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Appendix D: Visualizing differences across methods  
 

 
Figure 14. Defining misinformation: differences across methods.  
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Figure 15. Opinions about misinformation and digital media: differences across methods.  
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Figure 16. Determinants of misinformation belief: differences across methods. 
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Figure 17. Determinants of misinformation sharing: differences across methods. 
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Figure 18. Effectiveness of interventions against misinformation: differences across methods. 
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Figure 19. Effectiveness of system-level actions against misinformation: differences across methods. 
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Figure 20. Future directions for the field: differences across methods. 
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