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Appendix A – Constructs and Measurement Items

Table A.1. Constructs measured in experimental studies.
	Constructs
	Items
	Adapted from

	Credibility
	The content on this platform is reputable.
	Flanagin & Metzger, 2007; McKnight & Kacmar, 2007

	
	The content on this platform is rigorously created.
	

	
	The content on this platform is accurately depicted.
	

	
	The content on this platform is of high quality.
	

	Commitment
	Content creators are personally invested in the content they create on this platform.
	Meyer & Allen, 1991; Skinner, 1996

	
	Content creators take responsibility for the accuracy of their posts.
	

	
	Content creators put effort into ensuring the reliability of their content.
	

	
	Content creators are committed to the content they publish on this platform.
	

	Procedural Justice
	The challenge process on this platform is fair.
	Colquitt, 2001; 
Leventhal, 1980

	
	I am satisfied with the procedures used to handle challenges.
	

	
	The challenge process on this platform is unbiased.
	

	
	This platform provides a transparent process for challenging content.
	


Source: Authors' own creation



Appendix B – Treatment Validation Analysis

Table B.1 presents the mean values across treatments for each dependent variable, providing an overview of how different interventions influence perceptions of media trust and platform credibility. To formally assess these differences, we conducted independent-samples t-tests, with the results detailed in Tables B.2 through B.5. 

Table B.1 Mean values across treatments for each treatment.  
	
	Control
	Challenges
	Jury
	Veracity
	Counter Veracity
	Both Bonds

	Challenges
	0.0667
	1
	1
	0.964
	0.912
	1

	Juries
	-0.133
	-0.19
	0.971
	1
	0.882
	1

	Veracity
	-0.600
	-0.81
	-0.324
	0.679
	-0.235
	0.844

	Counter Veracity
	-0.267
	-0.571
	-0.265
	-0.393
	0.824
	0.711


Source: Authors' own creation

Given the multiple statistical comparisons performed, we applied a Bonferroni correction to control for Type I errors. With six treatment groups, we conducted  independent comparisons per dependent variable. Since four dependent variables were analyzed, the total number of tests was   . Using a conventional significance level of  , the Bonferroni-adjusted threshold was computed as  . In Tables B.2 through B.5, statistically significant comparisons are bolded to enhance readability.

Table B.2 Comparisons across treatments for Challenger salience.  
	Treatments
	Challenges
	Jury
	Veracity
	Counter 
Veracity
	Both
Bonds

	Control
	(t = -5.39,
 p < 0.0001)
	(t = -6.91, 
p < 0.0001)
	(t = -5.71,
p < 0.0001)
	(t = -5.47, 
p < 0.0001)
	(t = -7.98, 
p < 0.0001)

	Challenges
	-
	(t = 0, 
p = 1)
	(t = 0.86, 
p = 0.3921)
	(t = 1.4, 
p = 0.1675)
	(t = 0, 
p = 1)

	Jury
	-
	-
	(t = 1.1, 
p = 0.2740)
	(t = 1.79, 
p = 0.0785)
	(t = 0, 
p = 1)

	Veracity
	-
	-
	-
	(t = 0.83, 
p = 0.4105)
	(t = -1.27, 
p = 0.2071)

	Counter 
Veracity
	-
	-
	-
	-
	(t = -2.06, 
p = 0.0428)


Source: Authors' own creation

For the Challenges dependent variable, we hypothesized that the Control condition would differ significantly from all other treatments, as the presence of a challenge mechanism should fundamentally alter how users perceive the credibility and accountability of the platform. Table B.2 supports this expectation, showing that the Control condition exhibits significant differences from all other treatments, reinforcing the idea that the ability to challenge content improves trust in the platform. 

