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Appendix C: Identifying and ranking effective strategies

Statements describing strategies and their levels of agreement.

Investment in research that improves our understanding of DMM| and evaluates the
effectiveness of interventions against it is an effective strategy for combatting and/or
building resilience to DMMI.
Improving media and information literacy in the population (including training in critical
thinking, bias recognition and emotional intelligence, etc.) is an effective strategy for
combatting and/or building resilience to DMMI.

Educating and raising awareness about the dangers of DMMI (especially in schools) is an
effective strategy for combatting and/or building resilience to DMMI.

Establishing a robust regulatory framework for social media companies, overseen and
enforced by a dedicated standards body that ensures transparency and accountability is an
effective strategy for combatting and/or building resilience to DMMI.
Increasing collaboration/coordination between sectors (academic, civil society, government,
private companies) is an effective strategy for combatting and/or building resilience to
DMMIL.

Publicly exposing details (e.g., funding sources, affiliations, geographic origins etc.) about the
most prolific sources of DMM I is an effective strategy for combatting and/or building
resilience to DMMI.

Improving support and outreach to communities most affected by DMMI is an effective
strategy for combatting and/or building resilience to DMMI.

Interventions that curtail the financial rewards for spreading DMMI are effective strategies
for combatting and/or building resilience to DMMI.

Interventions that use popular media (films, T.V., podcasts, etc.) to combat and build
resilience to DMMI are effective strategies for combatting and/or building resilience to
DMMI.

Increasing collaboration between states/nations is an effective strategy for combatting
and/or building resilience to DMMI

Introducing (and enforcing) legislation that penalises the deliberate spread of disinformation
is an effective strategy for combatting and/or building resilience to DMMI

Developing and implementing (improved) content accuracy and other 'nutrition style'
warning indicators for news sources is an effective strategy for combatting and/or building
resilience to DMMI

Interventions on social/group dynamics that foster healthier interactions are effective
strategies for combatting and/or building resilience to DMMI

Ensuring journalism meets the proper standards (especially for new journalism formats-
podcasts, citizen journalism, etc.) is an effective strategy for combatting and/or building
resilience to DMMI

Prebunking/psychological inoculation (pre-emptively debunking anticipated disinformation)
is an effective strategy for combatting and/or building resilience to DMMI

Improving journalist training is an effective strategy for combatting and/or building resilience
to DMMI

Fact checking/information campaigns, so long as they're engaging and transparent are
effective strategies for combatting and/or building resilience to DMMI

The RESIST model is an effective strategy for combatting and/or building resilience to DMMI

Investing in and implementing automated/Al approaches and enhanced cybersecurity
measures is an effective strategy for combatting and/or building resilience to DMMI

The DISARM model is an effective strategy for combatting and/or building resilience to

DMMI
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Figure C1. Expert panel agreement with synthesis statements describing effective strategies for combatting and/or building
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Strategy Prioritisation and Ranking

Establishing a robust regulatory framework for social media companies, overseen and
enforced by a dedicated standards body that ensures transparency and accountability 19% £
is an effective strategy for combatting and/or building resilience to DMMI.

Improving media and information literacy in the population (including training in

critical thinking, bias recognition and emotional intelligence, etc.) is an effective 9%

strategy for combatting and/or building resilience to DMMI.

Educating and raising awareness about the dangers of DMMI (especially in schools), is
9% 23% 50%

an effective strategy for combatting and/or building resilience to DMMI.

Investment in research that improves our understanding of DMM| and evaluates the

effectiveness of interventions against it is an effective strategy for combatting and/or 16%

building resilience to DMMI.

Increasing collaboration/coordination between sectors (academic, civil society,

government, private companies) is an effective strategy for combatting and/or building 29%

resilience to DMMI.

Introducing (and enforcing) legislation that penalises the deliberate spread of -
disinformation is an effective strategy for combatting and/or building resilience to it. % G 5%

Prebunking/psychological inoculation (pre-emptively debunking anticipated

disinformation) is an effective strategy for combatting and/or building resilience to O 0% 30%  20%
DMMIL.
Interventions that curtail the financial rewards for spreading DMMI are effective - .
% %09
strategies for combatting and/or building resilience to it. 20% IR e
Interventions on social/group dynamics that foster healthier interactions are effective
strategies for combatting and/or building resilience to DMMI. : o
Publicly exposing details (e.g., funding sources, affiliations, geographic origins etc.)
about the most prolific sources of DMMI is an effective strategy for combatting and/or 30%

building resilience to it.

Ensuring journalism meets the proper standards (especially for new journalism
formats- podcasts, citizen journalism, etc.) is an effective strategy for combatting 50% E¥
and/or building resilience to DMMI.

Investing in and implementing automated/Al approaches and enhanced cybersecurity l
o
measures is an effective strategy for combatting and/or building resilience to DMMI. 5% &

Developing and implementing (improved) content accuracy and other 'nutrition style'
warning indicators for news sources is an effective strategy for combatting and/or 33% 33%
building resilience to DMMI.

Improving support and outreach to communities most affected by DMMI is an effective
strategy for combatting and/or building resilience to DMMI.

Increasing collaboration between states/nations is an effective strategy for combatting
and/or building resilience to DMMI.

Improving journalist training is an effective strategy for combatting and/or building
resilience to DMII. 1

Fact checking/information campaigns, so long as they're engaging and transparent, are l
effective strategies for combatting and/or building resilience to DMMI. B

Interventions that use popular media (films, T.V., podcasts, etc.) to combat and build
resilience to DMMI are effective strategies for combatting and/or building resilience to
DMMILI.

The DISARM model is an effective strategy for combatting and/or building resilience to ﬂ
DMMIL.

The RESIST model is an effective strategy for combatting and/or building resilience to
DMMIL.
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Figure C2. Results of the exercise where the expert panel was asked to select five strategies to prioritize over the next five
years and then rank those selected in terms of the highest priority. The length of each bar indicates how many times the
strategy was selected as a priority and percentages indicate proportion of participants that ranked strategy as first, second,
third, fourth, or fifth in terms of priority.



