unhealthy and undesirable to participate in. Following the same idea unit division process as for the main responses (§3),
we compare the 92 idea units from the reflection questions to the taxonomy produced by our iterative categorization.

We find that every idea unit from the reflection questions had a clear corresponding category in our taxonomy, and
so the idea units from these questions do not lead to additional categories. Furthermore, every major category from
our taxonomy is represented in the 92 idea units from the reflection questions in roughly identical proportions to the
idea units from the main body of the survey. These two results suggest convergence of our iterative categorization
process and our taxonomy. As the reflection questions ask about online communities in general, without the specific
context of a specific subreddit, there are relatively fewer Quality of Content idea units in response to the reflection
questions, as Quality of Content is the community value most specific to the community context (§4.1). The reflection
question idea units contain relatively more Community Engagement units, especially units which describe the quality of
interactions, which are appropriate to communities of all types (e.g., “people should be nice to one another,” “I don’t
want to participate in a community full of assholes.”).

5 IMPLICATIONS & DISCUSSION

Community members value a broad range of aspects for their communities ranging from Technical Features (§4.6) to
Diversity (§4.3). However, some of these values, such as the Quality of Content (§4.1), are much more frequently reported
by community members than other values. We do not, however, suggest that these most frequently reported values are
somehow more important than less frequently reported values, such as Trust (§4.9), under common objective functions
for researchers. Most existing research that seeks to make online communities ‘better’ focuses on implicit community
values which are relatively straightforward, especially those with broader societal impact (e.g., mis/disinformation
and political polarization) and/or a negative impact on vulnerable populations (e.g., abuse, harassment of women)
(§2). While these research directions are critical to mitigating major harms associated with online communities, our
findings suggest that many values held by community members are understudied, complex, and often in conflict with
one another. In this section we discuss this complexity (§5.1) and conflict (§5.2), and its implications for moderation and
governance practices (§5.3), and how our taxonomy relates to other taxonomies from different contexts (§5.4).

5.1 Understudied Community Values

Many values explicitly stated by community members are not well studied by the research community. Quality of

Content is the most frequently reported value, accounting for 41% of idea units in our responses, yet this value is poorly
understood. Quality of content is arguably the most challenging value to define and measure as it is extraordinarily
context-specific and dependent on the nature of the community in question; content that is high quality in /r/catpictures
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would be woefully inappropriate for /r/science, for example. As existing work in this space focuses mostly on under-
standing the quality of conversational (and other text-based) content [51, 93, 94], additional work which contributes to
the understanding of the quality of image and video-based content is especially important.

Community Size is another value that is understudied and complex. Some work has studied the impact of rapid
growth on communities [49, 55]; however, our findings suggest that members perceive a difference between changes in
the size of the community (e.g., the number of participants) and the volume of content (§4.4). While generally smaller
communities are perceived as better due to having stronger community engagement, a larger volume of content is
generally also valued. Balancing this tension is a important topic for future research, as is understanding how desired
community size varies as a function of the community member’s relationship with the community in question.

5.2 Conflicting Community Values

Many of the values reported by respondents are intuitively good for community health, but are challenging to implement
because they often conflict with one another.

Inclusion vs. Quality ofContent andNorms.While the challenge of incorporating newmembers has been previously
identified and studied [15, 19, 68], our findings permit the framing of this tension as a conflict between Inclusion (of
new members) and Quality of Content and Norms. One participant expressed this sentiment in their response, saying
‘It’s frustrating when [new members] tend to leave out information they’re expected to include.’ In social media
communities, some work has experimented with onboarding documents and mentorship [60, 69, 90] to improve new
members’ understanding of community norms and maintain the quality of content. Methods to mitigate the tension
between inclusion, norms, and quality of content have been studied more deeply in the context of peer production
communities such as Wikipedia [18, 34, 35], and there is great potential for future work to study how these findings
generalize to more social communities and develop new tools [68, Ch.5]. To an extent, however, these values are
inherently at odds.

Size vs. Community Engagement. Community engagement and size are also often in conflict with one another. While
several studies have found that, by some metrics, communities’ health is not harmed in the long term by increases in
size [49, 55], growth is a frequent subject of complaint across many platforms. One of our participants wrote ‘[/r/formula1
is] such a large community that is hard to engage with other members.’ On the other hand, many participants also
reported desiring more activity and more frequent content in their communities. An open and important research
question is how to scale communities to larger size without sacrificing the sense of engagement.