Table B.3 Comparisons across treatments for Jury salience.  
	Treatments
	Challenges
	Jury
	Veracity
	Counter 
Veracity
	Both
Bonds

	Control
	(t = 0.22, 
p = 0.8309)
	(t = -7.46, 
p < 0.0001)
	(t = -7.27, 
p < 0.0001)
	(t = -5.41, 
p < 0.0001)
	(t = -9.28, 
p < 0.0001)

	Challenges
	-
	(t = -8.72, 
p < 0.0001)
	(t = -8.43, 
p < 0.0001)
	(t = -6.5, 
p < 0.0001)
	(t = -10.75, 
p < 0.0001)

	Jury
	-
	-
	(t = -0.91, 
p = 0.3685)
	(t = 1.01, 
p = 0.3144)
	(t = -1.15, 
p = 0.2525)

	Veracity
	-
	-
	-
	(t = 1.3, 
p = 0.1981)
	(t = 0, 
p = 1)

	Counter 
Veracity
	-
	-
	-
	-
	(t = -1.66, 
p = 0.1019)


Source: Authors' own creation

For the Jury dependent variable, we anticipated that both the Control and Challenges treatments would be significantly different from the other conditions. The jury mechanism introduces an additional layer of procedural fairness, which should alter user perceptions of credibility and fairness. Table B.3 confirms this expectation, as both Control and Challenges differ significantly from Veracity, Counter Veracity, and Both Bonds treatments.

Table B.4 Comparisons across treatments for Veracity salience.  
	Treatments
	Challenges
	Jury
	Veracity
	Counter 
Veracity
	Both
Bonds

	Control
	(t = 1.38, 
p = 0.1760)
	(t = -1.33, 
p = 0.1889)
	(t = -6.46, 
p < 0.0001)
	(t = -1.73, 
p = 0.0900)
	(t = -10.04, 
p < 0.0001)

	Challenges
	-
	(t = -2.8, 
p = 0.0071)
	(t = -9.02, 
p < 0.0001)
	(t = -3.26, 
p = 0.0020)
	(t = -13.81, 
p < 0.0001)

	Jury
	-
	-
	(t = -5.6, 
p < 0.0001)
	(t = -0.5, 
p = 0.6218)
	(t = -8.62, 
p < 0.0001)

	Veracity
	-
	-
	-
	(t = 5.05, 
p < 0.0001)
	(t = -1.24, 
p = 0.2200)

	Counter 
Veracity
	-
	-
	-
	-
	(t = -7.88, 
p < 0.0001)


Source: Authors' own creation

For the Veracity dependent variable, we expected that the Veracity and Both Bonds treatments would differ significantly from the other conditions, as the introduction of financial stakes alters perceptions of author commitment and trustworthiness. Table B.4 provides strong support for this hypothesis, as the Veracity and Both Bonds treatments show significant differences when compared to Control, Challenges, Jury, and Counter Veracity conditions.

Table B.5 Comparisons across treatments for Counter Veracity salience.  
	Treatments
	Challenges
	Jury
	Veracity
	Counter 
Veracity
	Both
Bonds

	Control
	(t = 1.31, 
p = 0.1986)
	(t = -0.01, 
p = 0.9934)
	(t = 0.52, 
p = 0.6061)
	(t = -7, 
p < 0.0001)
	(t = -5.56, 
p < 0.0001)

	Challenges
	-
	(t = -1.47, 
p = 0.1462)
	(t = -0.83, 
p = 0.4082)
	(t = -9.75, 
p < 0.0001)
	(t = -8.21, p 
< 0.0001)

	Jury
	-
	-
	(t = 0.64, 
p = 0.5266)
	(t = -7.21, 
p < 0.0001)
	(t = -6.48, 
p < 0.0001)

	Veracity
	-
	-
	-
	(t = -7.94, 
p < 0.0001)
	(t = -7.06, 
p < 0.0001)

	Counter 
Veracity
	-
	-
	-
	-
	(t = 1.02, 
p = 0.3119)


Source: Authors' own creation

For the Counter Veracity dependent variable, we hypothesized that both the Counter Veracity and Both Bonds treatments would be significantly different from the other treatments, given that financial penalties for false challenges can shift perceptions of procedural fairness. Table B.5 confirms this hypothesis, showing that these two treatments differ significantly from Control, Challenges, Jury, and Veracity. Thus, the results align with the theoretical framework underpinning this study, demonstrating that interventions such as challenges, juries, and financial bonds significantly alter user perceptions of media trust and platform credibility.


