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Abstract

In the digital age, the rapid spread of disinformation has emerged as a critical challenge to democracy and public trust in media.
Digital platforms and social media algorithms, designed to maximize engagement, often amplify misleading narratives, shaping
public discourse in ways that can undermine democratic institutions. This paper explores the mechanisms through which
disinformation spreads, the role of media in mitigating or exacerbating the problem, and the implications for democratic
engagement. This research examines the strategies used by disinformation actors, the effectiveness of fact-checking initiatives, and
the influence of regulatory frameworks in combating the issue through a critical analysis of case studies. Furthermore, it evaluates
the role of digital literacy programs in fostering a more informed and resilient citizenry. The paper argues that a multi-stakeholder
approach, combining journalistic integrity, public policy interventions, and technological solutions, is essential to preserving
democratic discourse in the digital era.
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1. Introduction

The proliferation of disinformation in the digital era has fundamentally reshaped the media landscape and posed
significant threats to democratic discourse and public trust. The transformation of information dissemination, from
traditional gatekeeping journalism to decentralized digital networks, has facilitated the rapid and unfiltered spread of
misleading or false information (Wardle & Derakhshan, 2017). According to the European Commission (2018),
disinformation refers to deliberately misleading or false content, often created to deceive the public or for financial gain,
with broader consequences including manipulation of public opinion and weakening of institutional trust.

Digital media platforms, particularly social media, have been identified as key vectors in the amplification of
disinformation. Algorithms designed to optimize engagement inadvertently prioritize sensationalist or emotionally charged
content, often including misinformation and disinformation (Tufekci, 2015; Vosoughi, Roy, & Aral, 2018). Vosoughi et al.
(2018), in a large-scale study published in Science, found that false news spreads significantly faster and more broadly
than true news, largely because of its novelty and emotional impact. This algorithmic architecture, combined with
declining trust in traditional news institutions (Newman et al., 2023), contributes to a fragmented information environment
in which citizens are increasingly exposed to contradictory and unreliable narratives.

Efforts to combat disinformation have taken multiple forms, including the implementation of fact-checking initiatives
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(Graves, 2016), the development of media and digital literacy programs (Hobs and Jensen, 2009), and the introduction of
regulatory frameworks such as the EU’s Digital Services Act (2022). However, the efficacy of these interventions remains
contested, particularly in light of the global and decentralized nature of digital communication. Moreover, disinformation is
often entangled with political agendas, making regulatory and policy responses especially complex (Bennett & Livingston,
2018).

The urgency of addressing disinformation is amplified in contemporary societies marked by geopolitical tensions,
health crises, and populist surges. The COVID-19 pandemic, for instance, highlighted the deadly consequences of the
“infodemic,” where widespread disinformation regarding vaccines, treatments, and the virus itself hindered public health
responses and exacerbated societal divisions (WHO, 2020). Similarly, disinformation campaigns related to elections in
the United States (Benkler et al., 2018), Brexit in the United Kingdom, and political unrest in countries across Eastern
Europe have revealed the susceptibility of democratic systems to digital manipulation. These phenomena underscore that
disinformation is not merely a technical or media problem, but a structural and civic one, affecting governance, public
health, and social cohesion.

This paper emerges within a broader academic and policy discourse that seeks to understand and respond to the
evolving dynamics of information disorder. While significant work has been done to analyze the causes and
consequences of disinformation, this paper aims to bridge empirical analysis with critical theoretical insights. Specifically,
it seeks to identify the mechanisms by which disinformation spreads across digital platforms, mainstream and alternative
media in circulation, and the implications for civic engagement and institutional trust. It further considers how algorithmic
design, political interests, and audience behaviors intersect to shape the current epistemic environment.

The overarching goal of this research is to contribute to a multidisciplinary and evidence-based approach to
combating disinformation. It argues that sustainable solutions require not only technological innovation and content
moderation but also the reinforcement of journalistic standards, investment in digital literacy, and coordinated regulatory
efforts.

2. Methods

This paper adopts a qualitative case study methodology rooted in a critical media and communication framework,
integrating critical discourse analysis (CDA) and digital content analysis to examine how disinformation circulates within
Albania’s media ecosystem. The approach seeks to deconstruct the ideological, political, and technological dimensions of
disinformation, with particular attention to its influence on democratic discourse and public trust. By focusing on three
strategically selected case studies, disinformation during the electoral campaigns of 2023 in Albania, nationalist and
disinformation narratives (Open Balkan initiative), and conspiracy narratives about 5G technology, the study aims to
provide a contextually grounded understanding of the mechanisms and consequences of disinformation in a transitioning
media landscape.