5.3 Community Governance and (lack of) Consensus

Even when community values do not conflict, given the large number of members of most online communities,
perfect consensus is highly unlikely. Even when values are shared by all community members, there are likely to be
differences in their perceived importance across members. Some work studying perceptions of harmful behavior already
provide evidence for differences in opinions on values within a community [43, 70]. In the context of peer production
communities such as Wikipedia, some research has already explored some sources of internal disagreement, such as
tensions between senior and junior members [34, 35, 80], however the extent to which these findings generalize to social
media platforms such as reddit may be limited. Future work should examine the degree of agreement or disagreement
on values held by many members from the same communities, and what factors are predictive of such differences in
opinion.
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Affordances for Participatory Governance. Participatory governance practices can help build consensus and recon-
cile differences in opinion when considering and implementing rule changes. However, affordances for such practices are
extremely limited on social media platforms, where the vast majority of communities’ rules are determined exclusively
by a small set of moderators with no formal input from the broader community [92]. Conflict between moderators and
the broader community has been identified in some prior work [59], yet the exact differences between moderators’ and
nonmoderators’ opinions have not yet been studied systematically. Increasing participatory governance practices in
online communities may help alleviate some of this conflict, yet such practices are not a panacea, and can be used in an
extractive, rather than empowering, manner [47].

Methods for Managing Irreconcilable Differences. What happens when differences in values are too great to
reconcile? On reddit, it is not uncommon for some members to splinter and create an alternative subreddit in response to
perceived grievances or frustration with the status quo, however, to the best of our knowledge, this ‘exit’ phenomenon
has not been studied in depth [26]. Other communities, such as consensus-based peer production communities, have
different practices to manage internal disputes [50], but it is unclear how such practices would generalize to social
media communities. In some cases of divergent values, such as differing Personal Preferences for content, filtering may
be used so that each user does not see content they wish to avoid [41]. However, this undermines social translucence,
a theory which suggests that making online behavior visible creates social spaces with shared accountability [22].
Some research has explored interventions to balance the trade-off between social translucence and the personalization
afforded by filtering [27].

Power Structures and Protecting Vulnerable Community Members. Furthermore, it is likely that some of the
values we have identified in this work will be of special importance to vulnerable groups. In this case, traditional
participatory decision making practices such as voting may fail to protect these vulnerable groups from harm. Consider
online harassment, which disproportionately affects women and other minority groups [53]. Experiencing harassment
is a major harm, yet may only be experienced by a relatively small fraction of community members [61]. In these cases,
a small subset of the community may strongly desire changes in the community to improve trust and safety, while the
majority of the membership may not be as strongly motivated or even be opposed.

This phenomenon, known as ‘Tyranny of the Majority,’ is well known in the offline governance context [32], yet has
not been studied in-depth in the online context. Some peer production communities, such as Wikipedia, emphasize
consensus-based deliberation over vote-counting partly as a way to avoid this issue [88], though issues with bias against
women and other minority groups still persist [85]. Additional research into participatory governance practices for
online communities which protect vulnerable groups is sorely needed.

At a higher level, much research on online communities studies these communities through the lens of moderators [59]
and other people in positions of power [13, 33, 68, 77]. This is especially the case for empirical work which relies upon
rules and enforcement actions as concrete evidence of behavior and community norms [14, 24, 38, 39]. While these are
natural sources of empirical data, researchers must take care and recognize that many community members feel as
though they do not have an adequate stake in rulemaking and enforcement (§4.7). Online platforms’ power structures
are complex [40], and while surveys such as this one are useful tools, additional work is needed on scalable methods for
empirically studying community behavior and values that include the voices of the least empowered.
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This Work Bao et al. [5] Deri et al. [21] and Choi
et al. [16]

Fiesler et al. [24]

Iterative categorization of 39
redditors’ survey responses

Survey of Prosocial Behavior
literature

Survey of Sociology& Psychol-
ogy literature

Manual coding of 300 rules
from 18 subreddits

Quality of Content Information Sharing Knowledge, Fun Content/Behavior, Format,
Low-Quality Content, Off-
topic, Reposting, Spam, Ad-
vertising/Commercialization,
Images

Community Engagement Social Cohesion, Social Sup-
port, Gratitude, Mentoring, Es-
teem Enhancement