Appendix C – Additional Study 1 Tables

	Table C.1 Factor Loadings 

	
	95% CI

	Latent
	Indicator
	 
	Estimate
	SE
	z-value
	p
	Lower
	Upper

	Challenge
	
	Challenges
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	0.000
	
	
	
	 
	
	1.000
	
	1.000
	

	ContentCommit
	
	ContentCommit1
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	0.000
	
	
	
	 
	
	1.000
	
	1.000
	

	 
	
	ContentCommit2
	
	
	
	2.389
	
	0.576
	
	4.148
	
	< .001
	
	1.260
	
	3.518
	

	 
	
	ContentCommit3
	
	
	
	2.317
	
	0.548
	
	4.224
	
	< .001
	
	1.242
	
	3.392
	

	 
	
	ContentCommit4
	
	
	
	1.652
	
	0.400
	
	4.132
	
	< .001
	
	0.869
	
	2.436
	

	Credibility
	
	Credibility1
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	0.000
	
	
	
	 
	
	1.000
	
	1.000
	

	 
	
	Credibility2
	
	
	
	0.833
	
	0.140
	
	5.949
	
	< .001
	
	0.558
	
	1.107
	

	 
	
	Credibility3
	
	
	
	1.185
	
	0.133
	
	8.918
	
	< .001
	
	0.924
	
	1.445
	

	 
	
	Credibility4
	
	
	
	1.345
	
	0.145
	
	9.277
	
	< .001
	
	1.061
	
	1.629
	

	Decentralize
	
	Decentralized
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	0.000
	
	
	
	 
	
	1.000
	
	1.000
	

	


Source: Authors' own creation
	
Table C.2 Factor variances. 

	
	95% Confidence Interval

	Variable
	 
	Estimate
	SE
	z-value
	p
	Lower
	Upper

	Credibility
	
	
	
	0.223
	
	0.060
	
	3.742
	
	< .001
	
	0.106
	
	0.340
	

	Content Commit
	
	
	
	0.255
	
	0.123
	
	2.066
	
	0.039
	
	0.013
	
	0.496
	

	Challenge
	
	
	
	0.248
	
	0.038
	
	6.519
	
	< .001
	
	0.174
	
	0.323
	

	Decentralize
	
	
	
	0.235
	
	0.036
	
	6.519
	
	< .001
	
	0.164
	
	0.305
	

	


 Source: Authors' own creation




Appendix D – Additional Study 2 Tables

	Table D.1 Factor Loadings 

	
	95% CI

	Latent
	Indicator
	 
	Estimate
	SE
	z
	p
	Lower
	Upper

	ContentCommit
	
	ContentCommit1
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	0.000
	
	
	
	 
	
	1.000
	
	1.000
	

	 
	
	ContentCommit2
	
	
	
	1.561
	
	0.240
	
	6.503
	
	< .001
	
	1.091
	
	2.032
	

	 
	
	ContentCommit3
	
	
	
	1.725
	
	0.242
	
	7.136
	
	< .001
	
	1.251
	
	2.199
	

	 
	
	ContentCommit4
	
	
	
	1.398
	
	0.206
	
	6.779
	
	< .001
	
	0.994
	
	1.802
	

	Credibility
	
	Credibility1
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	0.000
	
	
	
	 
	
	1.000
	
	1.000
	

	 
	
	Credibility2
	
	
	
	0.901
	
	0.115
	
	7.860
	
	< .001
	
	0.676
	
	1.125
	

	 
	
	Credibility3
	
	
	
	1.082
	
	0.107
	
	10.153
	
	< .001
	
	0.873
	
	1.291
	

	 
	
