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Premise

� Research on COVID-19 misinformation

� Research on Fact-checking



Research on Covid misinformation

� COVID-19 pandemic unfolded alongside an “infodemic” of misinformation. 

� Misinformation as a phenomenon of social media, but also traditional media. 
� Content analysis of 38M articles in English-language media around the world from Jan 1 to May 

26, 2020 found only 16% of misinformation coverage was “fact-checking” in nature (Evanega et 
al., 2020). 

� Tangible outcomes of misinformation on physical and mental health outcomes.

� Misinformation related to the diagnosis, spread and treatment of COVID-19 reduces trust 
in science and vaccines, as well as compliance with public safety measures. 



Misinformation as political weapon



Fact-checking on Covid misinformation



Main goals

1. To examine fact-checked claims regarding COVID-19 to provide a snapshot of 
misinformation on this global pandemic.

2. To investigate two important aspects of fact-checking practices including transparency
and accessibility in the context of COVID-19 misinformation.

3. To draw the connections between aspects of COVID misinformation and country-level 
characteristics. 



Significance

� To provide insights into the clarity and effectiveness of fact-checking efforts,

� To highlight areas in which global fact-checkers can improve to make their work more 
accessible and credible to the public. 



Key concepts and operationalizations

� Transparency: the practice of openness in providing users with information on the 
verification process. 
� Operationalizations: sources and embedded links in fact-checked articles. 

� Accessibility: whether fact-checkers make their content and verdicts accessible to users.
� Operationalizations: clearly pointing out whether a claim is true, false, or inconclusive, 

infographics, visual cues. 



Data & Methods

� Data source: the CoronaVirusFacts/ DatosCoronaVirus Alliance Database compiled by 
the International Fact-Checking Network (IFCN). 

� 14,570 COVID fact-checks published in 40 different languages by 102 professional fact-
checkers from 74 countries. 

� Methods: Quantitative textual analysis, NLP and statistical modeling. 



Preliminary findings



Fact-checkers: 102 international fact-checkers



Geographic variation 



Rating classification: 56 raw rating types by 
international fact-checkers



Re-classified ratings
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Accessibility 



Plan for future analysis

� Measures of transparency by extracting images, videos, outlinks embedded in the fact-
check articles. 

� NLP use to understand contents of Covid misinformation (e.g., coronavirus origin, COVID-
19 impact, information about vaccines and public safety measures).

� Accessibility and transparency and country-level correlates (e.g., media freedom, media 
trust, Internet use, social media use, and economic indices). 


