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Detection of Fake News on Social Media: Basic Theories, Methods and
Research Prospects
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Abstract: The rapid development of social media platforms not only greatly enhances the accessibility of information, but also accelerates the
spread of fake news. The explosive growth of fake news not only damages social stability, but also erodes public trust in the media. In the field
of natural language processing, fake news detection is a crucial and challenging task. To this end, first provide a definition of fake news and
analyze its characteristics in depth; Then, analyze and evaluate the existing fake news detection methods from four perspectives: news con-
tent, social context, communication networks, and hybrid methods. Introduce the performance of relevant models, commonly used datasets,
and evaluation indicators; Finally, summarize and analyze the current problems in fake news detection research, and propose possible future

research directions.

Key Words: social network ; fake news; natural language processing; early detection; explainability

AT H # A3 rp AR AT s i — . SR 5 B R E AL 2
— AU I G, AL S 5 FE il P B3R A A W)
A TIRZ R

AW 8 PR R Ji DA A AR AL T — SV S | AT 5 TP FEBOC LS B iy AT e LA AT
EHRKIF 6, BN EARFIEME A8 E, SRR HRA S A Mg EIuE AR . &
5 M A RME R . ARSI IESE TP A B A PR AL R 241t R A (0L, S =t &8 . Bl
NN B R EAC R RS (5] TR Z BRI IACL Ch An, 2016 AR5 [ B BS54 ST T BURAE ) (R

0 35

T

s B H#5:2023-04-07

P - #mRES . b 0 1]

HETH . TH A RIEEHEFRFALTRZZRAB (A HE(2020)162 %)

EERIN AT I(1997-) , %, ML, CCFA R, AMNBEHFRTANERGFIEFRET AR T 0N REZLE REHE
(1998-), B , A4, %6 M & 87 2 131 AL S DA LR HIF, BF A 7 e AT & B 5 245 ; R 4E4)(2003-), B, 6 R
PREFRFAE T OAHREST




D i E % P

2024 4

— I B ) 32 [ G0 R B (BRI [ — 1y A BRI, —
AR 5 FE S R e B4 4407 . Mejova 25121 64 4 [ 5 (1)
W B ST T, KB S5% ) EEEIRER . I
ZEAE LR M 1 7 I 3 2 W e A 1 S M I, D e LA
SE . WA, 2B sl sz 2RO R R ZE . BN, AR
% [ 5 44T B G R v - B L AR R RN RS2 5 0 B
L 1300123500 H BRI A A 26 & . 2019 4 H e
i 9 RE I i K s 1 HE SR AN B A, e T et BN
B A D BRI BRSNS 30 A 3B % i TR
RS/ S DO ST (o525t o ) R o 1 [ 11 I S 1
TR TR A PR AR I IBORT T J2 R S5, — S S R SE 1Y
BT B ) AT 48 T e 2 F 7 ik PR B AL T4
ST, A0 FRTERE 0T LAVA A COVID—-197 (A B e 35 (i
TR 2 NAEBE B AET-1 0 FETHE BRI, J5 B AR X
—HE SRR B, 2016 45, RIS [ I U A 4 B 3 24 36
2% [ B G0 1 [R) A7 (A ) ) K S AR 35 Ry AT R [ s 3R]
I0, HJR 4R U IF 76 A8 £5 B bl AN 52 7 90 s LA AR AR
PEBE X —#a 3, BOA SO RS SR e S AT T R
SR i LA B 2 S Ry T e R b AR A 1 )
FE3E B T R AR B, IEAT {15 e 4G 00 30 7 JiE e

ABCHT a0 2 — ) B A B B, 0 R MLAR 2= >
B | F R E 5 A R fF BRSOk, I B ER 2
P2 OB BTSN RRRRY . A KGR B
e 1) P 4, AR 0 L B RG ) R mT figf RE MR AIE 5T, AR S SE
it AR BT PR ) S, TR0 B FLARRAIE 5 LUK B A B e
K 7 vk 4R 4 25, 2 TR $a b AR FEIR 48, HL 3
A7 1 (AR I B 5 A5 e X B A e e 0 A ) R A 7 )
e , 4k 1T 5 1 A i S5 A A 58 1