	Credibility4
	
	
	
	1.122
	
	0.118
	
	9.523
	
	< .001
	
	0.891
	
	1.353
	

	Procedural
	
	ProceduralJustice1
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	0.000
	
	
	
	 
	
	1.000
	
	1.000
	

	 
	
	ProceduralJustice2
	
	
	
	1.274
	
	0.142
	
	8.950
	
	< .001
	
	0.995
	
	1.553
	

	 
	
	ProceduralJustice3
	
	
	
	0.958
	
	0.142
	
	6.724
	
	< .001
	
	0.679
	
	1.237
	

	 
	
	ProceduralJustice4
	
	
	
	0.650
	
	0.129
	
	5.026
	
	< .001
	
	0.397
	
	0.904
	

	Decentralized
	
	Decentralized
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	0.000
	
	
	
	 
	
	1.000
	
	1.000
	

	Jury
	
	Jury
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	0.000
	
	
	
	 
	
	1.000
	
	1.000
	

	


Source: Authors' own creation

	Table D.2 Factor variances 

	
	95% CI

	Variable
	 
	Estimate
	SE
	z
	p
	Lower
	Upper

	Credibility
	
	
	
	0.250
	
	0.060
	
	4.136
	
	< .001
	
	0.131
	
	0.368
	

	ContentCommit
	
	
	
	0.508
	
	0.155
	
	3.276
	
	0.001
	
	0.204
	
	0.812
	

	Procedural
	
	
	
	0.642
	
	0.140
	
	4.589
	
	< .001
	
	0.368
	
	0.916
	

	YesJury
	
	
	
	0.250
	
	0.036
	
	7.000
	
	< .001
	
	0.180
	
	0.320
	

	YesDecentralized
	
	
	
	0.250
	
	0.036
	
	7.000
	
	< .001
	
	0.180
	
	0.320
	

	


Source: Authors' own creation





Appendix E – Additional Study 3 Tables

	Table E.1 Factor Loadings 

	
	95% CI

	Latent
	Indicator
	 
	Estimate
	SE
	z
	p
	Lower
	Upper

	ContentCommit
	
	ContentCommit1
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	0.000
	
	
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	1.000
	

	 
	
	ContentCommit2
	
	
	
	1.640
	
	0.196
	
	8.373
	
	< .001
	
	1.256
	
	2.024
	

	 
	
	ContentCommit3
	
	
	
	1.766
	
	0.201
	
	8.771
	
	< .001
	
	1.371
	
	2.160
	

	 
	
	ContentCommit4
	
	
	
	1.659
	
	0.192
	
	8.641
	
	< .001
	
	1.282
	
	2.035
	

	Counter
	
	CounterVeracity
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	0.000
	
	
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	1.000
	

	Credibility
	
	Credibility1
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	0.000
	
	
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	1.000
	

	 
	
	Credibility2
	
	
	
	0.744
	
	0.070
	
	10.594
	
	< .001
	
	0.607
	
	0.882
	

	 
	
	Credibility3
	
	
	
	0.971
	
	0.058
	
	16.843
	
	< .001
	
	0.858
	
	1.085
	

	 
	
	Credibility4
	
	
	
	1.017
	
	0.060
	
	16.908
	
	< .001
	
	0.900
	
	1.135
	

	Dec
	
	Decentralized
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	0.000
	
	
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	1.000
	

	Procedural
	
	ProceduralJustice1
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	0.000
	
	
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	1.000
	

	 
	
	ProceduralJustice2
	
	
	
	1.066
	
	0.050
	
	21.133
	
	< .001
	
	0.967
	
	1.165
	

	 
	
	ProceduralJustice3
	
	
	
	1.025
	
	0.057
	
	17.831
	
	< .001
	
	0.912
	
	1.137
	

	 
	
	ProceduralJustice4
	
	
	
