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Abstract In an age where information spreads faster than ever, the subtle 
manipulation of truth through rephrasing plays a pivotal role in amplifying mis‑
information. Starting from the observation that the spread of “fake news” may be 
significantly reinforced through reformulating a message for the sake of its mis‑
representation, we seek to address the problem of the spread of “fake news” from 
the perspective of the rephrasing of news for purposes of misinformation. Given 
such a potentially dangerous role for misuses of rephrasing, the following research 
question arises: what is the relation between “fake news” and reformulated mes‑
sages? This question will be addressed by analysing to what extent (i) definitions 
of “fake news” in the computer-science and philosophy-related literature, and 
(ii) recent linguistic studies of rephrase (as it is sometimes known), are helpful 
in identifying the main features of “fake news” as these relate to the latter. In this 
regard, we propose a research programme for addressing rephrase as a linguis‑
tic phenomenon—one that will serve as a tool for the study of communication 
in respect of “fake news.”
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Jill looked at the King: his mouth was open and his face was full of horror. 
And then she understood the devilish cunning of the enemies’ plan. By mixing 
a little truth with it they had made their lie far stronger.

C.S. Lewis, The Last Battle

1. Introduction
In 2024, the President of the European Commission Ursula von der Leyen, 
at the World Economic Forum in Davos, Switzerland, stated: “For the global 
business community, the top concern for the next two years is not con‑
flict or climate. It is disinformation and misinformation, followed closely 
by polarisation within our societies” (Von der Leyen 2024). So, in an age 
where information spreads faster than ever, the subtle manipulation of truth 
through rephrasing (or what linguists sometimes refer to as “rephrase”) 
plays a pivotal role in amplifying misinformation. This may give us pause to 
reflect and ask: “What is ‘rephrasing’?” The working definition of the latter 
runs as follows: “To say that a speaker rephrases is therefore to say that he 
or she means a contribution to be understood as connected to another contri‑
bution in a specific way” (Younis et al. 2023). This definition is built on con‑
temporary research into rephrase (e.g. Visser et al. 2018; Konat et al. 2016; 
Koszowy et al. 2022). At the same time, the current state of research empha‑
sizes the difficulties associated with the boundaries of the phenomenon: 
if rephrase is reformulation, where does it end? After all, two expressions 
of the same thought that differ completely in wording are difficult to clas‑
sify as together constituting an instance of rephrase. Therefore, as has been 
stated, for example, by Younis et al (2023), an instance of rephrasing must 
be an operation on certain linguistic material that modifies it to a certain 
extent but not completely. However, this raises the following question: to 
what extent does this modification allow the output of this operation to be 
considered an instance of rephrase? In Koszowy et al. (2022), an attempt has 
been made to use semantic similarity as a measure, but counterexamples 
have been found showing that semantic convergence does not necessarily 
have to be related to reformulation. Therefore, in this article, we take as our 
starting point the definition of rephrase proposed by Younis et al. (2023). 
(The idea of rephrase will itself be elaborated in more detail in Section 4.)

Turning now to a timely example that uses a rephrased “fake news” 
headline to exemplify what we are talking about, we may consider the 
original news story “Netanyahu acknowledges Israel losing online “pro‑
paganda war,” should be doing more” from the Times of Israel (Freiberg 
2025). The popular and (in)famous website InfoWars ran the rephrased 
headline “Netanyahu declares war on free speech as Israel’s propaganda 
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efforts falter” (2025). The news story on InfoWars, which itself is a story 
originally from the website “lifesitenews.com,” cites the Times of Israel as 
one of the many sources of the article. The Times of Isreal article was the 
main article that lifesitenews.com drew its article from. The headline from 
the Times of Isreal is relatively neutral. On the other hand, the InfoWars 
article includes phrases such as “falter” in place of “losing,” and employs the 
phrase “declares war” to intensify the propositional content in its rephrased 
title. In short, both titles are propositionally equivalent, but the rephrased 
title from InfoWars is linguistically intensified.

In this paper, we discuss the results of contemporary studies of rephrasing 
in argumentation and dialogue, treating these as a possible toolset for criti‑
cally dealing with “fake news” and misinformation. Despite empirical evi‑
dence of the impact of repetitions on the spread of “fake news” (e.g. Hassan 
and Barber 2021; Diaz-Garcia et al. 2025), the intersection between com‑
municative phenomena related to repeating or reformulating messages and 
the notion of “fake news” still remains underexplored. Here, we analyse 
the representative definitions of “fake news” in computer science and phi‑
losophy to reveal the key tendencies pertaining to the perception of “fake 
news” in these two research fields. Our analysis shows that the tendencies 
of reformulating or mimicking are embedded in those definitions. Given 
that the notions of reformulating and/or mimicking messages are implicated 
in techniques of rephrasing (in that rephrasing is a subcategory of mimick‑
ing), we hypothesize that the overlap between these two areas may provide 
a fruitful path for future research on the linguistic cues for identifying 
attempts at spreading “fake news” via rephrasing and reformulating tech‑
niques. Thus, we claim that recent models of rephrase in argumentation 
(Konat et al. 2016; Visser et al. 2018; Koszowy et al. 2022; Younis et al. 2023) 
can furnish a possible repertoire of tools for systematically studying and 
critically assessing rephrased “fake news.” This then leads on to an explora‑
tion of the key role of rephrasing “fake news” in the process of re-framing 
pieces of information for the sake of misinforming recipients.

Our initial observation is that the dissemination of “fake news” has 
become an integral challenge within the broader context of digital com‑
munication and media. This issue is particularly pertinent as such news 
leverages the pervasiveness of social platforms to manipulate public percep‑
tion. One of the core tactics in “fake news” construction is the strategic use 
of rephrasing, where minor adjustments in language alter the truth value 
of statements while preserving their perceived factuality. This rephras‑
ing technique subtly shifts public interpretation, often without causing 
overt contradictions, making it difficult to discern misinformation. These 
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observations prompt a deeper inquiry into the linguistic mechanisms that 
make such news persuasive.

Despite a growing corpus of research on “fake news” detection (e.g., 
Singhal et al. 2019; Tschiatschek et al. 2017; Wang et al. 2018), there remains 
a critical gap in understanding how the rephrasing of statements contrib‑
utes to the persuasive force of “fake news.” While previous studies (e.g., 
Hassan and Barber 2021) have concentrated on the broader identification 
of false information through algorithmic methods and empirical investiga‑
tion focused on the effect of rephrasing in various domains (e.g., Koszowy 
et al. 2022; Younis et al. 2023), little attention has been paid to the cognitive 
and linguistic impacts of rephrasing in enhancing the believability of “fake 
news.” Specifically, the locutionary and illocutionary aspects of rephrasing 
as a rhetorical device in “fake news” production remain, to the best of our 
knowledge, underexplored. This lacuna highlights the need for an inves‑
tigation that will bridge the gap between practical “fake news” detection 
on the one hand, and deeper philosophical considerations on the other.

Given this paucity of systemic research into reformulation strategies 
aimed at spreading “fake news,” our study seeks to address the following 
research question: what role does rephrasing play in the current structure 
of “fake news” in two representative research fields—namely, computer 
science and philosophy? Specifically, our research aims to explore how 
rephrasing techniques are embedded within representative definitions 
of both disciplines to distort or enhance the believability of “fake news.” 
By examining computational approaches to detecting rephrased misinfor‑
mation and the philosophical implications of language manipulation, the 
study aims to offer an understanding of how rephrasing contributes to 
the  structural integrity and rhetorical effectiveness of such news.