The selection of cases is grounded in their democratic relevance, cross-platform visibility, and representativeness
of broader disinformation trends in Albania. Each case captures a distinct thematic area, electoral legitimacy, foreign
policy orientation, and techno-social anxieties, allowing for an interdisciplinary and multilayered analysis. The 5G
conspiracy narratives were chosen to examine the spread of pseudoscientific claims that question technological
development, reflecting a growing global trend that has also permeated Albanian digital spaces. This case, in particular,
illustrates how non-political disinformation can influence public attitudes and weaken institutional trust in science and
governance.

2.1 Data Collection and Analysis

The paper employs purposive sampling to gather qualitative data from a diverse set of sources spanning the years 2020
to 2024. The data corpus includes:

= 50 articles from politically affiliated and independent online news portals

= 50 public posts and videos from Facebook, YouTube, and TikTok accounts (particularly from influencers,

public commentators, and fringe media actors)

= Reports from fact-checking organizations (Faktoje.al, BIRN Albania)

= Electoral observation documents (OSCE reports)

Content was selected based on engagement metrics (number of shares, reactions, comments) and thematic
relevance to the three identified disinformation domains.
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The analysis is guided by CDA (Fairclough, 2010; Van Dijk, 2006), enabling a close reading of the rhetorical and
ideological structures underpinning disinformation narratives. Each case study was examined for:

= Linguistic framing and emotional appeal

= Use of populist, nationalist, or technophobic language

= Narratives of institutional distrust and elite manipulation

= Platform-specific amplification mechanisms (Facebook virality, YouTube recommendation algorithms)

To complement the discourse analysis, the study draws on information disorder typologies (Wardle & Derakhshan,
2017) and the network propaganda model (Benkler et al, 2018) to map how disinformation is constructed, amplified, and
normalized across media channels.

Ethical integrity is maintained through the use of publicly available data only. Individual users' identities were
anonymized, and disinformation content is referenced in analytical terms without reproducing false claims uncritically. The
study avoids engagement with personal data and adheres to academic standards for responsible digital research.

2.2 Study Limitations

The qualitative nature of this study privileges depth over breadth, offering rich contextual insight but not quantitative
generalizability. Algorithmic opacity and rapidly evolving platform dynamics present additional limitations, particularly in
assessing the exact scale and reach of disinformation content.

3. Results
3.1 Disinformation During the Electoral Campaigns of 2023 in Albania

Disinformation campaigns during the 2023 local elections in Albania revealed how politically motivated narratives were
propagated to delegitimize opponents and undermine public trust in electoral integrity. The study analyzed 50 online
news articles and 50 digital posts and videos from Facebook, TikTok, and YouTube.

A prominent case was the arrest of Fredi Beleri, the opposition candidate for Himara, accused of vote-buying.
While this case involved a judicial investigation, the online ecosystem surrounding it was rife with misinformation.
Politically affiliated portals circulated unverified claims framing Beleri’s arrest as orchestrated by the ruling Socialist Party
to eliminate political competition, while opposition-aligned actors portrayed him as a victim of state capture and anti-
Greek sentiment. Faktoje.al analyzed this case and found misleading images and manipulated headlines used to stir
ethnic tensions and discredit electoral authorities (Faktoje.al, 2024).

Another widespread claim alleged the malfunctioning of biometric voting devices only in opposition strongholds.
Videos circulated on social media platforms such as TikTok depicted malfunctioning devices and long queues,
accompanied by captions implying a government-orchestrated sabotage. However, the OSCE Election Observation
Mission Final Report (2023) clarified that technical issues were sporadic and not politically targeted, highlighting that
“biometric identification worked effectively in the majority of polling stations, with minor delays not impacting the
legitimacy of the process” (OSCE, 2023).

A third verified disinformation theme centered around inflated voter turnout statistics in key municipalities. Several
online news portals with political affiliations published early reports claiming exceptionally high participation rates, some
falsely citing over 75% turnout, well before official data was released. These reports, shared widely on Facebook, sought
to create a perception of broad popular support for certain candidates while simultaneously discrediting official
information.

