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Example	fake	news	during	covid

Fake	news	regarding	COVID-19	has	become	a	significant	concern	during	the	pandemic.	Many	reports	are	false	and	spread	rapidly	online,	often	causing	harm	to	individuals	and	communities.	The	situation	is	exacerbated	by	the	fact	that	some	people	intentionally	disseminate	disinformation,	while	others	unintentionally	share	misleading	information.	A
key	aspect	of	the	issue	is	that	fake	news	can	take	many	forms,	including	disinformation,	which	is	spread	with	malicious	intent,	and	misinformation,	which	is	shared	without	realizing	its	inaccuracy.	Both	types	have	the	potential	to	cause	significant	harm,	particularly	when	it	comes	to	public	health	issues	like	COVID-19.	The	reasons	why	people	are	more
susceptible	to	fake	news	include	the	fact	that	it	often	looks	similar	to	real	news,	and	our	tendency	to	share	bad	news	online.	Additionally,	during	times	of	uncertainty,	people	seek	safety	and	security,	which	can	lead	them	to	turn	to	false	information	as	a	way	to	cope.	In	the	context	of	COVID-19,	this	means	that	misinformation	about	the	virus	and	its
spread	can	quickly	gain	traction	online.	This	includes	myths	about	vaccines	or	remedies	for	the	disease.	Furthermore,	some	individuals	may	downplay	factual	information	about	the	risks	associated	with	COVID-19	in	order	to	focus	on	more	positive	news.	Overall,	the	spread	of	fake	news	regarding	COVID-19	poses	a	significant	threat	to	public	health,
and	it	is	essential	that	we	take	steps	to	combat	this	issue.	The	novel	coronavirus	poses	numerous	threats	beyond	its	health	impact.	Firstly,	the	constantly	shifting	official	advice	can	lead	to	confusion	and	frustration.	Secondly,	it	triggers	social	isolation,	which	in	turn	makes	people	more	susceptible	to	accepting	unverified	information	from	friends	and
family.	This	issue	is	further	exacerbated	by	unclear	messages	from	authorities,	making	it	challenging	for	individuals	to	distinguish	between	accurate	and	inaccurate	information.	For	instance,	the	vague	terms	used	in	official	health	advice,	such	as	"flu-like	symptoms"	or	"social	distancing,"	can	be	confusing,	especially	for	those	who	have	never
experienced	the	flu	before.	Furthermore,	the	broadness	of	these	messages	may	stem	from	the	fact	that	scientific	answers	are	still	not	available	for	many	practical	questions	people	have.	The	debate	over	wearing	face	masks	is	a	prime	example	of	how	social	and	fringe	media	can	spread	misinformation.	The	Centre	for	Disease	Control	in	the	US	has
revised	its	stance	on	mask-wearing,	while	Australia's	deputy	chief	medical	officer	initially	advised	against	it	due	to	concerns	about	medical	supply	shortages.	However,	this	stance	contradicts	recent	evidence	from	Yale	researchers,	which	shows	that	wearing	face	masks	significantly	reduces	COVID-19	transmission	and	saves	lives.	To	address	these
issues,	governments	must	provide	clear,	detailed,	and	transparent	information	to	counteract	the	spread	of	fake	news.	This	is	crucial,	as	knowing	the	facts	can	literally	save	one's	life.	However,	once	misinformation	takes	hold,	it	becomes	increasingly	difficult	to	correct,	and	attempts	to	do	so	may	even	inadvertently	strengthen	its	grip	on	people's
perceptions.	To	combat	COVID-19-related	fake	news,	there	are	three	key	steps:	cutting	off	the	supply	of	false	information,	improving	public	communication,	and	fostering	a	culture	of	media	literacy.	Here,	governments	should	provide	clear	and	transparent	information	that	combats	fake	news	by	flooding	the	market	with	reliable	data.	This	approach