Our preliminary insights suggest that rephrasing plays distinct roles 
in the fields of computer science and philosophy, reflecting the differ‑
ing focuses of these domains. In computer science, rephrasing is studied 
with a practical emphasis, as it typically has real-world implications for the 
detection and mitigation of “fake news” through algorithms and machine-
learning techniques. These approaches aim to systematically identify “fake 
news,” thereby providing concrete tools for combating misinformation. On 
the other hand, philosophy engages with rephrasing in a more speculative 
and theoretical manner, focusing on the ethical and epistemological implica‑
tions of how language can be manipulated to mislead or persuade. While 
both fields recognize the significance of rephrasing in the structure of “fake 
news,” computer science seeks actionable solutions, whereas philosophy 
probes the deeper implications of how and why rephrasing shapes our 
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understanding of epistemological and ethical concerns. More broadly, our 
goal here is rather to bring together two seemingly distant areas of research: 
one focused on rephrasing in pragmatics and argumentation theory, and 
the other dealing with the detection of “fake news” in the context of its 
increasing proliferation. The former is more philosophical and linguistic, 
while the latter, due to the computer systems and techniques used to detect 
such news, is definitely oriented towards computer science. Nevertheless, 
research on “fake news” detection procedures also has a clear philosophical 
component, because effective identification depends on an adequate defi‑
nition of what “fake news” is (i.e. a fine-grained conceptual framework). 1

The goal of our research is to develop an understanding of how rephras‑
ing contributes to the structure of “fake news.” To achieve this, we will 
study the definitions and conceptualizations of “fake news” in philosophy 
and computer science, specifically focusing on how rephrasing is treated 
within these frameworks. By analysing how computer science defines and 
detects rephrasing in such news through computational tools, alongside 
philosophical perspectives that explore the ethical and epistemological 
dimensions of rephrased misinformation, this research aims to bridge the 
gap by exploring the overlap between rephrasing and “fake news.”

For this purpose, we will be looking at notions of “fake news” in two 
research areas that significantly differ from each other, and so are comple‑
mentary when it comes to obtaining an adequate conceptualization of such 
news from the point of view of the critical assessment of its role in commu‑
nication, drawing out the components of rephrasing embedded in both sets 
of definitions. On the one hand, philosophy (especially epistemology and 
the philosophy of language, argumentation and communication) furnishes 
a theoretical framework for capturing the main features of “fake news.” 
On the other, computer science elaborates tools aimed at operationalizing 
the detection of (potential) “fake news” in its sphere of communication.

In this way, rephrasing becomes a form of deception that goes beyond 
the creation of falsehoods—it is about shaping these falsehoods to align 
with the expectations and cognitive biases of the audience. By crafting 
information that appears real, those behind “fake news” are able to amplify 

1. To elaborate further, this is because these conceptualizations of “fake news” include, 
among other things, both an epistemological component (in that they address issues of truth 
and cognitive deception through “fake news”) and an ethical one (since they refer to the 
moral dimension of “fake news” at the level of the intentions behind its use and its effects). 
Hence, exploring the overlap between the study of rephrasing and research on “fake news” 
has directed us to philosophy and computer science as the representative disciplines typically 
and most visibly exhibiting this overlap.
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the impact of their fabricated content, making it more persuasive and harder 
to discredit. This intentional rephrasing, coupled with the strategic pre‑
sentation of information, plays a critical role in the effectiveness of “fake 
news,” ensuring that the falsehoods it contains are not only believable but 
also likely to be disseminated widely before they are debunked.

The overall idea behind the present paper is to initiate moves in the direc‑
tion of laying a foundation for developing a comprehensive toolset for com‑
bating “fake news” from the perspective of computer science. The latter, via 
social media, offers a powerful and systematic method of identifying and 
neutralizing such news; however, some “fake news” articles manage to escape 
detection. We may deploy an analogy here: it is akin to a fishing net. Many 
of the obvious “fake news” articles are caught, but the smaller fish (i.e. the 
subtle “fake news” stories) manage to escape detection. One class of “fake 
news” articles that escape detection are rephrased news articles. The philo‑
sophical discussions surrounding “fake news” offer a more nuanced discus‑
sion of the nature of the latter, and we might find the discussion here fruitful 
for developing a more adequate definition of “fake news” for computer scien‑
tists. To give an example of how philosophy could potentially help computer 
science, we observe that many papers in the latter field define “fake news” as 
at the very least having the property of being intentionally false (see: Singhal 
et al. 2019; Desamsetti et al. 2023; Zhou and Zafarani 2018). However, as we 
can see from the InfoWars story referred to at the start, we can find ourselves 
dealing with an article that is not intentionally false, but where there is still 
an intuition that something of that type should somehow count as “fake 
news.” So why is there an intuition to the effect that the InfoWars example 
should count as an instance of such news? 2 A more nuanced account of this, 
taking into account aspects of rephrasing, may yet succeed in capturing that 
example within the net of “fake news” stories.

The overall structure of the paper, then, will be as follows: first, in Sec‑
tion 2, we explore key texts discussing “fake news” detection in computer 
science in relation to rephrasing; second, in Section 3, we examine the 
literature in philosophy with respect to its discussion of “fake news” as 

2. It is worth mentioning that it is not the case a priori that InfoWars is “fake news.” We 
might treat it as a kind of institutional fact, to use Searle’s term. It just happens to be the case 
that as of this moment (2025), InfoWars is commonly taken to be the paradigmatic example 
of this (see Dentith 2016). Does this always have to be the case? No. It certainly is the case that 
in some possible world Alex Jones, the head of InfoWars, speaks as though he were trained 
to deliver the news on NPR and adheres to the news standards of the Associated Press (AP) 
before publishing news articles. Additionally, is everything that InfoWars publishes or reports 
on false? No. But should we be sceptical about stories published on InfoWars? Yes.
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it relates to rephrasing; third, in Section 4, by inspecting the similarities 
and differences in these fields we seek to bridge the gap between them, 
surveying the overlap between rephrase and “fake news” in order to pro‑
pose specific areas of philosophical and linguistic research into rephrasing; 
lastly, in Section 5, we conclude by envisaging possible future work. These 
steps will, we hope, enable us to offer a new perspective on rephrasing and 
“fake news” studies, legitimizing the category of rephrasing as one of the 
key concepts needed for capturing the linguistic manifestations of “fake 
news.” In this way, our research programme aims to capture both theoretical 
dimensions of rephrasing as they relate to this phenomenon.

2 Definitions of “Fake News” in Computer Science
In exploring the role that rephrasing plays in definitions of “fake news,” 
we have limited our investigation to the fields of philosophy and com‑
puter science. This decision is driven by their complementary strengths 
in addressing the nuanced ways that rephrasing can be used to manipu‑
late information. Philosophy provides a critical theoretical framework for 
understanding how language, including rephrasing, can be used to obscure 
truth or distort reality. It allows us to examine the ethical implications 
of “fake news” as a tool for deception, exploring the philosophical founda‑
tions of truth and the societal impacts of manipulated information.

In seeking to gather together the necessary computer-science defini‑
tions related to “fake news,” our approach has been designed to ensure rel‑
evance during the selection process. First, we identified a series of relevant, 
and commonly cited and recent, peer-reviewed articles falling within the 
field of computer science that explicitly addressed “fake news” or focused 
on methodologies for “fake news” detection. These articles served as the 
primary sources for extracting the definitions of “fake news.” We screened 
peer-reviewed work between 2015–2025 in venues indexed by ACM Digi‑
tal Library, IEEE Xplore and major journals/conferences; for philosophy, 
we screened journal articles and chapters in epistemology, as well as the 
philosophy of language, argumentation and communication. Second, from 
each article, we isolated and recorded the specific definitions of “fake news” 
utilized by the authors, ensuring that these were contextually aligned with 
the overall research objectives of the study. Third, we compiled these defini‑
tions into a table, providing a comparative framework for analysis. Lastly, 
we examined the definitions for recurring features or thematic patterns, 
which were then highlighted and categorized within the table to illustrate 
commonalities and distinctions across the selected literature. We drew from 
these features or thematic patterns elements aimed at identifying linguistic 
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manifestations of certain instances of rephrasing that may have the effect 
of “fake news.” This approach allowed for a comparative understanding 
of how such news is conceptualized within the domain of computer science.