Table 1. Disinformation Narratives in the 2023 Albanian Local Elections

Disinformation Theme Description Freq y (%) |Actors Involved Platforms Used

Beleri Arrest as Ethnic/Political |Framed as state-led anti-Greek repression, ignoring 38% Opposition portals, fringe |Facebook, YouTube

Per ¢ the judicial context ’ influencers News portals

Biometric Voting Malfunctions Claimed selective technical failures in the opposition 27% T:kTok users, pro- TikTok, Facebook
areas opposition commentators

Premature and exaggerated participation figures are Facebook, Online

Inflated Voter Turnout Claims > ) 21% Politically affiliated media -

used to shape political narratives News Sites
Ot'h_er/ Mlscgllaneous Included minor glalms (Q. g. _falstf/ed candidate 14% Mixed actors Mixed
Misinformation documents, polling station disputes)
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3.2 Nationalist and Disinformation Narratives Surrounding the Open Balkan Initiative

The Open Balkan Initiative, initially presented as a regional cooperation effort between Albania, Serbia, and North
Macedonia, became the subject of polarizing discourse and disinformation in Albanian digital media. The political
sensitivities surrounding the initiative were weaponized to construct anti-Western and nationalist narratives, often
portraying the EU as an obstructive force and depicting regional integration as a threat to national sovereignty.

Analysis of media outputs revealed that a considerable portion of discourse on the Open Balkan Initiative was
steeped in misleading or emotionally charged content. Opposition-leaning commentators and fringe actors framed the
initiative as a Serbian hegemonic project, deliberately sidelining Kosovo and undermining Albania’s Euro-Atlantic path.
Meanwhile, pro-government actors often exaggerated the initiative’s benefits, falsely claiming EU endorsement or
overstating economic impacts without empirical support.

Another prominent strand involved videos and memes claiming that Albania’s participation in the initiative would
lead to territorial and cultural dilution, including fabricated maps suggesting a future "Balkan Confederation" under
Serbian influence. These messages were especially prevalent on TikTok and YouTube, amplified by influencers with
nationalist followings.

Table 2. Disinformation Narratives Around the Open Balkan Initiative

Disinformation Theme Description Frequency (%) | Actors Involved Platforms Used
Framing Open Balkan as a | Claims that Albania’s involvement weakens 34% ?cf)rﬁ ;.r;sétrlr(;gtors Facebook,
Serbian Imperial Project Kosovo and empowers Serbian interests ’ ) YouTube, TikTok
nationalist influencers
False Attribution of EU Fake or decontextualized claims that EU leaders o Online portals, fringe Facebook, News
A I 28%
Criticism condemned or supported the initiative commentators portals
. Unverified claims about job creation, visa .
Exa‘g.gerated Ef:onomlc and liberalization, and EU acceleration through the 21% Pro-government media News websites,
Political Benefits Facebook
Open Balkan
Cultural Dllutl'on / Territorial |Use of manlpulatqd images and memes /mp/ymg 17% Nationalist influencers, TikTok, YouTube
Threat Narratives a loss of national identity through integration anonymous pages

3.3 Conspiracy Narratives on 5G Technology in Albania

While global in origin, conspiracy narratives related to 5G technology found localized expression in the Albanian digital
sphere, particularly between 2021 and 2023. These narratives drew from internationally circulating misinformation but
were reshaped within Albania’s socio-political and informational context. Although not as politically instrumentalized as
electoral or nationalist narratives, 5G conspiracies demonstrate how scientific disinformation can permeate public
discourse, capitalizing on low digital literacy and institutional silence.

The analysis revealed three dominant strands of misinformation: (1) health-related fears linking 5G to cancer,
infertility, or brain damage; (2) conspiracies claiming 5G is a tool for population control or surveillance; and (3) claims
have circulated accusing Albanian authorities of covertly deploying 5G infrastructure without informing the public or
conducting the necessary safety assessments.