helps	curtail	the	spread	of	misinformation.	Additionally,	we	must	work	with	social	media	platforms	to	block	access	to	false	news	and	ensure	a	smoother	online	experience.	As	consumers	of	information,	it	is	crucial	to	be	vigilant	and	practice	fact-checking	using	reputable	sources	like	AFP,	Snopes,	and	others.	If	this	seems	too	challenging,	two	simple
exercises	can	help	maintain	good	mental	hygiene:	take	a	moment	to	pause	before	sharing	new	information	and	ask	yourself	if	you	are	accepting	content	without	scrutiny	or	believing	it	because	of	emotional	appeal.	To	combat	COVID-19	misinformation,	we	must	employ	all	these	strategies	simultaneously.	In	the	meantime,	stay	safe,	be	cautious,	and
think	carefully	about	what	you	share	online.	Given	article	text	here	People	on	social	media	have	been	sharing	stories	about	how	inhaling	steam	helped	some	patients	recover	from	coronavirus.	One	post	claimed	a	doctor	who	had	Corona	virus	recovered	quickly	after	inhaling	steam.	Similar	messages	have	appeared	from	different	sources,	including
"sisters"	in	London	and	New	York.	However,	there	is	no	evidence	that	inhaling	steam	works	as	a	treatment	for	coronavirus.	In	fact,	high-temperature	steam	can	destroy	viruses	like	coronavirus	in	hospitals	and	other	areas.	Dr.	Keith	Neal,	an	expert	on	infectious	diseases	at	the	University	of	Nottingham,	says	that	inhaling	hot	steam	would	be	extremely
dangerous	due	to	burns	risk.	The	body's	cooling	system	kicks	in,	and	the	lungs	would	be	irreparably	damaged	before	reaching	a	temperature	high	enough	to	deactivate	the	virus.	Another	viral	claim	is	that	hospitals	in	Italy	have	run	out	of	space	due	to	the	spread	of	coronavirus.	However,	images	of	hospital	beds	shared	on	social	media	were	taken	after
an	earthquake	in	Croatia,	not	in	Italy.	A	Russian	scientist	claims	that	a	man-made	bacterium	has	merged	with	the	new	coronavirus	and	recommends	baking	soda	as	treatment.	However,	there	is	no	evidence	to	support	this	claim.	Misleading	online	posts	often	contain	both	good	and	bad	medical	advice.	For	example,	a	message	attributed	to	Johns
Hopkins	University	suggests	ways	to	avoid	contagion,	such	as	washing	your	hands	or	using	vodka	to	kill	the	virus.	The	Johns	Hopkins	University	has	denied	involvement	in	a	recent	series	of	viral	posts	claiming	they	had	ties	to	various	conspiracy	theories	and	misinformation	campaigns.	A	BBC	Reality	Check	investigation	found	that	several	posts,
including	one	about	people	rapping	along	to	The	Notorious	B.I.G.	during	lockdown,	were	entirely	fabricated.	Another	post	claiming	to	show	Chinese	protesters	tearing	down	5G	antennas	turned	out	to	be	an	old	video	from	a	different	event.	Additionally,	social	media	users	have	been	sharing	unverified	claims	that	inhaling	steam	can	aid	in	coronavirus
recovery,	despite	no	scientific	evidence	supporting	this	treatment.	The	BBC's	Reality	Check	team	fact-checked	and	debunked	these	false	claims.	###	In	temperature,	if	we	consider	Prof	Neal's	statement,	human	lungs	would	suffer	irreparable	damage	before	reaching	temperatures	high	enough	to	neutralize	the	virus.	However,	images	circulating	on
social	media	claiming	hospitals	in	Italy	are	overwhelmed	due	to	coronavirus	are	not	from	Italy	but	were	taken	after	an	earthquake	hit	Zagreb,	Croatia,	on	March	22.	A	viral	post	in	India	originated	around	the	same	time	a	nationwide	lockdown	was	imposed,	and	it	has	been	shared	over	17,000	times.	Meanwhile,	a	Russian	scientist	suggests	merging