Table 1: Computer science definitions of “fake news”: major tendencies
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1. Dong et al. (2023) X

2. Qian et al. (2018) X

3. Ruchansky et al. (2017) X X

4. Tschiatschek et al. (2017) X X

5. Alam et al. (2022) X X X X

6. Kou et al. (2022) X X

7. Nabov et al. (2021) X X

8. Zhou et al. (2020) X X

9. Ajao et al. (2019) X X X X

10. Khattar er al. (2019) X X X

11. Singhal et al. (2019) X X X

12. Wang et al. (2018) X X X X

13. Conroy et al. (2015) X X

14. Farajtabar et al. (2017) X X X

15. Berrondo-Otermin & 
Sarasa-Cabezuelo (2023) X X X X X

16. Wu & Rao (2020) X X

17. Desamsetti et al. (2023) X X X

18. Fifita et al. (2023) X X

19. Shu et al. (2017) X X

20. Zhou & Zafarani (2018) X X

21. Zhang & Ghorbani (2020) X X X X

22. Jain & Kasbe (2018) X X

23. Perez-Rosas et al. (2017) X X X X

24. Oshikawa et al. (2018) X X

25. Parikh & Atrey (2018) X X

26. Sharma & Singh (2024) X X X X
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Table 1 presents a detailed overview of the major tendencies found 
in definitions of “fake news” within the computer-science literature. To 
compile this table, we analysed 26 representative articles, each of which 
directly addresses either “fake news” itself or its detection. The definitions 
are categorized into six key themes: Falsehood, Fabrication, Intent and 
Purpose, Ways of Misleading People, Verification and Evidence, and Unde‑
fined. These themes were inductively drawn from the definitions of “fake 
news,” prior to our identifying linguistic manifestations of certain instances 
of rephrasing that may have the effect of “fake news.” Falsehood and Fabri‑
cation emerged as fundamental components, frequently mentioned across 
the literature, underscoring the fact that “fake news” is often built upon 
deliberately false or fabricated information. The category of Intent and 
Purpose highlights the intentional deception that characterizes “fake news,” 
distinguishing it from accidental misinformation. The instances of Ways 
of Misleading People identified by us, including disinformation and satire, 
emphasize the diverse strategies employed to deceive audiences. Addition‑
ally, the role of different media platforms, such as social media, in the spread 
of “fake news,” is a prominent theme, as is the challenge of verifying the 
authenticity of information presented as news. This analysis reveals not 
only the consistency in how “fake news” is defined within the field of com‑
puter science, but also the emphasis on intentionality and the mechanisms 
of dissemination.

The structure of our discussion of these categories will be as follows: 
we will first describe the data obtained by giving the relevant statistical 
information, and then proceed to outline the elements of rephrasing identi‑
fied in the features of various definitions of “fake news.” The goal is to see 
how rephrasing manifests itself within these features.

The first category is Falsehood. Falsehoods are a fundamental aspect 
of the definitions of “fake news” within the computer-science literature. 
This category, which includes terms such as “false,” “untrue,” and “falsi‑
fied,” was identified in 23 out of 26 articles analysed, representing 88.4% 
of the total. This near-universal acknowledgement—as might well have 
been expected, given that the term suggests some form of falsity in one 
way or another—underscores the central role of falsehood in the concep‑
tualization of “fake news.”

When we turn to the act of rephrasing, applied to false information, 
this serves as a powerful tool in the construction of “fake news.” Building 
on previous research into rephrasing (Konat et al. 2016; Visser et al. 2018; 
Koszowy et al. 2022; Younis et al. 2023), we may say that rephrasing in the 
context of “fake news” is not merely a simple alteration of words but 
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a deliberate effort to replicate the tone, style and structure of legitimate 
news sources (Dentith 2016). By doing so, creators of “fake news” aim to 
enhance the believability of their content, making it more difficult for the 
audience to distinguish between authentic and false information. The subtle 
manipulation of language allows the fabricated content to blend seamlessly 
with genuine news, exploiting the trust that readers place in familiar jour‑
nalistic formats. This mimicry extends beyond mere language to include 
the visual and contextual elements of news, such as headlines, imagery, 
and even the use of credible-sounding sources, all designed to reinforce 
the illusion of authenticity.

The category of Fabrication stands out as notable within the computer-
science literature. It included the term “fabrication” or “fabricate,” and was 
identified in 5 of the 26 articles (representing 19.2% of the total). The con‑
cept of fabrication is interesting because it shows an overlap between 
falsehood and the intentional aspect of “fake news,” distinguishing it from 
other forms of misinformation, such as rumours or inadvertent errors, as 
well as stories that are simply false (e.g. Ruchansky et al. 2017; Khattar et 
al. 2019; Farajtabar et al. 2017; Wang et al. 2018; Perez-Rosas et al. 2017). 
The act of fabricating involves creating false information intentionally, 
often with the aim of deceiving or misleading the audience. This deliber‑
ate intent is crucial for differentiating “fake news” from mere mistakes 
or misunderstandings. This distinction allows us to distinguish between 
obvious examples of “fake news” and mere mistakes. For example, many 
have the intuition that the highly cited InfoWars story about how the 2012 
Sandy Hook school shooting in the US was staged is a paradigmatic example 
of “fake news” in the digital era (see Collins and Eaton-Robb 2022)—as 
distinct from being a simple case of confusion over some relatively subtle 
philosophical terminology employed in the Dennett obituary published by 
the New York Times (see Kandell 2024). 

Fabrication, in the context of “fake news,” frequently involves rephras‑
ing as a method for constructing misleading narratives. Rephrasing plays 
a crucial role in how fabricated content is framed and presented to the 
public. By subtly altering legitimate information or reconstructing false 
statements in a manner that mimics the tone and structure of credible 
sources, fabricators can create content that appears authentic, despite its 
deceptive intent. The process of rephrasing fabricated information often 
involves changing emphasis, removing critical context, or introducing emo‑
tionally charged language, all while maintaining an outward appearance 
of legitimacy. This strategic manipulation of language allows fabricators to 
enhance the believability of their falsehoods, making them more difficult 
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for audiences to detect and scrutinize. Thus, rephrasing acts as a vehicle for 
delivering fabricated content in a way that maximises its persuasive impact 
while concealing its intentional falsity. This connection between fabrication 
and rephrasing underscores the importance of developing tools that can 
identify subtle linguistic cues to better detect and counteract “fake news.”

Intent and Purpose captures the deliberate motivations behind the dis‑
semination of false information. This category, which includes terms such 
as “intention to deceive,” “deliberate,” “purposeful” and “intentional,” was 
identified in 14 out of the 26 articles analysed, representing 61.5.% of the 
total. This significant proportion underscores the importance of under‑
standing the underlying motivations behind “fake news” in both academic 
and practical contexts. Unlike accidental misinformation, “fake news” 
is characterized by a conscious effort to mislead or deceive the audience. 
For instance, Alam et al. (2022), Singhal et al. (2019), Conroy et al. (2015), 
Fifita et al. (2023) and Parikh and Atrey (2018) highlight the purposeful 
nature of “fake news.” This intentionality is a key factor that differentiates 
“fake news” from other types of misleading information, such as rumours 
or unintentional errors.

To show that we can infer an intent to generate “fake news,” we can look 
at how rephrasing operates as a linguistic mechanism to subtly reshape 
stories to influence public opinion, promote a political agenda, or generate 
financial gain. This rephrasing often involves subtle changes in wording, tone, 
or emphasis, that significantly alter the perception of the information without 
making it immediately obvious that it has been manipulated. For instance, 
the title from the unconventional news website Zero-Hedge, “US Women’s 
Life Expectancy is the Lowest among Developed Nations” (Durden 2024), 
appears alarming, but upon closer analysis is misleading. The article provides 
a list of 10 developed countries, placing the United States at the bottom (at 
80 years). However, two critical issues arise: first, the list excludes Slovakia 
(see WHO 2024), a country classified as developed (see UN 2014), where 
women’s life expectancy is 78 years. Secondly, the original article cited by 
Zero-Hedge refers to “high-income countries,” a term with a specific technical 
meaning, while the rephrased title substitutes it with “developed countries,” 
a term that carries broader and more urgent implications. This strategic 
rephrasing shows the intention of creating more urgency than the original 
article suggested, while still appearing to rely on solid evidence (this is also 
the case in the InfoWars example in Section 1. This example highlights how 
rephrasing operates as a linguistic mechanism to subtly reshape narratives, 
exploiting the trust in seemingly factual claims, while we nevertheless can 
infer an underlying intent behind the rephrased content.
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Ways of Misleading People focuses on identifying the various forms 
that “fake news” can take. This category, which includes terms such as 
“misinformation,” “disinformation,” “hoaxes,” and “rumours,” was identi‑
fied in 9 out of the 26 articles analysed, accounting for 42.3% of the total. 
The inclusion of terms like “misinformation” and “disinformation” in the 
definitions emphasizes the spectrum of accuracy and intent within “fake 
news.” Tschiatschek et al. (2017) and Alam et al. (2022) discuss these 
distinctions, noting that misinformation typically involves the uninten‑
tional spread of false information, while disinformation is deliberately 
misleading. This differentiation is crucial for understanding the motiva‑
tions behind the dissemination of “fake news,” as disinformation often 
carries malicious intent, while misinformation may arise from ignorance 
or error. Additionally, the category encompasses various formats of “fake 
news,” such as satire and hoaxes. For instance, Ajao et al. (2019) include 
satire as a form of “fake news,” recognising that while it may use humour 
and exaggeration, it can still mislead audiences who take the content 
at face value. This highlights the complexity of “fake news,” where even 
content meant as a joke can contribute to misinformation if not clearly 
identified as satire.