These claims were most frequently disseminated by alternative media pages, lifestyle influencers, and
pseudonymous accounts, often accompanied by dramatic visuals and pseudoscientific language. A particularly viral piece
of information circulating across various online platforms, often citing unverified or dubious sources, claimed that "5G
technology affects the human body," with an alleged astrophysicist warning of consequences such as liver damage,
memory loss, and cancer (Dosja.al, 2020; Gazeta Telegraf, 2020; Faxweb, 2020). This kind of discourse has contributed
to growing public concern, as evidenced by the protests of 64 families from an apartment complex in a neighborhood of
Vloré, who have taken action against the installation of cellular antennas in their area. The residents have demanded the
cessation of ongoing work and have expressed their intention to take matters into their own hands, highlighting the
broader societal impact of these technological advancements and the role of media in shaping public opinion
(Shaiptarja.com, 2021).
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Table 3. 5G-Related Disinformation Narratives in Albania (2021-2023)
Disinformation Theme Description Frequency (%) Actors Involved Platforms Used
Allegations that 5G causes : . ’
Health Threat Claims cancer, infertility, and 40% Weliness influencers, fringe | Facebook, TikTok

neurological damage pages News portals

Claims that 5G is used to
track, control, or harm the 32% Anonymous digital actors | YouTube, Facebook
population intentionally

Allegations that antennas

Population Control /
Surveillance Conspiracies

Government Secret ] are mgtal/ed covertly, 28% Pseudoscientific TikTok, Facebook
Installation Accusations |especially near schools or commentators
hospitals

4. Discussion

As evidenced in the case of the 2023 local elections, disinformation in Albania operates not simply as misinformation or
journalistic inaccuracy but as a deliberate strategic communication tool embedded within partisan political competition.
The Beleri case, along with narratives alleging targeted biometric failure, illustrates how electoral disinformation exploits
affective publics and identity politics to delegitimize opponents and institutions alike. Drawing from critical discourse
theory (Van Dijk, 2006; Wodak, 2015), these narratives are not randomly constructed but shaped by the socio-political
power relations that configure meaning in highly polarized environments.

In line with the political economy of media (Mosco, 2009), the digital news environment, fragmented between
politically aligned portals and economically precarious outlets, creates fertile ground for the propagation of misleading
content. This ecosystem privileges speed, sensationalism, and ideological allegiance over accuracy, especially during
electoral cycles where visibility equates to influence. The study reaffirms the proposition that disinformation is a systemic,
not incidental, outcome of media deregulation and political capture.

The second case, involving nationalist and anti-EU narratives tied to the Open Balkan Initiative, further reveals the
role of cultural disinformation in shaping public imaginaries. The delegitimization of EU integration efforts and the revival
of Balkan exceptionalism are reflective of what Hallin and Mancini (2004) describe as “polarized pluralism,” where media
actors adopt overt ideological functions aligned with political agendas. Here, disinformation is not merely reactive but
actively shapes the contours of political meaning-making, redefining Albania’s geopolitical identity in the public
imagination.

Moreover, the circulation of these narratives illustrates how digital disinformation intersects with geopolitical
anxieties, often invoking postcolonial sensibilities and local grievances against perceived foreign intervention. In this
regard, algorithmic logics and influencer culture act as amplifiers, rather than originators, of disinformation. Platforms
such as Facebook and TikTok facilitate algorithmic affinity spaces (Boyd, 2010) that foster echo chambers wherein such
narratives flourish unchallenged.

The third case, centered on conspiracy narratives around 5G technology, points to a different yet complementary
mechanism of disinformation, pseudoscientific populism. Unlike electoral or geopolitical narratives, 5G conspiracies
appeal to bodily fears, distrust in science, and institutional opacity. As argued by Van Prooijen & Van Vugt, (2018),
conspiracy theories often serve as counter-narratives to modernity, science, and expertise, particularly in societies where
state communication lacks credibility or accessibility. This aligns with recent scholarship on epistemic crisis (Dahligren,
2020; Wardle & Derakhshan, 2017), where competing knowledge claims co-exist without shared standards of verification.
In the Albanian context, where scientific literacy is relatively low and institutional science communication remains
underdeveloped, disinformation fills informational voids. The study affirms that in the absence of proactive public
engagement from regulatory bodies and health institutions, disinformation emerges not as fringe discourse but as a
normalized component of digital vernacular.

Across all three cases, this research underscores the centrality of platform infrastructures and algorithmic
governance in structuring the visibility, reach, and emotional resonance of disinformation. As Gillespie (2018) and Noble
(2018) have argued, platforms are not neutral intermediaries but active curators of attention. In Albania, where traditional
journalism is increasingly interwoven with influencer content and algorithmically optimized engagement, the hybrid media
system (Chadwick, 2013) has evolved into a fragmented yet convergent sphere where misinformation circulates with
limited friction.

