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Experiment 1
ANOVAs for False Claims
Belief Ratings
To assess the effects of social endorsement of both claims and fact-checks on false-claim beliefs, we first ran a 3 × 2 × 2 within-subjects ANOVA on belief ratings. Factors were time (pre-fact-check, post-fact-check, post-delay), claim endorsement (high, low), and fact-check endorsement (high, low). Results are provided in Table B1. 
Table B1
Three-Way Within-Subjects ANOVA on False-Claim Beliefs  
	Effect
	df
	F
	p
	ηp2

	Time 
	2, 730
	252.74
	< .001
	.41

	CE
	1, 365
	29.01
	< .001
	.07

	FCE
	1, 365
	6.59
	.011
	.02

	Time × CE 
	2, 730
	6.08
	.002
	.02

	Time × FCE
	2, 730
	17.86
	< .001
	.05

	CE × FCE
	1, 365
	0.05
	.830
	< .01

	Time × CE × FCE 
	2, 730
	1.30
	.273
	< .01

	[bookmark: _Hlk88927591]Note. CE, claim endorsement; FCE, fact-check endorsement.


There was a main effect of time, with false-claim belief significantly reduced after the fact-check. Planned contrasts (Holm-Bonferroni-corrected) revealed this effect was observed both immediately post-fact-check (belief reduction from time 1 to time 2), F(1,365) = 426.31, p < .001, ηp2 = .54, and following the short delay (belief reduction from time 1 to time 3), F(1,365) = 290.02, p < .001, ηp2 = .443. There was no significant difference in average false-claim belief between time 2 and time 3, F(1, 365) = 2.20, p = .139, ηp2 = .006. 
There was a significant main effect of claim endorsement in the predicted direction, indicating greater belief in false claims with high versus low endorsement. Planned contrasts revealed the effect of claim endorsement was significant pre-fact-check, F(1, 365) = 24.24, p < .001, ηp2 = .062, post-fact-check, F(1, 365) = 32.11, p < .001, ηp2 = .080, and following the delay, F(1, 365) = 11.71, p < .001, ηp2 = .031. The significant interaction between claim endorsement and time indicated that the claim-endorsement effect was somewhat smaller following the delay. 
Finally, there was a significant main effect of fact-check endorsement in the predicted direction; high endorsement of the fact-check was associated with lower misinformation belief (i.e., greater belief updating). The main effect was qualified by a significant interaction between fact-check endorsement and time. Given fact-checks were only provided after the first belief rating, an effect of fact-check endorsement was only predicted at post-fact-check and post-delay timepoints 2 and 3. In line with this, planned contrasts showed no significant difference between fact-check endorsement conditions pre-fact-check, F < 1, but a significant effect at time 2, F(1, 365) = 22.73, p < .001, ηp2 = .059. However, the effect at time 3 was non-significant following Holm-Bonferroni correction, F(1, 365) = 4.51, p = .034 ηp2 = .012. 
Inference Scores
To assess the effect of social endorsement on indirect misinformation reliance, we ran a 2 × 2 within-subjects ANOVA with factors claim endorsement (high, low) and fact-check endorsement (high, low) on inference scores. This yielded a main effect of fact-check endorsement, F(1, 365) = 4.80, p = .029, ηp2 = .013; reliance on misinformation was significantly lower when fact-checks had a high versus low level of endorsement. There was, however, no main effect of claim endorsement; F(1, 365) = .688, p = .407, ηp2 = .002, and no interaction effect, F(1, 365) = .36, p = .551, ηp2 < .001.


