Participant ID: 001
Age: 46
Gender: Female
Education level: Degree/ Masters/ PhD

1. I encounter misinformation online 
Once or more per day
2. I am confident I can detect misinformation online. 
Agree
3. I often check if information is true or false before sharing it online. 
Always
4. I have knowingly shared misinformation
No, Never
5. I have unintentionally shared misinformation in the past
Yes, rarely
6. I am concerned about the negative impacts of misinformation. 
Strongly agree
Tool
7. Did the tool do what you expected it to do?
Yes
8. The tool was easy to use.
Strongly agree
9. Would you recommend this tool to others?
Yes
10. The information provided by the tool was easy to understand.
Agree
11. The tool is useful for detecting language often found in misinformation. 
Strongly agree
12. I trust this tool to detect language often found in misinformation. 
Agree
13. The tool picked up on things I may not have noticed.
A great deal 
14. I would use this tool in future. 
Yes, frequently

‘The tool is useful, but a layman would not be able to understand the relevance of the terms used in the analysis.
The tool in my opinion does not consider how teenagers might understand the information (too complex)’



Participant ID: 002
Age: 60
Gender: Female
Education level: A Level or equivalent

1. I encounter misinformation online 
Once or more per week
2. I am confident I can detect misinformation online. 
Disagree

‘At times I can spot it but sometimes it is buried deep within the information. You can miss it!’
3. I often check if information is true or false before sharing it online. 
Always
‘Especially on social media – fake lost dog posts are doing the rounds’
4. I have knowingly shared misinformation
Yes, rarely
5. I have unintentionally shared misinformation in the past
Yes, rarely
6. I am concerned about the negative impacts of misinformation. 
Strongly agree
Tool
7. Did the tool do what you expected it to do?
Yes
8. The tool was easy to use.
Agree
9. Would you recommend this tool to others?
Yes
10. The information provided by the tool was easy to understand.
Strongly agree
11. The tool is useful for detecting language often found in misinformation. 
Strongly agree
12. I trust this tool to detect language often found in misinformation. 
Agree
13. The tool picked up on things I may not have noticed.
A great deal 
14. I would use this tool in future. 
Yes, frequently



Participant ID: 003
Age: 32
Gender: Female
Education level: A level or equivalent

1. I encounter misinformation online 
Once or more per day
2. I am confident I can detect misinformation online. 
Agree
‘- Usually due to hyperbolic language
- Also based on the reputation of certain sites’
3. I often check if information is true or false before sharing it online. 
Frequently
‘I don’t share information direct from articles, or share external links/URLs online. I always fact-check what I read’
4. I have knowingly shared misinformation
No, Never
‘I only use social media for work or viewing, therefore don’t share others content especially anything political’
5. I have unintentionally shared misinformation in the past
No, never
6. I am concerned about the negative impacts of misinformation. 
Strongly agree
‘I see the impact of misinformation in politics, but also in friends who have absorbed misinformation related to COVID’
Tool
7. Did the tool do what you expected it to do?
Yes
‘The tool generally performed as described. It provided high-level detailed information’
8. The tool was easy to use.
Disagree
‘Personally, I found the tool a little complex based on the scales in which the results are shown. Perhaps nominal values could be displayed in the same system or perhaps colour coded’
9. Would you recommend this tool to others?
Yes
‘Yes - great educational tool although I think your target audience may be resistant to change’
10. The information provided by the tool was easy to understand.
Disagree
‘Based on results displayed. Also, as a dyslexic person, a more colourful view would help me to absorb the results more quickly’
11. The tool is useful for detecting language often found in misinformation. 
Agree
‘Still some false positives based on the results. Good level of information provided’
12. I trust this tool to detect language often found in misinformation. 
Disagree
‘At its current status, its clean menu work needs to be done however, I think the tool has great potential’
13. The tool picked up on things I may not have noticed.
Occasionally
14. I would use this tool in future. 
Yes, occasionally
‘I think that the tool may stop serving a purpose once people have learnt to recognise the patterns in text/ misinformation’