The findings suggest that audience behavior, particularly engagement metrics and emotional affordances (likes,
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shares, comments), significantly drives the virality of disinformation, often bypassing legacy media gatekeeping
altogether. While mainstream media occasionally counters such narratives, their reactive role is often insufficient to
challenge entrenched misinformation cycles. The study thus calls attention to the interdependence between technological
infrastructures and communicative agency, where both human and non-human actors shape the epistemic environment.

5. Conclusion

The findings from the three case studies reinforce the central argument that disinformation is not merely a consequence
of technological advancements but is deeply embedded in the political and social contexts in which it circulates. The
disinformation surrounding the 2023 local elections, particularly in the arrest of Fredi Beleri, highlights how narratives
were deliberately constructed to delegitimize political opponents and undermine public trust in the electoral process. This
was further exacerbated by the manipulation of ethnic tensions and the spread of unverified claims via both mainstream
and alternative media channels. In the case of anti-EU and nationalist narratives related to the Open Balkan initiative, the
study revealed how disinformation was strategically used to frame European integration efforts as threats to national
sovereignty, demonstrating the intersection of political interests and media manipulation. Similarly, the spread of
conspiracy theories regarding 5G technology illustrated how fears about technological advancements could be stoked by
misinformation, affecting public attitudes towards science and innovation.

One of the key insights from this study is the role of algorithmic design and social media platforms in amplifying
disinformation. Digital platforms, driven by engagement algorithms, are particularly prone to magnifying content that elicits
strong emotional reactions, including fear, anger, and distrust. As demonstrated in the case of the 2023 elections and 5G
conspiracy theories, these platforms create an environment where misinformation can rapidly spread without sufficient
counter-narratives. Furthermore, the study underscores the importance of media literacy and fact-checking mechanisms
in mitigating the harmful effects of disinformation, although their effectiveness remains limited in the face of a rapidly
evolving digital ecosystem.

Theoretical frameworks on media and communication, such as the concept of the "hybrid media system"
(Chadwick, 2013) and "epistemic crisis" (Benkler et al, 2018), have been instrumental in analyzing the broader
implications of these findings. The hybrid media system perspective emphasizes how traditional media, social media, and
other digital platforms interact to form a complex informational ecosystem, where the boundaries between fact and fiction
often blur. Meanwhile, the epistemic crisis framework provides a useful lens for understanding the erosion of trust in
democratic institutions and the increasing polarization of public discourse, both of which are exacerbated by the spread of
disinformation.

By understanding the mechanisms of disinformation and the forces that sustain it, this paper calls for
comprehensive policy interventions and media literacy initiatives that can mitigate the deleterious effects of disinformation
on democracy and public trust.

References

Benkler, Y., Faris, R., & Roberts, H. (2018). Network propaganda: Manipulation, disinformation, and radicalization in American politics.
Oxford University Press. https://doi.org/10.1093/0s0/9780190923624.001.0001

Bennett, W. L., & Livingston, S. (2018). The disinformation order: Disruptive communication and the decline of democratic institutions.
European Journal of Communication, 33(2), 122-139. https://doi.org/10.1177/0267323118760317

Boyd, D. (2010). Social network sites as networked publics: Affordances, dynamics, and implications. In Z. Papacharissi (Ed.), A
networked self: Identity, community, and culture on social network sites (pp. 39-58). Routledge.

Chadwick, A. (2013). The hybrid media system: Politics and power. Oxford University Press.

Dahlgren, P. (2020). Media, knowledge, and trust: The deepening epistemic crisis of democracy. In The liquefaction of publicness
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780429450259-3

DOSJA.AL (2020, May 11). Pasojat qé sjell teknologjia 5G né trupin e njeriut, astrofizikantja: Mélgia, humbje kujtese, kancer e deri tek
sémundjet e. https://dosja.al/dosja-5g/

European Commission. (2018). Final report of the High Level Expert Group on Fake News and Online Disinformation. Publications Office
of the European Union. https:/digital-strategy.ec.europa.eu/en/library/final-report-high-level-expert-group-fake-news-and-online-
disinformation