The Misinformation and Types of News category within “fake news” 
highlights the various forms it can take, and underscores how rephras‑
ing plays a crucial role in shaping these forms to deceive or mislead. 
The inclusion of terms like “misinformation” and “disinformation” in the 
definitions emphasizes that “fake news” exists on a spectrum of accuracy 
and intent, where rephrasing can shift the meaning and perception of the 
information presented. Rephrasing allows creators to manipulate con‑
tent in a way that aligns with their specific intent—whether to mislead 
unintentionally, as in the case of misinformation, or with malice, as with 
disinformation.

An effective analogy to describe this problem is the popular child’s game 
commonly known as “the Telephone Game,” where a message is whispered 
from one person to another in a line. By the time the message reaches the 
last person, it is often significantly distorted, bearing little resemblance to 
the original. In the context of “fake news,” disinformation acts similarly 
to the Telephone Game but with intentional distortion: the original informa‑
tion is deliberately rephrased at each stage to create a narrative that suits 
a particular agenda. When we turn to the news, we can see that the use 
of the phrase “swift-boating” became popular during the 2004 US presiden‑
tial campaign involving John Kerry and George W. Bush. The phrase was 
a half-truth repeated to great effect and, arguably, caused Kerry to lose the 
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election (see Major and Andersen 2016). 3 This kind of manipulation can 
introduce subtle inaccuracies or misleading interpretations, transform‑
ing what might have been factual content into something that is false yet 
appears credible.

Misinformation, though typically spread without harmful intent, can also 
resemble the unintended distortions in the Telephone Game. As informa‑
tion is passed along without proper verification, rephrasing may simplify, 
exaggerate, or alter details, leading to a message that is different from the 
original, even if the distortion is unintentional. This analogy highlights 
how rephrasing, even without malicious intent, can still lead to significant 
misunderstandings and the spread of inaccurate information. Additionally, 
the category includes various formats of “fake news,” such as satire and 
hoaxes, where rephrasing also plays a key role. Satire, for instance, relies 
heavily on exaggeration and humour, but when its satirical nature is not 
made clear, rephrasing can blur the line between joke and reality, leading 
some audiences to take the content at face value. Similarly, hoaxes often 
involve rephrasing factual information in a way that creates a completely 
false narrative, crafted to deceive the audience for the sake of entertain‑
ment, financial gain, or other motives.

For each kind of variation of “fake news,” it becomes apparent that 
rephrasing plays a significant role as a tool in its production. Whether the 
intent is to deceive, entertain, or simply provoke a reaction, rephrasing 
serves as a tool to reshape information into various types of “fake news,” 
each with its own impact on the audience. Understanding how rephrasing 
contributes to the complexity of “fake news,” much like the distortions 
in the Telephone Game, helps to illuminate the challenges in identifying 
and countering it in all its forms.

Turning to the Verification and Evidence category, this distinguishes 
“fake news” from other types of information, emphasising the presence 
or absence of supporting evidence and the verifiability of the content. This 
category, which includes terms such as “lack of evidence,” “unverifiable” 
and “false evidence,” was identified in 3 out of the 26 articles analysed, 
representing 26.9% of the total amount. The emphasis is on the unverifiable 

3. For some more context: The term comes from Swift Boat Veterans for Truth (later Swift 
Vets and POWs for Truth), a “527” group that, in August 2004, ran TV ads and promoted the 
book Unfit for Command attacking Democratic nominee John Kerry’s Vietnam War record. 
(Kerry had commanded a Navy “swift boat.”) Many of the allegations were contradicted by 
Navy records and eyewitnesses and widely judged to be unsubstantiated. However, the ethotic 
attack achieved its greater strategic purpose regardless of the actual truth value of the main 
claim of the book and TV ads.
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nature of “fake news.” For instance, Zhou et al. (2020) and Perez-Rosas 
et al. (2017) highlight the fact that a key characteristic of “fake news” is its 
lack of verifiable evidence. This absence of reliable sources or a factual 
basis makes it challenging to authenticate any information that, typically, 
would rely on verifiable data and credible sources. Khattar et al. (2019), 
interestingly, examines the concept of false evidence, where “fake news” 
lacks verification and may present fabricated or misleading evidence to 
support its claims. Here, it might be useful to draw a distinction to the effect 
that all false evidence is fabricated or misleading, but not all fabricated 
or misleading claims count as false evidence. It is worth noting that one 
issue with this category is that some legitimate news sources are difficult 
or impossible to verify. One might consider, for example, a news article 
that uses whistle-blower information or depends on confidential sources.

Rephrasing plays a pivotal role in how “fake news” navigates the Verifica‑
tion and Evidence category, particularly by obscuring the lack of verifiable 
information, or fabricating evidence to support false claims. When creators 
of “fake news” manipulate content, they often engage in rephrasing to make 
unverifiable information appear more credible in ways difficult to detect. 
This manipulation underscores the implicit imperative to cultivate robust 
critical thinking skills and dispositions amongst news consumers.

The Harm and Normative Factors category focuses on the ethical and 
societal implications of “fake news,” highlighting the potential damage 
caused by the dissemination of false information. This category includes 
terms such as “harm,” “unethical,” “normative judgments” and “negative 
impact.” It was identified in 5 out of the 26 articles analysed, representing 
26.9% of the total amount. This number is noteworthy in the field of com‑
puter science, as it seems desirable for this normative dimension to be 
captured in the concept of “fake news.”

Harm is a central theme in this category, reflecting the various ways 
“fake news” can negatively impact individuals and society. For instance, 
Ruchansky et al. (2017) and Sharma and Singh (2024) discuss how “fake 
news” can lead to real-world consequences, such as social unrest, public 
panic, and even violence. These studies highlight the potential for “fake 
news” to exacerbate conflicts, spread fear, and undermine social cohe‑
sion, showcasing the broader societal harm that can result from the spread 
of misinformation. Alam et al. (2022) addresses the ethical dimensions 
of “fake news,” describing it as inherently reflecting an intention to deceive 
and manipulate the public. This ethical violation is particularly concerning 
when “fake news” is used to influence public opinion or manipulate political 
outcomes, as it undermines democratic processes and erodes public trust 
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in media and institutions. The deliberate spread of false information with 
the intent to mislead is widely regarded as an unethical practice, raising 
important questions about the responsibilities of information providers 
and the need for accountability.

The  use of  “normative judgments” and the discussion of  “negative 
impact” further highlight the moral considerations associated with “fake 
news.” Berrondo-Otermin and Sarasa-Cabezuelo (2023) emphasize the nor‑
mative implications of spreading misinformation, noting that “fake news” 
often involves making normative claims that are intended to shape public 
attitudes or behaviours. Additionally, Desamsetti et al. (2023) discusses 
the broader negative impacts of such news on public discourse, pointing 
out that the spread of false information can lead to a general degradation 
of the quality of information available to the public. This degradation can 
have long-term consequences, including the erosion of informed public 
debate and the weakening of societal resilience against misinformation. 
The authors highlight the need for stronger measures to combat “fake 
news” and protect the integrity of public discourse.

Rephrasing plays a critically important role in the Harm and Normative 
Factors category, particularly in respect of how “fake news” is crafted to 
inflict ethical and societal harm. The act of rephrasing in such news causes 
harm by making “fake news” nearly indistinguishable from real news. 
Also, the manipulation of language through rephrasing can amplify the 
negative impact of “fake news” by making harmful content appear more 
credible or persuasive. For instance, the ethical violation inherent in “fake 
news” is often deepened by the way information is rephrased to deceive 
or manipulate the public. Rephrasing can involve twisting facts, selectively 
omitting context, or framing information in a way that heightens emotional 
responses, all of which contribute to the unethical nature of “fake news.”

The term “harm” is central to this category, and rephrasing is frequently 
used to exacerbate the potential damage caused by “fake news.” For example, 
rephrased content may be designed to incite fear or anger, leading to real-
world consequences such as social unrest or violence. By carefully choosing 
words and altering the presentation of information, creators of “fake news” 
can intensify the harmful effects on individuals and society, making the false 
information more likely to provoke extreme reactions. This manipulation 
of language not only spreads misinformation, but also actively contributes 
to the deterioration of social cohesion and public trust.