1 {R#FEE X RAFHE

1.1 HEXEEE

AR IR S 10 T s ) 9 A e X6 Al B — R ) S L L
SN HAEIZ R B A 8 2 o B B9 w0 W BT 191 5
B V£ 37 (8 (Deceptive News) 700 B35 1] (False News)
0=t 3 41 357 18] ( Satire News) 2" B {5 1= B (Disinforma-
tion ) [1s] ViR {E B (Misinformation ) L1s] Ve 237 (Cher-
ry—picking) 07] 5 497578 (Clickbait) "' #11% = (Rumor) ¥
SEME IR R o b, R T PR R HL AT IR B A
FIRD R IFE 5 R T I 3 e A R A R HG 1) 0 7 — Sk
S PN I I 5 KR P8 A 25 A 1 kU
SRR TE , H A 2 A AR Y K AR O35 B RS R
Je R A B U A o U R S S I
B AR R T R AR 5 L R AR, A
W P P 37 1 W 3 | FE P e o O e ARSI B0 AR P iy
A O BV E s T TG S B AR A 0 S A
5 ZU S N (R, 21 5 IE S (R T i T IR

B
A LA EARTEFIRE S A S, n] LS A G
FRESE 3 BEXT AT B . o SRR R AL
AR = 52 ) BRI 5 7 P A U BRI TR O TP B9 H
Y, BN R B SR RAR ) 45 5 1 T R BE R 0 A 2 BOR
AR BB TSR O FEJE . 2 1 XX SEME b AT 1
Table 1 Terms and concepts related to fake news
R1 EBEFEEXRNESH®S

ARIBMEE

SCWE I AR REAA KRR Sk
sEE R iR 5By
VR R A SRR B/
e R WA BRGNS TS
e e s )
‘ 12 N P R S
iz B R
EHE m R A ST
SEE UG Al i1
Jogi v s A PR 5 R —
W P e iR 5
wr e COVIPKERE o e o
K

1.2 EBFEEX

SCHR[ 20 % 5T P ok —HEE A8 it o e (PR R B2 A BR A, AN
ZIBILEE AR ) S A A HT T R R I [R) A
HE T —ANPe SR B S, BRI B FLA R 2 A i AR
S BB SO e ST N 8 I 0 BLSE R R A . B
FEAC N 26 O PR & R, 22 R Ak 1 ) 28 i A AT T
PR FAE G AU E X A P e & 0, A5 Fh
YESCEE B SRR S T A R
HERIER . U, B0 —1R 59 8 v 5 AE B
BRG, WA BEE A BARR KR, A — 500 2SN
A B a7 B A AT ALK, T2 MR 4l PN 2 i S,
RETHBRMER ., HIL, A SO e O 555500
BAFFEME BT IR, X —E AT BT E kA
R UE S K A T R EE T IR R R R L R AR
B R E AW 0% S SRS, i .
1.3 {R#FE4FE

BT 1 5L A RE B4 FH P R AIE | P A RRAE FNAL 36 SRR AE
T o T 5 30 R AU ] LA A A B L AR X ) AT e AR 0 A
U T e R b oo (PR L 35 ol 1 5
1.3.1 A F4iE

FH P RRAE J2 48 A 28 WA L ] 38 R0 A% 1 597 80 /) FH P AR
ST HA AR s W P AR PER B R AT
RN (R I T R R NI Y i B B N E g )
FH P PR ) 5 e T 1 T RARE 38 2 B A, DRk FH P
JE T M RRIE HEAT 43 AT RE A% 4 w5 ASOHIT e A 0 oA %

(1) JEERE . @R R3S P 0 N%ERE, W
PR IE LTI Ry 2250 OCHE E G S AR
JE W PN ] 2 TAR AR AR, SEEAENLT =



29 1

BAEE L, SRR XS] < AL S IEABORT IR I - FEAS RS 5 ik B WP 5T 7 1) - 33 -

R4 FH P T 25 5 il i RO K ABGHT [ L AR I8 KA P 45 5
32 BN R R 1 O — DAL R AR I o e BRI
T 38l BT TR A K S HLR R — kIR 2

(2) A7 MHFRAE . AT HEFAE 238 F P OO V1 kAT
S, VAR A e B B, RO A9 S P AL
B P I B 1 — R [R] T 1B 5 F P (AT R, X
H % SCBUEE % 2% st 18] [ B 25200 n] LUARSE F P 19 S 47
Sy AT A B ARSI