	0.672
	
	0.053
	
	12.780
	
	< .001
	
	0.569
	
	0.775
	

	VerInteract
	
	VeracityXCounter
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	0.000
	
	
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	1.000
	

	Verac
	
	Veracity
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	0.000
	
	
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	1.000
	

	


Source: Authors' own creation

	Table E.2 Factor variances 

	
	95% CI

	Variable
	 
	Estimate
	SE
	z
	p
	Lower
	Upper

	Credibility
	
	
	
	0.225
	
	0.041
	
	5.463
	
	< .001
	
	0.144
	
	0.305
	

	Content Commitment
	
	
	
	0.349
	
	0.083
	
	4.191
	
	< .001
	
	0.186
	
	0.512
	

	Procedural
	
	
	
	1.385
	
	0.161
	
	8.595
	
	< .001
	
	1.069
	
	1.701
	

	Veracity
	
	
	
	0.250
	
	0.025
	
	9.798
	
	< .001
	
	0.200
	
	0.299
	

	Counter
	
	
	
	0.250
	
	0.026
	
	9.798
	
	< .001
	
	0.200
	
	0.300
	

	Veracity x Counter
	
	
	
	0.202
	
	0.021
	
	9.798
	
	< .001
	
	0.162
	
	0.243
	

	Decentralized
	
	
	
	0.245
	
	0.025
	
	9.798
	
	< .001
	
	0.196
	
	0.294
	

	


Source: Authors' own creation


Appendix F – Study Materials

Common Materials (All Studies)


Start of Block: MediaSphere

MediaSphere Please Read Carefully:    

Imagine you are a user of a media-platform prototype called MediaSphere.    

The platform MediaSphere is primarily focused on sharing news created by mainstream and some independent news agencies.    

MediaSphere is designed to promote a dynamic and interactive user experience. In its initial design, it incorporated common features that are currently already in the market.    MediaSphere, at its core, is a social media platform like Twitter and Facebook newsfeed, designed to facilitate the ability to share news content through "posts" that are multi-media in nature.    

The platform focuses on fostering real-time interactions and discussions among its users.


	[image: ]
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AttCheck1 Based on the information above, companies posting on MediaSphere primarily posts articles about
News  (1) 
Food and restaurants  (2) 
Travel and lifestyle  (3) 

End of Block: MediaSphere

Start of Block: AttCheckWarning

Warned  Unfortunately, your answer to the previous question indicates that you have not read the information carefully enough.    Please read the information and the questions carefully.  

End of Block: AttCheckWarning

Start of Block: AttCheckFailed

Failed 
Unfortunately, your answer to the previous question indicates that you have not read the information carefully enough.    As a result, you will not be able to continue with the survey or receive payment.    We thank you for your interest and time. 

End of Block: AttCheckFailed

Start of Block: Governance

Text Please Read Carefully:  MediaSphere Governance  MediaSphere operates on a ${e://Field/governance} model, meaning that decision-making power is ${e://Field/ownership} rather than being controlled by ${e://Field/decisionmakers}.   All decisions about content moderation and platform management are made by ${e://Field/decisionmakers}.   This ensures that ${e://Field/decisionmakers2} a significant influence in how the platform is governed, how content is managed, and how new platform developments and features are incorporated. 



AttCheck2 Based on the information provided, MediaSphere operates using a
Decentralized structure  (1) 
Centralized structure  (2) 
Cloud-based structure  (3) 

End of Block: Governance

Start of Block: Challenges
Display This Question:
If Treatment = Challenges

Challenges Please Read Carefully:    

Challenges    

The key component of MediaSphere is that it has a challenge feature.    



This feature allows users to challenge the accuracy or appropriateness of a post by attaching a dispute that provides additional context or corrects misinformation.      

This challenge feature is effortful and requires presentation of counter positions and supporting evidence and is separate from the commentaries from users in response to content generated on the platform.    

If a news story is successfully challenged, then the story is tagged with a modification notice or withdrawn from the website.  These challenges are visible to the entire community.   

