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This study explored the relationship between fake news, epistemically
unwarranted beliefs, and individual cognitive and social characteristics. First, Japanese versions
of the conspiracy beliefs scales (GCBS-J and CMQ-J) and the Individual Differences in
Anthropomorphism Questionnaire (IDAQ) were developed, and their reliability and validity were
confirmed. The results indicated that epistemically unwarranted beliefs are positively correlated
with intuitive thinking styles and negatively correlated with reflective thinking, although a
positive correlation with rational thinking was observed among Japanese participants. The sharing of

fake news and conspiracy theories was found to be influenced by interpersonal relational factors
and self-presentation strategies than by the truthfulness of the information. The study also
observed different tendencies between Japanese and Western participants regarding the impact of
self-presentation strategies.
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