Participant ID: 004
Age: 19
Gender: Male
Education level: A level or equivalent

1. I encounter misinformation online 
Once or more per day
2. I am confident I can detect misinformation online. 
Agree
3. I often check if information is true or false before sharing it online. 
Never
‘I don’t post on social media (excluding YouTube, where I play piano and don’t speak)’
4. I have knowingly shared misinformation
No, Never
5. I have unintentionally shared misinformation in the past
Yes, rarely
‘Probably, but I don’t know’
6. I am concerned about the negative impacts of misinformation. 
Strongly agree
Tool
7. Did the tool do what you expected it to do?
Not sure
‘Didn’t really know what to expect’
8. The tool was easy to use.
Agree
‘It would be good to know what the scores are out of/ what the terms are so I have some idea about what it means’
9. Would you recommend this tool to others?
Yes
‘In the future, when it is more clear what things mean when it’s more accurate’
10. The information provided by the tool was easy to understand.
Disagree
‘I don’t know what the score range are, so I don’t know what the numbers mean’
11. The tool is useful for detecting language often found in misinformation. 
Agree
12. I trust this tool to detect language often found in misinformation. 
Agree
13. The tool picked up on things I may not have noticed.
A moderate amount
‘Certain comparatives/ superlatives I would not have picked up on’
14. I would use this tool in future. 
Yes, frequently
‘When it’s better’



Participant ID: 005
Age: 22
Gender: male
Education level: Degree/ Masters/ PhD

1. I encounter misinformation online 
Once or more per week
2. I am confident I can detect misinformation online. 
Agree
3. I often check if information is true or false before sharing it online. 
Frequently
4. I have knowingly shared misinformation
Yes, rarely
5. I have unintentionally shared misinformation in the past
Yes, rarely
6. I am concerned about the negative impacts of misinformation. 
Agree
Tool
7. Did the tool do what you expected it to do?
Not sure
‘It managed to highlight parts of the article which were suspicious but expected some form of overall score to show how trustworthy the whole article is’
8. The tool was easy to use.
Strongly agree
‘Would be easier if variables are clearly defined’
9. Would you recommend this tool to others?
Yes
‘Would be a good tool for everyone if refined’
10. The information provided by the tool was easy to understand.
Agree
‘Variables should be defined, unclear what it was highlighting some times’
11. The tool is useful for detecting language often found in misinformation. 
Agree
‘Needs more context-based analysis’
12. I trust this tool to detect language often found in misinformation. 
Agree
13. The tool picked up on things I may not have noticed.
A moderate amount
‘It had highlighted most of the misinformation’
14. I would use this tool in future. 
Yes, frequently



Participant ID: 006
Age: 19
Gender: Male
Education level: A level or equivalent

1. I encounter misinformation online 
Once or more per day
2. I am confident I can detect misinformation online. 
Agree
3. I often check if information is true or false before sharing it online. 
Always
4. I have knowingly shared misinformation
Yes, frequently
‘When it is funny’
5. I have unintentionally shared misinformation in the past
Yes, occasionally
6. I am concerned about the negative impacts of misinformation. 
Strongly agree
Tool
7. Did the tool do what you expected it to do?
Yes
8. The tool was easy to use.
Agree
9. Would you recommend this tool to others?
Not sure
‘Maybe when its finished, to family/friends that are prone to misinformation’
10. The information provided by the tool was easy to understand.
Disagree
11. The tool is useful for detecting language often found in misinformation. 
Strongly agree
12. I trust this tool to detect language often found in misinformation. 
Strongly agree
13. The tool picked up on things I may not have noticed.
Rarely
14. I would use this tool in future. 
Yes, rarely



Participant ID: 007
Age: 26
Gender: Female
Education level: Degree/ Masters/ PhD

1. I encounter misinformation online 
Once or more per week
‘Social media’
2. I am confident I can detect misinformation online. 
Agree
3. I often check if information is true or false before sharing it online. 
Occasionally
‘only important information’
4. I have knowingly shared misinformation
No, Never
5. I have unintentionally shared misinformation in the past
No, never
‘I don’t share a lot of information in general’
6. I am concerned about the negative impacts of misinformation. 
Agree
Tool
7. Did the tool do what you expected it to do?
Not sure
‘Highlighted potential misinformation markers. Unsure on scores, assume red colour is bad/ warning’
8. The tool was easy to use.
Agree
‘Quick analysis, easy to click’
9. Would you recommend this tool to others?
Not sure
‘Need more layman terms and maybe how to use the tool for people who aren’t tech-savvy, more accuracy too and reliable’
10. The information provided by the tool was easy to understand.
Disagree
‘No definitions/explanations on scores and potential misinformation markers’
11. The tool is useful for detecting language often found in misinformation. 
Agree
‘Not always correct though’
12. I trust this tool to detect language often found in misinformation. 
Agree
13. The tool picked up on things I may not have noticed.
Occasionally
‘Polarity’
14. I would use this tool in future. 
Yes, rarely