End of Block: Challenges

Start of Block: Jury
Display This Question:
If Treatment = Jury
Or Treatment = Veracity
Or Treatment = CounterVeracity
Or Treatment = BothBonds

Challenges and Jury Please Read Carefully:    

Challenges and Adjudication    

The key component of MediaSphere is that it has a challenge feature.   

This feature allows users to challenge the accuracy or appropriateness of a post by attaching a dispute that provides additional context or corrects misinformation.      

This challenge feature is effortful and requires presentation of counter positions and supporting evidence and is separate from the commentaries from users in response to content generated on the platform.    

If a news story is successfully challenged, then the story is tagged with a modification notice or withdrawn from the website.    

Whether challenges initiated are considered successful or unsuccessful is based on the rulings of a jury.  With every challenge, a jury panel is formally convened among the platform users (without conflicts of interest) using a random selection process. This jury panel will review the counter positions and supporting evidence presented by the challenger. The jury panel will then vote on the disputed content and provide their decision and also on their rationale for their judgement.    

This management of the jury system is managed in a ${e://Field/governance} way by ${e://Field/decisionmakers3}.   

These challenges and jury decisions are visible to the entire community.   

End of Block: Jury

Start of Block: Bonds
Display This Question:
If Treatment = Veracity
Or Treatment = BothBonds

Veracity  There is also a financial mechanism for posting original news stories.     

Any company (mainstream or independent) posting a story on MediaSphere can post a financial bond with their news article to put some skin-in-the-game to back their story.    

In a pre-determined period, if there are no challenges or if the challenges are unsuccessful, i.e., the challenges are rejected by the jury, then the news company get their bond back.     

If there is a successful challenge, i.e., the challenge is upheld by the jury, then the news company forfeits their bond to the challenger. 


Display This Question:
If Treatment = CounterVeracity
Or Treatment = BothBonds
Counter There is also a financial mechanism for making challenges.     

In a pre-determined period, any user challenging a story on MediaSphere can post a financial bond with their challenge to put some skin-in-the-game to back their challenge.    

If the challenge is successful, i.e., the challenge is upheld by the jury, then the user gets their bond back.    

If the challenge is unsuccessful, i.e., the challenge is rejected by the jury, then the user forfeits their bond to the media company being challenged.   

End of Block: Bonds


Dependent Variables – Treatment Validation Study 

Start of Block: Salience Checks 
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Challenges Based on the information provided, does MediaSphere include a feature allowing users to challenge the accuracy of posts?
No  (-1) 
Unsure  (0) 
Yes  (1) 
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Juries Based on the information provided, does MediaSphere use a jury system to resolve disputes about challenges?
No  (-1) 
Unsure  (0) 
Yes  (1) 
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Veracity Based on the information provided, can authors posting articles on MediaSphere provide financial bonds to support the veracity of their content?
No  (-1) 
Unsure  (0) 
Yes  (1) 
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CounterVeracity Based on the information provided, can users challenging articles on MediaSphere provide financial bonds to support their challenge??
No  (-1) 
Unsure  (0) 
Yes  (1) 

End of Block: Salience Checks


Dependent Variables – Studies 1-3

CredibilityIntro Based on the information provided, indicated how much you agree with the following statements about the credibility of the content that would be posted on this media platform. 



Credibility1 The content on this platform will be reputable.
Strongly Disagree  (1) 
Disagree  (2) 
Somewhat Disagree  (3) 
Neutral  (4) 
Somewhat Agree  (5) 
Agree  (6) 
Strongly Agree  (7) 



Credibility2 The content on this platform will be rigorously created.
Strongly Disagree  (1) 
Disagree  (2) 
Somewhat Disagree  (3) 
Neutral  (4) 
Somewhat Agree  (5) 
Agree  (6) 
Strongly Agree  (7) 



Credibility3 The content on this platform will be accurately depicted.
Strongly Disagree  (1) 
Disagree  (2) 
Somewhat Disagree  (3) 
Neutral  (4) 
Somewhat Agree  (5) 
Agree  (6) 
Strongly Agree  (7) 



Credibility4 The content on this platform will be of high quality.
Strongly Disagree  (1) 
Disagree  (2) 
Somewhat Disagree  (3) 
Neutral  (4) 
Somewhat Agree  (5) 
Agree  (6) 
Strongly Agree  (7) 

End of Block: ContentCredibility


Start of Block: ContentCommit

ContentCommitIntro Based on the information provided, indicated how much you agree with the following statements about the creators that would be posting content on this media platform. 