Rephrasing, here, also plays a role in the normative judgments associ‑
ated with “fake news.” When such news is rephrased to make normative 
claims—statements that express values or prescribe actions—it can shape 
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public attitudes and behaviours in ways that align with the deceptive intent 
of its creators. This rephrasing can lead to the spread of harmful ideologies 
or the manipulation of public opinion, particularly when the language used 
is crafted to resonate with existing biases or fears. The ethical implications 
of such rephrasing are significant, as it involves deliberately steering public 
discourse in a direction that undermines the integrity of information and 
democratic processes.

Moreover, the broader negative impacts of “fake news” on public dis‑
course, as discussed by authors such as Desamsetti et al. (2023), are often 
magnified through the strategic rephrasing of content. By presenting mis‑
leading information in a way that appears authoritative or aligns with 
popular narratives, rephrased “fake news” can degrade the overall quality 
of public debate. This degradation erodes societal resilience against mis‑
information, as the public becomes less able to distinguish between truth 
and falsehood in a landscape where rephrased “fake news” is prevalent.

The last category is the Undefined one. Some papers left the concept 
of “fake news” undefined (Dong et al. 2023; Qian et al. 2018). This absence 
of any definition is itself notable, because it assumes that the definition 
of “fake news” is so well understood that there is no need to supply one.

To conclude, our investigation into definitions of “fake news” in com‑
puter science has underscored the centrality of rephrasing as a mechanism 
for subtle misinformation. Central to this phenomenon is the use of false‑
hoods and fabrication, where strategic linguistic adjustments create an 
illusion of authenticity while embedding misinformation. A key tactic 
involves mimicking credible sources, replicating the tone, style and struc‑
ture of legitimate journalism to exploit audience trust. Rephrased content 
often reflects deliberate intent and purpose, aligning language with specific 
objectives such as promoting propaganda or influencing public opinion. 
These manipulations frequently involve selective omission, emphasis, and 
pragmatic shifts that subtly alter meaning without overt contradiction. 
Furthermore, rephrasing serves to obscure verification and evidence, either 
by masking unverifiable claims or fabricating support to enhance believ‑
ability. The societal and ethical impact of such rephrasing is significant, as 
it amplifies harm by provoking emotional reactions and exacerbating divi‑
sions. Detection tools in computer science focus on identifying linguistic 
patterns, structural mimicry, and shifts in tone to counteract the persuasive 
force of rephrased misinformation. Together, these elements underscore 
the nuanced and deceptive nature of rephrasing as a tool in fake news.
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3. Definitions of “fake news” in philosophy
In this section, we examine the philosophical discourse surrounding defini‑
tions of “fake news,” focusing on how various philosophers have sought to 
conceptualize this phenomenon. While much of the existing work on “fake 
news” has centred around its detection and mitigation through technical 
means (as in computer science), philosophy offers a more nuanced and theo‑
retical exploration of its ethical, epistemological and linguistic dimensions.

“Fake news” raises deeply philosophical issues. The topic raises signifi‑
cant questions about truth, epistemology, ethics, and the impact of informa‑
tion on society in the Digital Age. Below, we will explore the philosophical 
dimensions of “fake news,” focusing on how various theoretical frameworks 
can help us understand and address this complex problem as it simultane‑
ously relates to computer science. Philosophers have long been concerned 
with the nature of truth and the ethical implications of communication, 
making the study of “fake news” particularly relevant to contemporary 
philosophical discourse, which in turn might provide useful contemporary 
tools for identifying such news. However, it is worth noting that there 
is no single agreed-upon definition of “fake news” (albeit that such a state 
of affairs is hardly an uncommon occurrence in philosophy). In fact, there 
are some philosophers (e.g. Habgood-Coote 2019; Musi and Reed 2022) who 
have either asserted that defining “fake news” is a fool’s errand, or sought 
to side-step it entirely. Nevertheless, the emphasis here is not so much 
on technological tools being used to identify “fake news,” as in computer 
science. Rather, what we encounter here is a deeper discussion about the 
nature of falsity, with more attention paid to such subtle aspects of “fake 
news” as the copying or mimicking of legitimate news.

Now we will turn to the analysis of selected definitions of “fake news” 
in the philosophical literature. Here we have identified 20 representative 
definitions that offer a more nuanced take on “fake news,” utilizing the vari‑
ous subdivisions in philosophy such as epistemology, philosophy of science, 
and ethics. In this subsection, much as in Section 2, we will go through the 
definitions offered and look for similarities between them. (At the same 
time, we will not seek to elaborate here on those categories that overlap 
sufficiently with those already encountered in Section 2.) We identify cat‑
egories that the various definitions share in Table 2. These include the fol‑
lowing: Mimicking, False, “Bullshit,” Lack of Concern for Truth, Intentional, 
and Social or Political Aspect. We will then turn to identifying the aspects 
of these categories related to rephrasing.
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Table 2. Philosophy definitions of “fake news”: major tendencies
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1. Harris (2022) X X X

2. Stewart (2021) X

3. Croce and Piazza (2021) X X X X

4. Dentith (2016) X X X

5. Jaster and Lanius (2018) X X X

6. Fallis and Mathiesen (2019) X X X X

7. Mukerji (2018) X X X

8. Pepp et al. (2019) X X

9. Musi and Reed (2022) X

10. Anderau (2021) X X

11. Rini (2017) X X X

12. Gelfert (2018) X X X

13. Grundmann (2023) X

14. Levy (2017) X X X

15. McIntyre (2018) X X

16. Habgood-Coote (2019) X

17. Novaes and de Ridder (2021) X

18. Goldman and Baker (2019) X X

19. Galeotti (2019) X X X X

20. Ball (2021) X X X

The structure of the discussion of categories here proceeds as follows: 
first, we describe the data that we obtained by presenting the relevant sta‑
tistical information, then we outline the elements of rephrasing discernible 
in the features of various definitions, and finally we look at some ethical 
aspects. The goal is to see how rephrasing manifests itself within these 
features. However, for the sake of space, we will not elaborate on those 
categories that overlap sufficiently with what was explored above in rela‑
tion to computer science.

The Mimicking category is a significant element in the philosophical lit‑
erature on “fake news.” In this category, we have included terms and phrases 
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such as “mimic,” “guise of news,” “news that represent itself as genuine,” 
“designed,” and “presented as genuine news.” We have discovered that the 
majority of definitions fall under this category: i.e. 12 of the 20 definitions 
(60%). The idea of mimicking is notable because it doesn’t necessarily rely 
on the truth value of its claims to be considered “fake news” (e.g. Harris 
2022; Ball 2021; Galeotti 2019). The emphasis on mimicry underscores the 
deceptive strategy employed in “fake news”: by imitating the appearance 
and format of legitimate news outlets, “fake news” seeks to exploit the trust 
that audiences place in established journalistic practices. This mimicry 
makes it challenging for consumers to distinguish between authentic and 
false information.

In the context of “fake news,” rephrasing is instrumental in the process 
of mimicking genuine news sources (i.e. it is a subcategory of mimick‑
ing—mimicking can be an effect of rephrase, and rephrasing is one way to 
mimic). By carefully adjusting linguistic elements, creators of “fake news” 
replicate the style, tone and structural conventions of legitimate journal‑
ism to deceive readers. This mimicry is achieved through the strategic 
use of rephrasing, which allows for the alteration of authentic content 
or the fabrication of new content that closely resembles credible report‑
ing. (There is an assumption involved here that mimicking rests upon, that 
will be elaborated on as potentially problematic in the next paragraph). 
Rephrasing enables the integration of falsehoods into a familiar journalistic 
framework, making the fabricated information appear trustworthy. This 
deliberate manipulation exploits the readers’ expectations and cognitive 
biases, particularly their trust in established news formats. As a result, the 
role of rephrasing in mimicking not only enhances the deceptive qual‑
ity of “fake news,” but also poses significant challenges for detection and 
critical assessment. Recognizing the patterns of rephrased language that 
contribute to mimicry is therefore essential for developing analytical skills 
and critical thinking habits aimed at identifying and mitigating the impact 
of “fake news” in public discourse.