ANOVAs for True Claims
Belief Ratings
[bookmark: _Hlk90143101]To assess the effect of social endorsement of both claims and fact-checks on true-claim beliefs, we ran a 3 × 2 × 2 within-subjects ANOVA. Factors were time (pre-fact-check, post-fact-check, post-delay), claim endorsement (high, low), and fact-check endorsement (high, low). ANOVA results are provided in Table B2; mean belief ratings across conditions and time are presented in Figure B1. 
Table B2
Three-Way Within-Subjects ANOVA on True-Claim Beliefs 
	Effect
	df
	F
	p
	ηp2

	Time 
	2, 730
	268.66
	< .001
	.42

	CE
	1, 365
	15.24
	< .001
	.04

	FCE
	1, 365
	8.02
	.011
	.02

	Time × CE
	2, 730
	2.42
	.10
	.01

	Time × FCE
	2, 730
	16.87
	< .001
	.04

	CE × FCE
	1, 365
	2.96
	.086
	.01

	Time × CE × FCE
	2, 730
	0.47
	.577
	< .01

	Note. CE, claim endorsement, FCE, fact-check endorsement

There was a main effect of time; true-claim belief significantly increased after exposure to the fact-check. Planned contrasts (Bonferroni-corrected) revealed this effect was observed both immediately post-fact-check (belief increase from time 1 to time 2), F(1,365) = 536.44, p < .001, ηp2 = .595, and following the short delay (belief increase from time 1 to time 3), F(1,365) = 277.98, p < .001, ηp2 = .432. However, there was a significant reduction in belief after the delay (belief decrease from time 2 to time 3), F(1, 365) = 9.72, p = .002, ηp2 = .026. 
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Description automatically generated]Figure B1
Mean True-Claim Belief Ratings Across Conditions and Timepoints                                          


Note. Error bars represent 95% confidence intervals.
There was also a main effect of claim endorsement, whereby true-claim belief was significantly higher for high-endorsement versus low-endorsement claims. Finally, the main effect of fact-check endorsement was also significant and in the predicted direction; high endorsement of the fact-check was associated with greater true-claim belief. This main effect was qualified by a significant interaction between fact-check endorsement and time. Given fact-checks were provided only after the first belief rating, the effect of fact-check endorsement was only predicted to occur at post-fact-check and post-delay timepoints (belief rating 2 and 3). In line with this, planned contrasts showed there was no significant difference between fact-check endorsement conditions pre-fact-check, F < 1, but there was post-fact-check at timepoint 2, F(1, 365) = 25.74, p < .001, ηp2 = .066. The effect of fact-check endorsement post-delay, though numerically in the predicted direction, was marginally statistically significant following Holm-Bonferroni correction, F(1, 365) = 5.09, p = .025, ηp2 = .014. 
Inference Scores
Mean inference scores across conditions are presented in Figure B2. To assess the effect of social endorsement on indirect reliance on true information, we ran a 2 × 2 within-subjects ANOVA with factors claim endorsement (high, low) and fact-check endorsement (high, low) on inference scores. This yielded a main effect of claim endorsement, F(1, 365) = 6.92, p = .009, ηp2 = .02, with reliance on true information significantly greater when claims had a high compared to low level of endorsement. However, there was no significant effect of fact-check endorsement, F(1, 365) = 2.14, p = .144, ηp2 = .006, and no interaction effect, F(1, 365) = .008, p = .927, ηp2 < .001. 
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Description automatically generated] Note. Error bars represent 95% confidence intervals.Figure B2
Mean True-Claim Inference Scores Across Conditions                                               
  