WE AR, BA O DL 7ZE BB 3 FH P S GRS 5 e T 1
WERE AR E HEAEH . B S R 3 IR IR
535 T P 25 B S 22 IR AR AR DG 2 BOAR IR 5 AT
FO 8 PR ANAT MRS ) L g P B BOIA ST R R il B R AR
B IR 1
132 WA

(1) 15 BRRFAE o 55 JERFAIE A2 DA [ PN 25 o T 4 BB 1)
T E XZEHRE . Dickerson 2824 B 5% 26 W] 51 48 4 ¢
BT R AT LK A3 NS P FAL S LS AWK 7 o S
5] 57 37502 T ST AR 2 B % | BRI 3 R 2 A
UK Pl e — ik R B S H A I A
155 B PR 1R] A 5 EL ) A

(2) SCARFRAE o SCAFEAE 2 DT ] SCAS v 4 B 1)
B AR B R SCEERENE . Rubin 82008 T ELAEHT E
WA BE LS K 1 T o B 3% 530G 2R, SR IV FH 1) 4 25 [
PRI 3 S T s R R R LR ok P AT R 2. SRR R,
BT I 114 F A N AE T Rk 52 3l Rl A AR 2 L (]
5 JEFSR G — ANFRACIA , B AN R, O HL2e i 2
KA BRI 5| AR S T 5 Brasoveanu 4520 MU ] SCAS
TBUI IR SR a5 A5 G Rl L A0 M i SRR AR RN AT K R
TAE Y5957 18 5 Wang 252779 5l IR SCRISCF WA Oy T 9
AR 32 Ay R e = 3 52 0 A ), 1 FOBUREARLEE DA 3
S 2 ] v Al — A TR I R S 5 SRS X ) T
FE S 4 AR R B 2 S, Sk 7 AR i v R L 1 4 RO OVE R
oM ER RO E IR, U e L R R
J W 25 5 0 B A Sk I o ) F R ACEE, 51 BERT il
SRR FORE 0 1487 ) 227 LA S8 SRR e RS AT 55 o

(3) WWTARAE . PLUTREAE 2 DT IR i & i 1 B L
A AR A A58 FTUT B SR RRAE o A% e BT I LA SC
FoRhFE Ak, AP ERARZ AT kR
AR AT B A A I8 LA S5 AR AR 25 s 2 0 U B2
Bl f A 1 SC 8 LR o AR, F T A A R s
)R RRIE B PRI M, DG TR0 5 001 45 22 A A 1
B A AT ST 40 o Jing 252V HE H — Bl H T 2 45185 R 1
5 SRS (%) 20 Rl P 45, 2 ) 4% AR R ) 2 Uk A 2K
SCARFE B R E SRR | FF i iR A 2R — 2 IR 5 AR
JEUR Z B ST R B R S SRS 5 A S = R Y

file o

1.3.3 45454542

T4 FEAE 2 48 BT I A 75 42 P S IO R A1 . R
5T ) B B G RR AT 12, 237 B A (R R AR
Friggeri 2504 1 4 % 75 F R G R I, AEAE b L — R A 4%
FRE Tz, B M 9 N 22 5 Zhou 2520 BIF 5% e A 1) (140 4%
F& 02 B i 5 B P 3= 3 0y, 91 40 R XS BT R] |, Twitter
R EE G R IBUEL R 90% SR 30 & FH M R B L e
A ABHT I A AT A% 9 R e b, A s RS A 3 R
AUt B K o Zubiaga %52 K BLIE T MUAE TR AR KAZE 1
RAAERAR 28 Z 00, B AT R G R 0T Lo B0 PN 3k B0
TR RS o WA B TR A AEERS | ABOHT TR A% S e PR 25
BTN I AR B TS BT ] A A T M