ContentCommit1 The content creator will be personally invested in the content they create on this platform.
Strongly Disagree  (1) 
Disagree  (2) 
Somewhat Disagree  (3) 
Neutral  (4) 
Somewhat Agree  (5) 
Agree  (6) 
Strongly Agree  (7) 



ContentCommit2 The content creator will take responsibility for the accuracy of the content they post.
Strongly Disagree  (1) 
Disagree  (2) 
Somewhat Disagree  (3) 
Neutral  (4) 
Somewhat Agree  (5) 
Agree  (6) 
Strongly Agree  (7) 



ContentCommit3 The content creator will put effort into ensuring the reliability of the content they create on this platform.
Strongly Disagree  (1) 
Disagree  (2) 
Somewhat Disagree  (3) 
Neutral  (4) 
Somewhat Agree  (5) 
Agree  (6) 
Strongly Agree  (7) 



ContentCommit4 The content creator will be committed to the content they publish on this platform.
Strongly Disagree  (1) 
Disagree  (2) 
Somewhat Disagree  (3) 
Neutral  (4) 
Somewhat Agree  (5) 
Agree  (6) 
Strongly Agree  (7) 

End of Block: ContentCommit


Dependent Variables – Studies 2-3
Start of Block: ProceduralJustice

ProceduralIntro Based on the information provided, indicated how much you agree with the following statements about the challenge system on this media platform. 



ProceduralJustice1 The challenge process for content on this platform will be fair.
Strongly Disagree  (1) 
Disagree  (2) 
Somewhat Disagree  (3) 
Neutral  (4) 
Somewhat Agree  (5) 
Agree  (6) 
Strongly Agree  (7) 



ProceduralJustice2 I am satisfied with the procedures used to handle challenges on this platform.
Strongly Disagree  (1) 
Disagree  (2) 
Somewhat Disagree  (3) 
Neutral  (4) 
Somewhat Agree  (5) 
Agree  (6) 
Strongly Agree  (7) 



ProceduralJustice3 The challenge process on this platform will be unbiased.
Strongly Disagree  (1) 
Disagree  (2) 
Somewhat Disagree  (3) 
Neutral  (4) 
Somewhat Agree  (5) 
Agree  (6) 
Strongly Agree  (7) 



ProceduralJustice4 The platform will provide a transparent process for challenging content.
Strongly Disagree  (1) 
Disagree  (2) 
Somewhat Disagree  (3) 
Neutral  (4) 
Somewhat Agree  (5) 
Agree  (6) 
Strongly Agree  (7) 

End of Block: ProceduralJustice



Demographics – Studies 1-3

Start of Block: Demographics

Gender How do you describe your gender?
Man/male  (1) 
Woman/female  (2) 
Non-binary  (3) 
I use a different term  (4) __________________________________________________
Prefer not to say  (5) 



Age How old are you?
18-24 years old  (1) 
25-34 years old  (2) 
35-44 years old  (3) 
45-54 years old  (4) 
55-64 years old  (5) 
65+ years old  (6) 
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Country What is the country that you currently reside in?
United States  (1) 
United Kingdom  (2) 
Other - please specify  (3) __________________________________________________
Prefer not to say  (4) 



Education What is the highest level of education you have completed?
Some Primary  (1) 
Completed Primary  (2) 
Some Secondary  (3) 
Completed Secondary  (4) 
Vocational or Similar  (5) 
Some University but no degree  (6) 
University Bachelors Degree  (7) 
Graduate or Professional Degree (MA, MS, MBA, PhD, JD, MD, DDS etc.)  (8) 
Prefer not to say  (9) 