Power, Status, Support Personality

Diversity Social Cohesion Similarity, Identity Off-topic
Size Social Cohesion N/A N/A
Participation & Inclusion Social Support, Mentoring, Ab-

sence of Antisocial Behavior
Trust, Identity, Conflict Doxxing/Personal Info,

Harassment, Hate Speech,
Trolling, Links & Outside
Content

Technical Features N/A N/A NSFW
Moderation & Moderators N/A Power, Status Consequences/Moderation/

Enforcement
Norms Absence of Antisocial Behav-

ior
Trust, Conflict Format, Voting

Trust Information Sharing Trust Content/Behavior
Not mentioned by community
members

Fundraising & Donating Romance Copyright/Piracy, Personal
Army, Politics, Sitewide

Table 1. A comparison of how categories from our empirically-derived taxonomy are mapped onto by taxonomies from prior work
(§2.1) on small group interactions [5, 16, 21] and community rules [24]. All of our categories have analogues in these other taxonomies
from different contexts.

5.4 Relationship with Existing Taxonomies

While we are not aware of any work prior to ours that directly asks members of online communities their values, aspects
of online interactions have been studied in other contexts (§2.1). Table 1 summarizes how the major categories from
our results (§4) relate to categories in taxonomies of aspects of small group interactions [5, 16, 21] and the taxonomy of
subreddit rules from Fiesler et al. [24].

Every major category in our taxonomy has at least one analogue in the small group interaction and rule taxonomies.
Naturally, given the different contexts, there are differences in how and where the categories overlap, and some
components of the other taxonomies are not as relevant to the large online community context we study here. The small
group taxonomies emphasize dynamics that affect 1:1 interactions, such as gratitude, mentorship, and asymmetrical
power dynamics. In large communities, these translate to the quality of community interactions, the inclusion of new
members, and the power wielded by moderators, respectively. Romance and Fundraising/Donating, which appear in
the small group taxonomies, do not appear in our taxonomy and were not mentioned by any of our participants.

The taxonomy of different rules on reddit [24] also overlaps substantially with our taxonomy, as rules are a formalized
reflection of community values. As rules are primarily written with regards to content [24], our Quality of Content

category is relevant to many categories from the rules taxonomy. Categories from the rules taxonomy which do not
have analogues in our taxonomy are rules regarding copyright/piracy, politics, and personal armies (brigading).
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5.5 Limitations

Our work contributes a new, deeper understand of members of online social communities’ values for such communities.
However, it is not possible to definitively answer every possible question on this important topic in a single study, and
as such, we leave some community values research to future work.

While we made every effort to recruit participants from a diverse set of backgrounds by using multiple recruiting
methods, it is possible that selection effects impacted who responded to our survey, which may have resulted in a
taxonomy that is not truly representative of all community members. We believe the validity of our taxonomy is
demonstrated both by the overlap in responses between questions asked in a subreddit-specific and abstract context
(§4.10) as well as the correspondence between the values we find and those identified by sociologists and psychiatrists
in the context of interpersonal interactions (§5.4). Making ‘truly representative’ samples of online communities’
membership is especially difficult given that such membership is often not well-defined, yet this is an important topic
for future work.

Our participants were asked about their experiences on a single social platform, reddit. While reddit is large, popular,
and contains many thousands of communities covering diverse topics [62], reddit also differs from platforms such as
Twitter, which lacks explicit communities with well-defined membership, as well as peer production communities
such as Wikipedia and open source projects, where the community has a clear focus beyond social engagement and
entertainment. Future work is needed to understand how community values may differ in these other contexts.

reddit also mostly consists of English-speaking users from Western cultures, and additional work is needed to
understand how people from other cultures may hold different values. Some evidence for cultural differences in values
has already been reported [43].

Our taxonomy is derived from responses on a diverse set of 125 unique communities (Appendix B), yet we do
not consider the responses of more than a small number of people in each community who are cannot be perfectly
representative of the community as a whole. Future research is needed to study in-depth the degree to which community
members agree and disagree with one another within the same community.

6 CONCLUSION

Online social communities are rich spaces that can bring people together in a healthy, productive, and enjoyable
manner. Many researchers study how to make online communities ‘better,’ but understanding what ‘better’ means is a
challenging problem, as there is no single set of values for online communities that can be used to inform research in
this space. The values held by community members themselves are difficult to measure, and their perspectives have
mostly not been included in existing research.

In this work, we surveyed 39 redditors who are members of 125 unique communities. Using open ended questions
(§3.2), we asked these redditors what their values for their communities are, in their own words. Using an iterative
categorization method based in grounded theory (§3.4), we contributed a taxonomy of 29 community values across a
broad range of topics from the diversity of the community to technical features (§4).

