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Overall, it is a very interesting article with highly suitable case studies. 

My main point of criticism is that the article currently (more or less) assumes narcissism as a necessary

condition for followers to adopt pseudoscientific views and reject the mainstream scientific opinion. I'm

not sure whether the psychological research (cited here) is broad enough to make such a ‘bold’ claim.

There may be additional factors that (also) explain this paradox (being educated and at the same time

inclined towards pseudoscience). In communication science, for example, there is the communication

style of questioning, which is also correlated with personality traits (e.g., openness). It could be, for

example, that the educated cohort also includes some people who are not narcissistic, but who strongly

question opinions, viewpoints, and study results. At the same time, extreme situations such as a

pandemic with a deadly virus put people in a situation where many do not want to restrict their lives and

freedoms. In such a situation, for example, it may be that those educated people who are highly

scrutinizing are also (unconsciously) driven by the motivation to want to play down the bad event

(pandemic) through increased scrutiny. Another variable that can play a role alongside narcissism is risk

aversion. 

To summarize, my main recommendation is to tone down the language of the comment, because at the

moment it reads as if more or less “all educated people who reject the majority opinion” are ignorant and

narcissistic. On the whole, I agree with the line of discussion, but I would still like to put a few relativizing

thoughts into perspective. I don't want to relate these relativizing thoughts to the pandemic example, but

if you look at it in a broader context, it is true that questioning and rejecting the majority opinion has

sometimes led to central scientific paradigm shifts (e.g., the Copernican Revolution or Einstein's Theory

of Relativity). I would like to see a more in-depth discussion of this aspect in the paper. Likewise, different
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theories of truth could be briefly mentioned or discussed (constructivist versus consensus-based

approaches to truth).

It would also be good to provide sources for the two case studies so that readers can understand when

and how these cases took place.
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