s true” behaviour is the
ess of misinformation. Misinformation

even in situations in which people have no ideological
or motivational incentive to stick to their erroneous beliefs.
In the laboratory, the original misinformation shines through
in people’s responses to inference questions when they are
presented with entirely fictional but plausible scripts about
various events. For example, people will act as though a fictitious
warehouse fire was due to negligence even if, later in the script,
they are told the evidence pointing to negligence turned out to
be false.

gnificantly) in comparison to a
on-only condition. A more specific warning that explained
that ‘research has shown that people continue to rely on outdated
information even when it has been retracted or corrected’, by
contrast, reduced subsequent reliance on misinformation to the
same level as was observed with a causal alternative.

A more involved variant of inoculation not only provides an
explicit warning of the impending threat of misinformation,
but it additionally refutes an anticipated argument that exposes
the imminent fallacy. In the same way that a vaccination
stimulates the body into generating antibodies by imitating

an infection, which can then fight the real disease when an
actual infection occurs, psychological inoculation stimulates
the generation of counter-arguments that prevent subsequent
misinformation from sticking.