Our findings have important implications for future work on online social communities. We highlighted understudied
and challenging-to-implement community values such as Quality of Content, Size, and Community Engagement (§5.1).
We identified where community values conflict with one another (§5.2), and called for additional work on participatory
governance for online communities that protects vulnerable groups of community members (§5.3).
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A SURVEY INSTRUMENT

Informed Consent

This survey aims to learn more about the subreddits that reddit
users participate in, and what values redditors have for those
subreddits.
 
In this survey, we will ask you a few questions about your overall
reddit usage, and then ask you a few questions each about the
subreddits you consider yourself to be a member of. You may
skip any questions you'd prefer not to answer. It should take less
than 5 minutes to complete.
 
Only high-level data will be published as part of our research.
Your responses are confidential, and will never be made public. 
 
This study is run by researchers from the University of
Washington, and has been determined to be exempt from IRB
approval under University of Washington IRB ID STUDY00011457.
For questions or concerns, please contact
gweld@cs.washington.edu, or /u/cyclistNerd on reddit.

Would you like to participate in this survey?

Reddit Username and Compensation

As compensation for your participation in this study, you will be
entered in a raffle for one of five Amazon gift cards, worth $20
each.

To contact you after the raffle drawing, we will send you a reddit
private message. To do so, we ask for your reddit username. 

Yes, I would like to participate in this survey.

No, I would not like to participate in this survey.
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We will also use your username to identify your posts and
comments in the subreddits you participate in. Your username
will be kept confidential, and we will never publish any of your
reddit history.

Providing your username is entirely optional, but without it, we
cannot enter you into the raffle.

What is your primary reddit username? Your answer will be kept
confidential. 

Please spell carefully, and do not include '/u/' or 'u/'.

Do you have multiple reddit accounts?

You entered that your primary username is
/u/${q://QID19/ChoiceTextEntryValue}.
 
If this looks correct, press next to start the rest of the survey. If this
is incorrect, please press back to edit your response.

Multiple Accounts

Earlier, you indicated that you have multiple reddit accounts.

No, I only have one reddit account.

Yes, I have multiple reddit accounts.
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If you're comfortable doing so, please enter the names of your
alternate reddit accounts, separated by commas.

Firefox Privacy Error

Our survey encountered an error when attempting to query
reddit's servers for your recent subreddits. This often occurs when
Firefox's Browser Privacy Setting is set to "Strict," which blocks
background network requests to 3rd party services. Unfortunately,
this breaks several features of this survey. Please consider
disabling this setting and restarting the survey.

Overall Reddit Usage

In this section, we will ask you about how you use reddit.

Typically, how often do you use reddit?

Typically, how long do you typically spend on reddit at one time?

Every day.

A few times a week.

Once a week.

A few times a month.

Only occasionally.

Less than five minutes.

More than five minutes, but less than fifteen minutes.

More than fifteen minutes, but less than an hour.

More than an hour.
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Typically, how often do you post or comment on reddit versus
browsing what others have submitted (lurking)?

How often do you use aggregate subreddits (like your frontpage,
/r/all, or multi-reddits) versus looking at individual subreddits?

Do you use reddit more from your computer or from your phone?

Subreddit Selection

In this section, we'll ask you questions specific to the subreddits
that you consider yourself a member of. These subreddits should
be subreddits that are important to you, and that you are familiar
enough with to feel comfortable commenting on different
aspects of how they are run, and how their members interact
with one another.

Frequently, I frequently submit posts or comment on threads.

Occasionally, I post or comment occasionally, but mostly browse what others
have submitted.

Rarely, I almost always just browse what others have submitted.

Never, I only browse what others have submitted.

Always, I never look at individual subreddits.

Frequently, I mostly use use aggregate subreddits, but sometimes I look at
individual subreddits.

Occasionally, I look at aggregate subreddits and individual subreddits about
evenly.

Rarely, I mostly look at individual subreddits.

Never, I only look at individual subreddits.

I only use reddit from my computer.

I mostly use my computer, but sometimes use my phone.

I use my phone and my computer about evenly.

I mostly use my phone, but sometimes use my computer.

I only use reddit from my phone.
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${e://Field/recentSubredditsQueryStatus}

Technical note: If the above subreddit search field is not functioning, it may because your browser's privacy settings are configured to block

network requests to 3rd party servers, such as reddit's. Our testing indicates this is most common with Firefox. If the search box isn't working,

please consider temporarily changing your browser's privacy settings.

