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Introduction

Brazil is one of the worst-affected countries by Covid-19 in the world, with a record of
4000 deaths a day by April of 2021". The gravity of the situation was partially attributed
to the lack of coordination of the Health Ministry and the denial of the pandemic by
Brazilian far-right president Jair Bolsonaro (Alcantara & Ferreira, 2020). Disinformation
on social media was also connected to Bolsonaro’s political framing of the pandemic,
which may have been key to its spread and gravity in the country (Soares et al., 2021).
While there are also several fact-checking outlets in the country to combat this
phenomenon, it seems they were unable to mitigate it. In this context, we discuss how
political framing influences the circulation of fact-checking posts about the Covid-19
pandemic on Facebook’s pages/groups in Brazil.

Theoretical Background

The political framing of the content connected to the Covid-19 pandemic is important
because the tendency to receive or share disinformation has been linked to political
affiliation. Calvillo et al. (2020), for example, found a connection between conservative
ideological views and the difficulty to discern between disinformation and real content.
Clarke et al. (2021), another example, found connections between political affiliation with
the right-wing and the negative response to Covid-19 mitigation efforts. In Brazil, Rossini
& Kalogeropoulos (2021) found similar results.

Fact-checking has been one of the important tools to mitigate the spread of disinformation
and particularly, during the Covid-19 pandemic for many countries (Lopes-Garcia,
Sanchez & Visozo, 2021). However, studies have shown that despite having a positive
effect on the disinformation perception (Walter et al., 2019), fact-checking content often

! https://www.theguardian.com/world/2021/apr/07/brazils-coronavirus-death-toll-passes-4000-a-day-for-
first-time
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doesn'’t circulate in the same spaces as disinformation (Recuero, Soares & Zago, 2021),
when they do, it is often connected with accusations against fact-checkers (Shao et al.,
2018) and their circulation is biased by partisanship (Shin & Thorson, 2017).

Methods

In this research, we aim to discuss how the political framing of fact-checking posts about
Covid-19 may influence their circulation on Facebook Pages and Groups. Our research
is based on a dataset of 460 fact-checking posts published on politically aligned Brazilian
Facebook pages/groups that also published disinformation (312 with the right-wing and
149 with the left-wing). Data was obtained through IFCN/Poynter (International Fact-
Checking Network).

To analyze these posts, we used frame analysis and particularly, Tannen's (1986, 2009)
notion of “interactive frames”. We categorized two sets of frames: The macro- frame (the
page/group where it was originally shared and how it provides context for interpretation
of the posts) and the strategies used on the micro-frame (how the fact-checking content
was framed on the post itself). In this category, based on data from the posts, we identified
three sub-framing strategies: (1) Confirmation framing, when the content was shared with
other discourses that confirmed the post content and connected this content to the macro-
framing; (2) accusation framing, when the content was shared through an accusatory
tone, often connecting the post content with an opposite political view; (3) discussion
framing, when the post content was shared through a questioning/in doubt framing.

Results

Table 1 presents a summary of the results.
Table 1: Summary of results

Macro-frame Micro-frame
Pages/Groups Confirmation Accusation Discussion
framing framing framing
Right wing Pro-Bolsonarop (56) 174 posts 33 posts 4 posts
Conservatives (12)
Military Intervention (6)
Other groups/pages (21)
Left Wing Pro-Lula (27) 141 posts 8 posts 0 posts
Workers' Party (3)
Anti-Bolsonaro (6)
Other groups/pages (11)

Our data present interesting results. First of all, groups/pages that circulate fact-checking
posts on this dataset are mostly affiliated with the right-wing (Shin & Thorson, 2017).
Other studies have shown that right-wing and conservative views are often more
connected to disinformation than the left (Calvillo et al.; 2020, Alcott et al., 2020; Rossini
& Kalogeropoulos, 2021; Clarke et al., 2021), thus, a different result. However, the fact-
checking content that circulates among these right-wing groups is subjected to framing
strategies that subvert their meaning to conform to a pro-Bolsonaro discourse. Accusation
framing was also used to frame fact-checking as false or misleading content to support
conspiracies, supporting Bolsonaro’s claims of persecution by the media. Only a few
posts would actually defy the page’s ideology (though “discussion framing”). Leftist
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groups shared more plural content of fact-checking and also used confirmation framing
strategies but in a different way. Their framing was connected to support the fact-checking
content itself. This may be because much of the fact-checking links would discredit
Bolsonaro’s discourse. Accusatory posts were connected to anti-Bolsonaro content.

These results are similar to what was discussed by other studies (Soares et al., 2021)
that argued that disinformation about the pandemic in Brazil was strongly connected to
the support of Bolsonaro. However, this research shows that fact-checking does circulate
on political Facebook groups/pages that share disinformation (particularly on right-wing
and conservative ones), but it is used to reinforce their discourse, rather than debunk it.
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