Cumulative Linked Mixed Effects Modelling for True Claims
Prior to statistical analyses, the fixed effects of claim endorsement and fact-check endorsement were centred, and time (pre-fact-check, post-fact-check, and post-delay) was factor-coded. Dependent variables of belief and inference score were coded as ordinal factors with 11 levels (0-10). In line with the analysis of false claims, for each analysis the maximum random-effects structure justified by the experimental design was included where possible. The random effects included by-participant and by-stimuli (i.e., claims) random intercepts and by-participant and by-stimuli random slopes for claim endorsement (high, low), fact-check endorsement (high, low), and their interaction. 
We first assessed results of claim endorsement and fact-check endorsement at time 1 (pre-fact-check). This was done to assess the effect of claim endorsement immediately, and to ensure fact-check endorsement conditions did not significantly differ prior to fact-check exposure. The fixed effect of claim endorsement was significant, β = .32, SE = .07, z = 4.50, p < .001. There was no statistical evidence for an effect of fact-check endorsement, β < −.001, SE = .07, z = −.003, p = .998, or an interaction between claim endorsement and fact-check endorsement, β = .20, SE = .13, z = 1.51, p = .130. The effect of claim endorsement indicates that belief in true claims with high endorsement was greater than belief in true claims with low endorsement. 
To assess the initial effect of fact-check endorsement, pre- and post-fact-check belief was then assessed across belief rating timepoints 1 and 2. The model included fixed effects of claim endorsement, β = .30 , SE = .07, z = 4.34, p < .001, and time, β = −1.13, SE = .03, z = −32.90, p < .001, and a time by fact-check endorsement interaction, β = −.26, SE = .07, z = −4.02, p < .001. The effect of claim endorsement mirrors that at time 1, and the effect of time indicates that belief in true claims increased following fact-check exposure. The time by fact-check endorsement interaction indicates that fact-check endorsement had no significant effect on belief prior to fact-check exposure, but had a significant effect on belief post-fact-check exposure, such that higher fact-check endorsement was associated with greater belief updating (higher post-fact-check belief in true claims).
To assess whether an effect of claim or fact-check endorsement was maintained over time, post-fact-check and post-delay belief was assessed across belief rating time points 2 and 3. The model included fixed effects of claim endorsement, β = .26, SE = .08, z = 3.19, p = .001, fact-check endorsement, β = .41, SE = .08, z = 4.94, p < .001, and time, β = −.15, SE = .05, z = −3.10, p = .002, as well as a time by fact-check endorsement interaction, β = −.24, SE = .09, z = −2.58, p = .010. The main effect of time suggests that the general effectiveness of the fact-checks on belief in true claims significantly reduced over time, and the interaction effect suggests that the influence of fact-check endorsement significantly reduced over time. To quantify this reduction, we assessed results of claim endorsement and fact-check endorsement only at time 3 (post-delay). The model included claim endorsement, β = .23, SE = .07, z = 3.34, p = .001, and fact-check endorsement, β = .15, SE = .07, z = 2.20, p = .027. There was no statistical evidence of an interaction between claim endorsement and fact-check endorsement, β = .14, SE = .14, z = .96, p = .339.  
Inference Scores
The indirect effects of claim endorsement and fact-check endorsement on belief in true claims were then assessed. The model included the fixed effect of claim endorsement, β = .19, SE = .06, z = 2.91, p = .004. The effect of claim endorsement indicates that reliance on true information was higher when claims had a high compared to low level of endorsement. There was no statistical evidence of an influence of fact-check endorsement, β = .08, SE = .08, z = 1.01, p = .311, or a claim endorsement by fact-check endorsement interaction, β = .03, SE = .15, z = .19, p = .848.


Experiment 2
ANOVAs for False Claims
Belief Ratings
To assess the effects of social endorsement of both claims and fact-checks on false-claim beliefs, we first ran a 3 × 2 × 2 within-subjects ANOVA on belief ratings. Factors were time (pre-fact-check, post-fact-check, post-delay), claim endorsement (high, low), and fact-check endorsement (high, low). Results are provided in Table B3. 
Table B3
Three-Way Within-Subjects ANOVA on False-Claim Beliefs  
	Effect
	df
	F
	p
	ηp2

	Time 
	2, 708
	339.89
	< .001
	.49

	CE
	1, 354
	20.15
	< .001
	.05

	FCE
	1, 354
	2.32
	.129
	.01

	Time × CE 
	2, 708
	0.50
	.481
	< .01

	Time × FCE
	2, 708
	17.60
	< .001
	.05

	CE × FCE
	1, 354
	0.50
	.481
	< .01

	Time × CE × FCE 
	2, 708
	0.08
	.924
	< .01

	Note. CE, claim endorsement, FCE, fact-check endorsement.