Thank you for selecting subreddits. The next section will ask you
about your experiences with each subreddit, individually.

Open Ended Subreddit Value Questions

In this section, we'll ask you questions specifically about your
experience in /r/${lm://Field/1}.

In your responses, please consider not only the content of
/r/${lm://Field/1}, but also how it is run, how its members treat
one another, and anything else that impacts your experience.

${e://Field/recentSubreddit_0}
${e://Field/recentSubreddit_1}
${e://Field/recentSubreddit_2}
${e://Field/recentSubreddit_3}
${e://Field/recentSubreddit_4}

${e://Field/finalSubreddit_0}
${e://Field/finalSubreddit_1}
${e://Field/finalSubreddit_2}
${e://Field/finalSubreddit_3}
${e://Field/finalSubreddit_4}

24



Making Online Communities ‘Better’: A Taxonomy of Community Values on Reddit

As it exists right now, what are a few of the best aspects of the
/r/${lm://Field/1} community?

If you could change anything, what are some aspects of
the /r/${lm://Field/1} community you would like to improve
upon?

Reflection Questions

These last two questions ask you to reflect on your experience
across all the subreddits you've used.

Generally, what values do you think are important in an online
community? What makes a community healthy?

Have you ever stopped participating in any subreddits? What are
some signs that a community isn't worth your time, or isn't a
community you want to participate in?
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B SUBREDDITS INCLUDED IN RESPONSES

The 39 people who participated in our study answered questions regarding the subreddits they consider themselves a
member of. Here we provide a complete3 list of every subreddit in which participants self-identified as members.

/r/90DayFiance /r/BodyPositive /r/gaidhlig /r/Medford /r/sewing
/r/ACMilan /r/btd6 /r/Glaucoma /r/MeetNewPeopleHere /r/ShouldIbuythisgame
/r/afkarena /r/CallOfDutyMobile /r/GradSchool /r/meme /r/skiing
/r/agedlikewine /r/CampAndHikeMichigan /r/Gunners /r/memes /r/slavelabour
/r/AmItheAsshole /r/cars /r/hemorrhoid /r/mexico /r/SmashBrosUltimate
/r/AnarchyChess /r/CFB /r/hiphopheads /r/milwaukee /r/snailmailsociety
/r/ani_bm /r/CollegeBasketball /r/HistoryMemes /r/msu /r/snails
/r/ApplyingToCollege /r/crochet /r/ich_iel /r/NFTExchange /r/TalkTherapy
/r/AquaSama /r/croppedboomermemes /r/ImmigrationCanada /r/NoStupidQuestions /r/thefalconandthews
/r/AskAnAmerican /r/CrossStitch /r/insomnia /r/Num /r/TheLastAirbender
/r/AskBiology /r/cursedcomments /r/isopods /r/nyu /r/ThriftStoreHauls
/r/AskCulinary /r/cycling /r/knitting /r/OkBubbyRetard /r/trees
/r/AskEurope /r/dankmemes /r/kof /r/onguardforthee /r/tumblr
/r/AskReddit /r/DankMemesFromSite19 /r/Konosuba /r/Panama /r/UKPersonalFinance
/r/AskScienceDiscussion /r/datascience /r/lastcloudia /r/pansexual /r/Unmade_Podcast
/r/assholedesign /r/DeathStranding /r/legaladvice /r/Philippines /r/uvic
/r/Assistance /r/delta8 /r/linguistics /r/polyamory /r/vancouver
/r/aww /r/depression /r/lotrmemes /r/popheads /r/vexillology
/r/Backcountry /r/Embroidery /r/MachineLearning /r/ProgrammerHumor /r/WANDAVISION
/r/BanGDream_AAside /r/eyetriage /r/machinelearningmemes /r/Rarible /r/WannabeChallenge
/r/bangtan /r/fijerk /r/MakeNewFriendsHere /r/roguelikedev /r/whatisthisplant
/r/bicycling /r/financialindependence /r/MapPorn /r/running /r/wow
/r/Biochemistry /r/FinancialPlanning /r/me_irl /r/SampleSize /r/youtubehaiku
/r/biology /r/formula1 /r/mealtimevideos /r/ScenesFromAHat /r/zoloft
/r/blackladies /r/friendship /r/MechanicalKeyboards /r/Seattle

3In order to protect the anonymity of participants, one subreddit is excluded due to its small size.
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