with	the	new	coronavirus	causes	deaths	and	recommends	baking	soda	as	a	treatment,	despite	lack	of	evidence	supporting	this	claim.	Misleading	online	posts	often	combine	accurate	advice	with	inaccurate	information,	making	them	hard	to	spot.	For	instance,	a	post	attributed	to	Johns	Hopkins	University	contains	both	sensible	and	inaccurate
guidance,	such	as	the	effectiveness	of	vodka	against	the	virus.	The	university	denies	any	involvement	in	these	posts.	The	study	reveals	that	misleading	content,	not	outright	"fake	news",	drives	vaccine	hesitancy	on	Facebook.	Researchers	found	that	exposure	to	misleading	headlines	can	cause	people	to	have	inaccurate	perceptions	and	reduce
vaccination	intentions	by	46	times	more	than	misinformation	flagged	by	fact-checkers.	To	measure	the	impact	of	content,	the	researchers	conducted	experiments	showing	survey	participants	various	vaccine-related	headlines.	They	discovered	that	headlines	suggesting	vaccines	were	harmful	to	a	person's	health	had	the	most	influence	on	intentions	to
get	vaccinated.	Using	"wisdom	of	crowds"	and	AI	tools,	they	predicted	the	persuasive	power	of	13,206	vaccine-related	URLs	widely	viewed	on	Facebook	during	the	initial	three	months	of	vaccine	rollout.	Combining	these	predictions	with	view	data	from	Facebook,	they	estimated	each	headline's	overall	impact	-	the	number	of	people	it	might	have
persuaded	not	to	get	vaccinated.	Contrary	to	expectations,	the	study	shows	that	vaccine-skeptical	content	has	a	more	significant	impact	than	misinformation	flagged	by	fact-checkers.	This	is	due	to	its	wider	reach,	even	if	it	doesn't	contain	outright	false	information.	Researchers	discovered	that	subtle,	non-deceptive	content	can	have	a	significant
impact	on	public	health,	particularly	when	it	comes	to	vaccination	intentions.	According	to	Dr.	Rand,	"people	are	most	influenced	by	content	that's	not	overtly	false	but	rather	misleading	in	a	more	insidious	way."	This	type	of	gray-area	content	is	often	overlooked	by	both	academics	and	social	media	companies,	yet	it	can	have	far-reaching
consequences.	The	study	found	that	mainstream	news	articles	casting	doubt	on	vaccine	safety	were	among	the	most	impactful	URLs.	For	example,	an	article	claiming	a	doctor	died	two	weeks	after	receiving	the	COVID-19	vaccine	received	54.9	million	views,	despite	the	body	of	the	article	acknowledging	uncertainty	about	the	cause	of	death.	This	type
of	"clickbait"	headline	can	be	highly	influential,	especially	since	many	viewers	don't	click	beyond	the	headline.	To	mitigate	this	issue,	researchers	suggest	that	media	outlets	and	social	media	platforms	take	a	more	nuanced	approach	to	content	moderation.	This	includes	being	mindful	of	headlines	and	considering	their	potential	impact	on	readers'
perceptions.	Platforms	should	also	prioritize	reviewing	content	from	high-profile	accounts	while	striking	a	balance	between	free	expression	and	harm	prevention.	The	study	introduces	a	framework	for	tech	companies	to	quantify	potential	harm,	allowing	them	to	make	more	informed	decisions	about	content	moderation.	The	authors	emphasize	that
ignoring	this	gray-area	content	can	have	severe	consequences,	citing	an	exploratory	analysis	suggesting	that	if	Facebook	users	hadn't	been	exposed	to	vaccine-skeptical	content,	up	to	3	million	more	Americans	could	have	been	vaccinated.	Ultimately,	the	researchers	stress	the	importance	of	addressing	this	issue,	highlighting	that	lives	could	be	saved
by	taking	a	more	proactive	approach	to	content	moderation.