There was a main effect of time, with false-claim belief significantly reduced after the fact-check. Planned contrasts (Holm-Bonferroni-corrected) revealed this effect was observed both immediately post-fact-check (belief reduction from time 1 to time 2), F(1, 354) = 554.87, p < .001, ηp2 = .61, and following the short delay (belief reduction from time 1 to time 3), F(1, 354) = 333.38, p < .001, ηp2 = .48. There was statistical evidence of a difference in average false-claim belief between time 2 and time 3 in the opposite direction, F(1, 354) = 5.60, p = .02, ηp2 = .02, suggesting a slight decrease in the effectiveness of the fact-checks across time.
In line with Experiment 1, there was a significant main effect of claim endorsement in the predicted direction. Planned contrasts revealed the effect of claim endorsement was significant pre-fact-check, F(1, 354) = 18.38, p < .001, ηp2 = .05, post-fact-check, F(1, 354) = 17.60, p < .001, ηp2 = .05, and following the delay, F(1, 354) = 9.05, p = .002, ηp2 = .02. In contrast to Experiment 1, there was no significant interaction between claim endorsement and time. 
Finally, there was a significant interaction between fact-check endorsement and time, (in contrast to Experiment 1, there was no main effect of fact-check endorsement). Given fact-checks were only provided after the first belief rating, as in Experiment 1 an effect of fact-check endorsement was only predicted at post-fact-check and post-delay (timepoints 2 and 3). In line with this, planned contrasts showed no significant difference between fact-check endorsement conditions pre-fact-check, F < 1, but a significant effect at time 2, F(1, 354) = 11.77, p < .001, ηp2 = .03. However, in contrast to predictions, the effect at time 3 was non-significant, F(1, 354) = .20, p = .653, ηp2 < .001. 
Finally, there was no significant interaction effect between claim endorsement and fact-check endorsement, or three-way interaction between time, claim endorsement, and fact-check endorsement.
Inference Scores
To assess the effect of social endorsement on indirect misinformation reliance, we ran a 2 × 2 within-subjects ANOVA with factors claim endorsement (high, low) and fact-check endorsement (high, low) on inference scores. There was no significant effect of claim endorsement, fact-check endorsement, or an interaction (Fs ≤ 2.54, ps ≥ .112). 
General Effect of Endorsements
To assess the general effect of claim endorsement on claim belief, independent sample t‑tests were run comparing both high- and low-endorsement conditions to no-endorsement control at time 1. There was no significant difference between high-endorsement and no-endorsement conditions, t(710) = 0.90, p = .368, d = .07, or low‑endorsement and no-endorsement conditions, t(710) = 1.82, p = .07, d = .14. 
Additional t-tests (in line with the pre-registration) were run contrasting the no‑endorsement control condition to all four experimental conditions at times 2 and 3. All differences were nonsignificant following Holm-Bonferroni correction (see Table B4).
Table B4
Belief in Misinformation in the Control versus Experimental Conditions 
	Belief rating
	Contrast
	t(710)
	p
	d

	2
	Control vs. High Claim / High Fact-Check
	.84
	.399
	.06

	
	Control vs. High Claim / Low Fact-Check
	2.10
	.036
	.16

	
	Control vs. Low Claim / High Fact-Check
	1.37
	.171
	.10

	
	Control vs. Low Claim / Low Fact-Check
	.46
	.647
	.03

	3
	Control vs. High Claim / High Fact-Check
	2.00
	.045
	.15

	
	Control vs. High Claim / Low Fact-Check
	1.84
	.066
	.138

	
	Control vs. Low Claim / High Fact-Check
	.61
	.545
	.05

	
	Control vs. Low Claim / Low Fact-Check
	1.10
	.272
	.08



Finally, t-tests were run contrasting inference scores in the no-endorsement condition with those in the experimental conditions. There was a significant difference between the no-endorsement and the high/high condition (i.e., high claim and fact-check endorsements) following Holm-Bonferroni correction, with reliance on the misinformation significantly lower in the no-endorsement condition. All other differences were nonsignificant (see Table B5).