In order to understand the concept of mimicking, it is worth exploring the 
distinction between legitimate and illegitimate news sources, as the concept 
of mimicking in “fake news” has this distinction built in: after all, to mimic 
one must mimic something or someone. As was mentioned before, the cat‑
egory of mimicking rests on a potentially problematic assumption: it must 
assume that there is a difference between legitimate and illegitimate news 
sources. It is not always obvious when a news source is legitimate or not. 
This issue was touched upon by Habgood-Coote’s (2019) third argument 
about the propagandistic aspect of using the term “fake news.” The object 
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that the mimicker is emulating is the legitimate news source, and the mim‑
icker is the illegitimate new source. This is not an insignificant assumption. 
The problem with the difference between legitimate and illegitimate new 
sources is captured in the following question: Who is the arbiter of what 
is legitimate or illegitimate? Let us suppose that we submit that the govern‑
ment is the arbiter of legitimacy. This might seem reasonable. However, 
intuition and historical experience tell us that we might well want to refer 
to some government-sourced news as “fake news.” For example, consider 
communist-run Poland (PRL) in the 1980s. Only government-sanctioned 
stories counted as legitimate news sources. The reporters would declare that 
the population was happy and that there was plenty of food in all of the 
shops. However, for many Polish people confronted by empty shelves this 
was evidently not the case. It was often reported that a common response 
from shopkeepers was just “Nie ma” [roughly: “it is not here”]. So do we 
believe the official news source, or our own eyes? This is a deeper problem, 
certainly worth exploring in terms of its potential implications; however, 
it lies outside of the scope of our paper.

Turning now to the category False, we find that this emerges as a less 
central one in philosophical definitions of “fake news,” appearing as it does 
in just 7 out of the 20 definitions analysed (35%). It encompasses terms such 
as “false,” “untrue,” “fabricated,” and “not supported by evidence,” highlight‑
ing the dissemination of information that deviates from factual accuracy 
(Dentith 2016; Gelfert 2018; McIntyre 2018; Galeotti 2019). The prevalence 
of falsehood in these definitions underscores the ethical and epistemological 
concerns associated with the spread of misinformation in public discourse. 
We take it that there is sufficient overlap with the category of “falsehood” 
in Section 2 to not warrant further elaboration.

The category of Bullshit, as articulated by Frankfurt (2005), appears 
in only 3 out of the 20 philosophical definitions analysed (15%). This cat‑
egory includes definitions where “fake news” is characterized by a lack 
of concern for the truth, with producers being indifferent to the veracity 
of the information they disseminate (see, e.g., Jaster and Lanius 2018; Muke‑
rji 2018). Unlike outright falsehoods or intentional lies, “bullshit” involves 
statements made without regard for their truthfulness, aiming instead to 
persuade or manipulate the audience for other purposes. (We ourselves 
only took into account papers that made explicit use of the Frankfurtian 
conception of “bullshit.”) The notion is significant because it shifts the 
focus from the content of the message to the attitude of the communicator 
towards truth. Producers of “fake news,” in this sense, are not necessarily 
committed to spreading falsehoods, but are indifferent to whether their 
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statements are true or false, as long as they achieve their desired effect. This 
indifference undermines the epistemic foundations of public discourse and 
poses challenges for identifying and addressing misinformation.

Rephrasing plays a significant role in the propagation of “bullshit” within 
“fake news.” The process of rephrasing allows communicators to construct 
messages that sound plausible and convincing while lacking substantive 
truth. In cases of “bullshit,” rephrasing is utilized to reshape information 
in a way that prioritizes rhetorical effectiveness over factual correctness. 
This involves the use of ambiguous language, rhetorical flourishes, or emo‑
tionally charged expressions that can mislead the audience by creating an 
impression of meaningful communication where there is none. For example, 
a statement such as “A significant number of experts agree that this policy 
will fail” can be rephrased as “A significant number of experts agree that 
this policy is doomed,” amplifying the persuasive force without providing 
concrete evidence or specifying sources.

The ethical implications of disseminating “bullshit” are also worth men‑
tioning, as it contributes to a culture of indifference toward truth and under‑
mines meaningful dialogue. When individuals or institutions prioritize 
rhetorical appeal over accuracy, they foster a communicative environment 
where truth is secondary to persuasiveness. This can lead to a normalization 
of deceptive communication practices, making it increasingly difficult for 
audiences to distinguish genuine information from manipulative rheto‑
ric. Moreover, the spread of “bullshit” erodes public trust in information 
sources, which is especially damaging in contexts where informed decision-
making is critical, such as politics or public health. The cumulative effect 
is a public discourse that is more susceptible to misinformation, where 
audiences may become cynical and disengaged, doubting all information 
regardless of its source.

The category Lack of Concern for Truth features prominently in philo‑
sophical definitions of “fake news,” appearing in 30% of the definitions 
analysed (6 out of 20). This category highlights an attitude where the pro‑
ducers of “fake news” exhibit indifference towards the veracity of the infor‑
mation they disseminate (e.g. Ball 2021; Levy 2017; Fallis and Mathiesen 
2019). Unlike intentional deception, where falsehoods are propagated 
knowingly, a lack of concern for truth reflects a disregard for whether the 
information is true or false, so long as it serves the communicator’s pur‑
pose. This category is very similar to that of Bullshit. Here, we looked for 
terms other than “bullshit” that were used to express a lack of concern for 
truth. We take it there is sufficient overlap with the category of Bullshit 
(in Section 3) to not warrant further elaboration.



186 Mitchell T. Welle, Marcin Koszowy 

The Intentional category is featured prominently in philosophical defi‑
nitions of “fake news,” appearing as it does in 9 out of the 20 definitions 
analysed (45%). This category emphasizes that the dissemination of “fake 
news” involves a deliberate intent to deceive or mislead the audience (see, 
e.g., Dentith 2016; Gelfert 2018; Rini 2017; Croce and Piazza 2021). The cen‑
trality of intentionality in these definitions underscores the ethical dimen‑
sion of “fake news,” highlighting the purposeful actions of communicators 
who manipulate information to achieve specific objectives, such as influ‑
encing public opinion, advancing political agendas, or generating financial 
gain. We conclude that there is sufficient overlap here with the category 
of Intent and Purpose in Section 2 to not warrant further elaboration. 

The category of Social or Political Aspect appears in 40% of the philo
sophical definitions analysed, featuring in 8 out of 20 cases. This one empha‑
sizes that “fake news” often serves specific social or political purposes, such 
as manipulating public opinion, advancing political agendas, or undermin‑
ing democratic processes (see, e.g., Harris 2022; Pepp et al. 2019; Rini 2017). 
The inclusion of social and political dimensions highlights the broader 
impact of “fake news” on society, and its potential to influence collective 
behaviours and attitudes. The social or political aspect underscores the 
fact that “fake news” is not merely an isolated communicative act, but 
is embedded within larger socio-political contexts. It often exploits existing 
social tensions, ideological divides, or political controversies to achieve its 
objectives. This dimension reflects the instrumental use of “fake news” as 
a tool for propaganda, disinformation campaigns, or social engineering. It 
would appear that there is sufficient overlap with the category of Harm 
in Section 2 to not warrant further elaboration.

The category of Undefined, meaning that no definition has been pro‑
vided, can be observed in 20% of the philosophical literature analysed, 
with 4 out of 20 authors opting not to offer a formal definition of “fake 
news,” or arguing that seeking such a definition is futile. Notably, Habgood-
Coote (2019) argues against having any such definition by contending that 
the term “fake news” is itself linguistically defective and propagandistic, 
since it lacks a stable and coherent meaning. Novaes and de Ridder (2021) 
follow Habgood-Coote’s (2019) lead and refrain from defining the term, 
arguing instead that the concept of “fake news” is either too ambiguous 
or too problematic to warrant a precise definition. This approach reflects 
a critical stance toward the term itself, suggesting that its usage may be 
more harmful than beneficial to public discourse. Musi and Reed (2022) 
sidestep the “fake news” debate by constructing a definition of “semi-fake 
news.” Stewart (2021) contends that “fake news” amounts to an umbrella 
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term that should be thought of as being composed of smaller parts: namely, 
“misinformation,” “disinformation,” and “misleading content.”

By examining the definitions of “fake news” in both computer science 
and philosophy, we have highlighted their key elements and their rel‑
evance to understanding rephrased misinformation. Computer science 
often emphasizes practical detection methods and the operational aspects 
of misinformation, focusing on falsehoods, intent, and their harmful impact. 
In contrast, philosophy provides a deeper exploration of intent, ethical con‑
siderations, and the broader social implications of “fake news.” Together, 
these perspectives allow us to better grasp the interplay between rephrased 
language and the construction of misleading narratives.

