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mbivalence can be 
defined as “…simul-
taneous conflicting 
feelings or beliefs…” 
[1] In Latin, the prefix 

ambi means both; the suffix valence 
means vigor, or the attraction and/or 
aversion felt toward something [1]. 
Ambivalence is believed to be intensi-
fying in society, resulting in inhibited 
growth and impaired decision-mak-
ing [2], [3]. Researchers assert that 
humans utilize two basic forms of 
coping with ambivalence: emotion-
focused and problem-focused [2]. 

With emotion-focused coping, 
humans avoid, procrastinate, or 
downplay the significance of situa-
tions (i.e., valence-carriers); humans 
may feel relieved superficially, yet 
dilemmas remain unresolved [2]. With 
problem-focused coping, humans 
seek information and weigh the pros/
cons of alternatives (i.e., valence-car-
riers); humans invest time and cogni-
tive effort to maximize confidence 
for the best possible decisions [2].

In contrast to emotion-focused 
coping, our community excavates 
dichotomies; we probe ambivalence- 
induced discomforts. Our contribu-
tors explored a variety of valence-
carriers. We traversed a spectrum of 
science and engineering to better 
integrate conflicting values, needs, 
and beliefs. Authors guided us toward 
quality journalism; we envision grow-
ing pains likely to include dismay and 
delight coexisting with rapidly dis-
seminated acts of journalism. With 
problem-focused coping, our com-

munity informs and guides society 
to explore difficult-to-solve scenarios 
such as the need for balancing profit 
and privacy relative to the central-
ized/decentralized dichotomies of 
Collective Adaptive Systems (CASs) 
[4]. We perceived the divergent attri-
butes of precision agriculture (PA), 
especially when farmers desire to use 
PA to optimize the management of 
field inputs for maximum yields, yet 
do not desire to release data without 
knowledge or consent. Predictably, 
ambivalence often negatively impacts 
adoption rates of technology [3].

When considering the deploy-
ment of technology, our community 
helps society avoid false dilemmas 
leading to the paralysis of ambi -
valence. We resist the either/or 
of ambivalent thinking; rather, we 
recognize technology usage as often 
both good and bad, simultaneously. 
Ambivalence is supposed to dimin-
ish if humans prioritize in a man-
ner that is congruent with society’s 
needs over the long term [2]. There-
fore, contributors help us cope with 
the mental mess of ambivalence by 
teaching us to prioritize such prin-
ciples as using humanitarian fun-

damentals as prime rationale for 
context-specific decisions. 

As our community untangles 
the vast array of negative and posi-
tive valences of technologies, we 
help society to better cope. Con-
sequently, we strengthen ambiva-
lence tolerance.
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