Table B5
Misinformation Reliance in the Control versus Experimental Conditions 
	Contrast
	t(710)
	p
	d

	Control vs. High Claim / High Fact-Check
	2.52
	.012
	.19

	Control vs. High Claim / Low Fact-Check
	1.51
	.131
	.11

	Control vs. Low Claim / High Fact-Check
	.95
	.340
	.07

	Control vs. Low Claim / Low Fact-Check
	1.27
	.203
	.10



ANOVAs for True Claims
Belief Ratings
To assess the effect of social endorsement of both claims and fact-checks on true-claim beliefs, we ran a 3 × 2 × 2 within-subjects ANOVA. Factors were time (pre-fact-check, post-fact-check, post-delay), claim endorsement (high, low), and fact-check endorsement (high, low). ANOVA results are provided in Table B6; mean belief ratings across conditions and time are presented in Figure B3. 
Table B6
Three -Way Within-Subjects ANOVA on True-Claim Beliefs 
	Effect
	df
	F
	p
	ηp2

	Time 
	2, 708
	275.92
	< .001
	.438

	CE
	1, 354
	1.79
	.182
	.005

	FCE
	1, 354
	4.89
	.028
	.014

	Time × CE
	2, 708
	1.92
	.148
	.005

	Time × FCE
	2, 708
	7.00
	< .001
	.019

	CE × FCE
	1, 354
	.31
	.581
	<.001

	Time × CE × FCE
	2, 708
	.12
	.891
	<.001

	Note. CE, claim endorsement, FCE, fact-check endorsement



There was a main effect of time; true-claim belief significantly increased after exposure to the fact-check. Planned contrasts (Holm-Bonferroni-corrected) revealed this effect was observed both immediately post-fact-check (belief increase from time 1 to time 2), F(1, 354) = 514.02, p < .001, ηp2 = .591, and following the short delay (belief increase from time 1 to time 3), F(1, 354) = 261.52, p < .001, ηp2 = .42. However, there was a significant reduction in belief after the delay (belief decrease from time 2 to time 3), F(1, 354) = 6.70, p = .010, ηp2 = .02.
In contrast to Experiment 1, there was no main effect of claim endorsement. The main effect of fact-check endorsement was significant and in the predicted direction; high endorsement of the fact-check was associated with greater true-claim belief. This main effect was qualified by a significant interaction between fact-check endorsement and time. Given fact-checks were provided only after the first belief rating, the effect of fact-check endorsement was only predicted to occur at post-fact-check and post-delay timepoints (belief rating 2 and 3). In line with this, planned contrasts showed there was no significant difference between fact-check endorsement conditions pre-fact-check, F < 1, but there was post-fact-check at timepoint 2, F(1, 354) = 13.48, p < .001, ηp2 = .037. However, there was no significant effect of fact-check endorsement post-delay (following Holm-Bonferroni correction), F(1, 354) = 4.07, p = .044, ηp2 = .011. [image: Table, calendar

Description automatically generated]Figure B3
Mean True-Claim Belief Ratings Across Conditions and Timepoints 


Note. The horizontal black lines represent control condition means at each timepoint. Error bars represent 95% confidence intervals.
Inference Scores
Mean inference scores across conditions are presented in Figure B4. To assess the effect of social endorsement on indirect reliance on true information, we ran a 2 × 2 within-subjects ANOVA with factors claim endorsement (high, low) and fact-check endorsement (high, low) on inference scores. There was no significant effect of claim endorsement, F(1, 354) = .004, p = .951, ηp2 < .001, fact-check endorsement, F(1, 354) = 3.42, p = .065, [image: Scatter chart