Participant ID: 008
Age: 24
Gender: Male
Education level: Degree/ Masters/ PhD

1. I encounter misinformation online 
Once or more per day
‘Because although I am not on social media, I know sites that I regularly use (news, music, blogs etc) I know that there’s an element of bias/ subjectivity on them’
2. I am confident I can detect misinformation online. 
Agree
‘Some things just speak for themselves – depends on the title of the article and whether it takes a neutral approach. If it’s misinformation regarding pictures, it is a bit harder to tell.’
3. I often check if information is true or false before sharing it online. 
Rarely
‘Even if it is news that I know is untrue e.g. football transfer news, I will still share it, because that type of information starts conversations’
4. I have knowingly shared misinformation
Yes, occasionally
‘As stated above regarding football transfer news, and sometimes to push an agenda if I am arguing, for example, for news of an album being the greatest of all time’
5. I have unintentionally shared misinformation in the past
Yes, occasionally
‘Simply because the information was worded in a very convincing way’
6. I am concerned about the negative impacts of misinformation. 
Strongly agree
‘Especially with the herd mentality that comes with social media, misinformation can really spread/ warp views – see articles relating to Albinos in people in Tanzania – misinformation in that case led to deaths for ritual use of body parts and people really believed it. Misinformation is increasingly damaging’
Tool
7. Did the tool do what you expected it to do?
Not sure
‘I thought it would highlight the misinformation’
8. The tool was easy to use.
Agree
‘To an extent – still don’t know what the percentage and numbers mean’
9. Would you recommend this tool to others?
Not sure
10. The information provided by the tool was easy to understand.
Disagree
‘As stated earlier, there should be information on why the potential misinformation markers are markers, followed by what the percentage and numbers next to them mean’
11. The tool is useful for detecting language often found in misinformation. 
Agree
‘Polarity, first person pronouns, superlatives, all a good way of showing what misinformation can look like’
12. I trust this tool to detect language often found in misinformation. 
Agree
13. The tool picked up on things I may not have noticed.
A moderate amount
‘I learnt that first-person pronouns might lead to misinformation in formal articles’
14. I would use this tool in future. 
Yes, rarely
‘Only for websites I am highly suspicious of’


Participant ID: 009
Age: 30
Gender: male
Education level: Degree/ Masters/ PhD

1. I encounter misinformation online 
Once or more per week
‘It can depend on your choice/ preferences of news social media and friend groups. As I have a small social media group, I believe I am below average but I still see it a lot to fit a certain bias or point of view or whether that news forum has a slant and the misinformation benefits that’
2. I am confident I can detect misinformation online. 
Disagree
‘Misinformation is getting more intelligent with its target. The basics of text can be spotted with grammar, a clear point of view or poor punctuation/ grammar. With social media perseverance, short and snappy is getting more popular with a higher acceptance of bad grammar. However, images videos are harder to subdue, as images can be used to validate an argument, but maybe from another date, place pr even falsified’
3. I often check if information is true or false before sharing it online. 
Never
‘I don’t share news online from articles, and anything I do post is usually my own creation’
4. I have knowingly shared misinformation
Yes, rarely
‘I have seen links and forwarded them on without fact checking, usually only to get a general story to someone. However, I have only skimmed article and it is to generally get the main point across, at a later date’
5. I have unintentionally shared misinformation in the past
Yes, rarely
‘Without the fact checking taking places, I may just want to share a link for information, and not care about the resource within’
6. I am concerned about the negative impacts of misinformation. 
Strongly agree
‘I believe the use is to create an intentional divide, and financial profiteering for that as they don’t have to deal with the consequences. Intentionally creating a hard divide to sell news, and the more people who go that way to them sell for more views, advertiser or other 3rd party news. Also, as opinion led topic can be used to extent a narrative whether that is for racism, sexism, transphobic or other malicious news, to match a primary point of view’
Tool
7. Did the tool do what you expected it to do?
No
‘Having a chrome extension is a start, but the output to show the misinformation needs to be more prevalent. It is too in the background. Showing highlighted text on the article, and a popup saying this may not be true or a direct fact check would be more useful. It has to be more in your face.’
8. The tool was easy to use.
Agree
‘Expansion of each selection is useful to show the subjectivity and if it is good for drill down. However, a concern is non alphanumeric letters could trick the software. Also, the score as a decimal point doesn’t always make sense. Percentages or shallow colour gradients to show the extent of the misinformation would work better at that stage.’
9. Would you recommend this tool to others?
Not sure
‘Not in its current form, but it has potential. For me, it is too easy to install and forget and not have the targeted impact. There has to also be a thought into UX layout, even models to give firsthand information about each section would help. It has to be more aggressive’
10. The information provided by the tool was easy to understand.
Agree
‘The 5 core sections are good, but improvement can be made on scores, colour schemes and scales’
11. The tool is useful for detecting language often found in misinformation. 
Disagree
‘As mentioned before, human triggers come up as more prevalant as the extension was too subtle. I feel it also failed to pick up some grammar issues, especially as stronger opinion pieces. I believe in its current form, it is too out of sight, out of mind’
12. I trust this tool to detect language often found in misinformation. 
Agree
‘I think it does pick up certain points, but it can fall down on the media type. Longer articles it can work better but in the shortform, it can fall down. Also, certain media outlets intentionally use lower language levels for target audience, which I think could trick the extension’
13. The tool picked up on things I may not have noticed.
Occasionally
‘The use of grouping of certain words and phrases, and the aggregation of the bias as a whole entity when checking each section did make me think about it, but only as an overall tool due to the shades. I don’t believe it would have worked in a real-world environment, as I would have forgotten to check.’
14. I would use this tool in future. 
Yes, rarely
‘With further development, it could be useful but not in its current form’