Rephrasing in “fake news” highlights deeper issues such as truth, ethics, 
and societal impact. A prominent feature is mimicry, where rephrased 
content imitates the style and format of legitimate journalism, exploiting 
public trust in traditional news sources. Philosophical definitions emphasize 
the role of intentionality, as rephrased “fake news” often reflects deliberate 
efforts to mislead, influence opinions, or serve specific political and social 
agendas. The concept of falsehood is central, as rephrasing introduces 
inaccuracies or distorts meaning while maintaining a facade of legitimacy. 
Philosophy also considers the phenomenon of indifference to truth, where 
creators prioritize rhetorical impact over factual accuracy, contributing to 
the erosion of public trust in media. Additionally, the social and political 
dimensions of rephrased fake news are critical, as such manipulations 
amplify ideological divisions and undermine constructive public discourse. 
These elements underscore the ethical and epistemological concerns asso‑
ciated with rephrased misinformation, offering valuable insights into its 
societal consequences and highlighting the need for critical engagement 
with deceptive communication practices.

With these theoretical frameworks in mind, we turn our attention to 
the linguistic study of rephrasing. By analysing how rephrasing operates 
as a powerful tool for misinformation, we aim to identify key cues and 
mechanisms that contribute to its influence. In the next section, we will 
delve into the linguistic research on rephrasing, exploring how it can be 
used both to deceive and to develop effective critical thinking strategies 
for identifying misinformation.

4. Research on Rephrase in Argumentation Theory and Corpus 
Linguistics as a Framework for Studying “Fake News”
Taking into account the parallels identified in Sections 2 and 3 between 
the concept of “fake news” and that of rephrasing, we now turn to recent 
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research on rephrase, construed as furnishing a framework for exploring 
the potential of rephrase-analysis tools in the study of argumentative dis‑
course. This exploration leads us to propose a research program centred 
on the deployment of models of rephrase when reformulating messages 
to help identify fake news.

It is worth pointing to some of the literature on rephrase. An account 
is given in Younis et al. (2023)—but in sum, one can say that the concept 
of “rephrase” is moving towards a definition. Rephrase is first found in Infer‑
ence Anchoring Theory (IAT), as a propositional relation distinct from infer‑
ence and conflict. A speaker’s intention is decisive: when two contributions 
are linked by rephrase, the second is meant as a restatement of the first that 
neither provides a reason for it nor opposes it; marking a segment as rephrase 
therefore rules out pro- or con-argument status. The authors then refine 
types, positing rephrase specification (the second contribution is narrower 
in meaning) and rephrase generalization (the second is broader), and noting 
that these operate along multiple semantic scales (quantitative, evaluative, 
part–whole) and appear to be among the most frequent subtypes in argu‑
mentative corpora. They contrast rephrase with neighbouring notions: 
reformulation (an “equivalence operation” at the semantic/pragmatic level) 
and paraphrase (approximate semantic equivalence). Because IAT defines 
rephrase by communicative function (non-inferential restatement) rather 
than semantic equivalence, there are reformulations that are not rephrases 
(e.g. “in other words” used to draw an inference), and rephrases that are 
not paraphrases (when meanings are not semantically close). The upshot 
is a functional, intention-sensitive account that distinguishes rephrase from 
both argumentative support/attack and from purely semantic sameness, 
while motivating a finer typology of subtypes.

One word about rephrase and intentionality. Rephrase may, but does not 
have to, be accompanied with a speaker’s intention to reformulate. Still, the 
intentional aspect of rephrasing may be the purposeful act of expressing 
a statement in different words, not merely to clarify, but also to achieve 
a strategic rhetorical effect, gain a persuasive advantage, gain deeper com‑
prehension of an original message, emphasize a specific point, or manage 
the discourse flow. This intent may differentiate rhetorical uses of rephrase 
from mere paraphrasing or restatement, as it may carry a persuasive goal 
beyond pure reformulation. Thus, in recent rephrase studies (e.g. Konat 
et al, 2016; Younis et al, 2023) these intentions of rephrasing have been 
brought up for discussion.

Now with the background discussion on rephrase done, our exploration 
of the technique of rephrasing messages has emerged as a powerful yet 
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insidious tool in the dissemination of “fake news.” By altering language 
subtly, creators of misinformation can manipulate truth in ways that are 
both convincing and deceptive.

Given the tendencies towards defining “fake news” using certain key 
rephrase-related terms, such as “mimicking” 4 and “fabricating,” as discussed 
in Sections 2 and 3, this section will explore key areas of study of rephrase 
with a view to developing future tools for identifying “fake news” in refor‑
mulated messages. To this end, we propose possible directions of future 
inquiry to supplement the existing critical thinking theories with a study 
of how rephrasing for the sake of generating and spreading “fake news” can 
mislead audiences, evade detection, and amplify the impact of such news. By 
synthesizing key features identified in computer science and philosophical 
discussions, we aim to illuminate the role of rephrasing in the construction 
and spread of misinformation. Furthermore, this section seeks to establish 
a foundation for using some critical thinking tools and analytical frame‑
works to recognize and counteract the deceptive nature of rephrased con‑
tent. Through this exploration, we move closer to understanding how to 
mitigate the pervasive influence of fake news in contemporary discourse. 

For the purpose of succinctly depicting the potential rephrase-related 
properties of communication typical of the dissemination of “fake news,” 
we list in Table 3 those properties that we have found to furnish a regu‑
larity in respect of definitions of “fake news” appearing in both computer 
science and philosophy.

As we observed in Section 2, the definitions in computer science include 
the following features of rephrasing in “fake news”:

•	 Using language to obscure or misrepresent the truth.
•	 Mimicking the original content to create deceptive yet credible outputs.

4. We are not trying to claim that mimicry is a subtype of rephrase, but rather that it is an 
effective linguistic tool for rephrase. Rephrase, in some use cases, such as misrepresenting 
an opponent’s statement in straw man fallacies, might instead be conceived as an instance 
of mimicking, in the sense of making a p′ “pretend” to contain exactly the same content as an 
original statement p, whereas in fact a p′ contains a modified content, which is accompanied 
by the intention of making the other party’s position easier to attack. In this respect, in some 
cases, mimicking can be an effect of rephrase. The goal of our paper, which is to explore the 
potential of rephrase studies in identifying some linguistic manifestations, among other key 
manifestations, was partly achieved through indicating and discussing mimicking as a dis‑
cursive strategy that may (but does not have to) be achieved by means of rephrasing. As the 
exploration of this overlap has a potential for capturing those rephrase uses that may illicitly 
mimic original messages, we have given in our paper arguments in favour of the claim that, 
in this respect, the systematic study of rephrase may be incorporated into the broader toolset 
for identifying misinformation.
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•	 Masking unverifiable claims by pretending to reference reliable 
sources.

•	 Exploiting linguistic and structural patterns to evade detection.

Table 3: Principal rephrase-related features of “fake news”: summary from Sections 2 and 3

Category Feature

Mimicry Imitation of  the tone, style, and structure 
of legitimate sources to exploit trust

Creating outputs similar to the original content 
but embedding distortions

Manipulation of Truth Using language to subtly obscure or misrepre‑
sent the truth

Introducing distortions while maintaining the 
appearance of legitimacy 

Intentionality Deliberate efforts to align rephrased content 
with specific agendas

Often linked to operational motives (e.g. 
propaganda) 

Verification and Credibility Masking unverifiable claims through subtle lin‑
guistic adjustments

Pretending to have credible sources while 
tweaking content 

Emotional and Cognitive Impact Provoking emotional responses such as fear 
or anger through rephrasing 

Ethical and Epistemological 
Concerns

Erosion of public trust due to repeated exposure 
to rephrased misinformation 

Social and Political Implications Amplifying societal divisions through tailored 
rephrased narratives 

Critical Thinking Relevance Recognizing deceptive patterns through linguis‑
tic and pragmatic analysis

The definitions of “fake news” in philosophy, on the other hand, as dis‑
cussed in Section 3, emphasize features relating to concepts such as—among 
others—trust, truth, factual accuracy, and knowledge:

•	 Mimicking legitimate formats to exploit trust in established institutions.
•	  Prioritizing rhetorical appeal over factual accuracy (manipulation 

of truth).
•	 Amplifying societal and political divisions through targeted rephras‑

ing (social and political implications).
•	 Embedding nuanced distortions that subtly alter the original meaning.
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Turning now to the main features of “fake news” as found in the defini‑
tions taken from the philosophical literature (see Section 3), let us point 
to the key features of fake news: (i) using language to mislead or obscure 
the truth; (ii) pretending to have credible sources of information; and (iii) 
ethical and social aspects. 