Description automatically generated with medium confidence]ηp2 = .01, and no interaction effect, F(1, 354) = .38, p = .537, ηp2 = .001. Figure B4
Mean True-Claim Inference Scores Across Conditions 


Note. The horizontal black lines represent control condition mean. Error bars represent 95% confidence intervals. 
General Effect of Endorsements
To assess the general effect of claim endorsement on true-claim belief, independent sample t-tests were run comparing both high- and low-endorsement conditions to the no-endorsement control condition at time 1. There was no significant difference between high-endorsement and the no-endorsement control condition, t(710) = .98, p = .328, d = .07, or between low-endorsement and the no-endorsement control condition, t(710) = 1.00, p = .316, d = .08. 
Additional t-tests (in line with the pre-registration) were run contrasting the no-endorsement control condition to all four experimental conditions at times 2 and 3. All differences were nonsignificant following Holm-Bonferroni correction (see Table B7). 
Table B7
Belief in True Claims in No-Endorsement Control versus Experimental Conditions
	Belief rating
	Contrast
	t(710)
	p
	d

	2
	Control vs.  High Claim / High Fact-check
	1.16
	.247
	.09

	
	Control vs.  High Claim / Low Fact-check
	0.74
	.457
	.06

	
	Control vs.  Low Claim / High Fact-check
	0.80
	.422
	.06

	
	Control vs.  Low Claim / Low Fact-check
	1.96
	.051
	.15

	3
	Control vs.  High Claim / High Fact-check
	0.09
	.932
	.01

	
	Control vs.  High Claim / Low Fact-check
	1.20
	.232
	.09

	
	Control vs.  Low Claim / High Fact-check
	0.18
	.859
	.01

	
	Control vs.  Low Claim / Low Fact-check
	1.51
	.132
	.11


Finally, t-tests were run contrasting inference scores in the no-endorsement control condition with those in the experimental conditions. All differences were nonsignificant (see Table B8).
Table B8
Reliance on True Information in No-Endorsement Control versus Experimental Conditions
	Contrast
	t(710)
	p
	d