2 (RETERNTTE

AT TEE A2 %) s T A, 42 i 80 4B 1 9 R 22, {1
T ] 1Y) 2 R R 28, X P P ) S et B 22, AT 0 R 32
SEOMPRINE . PR, RS TR B A A R B b3 B
WORBY T EEN . HET, 2% 5 5 5 AR 22 B0kr e i Jy
B, SRR Sy T NI BTSRRI O
FAERER 715 BRIk R
21 ETFHRAENFE

FET N 7 ¥R SR TR I SO N S R REAE 8
b o BTEE SORIE 55 R A0, DL RO L 4 3R 55 R 3R
AR SR PR AZ AR ) B XA RRAE o BT T3 i A B
A1 A PR AR, HL SO A Al o B R R Y A IR 2
PEo —SEIEH B IA) ISR L AR 27 2 43 S AR 1 W] S AR AE 4T
TR AR & AR], U love \nice ; 5 22 18], W1 no \not; P B3], 411
ought\know;Tﬁlﬂﬁffﬁﬁﬂ,ﬁll]maybe\guess%mﬂc HETHNER
D5k AT 3 Ry e TR Y 5 s R T A 8 7 i 2K
2.1.1 AT Hminay oy ik

458 0 5 T RN PR 5 Y A 4 R A0 3 e R A T
WA T ] & R B A% A 5 1 T ] AR 04 3 S A% A R o)
TR F LA AR X RSN 5 R T % A
(8 7 30 5 5 LN AR P A Il Fe , R AR
G A B 1 TR P A, 5 DA R S5 e 1 S AR I, AT A S fBORR
VA I A4 5 TED 1) 4 5K B A% A Uy vkl TN 1 e A% A
B AR T ) AR B A RS T E TR
F T N B BOB A ) L SR B AR B 5 AR A, S
— TR T T R R S S A O B AN N S
% AT . RSy R K A BRI ORI
T HER AR, CAEH TRA RIEEH A, B
H L T RIAR Y 7 okt 5 ) oA 2 R 2 A R TR S | A SR
PRI ek 56 T ) PN 2 T R R S SR — Bt
A AT A

(1) FY L R BT o X TR N 25 v ) SEAR e Hez
(] F) OC 28 A8 A = T 2 AT BT I A B TE W2 AT 2 A AL



- 34 - L QRO |

2024 4

f 07k 8 T DU (R — IR — 5= iR R 1
SPO =T . Han S ARG LA SR AIIE , (N F
R0 I R R IO PR R O A M T — S B Y R
Forp— 208 th — > 7 RN ARG R B A 1 T SRS
O AT P S P A 2 A I il 228 IR 248 A R o - AR I
A [e) e A o 1 P 3 S IR, A2 A0E 5 O I 0 T TR A A
(10 015 7 S 0 428 48 1 B B 5 Shu S5O T HR R A A
ST SR S R G 4R — > =00 C R
AECHT I A U HE 2, 575 7 1 2 S AR 1) 58l 4R L 36 Uk
TIZAESR A R s W S5 R L R A 4 , 4%
I 1 FT7R o 1 S AT AR IR B TR R v i B s
PRIC R IO, M T 3 T UE 5 1) 22 5C 2 MR s 485 v
525 PRI A5 AR 265 DR v ] sk T )11 2 5 A R 5 2R 1 ik
AN I BT R T 2548 A R 8 s 0 S, LS BB 1A
R T TR AR IR B9 Tk DRI I AR B £ BORTR R AT
R, AN 25 SR TRUZE 52 1L T T B R 350 (EL
R ZORE R . AR I P B SR EOC R M i = el
g PR DR AT 2 DA T 5 M A R A I 4 B

Prediction )’}x

Pooling/Last Layer

—

Tt t
[Nf"”NWi"“J[Wé””]...[fvﬁflq ‘ 1 ;
A A
[T GCN/CNN ] O\‘OKG‘C*/O

T 1t 1
() () (... (o)

Hillary Clinton was ... Chelsea

() -1
(™) L4

Chelsea

Hillary Clinton

Fig. 1 Knowledge graph enhanced framework
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Fig. 2 Fake news detection model based on multi—-dimensional style
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Table 2 Summary of fake news detection models
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Table 3 Common public datasets for fake news detection
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