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1. Objective/main idea: 

Delusion-prone individuals may be more likely to accept even delusion-irrelevant 

implausible ideas because of their tendency to engage in less analytic and less 

actively open-minded thinking. Exploratory analyses showed that dogmatic 

individuals and religious fundamentalists were also more likely to believe false (not 

true) news.  

 

2. Context/related work: 

One contributor to inaccurate beliefs is misinformation, including “fake news,” which 

consists of fabricated news stories that are presented as being from legitimate 

sources and promoted on social media to receive financial gain (Lazer et al., 2018). 

These individuals are more likely to endorse conspiracy theories (Dagnall, 

Drinkwater, Parker, Denovan, & Parton, 2015), believe in paranormal phenomena 

(Pechey & Halligan, 2011), and give higher plausibility ratings to absurd explanations 

for ambiguous events (Bronstein & Cannon, 2017; Zawadzki et al., 2012).  

 

3. Methods/Sequence of events: 

A news evaluation task measured belief in fake and real news. During this task, 

participants encountered 12 fake and 12 real news headlines, in random order. 

Headlines were presented in a format often used on social media. 

In Study 1, participants completed the Cognitive Reflection Test along with several 

additional individual difference measures (AOT scale, DOG scale, RF scale, and PDI).  

In Study 2, participants began by completing the first phase of the illusory truth task 

(in which they rated the interestingness of several facts); This method was expected 

to provide insight into whether these variables could each explain unique variance in 

the relationship between belief in fake news and delusion-like ideation, dogmatism, 

and religious fundamentalism. 

 

4. Result/Conclusion: 

 These studies established that delusion-prone individuals, dogmatic individuals, and 

religious fundamentalists are more likely to believe fake news. Mediation analyses 

suggested that these relationships may be partially or fully explained by reduced 

engagement in actively open-minded and analytic thinking, which may broadly 

discourage implausible beliefs. This suggestion points to potential interventions that 

may keep individuals from falling for fake news and lays the groundwork for future 

fake news research. 

 



Use Case: Social media rumours in India: counting the dead (Shadab Nazmi, 2018) 

By- Deepansh Agarwal 

1. Objective/main Idea: 

Across India mob attacks are on the rise, fuelled by false rumours on WhatsApp and 

social media. According to a BBC analysis of millions of English language reports, at 

least 31 people have been killed in the past two years and dozens more injured. 

These are the numbers verified by the BBC. Many more incidents have been 

reported. Many of the false rumours warn people that there are child abductors in 

their towns, driving locals to target innocent men who are not known to the 

community. A total of 25 men, 4 women, and two people of unknown gender have 

died. Here is a timeline of those incidents the BBC has verified in 2018. 

 

2. Context/related work: 

The article was majorly published and case was dealt on social media rumours in 

India that are causing death.  

 

3. Methods/Sequence of events: 

More than 30 million English-language news articles (in print and online) published 

between February 2014 and July 2018 were analysed for this research. 

Articles were scanned for specific keywords and filtered down to 6,000 key incidents, 

which were then manually cross-checked with reports from at least two further 

reputable sources – one news website and one wire agency.  

If no article from a wire agency was available, at least three news website sources 

were identified. The final analysis reported here focuses solely on the number of 

fatalities found as a result of this research. 

 

4. Result/Conclusion: 

WhatsApp has become a breeding ground for fake videos, distorted messages and 

disinformation, thanks to its complex system of anonymity. The ability to forward 

messages easily has allowed for the rapid spread of information, often without its 

original content and always without a link to the original author. Users often receive 

messages making them less likely to second-guess the veracity of the information 

they receive. The BBC's analysis identified a sharp increase in the number of fatal 

attacks in 2018. 31 people died in 23 incidents over two years. 20 of these violent 

mob attacks occurred between April and July 2018 and deaths have not been 

restricted by geography. Social media rumours have driven fatal violence in 12 

states. 
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