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Premise

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



Premise

As the spread of 
misinformation transcends 

borders, collaborative 
partnerships have been 

formed among fact-
checkers around the world.



Challenges faced by fact-checkers

To provide corrections of falsehoods in a prompt manner while ensuring 
the accessibility and quality of their content. 

After all, the impact of fact-checking efforts when tackling misinformation 
and hoaxes is, to a large extent, contingent on how well the fact-checked 
information is processed and received by the audience. 

Thus, how fact-checkers around the world demonstrate fact-checking 
principles in their practices is of critical concern.



The goals of this work:

Investigate two important 
aspects of fact-checking 

practices including accessibility
and transparency

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 research questions

An overview of IFCN COVID-19 misinformation efforts

How are accessibility and transparency demonstrated 
in COVID-19 fact-checking news?

Any differences in fact-checking practices across time, 
type of mis- or disinformation, country-level factors?  



Key concepts and operationalizations

• Clear indications of whether a claim is true, false, 
or inconclusive in the fact-checking content. 

• Inclusions of infographics, visual cues. 

Accessibility: whether 
fact-checkers make their 

content and verdicts 
accessible to the 

readers.

• Use of various sources and reference links in fact-
checked articles. 

Transparency: the 
practice of openness in 
providing readers with 

information on the 
verification process. 



Data & Methods
• Data source: the CoronaVirusFacts/ DatosCoronaVirus Alliance Database compiled by the 

International Fact-Checking Network (IFCN), made available on Poynter.org. 

• 14,570 COVID fact-checks published in 40 different languages by professional fact-
checkers from 103 countries. 

• Methods: Descriptive analysis, text mining, multi-level modelling. 



Main 
findings



COVID-19 
misinformation



Fact-checkers: 102 international fact-checkers



Geographic variation 



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

• More than 99.3% of articles are accessible. 

• Articles with false or mostly false labels are more 
significantly likely to have accessible content than 
“articles” with disinformation labels.  

• No evidence of increasing accessibility in content 
over time. 

• No significant effect of country-level factors (GDP, 
press freedom index) on accessibility. 



Transparency 
• Increasing use of sources embedded 

in fact-check articles over time.
• ”Disinformation” articles are 

significantly less transparent than 
other rating types. 

• Country-level factors (GDP, press 
freedom level) were not associated 
with transparency level. 



Conclusion
• Clear demonstration of “accessibility” principle in IFCN fact-checking practices.

• Compared to other contents, disinformation (including misleading, exaggerated, 
manipulation of content, alter images) suggests extra challenges to fact-checkers.

• Socio-political systems under which fact-checkers operate did not seem to have 
significant influence on fact-checking practices. 


