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Study of misinformation
Title of scientific articles (Google 
Scholar)

- Misinformation * 3:

70’900 articles between 2007-2015 
220’000 articles between 2016-2024

- Fake news * 49:

5’130 articles between 2007-2015
252’000 articles between 2016-2024

- False news * 8:

3’010 articles between 2007-2015
25’400 articles between 2016-2024







How good are people at judging 
the veracity of true and false 

news?



A systematic literature review using PRISMA



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 

Records identified from databases  
Total (n = 4,982) 
Scopus (n = 4002 ) 
Google Scholar (n = 980)

Duplicate records removed   
(n = 156)

Records screened 
(n = 4826)

Records excluded** 
(n = 4720)

Reports sought for retrieval 
(n = 106)

Reports not retrieved 
(n = 0)

Reports assessed for eligibility 
(n = 106)

Reports excluded 
(n = 74)

Records identified from citation 
searching & twitter 

(n = 40)

Reports assessed for eligibility 
(n = 40)

Reports excluded 
(n = 19)

Studies included in review 
(n = 53)

Identification of studies via databases and registers Identification of studies via other methods
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Reports sought for retrieval 
(n = 40)

Reports not retrieved 
(n = 0)



A total of 232 effect sizes



Two outcomes: 
Discernment and Skepticism bias







A moderator: 
Political Concordance



N = 10 articles, 
22 unique samples



How about the individual level?



N = 12 articles, 
24’441 subjects



Robustness checks and limitations
• The results hold:

• Across alternative effect size estimators
• When collapsing Likert scales into binary
• When relying on d’ and c in Signal Detection Theory

• The results are likely limited to fact-checked false news, and may 
not generalize to misinformation more broadly.

• The results show that people have the ability to identify false 
news when asked to do so, but they may not always, or fully, use 
these abilities outside of experimental settings.



Conclusion
• People are able to discern true from false news, but err on the 

side of skepticism rather than credulity

• To improve discernment, there is more room to increase the 
acceptance of true news than to reduce the acceptance of 
false news.

• Crowdsourcing fact-checking on social media is promising.



Thank you!
• Pfänder, J., & Altay, S. (2023). Spotting False News and Doubting True News: 

A Meta-Analysis of News Judgements. osf.io/n9h4y
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