	Control vs. High Claim / High Fact-check
	0.57
	.567
	.04

	Control vs. High Claim / Low Fact-check
	1.54
	.123
	.12

	Control vs. Low Claim / High Fact-check
	0.19
	.854
	.01

	Control vs. Low Claim / Low Fact-check
	1.83
	.067
	.14


Cumulative Linked Mixed Effects Modelling for True Claims
Prior to statistical analyses, the fixed effects of claim endorsement and fact-check endorsement were centred, and time (pre-fact-check, post-fact-check, and post-delay) was factor-coded. Dependent variables of belief and inference score were coded as ordinal factors with 11 levels (0-10). 
Belief Ratings
We first assessed results of claim endorsement and fact-check endorsement at time 1 (pre-fact-check). This was done to assess the effect of claim endorsement immediately, and to ensure fact-check endorsement conditions did not significantly differ prior to fact-check exposure. There was no statistical evidence for an effect of claim endorsement, β = .12, SE = .07, z = 1.64, p = .102, fact-check endorsement, β = .01, SE = .08, z = .17, p = .865, or an interaction between claim endorsement and fact-check endorsement, β = −.06, SE = .93, z = −.29, p = .771. 
To assess the initial effect of fact-check endorsement, pre- and post-fact-check belief was then assessed across belief rating timepoints 1 and 2. The model included time, β = 1.49, SE = .11, z = 28.96, p < .001, and a time by fact-check endorsement interaction, β = .31, SE = .09, z = 3.29, p = .001. There was no statistical evidence for an effect of claim endorsement, β = .14, SE = .09, z = 1.60, p = .110. The effect of time indicates that belief in true claims increased following fact-check exposure. The time by fact-check endorsement interaction indicates that fact-check endorsement had no significant effect on belief prior to fact-check exposure, but had a significant effect on belief post-fact-check exposure, such that higher fact-check endorsement was associated with greater belief updating (higher post-fact-check belief in true claims).
[bookmark: _Hlk108795507]To assess whether an effect of fact-check endorsement was maintained over time, post-fact-check and post-delay belief was assessed across belief rating time points 2 and 3. The model included a significant fixed effect of fact-check endorsement, β = .29, SE = .07, z = 3.83, p < .001, suggesting that the effect of fact-check endorsement was maintained over time. There was no statistical evidence for an effect of claim endorsement, β = .09, SE = .08, z = 1.19, p = .236, or time, β = -.04, SE = .05, z = -.91, p = .364. 
Inference Scores
The indirect effect of claim endorsement and fact-check endorsement on belief in true claims was then assessed. There was no evidence of a statistical influence of claim endorsement, β = -.01, SE = .08, z = -.141, p = .888, fact-check endorsement, β = .15, SE = .08, z = 1.91, p = .056, or claim endorsement by fact-check endorsement interaction, β = -.08, SE = .15, z = -.52, p = .600.
Contrast to Control for True Claims
We ran additional cumulative linked mixed effects models contrasting belief in the true claims in the high and low claim and fact-check endorsement conditions against control. This was done to assess a general effect of claim endorsement in contrast to the no-endorsement control condition on true-claim belief. We first assessed results of high claim endorsement (vs. no endorsement) separately at times 1, 2, and 3. There was no statistical evidence of an effect of high claim endorsement on true-claim belief at time 1, β = ‑.03, SE = .08, z = ‑.37, p = .713, time 2, β = ‑.09, SE = .12, z = ‑.74, p = .462, or time 3, β = ‑.14, SE = .14, z = ‑.13, p = .898. We then assessed results of low claim endorsement (vs. the no-endorsement control condition) separately at times 1, 2 and 3. There was no statistical evidence of an effect of low claim endorsement on true-claim belief at times 1 (β = .12, SE = .08, z = 1.56, p = .120), 2 (β = .02, SE = .13, z = .19, p = .852), or 3 (β = ‑.09, SE = .14, z = ‑.67, p = .502). 
We then assessed the general effect of high fact-check endorsement vs. the no-endorsement control condition, as well as low fact-check endorsement vs. the no-endorsement control condition, on true-claim belief separately at times 1, 2, and 3. There was no evidence of an effect of high fact-check endorsement on true-claim belief at time 1, β = ‑.05, SE = .08, z = .63, p = .527, time 2, β = ‑.20, SE = .12, z = ‑1.63, p = .103, or time 3, β = ‑.19, SE = .14, z = ‑1.37, p = .170, or evidence of an effect of low fact-check endorsement on true-claim belief at time 1, β = −.05, SE = .08, z = .63, p = .532, time 2, β =.14, SE = .13, z = 1.03, p = .304, or time 3, β = −.02, SE = .14, z = ‑.13, p = .898. These findings imply there was no meaningful difference in belief in the true claims between the no-endorsement control condition and the endorsement conditions.
The indirect effect of high and low claim endorsement (compared to the no-endorsement control condition) on reliance on true claims was then assessed. There was no statistical evidence of an effect of high claim endorsement, β = ‑.12, SE = .11, z = ‑1.13, p = .259, or low claim endorsement, β = ‑.10, SE = .11, z = ‑.95, p = .343. Finally, the indirect effect of high and low claim endorsement (compared to the no-endorsement control condition) on reliance on true claims was assessed. There was no statistical evidence of an effect of high fact-check endorsement, β = ‑.18, SE = .11, z = -1.67, p = .095, or low fact-check endorsement, β = ‑.06, SE = .11, z = ‑.517, p = .605. These findings imply there was no meaningful difference in reliance on the true claims between the no-endorsement control condition and the endorsement conditions.
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