Participant ID: 010
Age: 53
Gender: Female
Education level: A level or equivalent

1. I encounter misinformation online 
Once or more per day
‘This is usually on social media. I only use Facebook and Instagram but follow accounts that I trust, but I don’t wholly trust everything that I read’
2. I am confident I can detect misinformation online. 
Disagree
‘When content is given stats. If governmental/ authoritative sounding sources, it makes you believe it’
3. I often check if information is true or false before sharing it online. 
Ocassionally
4. I have knowingly shared misinformation
No, Never
5. I have unintentionally shared misinformation in the past
Yes, rarely
‘I wouldn't know whether it was misinformation or not. At the time I would share information based on what I know that are true. From reliable sources I.e. from recognisable organisations/ sites usually related to events advertised or government site/NHS’
6. I am concerned about the negative impacts of misinformation. 
Agree
‘Most of my friends have believed in the covid misinformation, unfortunately. I didn’t bother disregarding them for their belief as they were adamant about what they believed in. ’
Tool
7. Did the tool do what you expected it to do?
No
‘I hadn’t realised that the tool would detect markers as how the content was detecting certain things. Once I read the data/ analysis, it made sense what the markers are’
8. The tool was easy to use.
Strongly agree
9. Would you recommend this tool to others?
Yes
10. The information provided by the tool was easy to understand.
Disagree
‘May suggest reasons why these markers were selected – expand on the reasoning behind this’
11. The tool is useful for detecting language often found in misinformation. 
Agree
‘Hadn’t realised that these markers were prevalent in context- makes you become more objective’
12. I trust this tool to detect language often found in misinformation. 

13. The tool picked up on things I may not have noticed.

14. I would use this tool in future. 




Participant ID: 011
Age: 27
Gender: Male
Education level: Degree/ Masters/ PhD

1. I encounter misinformation online 
Once or more per month
2. I am confident I can detect misinformation online. 
Agree
3. I often check if information is true or false before sharing it online. 
Occasionally
4. I have knowingly shared misinformation
No, never
5. I have unintentionally shared misinformation in the past
No, never
6. I am concerned about the negative impacts of misinformation. 
Strongly agree
Tool
7. Did the tool do what you expected it to do?
Not sure
‘I was expecting this tool will help find the genuineness of the news. But the problem is it is not working on finding the problem (or) finding the genuine one’
8. The tool was easy to use.
Agree
9. Would you recommend this tool to others?
Not sure
‘I would love to if it is more specific about the information tampering or finding the genuine information’
10. The information provided by the tool was easy to understand.
Agree
‘Initially it was bit hard to get the parameters of the tools. And one more thing is it just giving the analysis of content present on the page instead of analysis through the genuine news’
11. The tool is useful for detecting language often found in misinformation. 
Agree
12. I trust this tool to detect language often found in misinformation. 
Agree
13. The tool picked up on things I may not have noticed.
A moderate amount
14. I would use this tool in future. 
Yes, rarely


Participant ID: 012
Age: 34
Gender: Female
Education level: Degree/ Masters/ PhD

1. I encounter misinformation online 
Once or more per month
2. I am confident I can detect misinformation online. 
Disagree
3. I often check if information is true or false before sharing it online. 
Frequently
4. I have knowingly shared misinformation
No, Never
5. I have unintentionally shared misinformation in the past
Yes, rarely
6. I am concerned about the negative impacts of misinformation. 
Agree
Tool
7. Did the tool do what you expected it to do?
Not sure
8. The tool was easy to use.
Strongly agree
9. Would you recommend this tool to others?
Yes
10. The information provided by the tool was easy to understand.
Agree
11. The tool is useful for detecting language often found in misinformation. 
Agree
12. I trust this tool to detect language often found in misinformation. 
Agree
13. The tool picked up on things I may not have noticed.
Occasionally
14. I would use this tool in future. 
Yes, occasionally