Politics How would you describe your political affiliation?
Conservative  (1) 
Liberal  (2) 
Moderate  (3) 
Libertarian  (4) 
Progressive  (5) 
Independent  (6) 
Other:  (7) __________________________________________________
Prefer not to say  (8) 



NewsConsumption How often do you read or watch the news? 
Never  (1) 
Once a week  (2) 
2-3 times a week  (3) 
4-6 times a week  (4) 
Daily  (5) 



SocialMedia How often do you use social media platforms?
Never  (1) 
Once a week  (2) 
2-3 times a week  (3) 
4-6 times a week  (4) 
Daily  (5) 

End of Block: Demographics




Sample Survey Flow – Treatment Validation Study 

EmbeddedData
WrongAnswers = 0
Standard: Intro Block (1 Question)
Standard: MediaSphere (2 Questions)
Branch: New Branch
If
If Based on the information above, companies posting on MediaSphere primarily posts articles about News Is Not Selected
And WrongAnswers Is Equal to  0
EmbeddedData
WrongAnswers = 1
Standard: AttCheckWarning (1 Question)
Standard: MediaSphere (2 Questions)
Branch: New Branch
If
If Based on the information above, companies posting on MediaSphere primarily posts articles about News Is Not Selected
And WrongAnswers Is Equal to  1
EmbeddedData
WrongAnswers = 2
Standard: AttCheckFailed (1 Question)
EndSurvey: Advanced
BlockRandomizer: 1 -
EmbeddedData
Governance = Centralized
Decentralized = 0
governance = centralized
ownership = owned by MediaSphere
decisionmakers = MediaSphere
decisionmakers2 = MediaSphere has
decisionmakers3 = employees of MediaSphere

EmbeddedData
Governance = Decentralized
Decentralized = 1
governance = decentralized
ownership = distributed among the community members
decisionmakers = the community members
decisionmakers2 = the community members have
decisionmakers3 = community members
Standard: Governance (2 Questions)
Branch: New Branch
If
If Governance Is Equal to  Centralized
And Based on the information provided, MediaSphere operates using a Centralized structure Is Not Selected
And WrongAnswers Is Equal to  0
EmbeddedData
WrongAnswers = 1
Block: AttCheckWarning (1 Question)
Standard: Governance (2 Questions)
Branch: New Branch
If
If Governance Is Equal to  Centralized
And Based on the information provided, MediaSphere operates using a Centralized structure Is Not Selected
And WrongAnswers Is Equal to  1
EmbeddedData
WrongAnswers = 2
Block: AttCheckFailed (1 Question)
EndSurvey: Advanced
Branch: New Branch
If
If Governance Is Equal to  Decentralized
And Based on the information provided, MediaSphere operates using a Decentralized structure Is Not Selected
And WrongAnswers Is Equal to  0
EmbeddedData
WrongAnswers = 1
Block: AttCheckWarning (1 Question)
Block: Governance (2 Questions)
Branch: New Branch
If
If Governance Is Equal to  Decentralized
And Based on the information provided, MediaSphere operates using a Decentralized structure Is Not Selected
And WrongAnswers Is Equal to  1
EmbeddedData
WrongAnswers = 2
Block: AttCheckFailed (1 Question)
EndSurvey: Advanced
BlockRandomizer: 6 -
EmbeddedData
Treatment = Control
EmbeddedData
Treatment = Challenges
EmbeddedData
Treatment = Jury
EmbeddedData
Treatment = Veracity
EmbeddedData
Treatment = CounterVeracity
EmbeddedData
Treatment = BothBonds
Standard: Challenges (1 Question)
Standard: Jury (1 Question)
Standard: Bonds (2 Questions)
Standard: Salience Checks (4 Questions)
EndSurvey: Advanced
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