Fairclough, N. (2010). Critical discourse analysis: The critical study of language (2nd ed.). Routledge. https:/doi.org/10.4324/978131
5834368

Faktoje. (2024, June 19). Disinformation and politicization surrounding the ‘Fredi Beleri’ case: From arrest to the European Parliament.
https://en.faktoje.al/disinformation-and-politicization-surrounding-the-fredi-beleri-case/

183



Interdisciplinary Journal of Research and Development
ISSN 2410-3411 (online) / ISSN 2313-058X (print) Vol 12 No 1§ 1/ June 2025

Faxweb. (2020, April 24). Studimi/ Antenat celulare dhe sistemi 5G shkaktojné kancer dhe sémundje né gjak, lidhja me COVID-19.
https://faxweb.al/efekti-5g-sazan-guri/

Gazeta Telegraf. (2020, April 22). Antenat celulare dhe sistemi 5G shkaktojné kancer dhe sémundje né gjak. https://telegraf.al/aktualitet
[rrezatimi-elektromagnetik-po-shkaterron-shendetin/

Gillespie, T. (2018). Custodians of the Internet: Platforms, Content Moderation, and the Hidden Decisions That Shape Social Media.
London: Yale University Press.

Graves, L. (2016). Deciding what's true: The rise of political fact-checking in American journalism. Columbia University Press.

Hallin, D. C., & Mancini, P. (2004). Comparing media systems: Three models of media and politics. Cambridge University Press.
https://doi.org/10.1017/CB0O9780511790867

Hobbs, R., & Jensen, A. P. (2009). The past, present, and future of media literacy education. Journal of Media Literacy Education, 1(1),
1-11. https://doi.org/10.23860/jmle-1-1-1

Mosco, V. (2009). The political economy of communication (2nd ed.). SAGE Publications Ltd. https://doi.org/10.4135/9781446279946

Newman, N., Fletcher, R., Robertson, C. T., Eddy, K., & Nielsen, R. K. (2023). Digital News Report 2023. Reuters Institute.
https://coilink.org/20.500.12592/35q026

Noble, S. U. (2018). Algorithms of oppression: How search engines reinforce racism. NYU Press.

Organization for Security and Co-operation in Europe. (2023, September 29). Albania, local elections, 14 May 2023: Final report.
https://www.osce.org/odihr/elections/albania/553972

Shgiptarja.com. (2021, December 25). Montohet antené telefonike né tarracé, 64 familje té njé pallati né Vioré né protesté: Té ndérhyjé
shteti ose e rrézojmé veté, éshté vdekjeprurése. https://shqiptarja.com/lajm/montohet-antene-telefonike-ne-tarace-64-familje-te-
nje-pallati-ne-viore-ne-proteste-te-nderhyje-shteti-ose-e-rrezojme-vete-eshte-vdekjeprurese

Tufekci, Z. (2015). Algorithmic harms beyond Facebook and Google: Emergent challenges of computational agency. Colorado
Technology Law Journal, 13(2), 203-218. https://scholar.law.colorado.edul/ctlj/vol13/iss2/4

Van Dijk, T. A. (2006). Discourse and manipulation. Discourse & Society, 17(3), 359-383. https://doi.org/10.1177/0957926506060250

Van Prooijen, J.-W., & Van Vugt, M. (2018). Conspiracy theories: Evolved functions and psychological mechanisms. Perspectives on
Psychological Science, 13(6), 770-788. https://doi.org/10.1177/1745691618774270

Vosoughi, S., Roy, D., & Aral, S. (2018). The spread of true and false news online. Science, 359(6380), 1146-1151. https://doi.org/1
0.1126/science.aap9559

Wardle, C., & Derakhshan, H. (2017). Information disorder: Toward an interdisciplinary framework for research and policymaking.
Council of Europe. https://rm.coe.int/information-disorder-report-version-august-2018/16808c9c77

Wodak, R. (2015). The politics of fear: What right-wing populist discourses mean. SAGE Publications Ltd. https://doi.org/10.4135/9781
446270073

World Health Organization. (2020). Managing the COVID-19 infodemic: Promoting healthy behaviours and mitigating the harm from
misinformation and disinformation. https://www.who.int/news/item/23-09-2020-managing-the-covid-19-infodemic-promoting-heal
thy-behaviours-and-mitigating-the-harm-from-misinformation-and-disinformation

184




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