When considering these features in terms of possible benefits of employ‑
ing rephrase studies to identify these kinds of misinformation in discourse, 
we can observe that feature (i) of “fake news”—“obscuring the truth”—
may have a great deal in common with misrepresenting the content of an 
original statement in cases of rephrase use. Applying this communication 
technique in discourse by means of the use of rephrase can be reinforced 
by using linguistic techniques of rephrasing. Once this is done, a rephrase 
output which looks very similar to an original input may in fact mimic the 
original content, and thus be employed as a subtle misinformation tool. 
Thus, the role of rephrase in generating and spreading misinformation may 
consist in modifying the linguistic surface of a message in such a way that 
the truth is made obscure. 5 For example, consider the ever-updating news 
aggregate website the Drudge Report. This influential site, run by Matt 
Drudge, rephrases original news headlines in order to make them more 
attractive to his audience (Carr 2011).

Building on this idea, feature (ii)—“pretending to have credible sources 
of information”—further illustrates how rephrasing can be manipulated to 
mislead an audience. This tactic involves referring to objectively reliable 
sources while simultaneously tweaking the content or context of what 
those sources originally stated. This kind of rephrase use essentially con‑
sists of referring to a given source of information in an inadequate way by, 
e.g., not referring to the source directly, while misrepresenting what that 
source mentions. To a certain extent, this way of using rephrase is similar 
to performing those fallacious arguments from expert opinion that rely 
on manipulating the content of what a genuine authority has uttered. Like‑
wise, in such cases, misuses of rephrasing can be intentionally employed to 
create misrepresented content which, if spread widely, can serve as efficient 
“fake news,” functioning effectively precisely because of the similarity 
of contents.

5. Here we have in mind such as issues as straw man fallacies (Visser et al. 2018): rephrase 
may, but does not have to, mislead audiences by making the news “fake”. We emphasize that 
rephrase, due to its linguistic and structural features, may be just one of the possible vehicles 
for misinforming people, and thus also for the spreading of “fake news.” 
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5. Conclusion and Future Work 
To conclude, we have conducted an investigation into how rephrasing 
contributes to the construction and persuasive power of “fake news” by 
analysing definitions from both computer science and philosophy. Our 
paper has:

•	 examined representative definitions to identify core rephrase-related 
features—such as mimicry, fabrication, intentionality and the strategic 
obscuring of truth—that underlie “fake news.”

•	 bridged a gap between the overlap between rephrase and “fake news” 
as exhibited in the literature in philosophy and in computer science, 
in order to propose specific areas of philosophical and linguistic 
research into rephrase, applied specifically to identify linguistic mani‑
festations of certain instances of rephrase that may have the effect 
of “fake news.”

This approach, we think, advances the field by opening new research 
threads for scholars in discourse analysis, argumentation studies, and com‑
munication studies, and does so by examining the role played by rephrase 
in respect of identifying a new class of “fake news.” In contrast to some 
papers, such as that of Anderau (2021), whose work centres primarily 
on defining “fake news,” our study extends the inquiry by emphasizing 
the role of rephrasing as a dynamic communicative strategy. By doing 
so, we aim to provide insights that will hopefully prove useful for devel‑
oping a more comprehensive framework linking theoretical discoveries 
with practical applications—thereby equipping scholars to explore how 
nuanced linguistic manipulations can be systematically detected and miti‑
gated in public discourse.

The study of rephrase, far from being a marginal phenomenon in com‑
munication (Younis et al. 2023), offers valuable insights into a crucial mecha‑
nism for the spread of “fake news.” By examining how rephrased content 
subtly manipulates and reframes information, we can better understand its 
role in constructing persuasive yet misleading narratives. Rephrase serves 
as an effective model for studying and detecting a powerful class of “fake 
news” that thrives on the ambiguity created by linguistic shifts.

Both computer science and philosophy provide complementary 
approaches to understanding and combating rephrased “fake news.” In 
computer science, “fake news” is operationalized for detection, focusing 
on patterns, algorithms, and data-driven approaches to identifying mis‑
representations. These methods aim to provide concrete, scalable tools 
for filtering and analysing information in digital environments. On the 
other hand, philosophy provides a deeper theoretical framework, focusing 
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on the ethical, epistemological, and communicative dimensions of “fake 
news.” Philosophical approaches emphasize the intent behind deception 
and the ways in which language, including rephrasing, can be weaponized 
to obscure truth and manipulate public perception.

These two fields together offer a robust framework for addressing the 
challenges posed by rephrase in “fake news.” While computer science pro‑
vides the practical tools for detection, philosophy probes the deeper impli‑
cations of how and why rephrasing manipulates understanding. Future 
interdisciplinary collaborations between these fields could enhance our 
ability to both detect and critically analyse “fake news,” fostering a more 
holistic approach to combating misinformation.

Furthermore, developing a comprehensive corpus of rephrase misuse 
and implementing rephrase-checking analytics could provide significant 
tools for combating the dissemination of manipulated content. These tools 
would not only enhance our capacity to detect misused rephrases but also 
highlight how rephrase impacts cognitive biases, potentially paving the way 
for broader applications in misinformation detection. Critical thinking plays 
a pivotal role in this context, offering a practical framework for individuals 
to build immunity against the subtle manipulations that rephrased “fake 
news” entails. By fostering analytical skills and a disposition for scepticism, 
we can empower individuals to better navigate the complex information 
ecosystems of today’s online platforms, where rephrased content often 
evades conventional detection systems.

Looking ahead, a comprehensive model aimed at capturing the nuances 
of rephrase within “fake news” strikes us as essential. 6 Such a model would 
focus on identifying and classifying the specific linguistic strategies through 
which rephrasing subtly manipulates content, often making deceptive state‑
ments more persuasive and harder to detect. This would provide a theoretical 
framework that complements existing detection methods, particularly those 
grounded in computer science. The development of this model would not 
only enhance detection capabilities but also provide new ways to systemati‑
cally categorize rephrased misinformation across different media platforms. 

In addition, a large, annotated corpus dedicated to the study of rephrase 
misuse would certainly be beneficial in pursuit of this enterprise. This 

6. We would like to note that the research is ongoing into the technical use of theoretical 
rephrase tools for designing multi-agent systems that employ rephrase and argumentation 
(see Uberna et al, forthcoming), where this is devoted to taking argumentation and rephrase 
studies as a theoretical model framework for AI tools to evaluate the effectiveness of those 
theories in argument and rephrase evaluation. Such work addresses the issue of the errone‑
ous use of rephrase.
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corpus would serve as a vital resource for future studies, enabling both 
qualitative and quantitative analysis of how rephrase is employed in mis‑
leading contexts. Such a resource would also support the development 
of rephrase-checking algorithms, which could be integrated into existing 
“fake news” detection systems, offering a more refined means of identify‑
ing subtle yet impactful manipulations. This corpus would also facilitate 
cross-disciplinary research, merging insights from linguistics, argumenta‑
tion studies and computational analysis.

Another promising direction for future research lies in  integrating 
insights from rephrase studies into practical tools for combating “fake 
news.” One such application could build upon existing systems like the 
Reason-Checking “fake news” app Evidence Toolkit (Visser et al. 2020), 
which focuses on identifying and countering misinformation. Expanding 
this toolkit to include rephrase analysis would allow for the detection 
of subtle linguistic manipulations that often evade traditional fact-checking 
methods. By systematically incorporating mechanisms to identify mimicked 
structures, adjusted tones, and rephrased content that obscures or distorts 
truth, such a tool could serve as a comprehensive resource for addressing 
the deceptive nature of rephrased “fake news.” This integration would 
bridge the gap between theoretical research on rephrasing and its practi‑
cal implications, empowering users to identify and resist the influence 
of misinformation in digital communication.

Finally, future work should prioritise the integration of critical think‑
ing instruction, specifically aimed at empowering individuals to recognise 
rephrasing strategies that contribute to the spread of “fake news.” Educa‑
tional frameworks that incorporate critical thinking through practical exer‑
cises for detecting rephrased misinformation could offer a defence against 
“fake news” that evades traditional detection systems. This instruction 
should be tied directly to an analysis of how rephrasing strategies exacer‑
bate societal polarization, particularly in digital communication environ‑
ments. By addressing the intersection between rephrasing and “fake news,” 
these initiatives could ultimately contribute to reducing the divisive effects 
of misinformation in public discourse.
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