
Visión Sy 2025, 23(1), 53-63 

Validation of the Conspiracy 
Mentality Scale in a colombian sample 

Ar�culo Original

Validación de la Escala de Mentalidad Conspira�va en una muestra colombiana

ISSN 1657-4338

Jeremias Aragón
Psychologist and Sociologist
jeremiasa@uninorte.edu.co

Universidad del Norte, Colombia
ORCID:  0000-0002-5110-4606  

Duban Romero
Psychologist, master's in applied Statistics

investigacion@icnweb.org
Instituto Colombiano de Neuropedagogía, Colombia

Universidad Metropolitana, Colombia
ORCID: 0000-0003-4828-9766

Daniel Bolívar
Psychologist, master's in data analytics

dpimiento@uninorte.edu.co
Universidad del Norte, Colombia

ORCID: 0000-0002-9664-3400

Jorge Palacio
Doctor of Philosophy

jpalacio@uninorte.edu.co
Universidad del Norte, Colombia
ORCID: 0000-0001-6971-7067

Ana Stojanov
Doctor of Philosophy

University of Otago, Dunedin, New Zealand.
ana.stojanov@otago.ac.nz

ORCID: 0000-0002-8377-4372

Abstract

Conspiracy theories cause real harm to people, their health, physical safety and the environment, amplify 
and legi�mize misinterpreta�ons of phenomena such as pandemics, and reinforce stereotypes that can 
exacerbate violence and extremist ideologies. In this study, psychometrics proper�es of the Conspiracy 
Mentality Scale were examined in a sample of adults from the Colombian Caribbean (N = 698) to 
determine the validity and reliability of use. Likewise, it was sought to establish the levels of conspiratorial 
thinking of the evaluated popula�on and the demographic groups that are more suscep�ble to adop�ng 
these beliefs. The results showed that the Spanish-speaking version of the scale presents good factorial 
validity, and the factorial structure coincides with the original version. No demographic differences were 
found in conspiratorial thinking or skep�cism. The study findings represent a bridge to deepen the study of 
conspiratorial thinking in the region.

Keywords: Conspiratorial thinking; Valida�on; Colombia; CFA

Resumen

Las teorías conspira�vas causan daños reales a las personas, su salud, su seguridad �sica y el medio 
ambiente, amplifican y legi�man interpretaciones erróneas de fenómenos como las pandemias y 
refuerzan estereo�pos que pueden exacerbar la violencia y las ideologías extremistas. En este estudio, se 
examinaron las propiedades psicométricas de la Escala de Mentalidad Conspira�va en una muestra de 
adultos del Caribe colombiano (N = 698) para determinar la validez y confiabilidad del uso. Asimismo, se 
buscó establecer los niveles de pensamiento conspira�vo de la población evaluada y los grupos 
demográficos que son más suscep�bles a adoptar estas creencias. Los resultados mostraron que la 
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versión de habla hispana de la escala presenta una buena validez factorial, y la estructura factorial 
coincide con la versión original. No se encontraron diferencias demográficas en el pensamiento 
conspira�vo o el escep�cismo. Los hallazgos del estudio representan un puente para profundizar el 
estudio del pensamiento conspira�vo en la región.

Palabras clave: Pensamiento conspira�vo; Validación; Colombia; CFA

Introduc�on 

During COVID-19 there was a worrying rise in 
misinforma�on and conspiracy theories. These 
theories are dangerous because they are o�en 
aimed at discrimina�ng against vulnerable groups, 
ignore scien�fic evidence, and polarize society 
with serious consequences. Conspiracy theories 
cause real harm to people, their health, physical 
safety and the environment, amplify and legi�mize 
misinterpreta�ons of phenomena such as 
pandemics and reinforce stereotypes that can 
exacerbate violence and violent extremist 
ideologies (United Na�ons Educa�onal, Scien�fic 
and Cultural Organiza�on [UNESCO], 2021). This 
impact at the social level is due to the fact that they 
affect the decision-making of individuals, for 
example, favor the reactance towards vaccines or 
prevent people from taking care of  the 
environment (Jolley & Douglas, 2014).

Conspiracy theories can be defined as 
implausible explana�ons of significant social or 
poli�cal events that postulate powerful agents 
working together in secret to achieve a malevolent 
goal, that o�en contradict the explana�ons made 
by the relevant epistemic authority, and that are 
steeped in a par�cular tradi�on of explana�on 
(Brotherton, 2013; Byford, 2011; McCauley & 
Jaques, 1979; Sunstein and Vermeule, 2009; 
Uscinski & Parent, 2014). 

The literature on the inves�ga�on of 
conspiratorial beliefs could be divided into two 
approaches: one of studies at the individual level 
(e.g., psychology) and another at the social level 
(e.g., sociology). Psychology has addressed 
conspiracy beliefs as a symptom associated with 
psychological disorders such as paranoia, paranoid 
idea�on and schizotypy (Bruder et al., 2013; 
Darwin et al., 2011). Similarly, anxiety has been 
reported as a posi�ve predictor of conspiratorial 

beliefs (Grzesiak-Feldman, 2013; Swami et al., 
2016). The literature reports associa�ons with 
personality traits, self-esteem and propensity to 
cogni�ve biases, among others (see discussion in 
Goreis and Voracek. 2019). On the other hand, 
studies at the social and cultural level highlight the 
central role of context, poli�cs and communica�on. 
These studies point out that the tendency to 
believe in conspiracy theories is not a phenomenon 
underlying disorders or personality traits. In 
contrast, it is argued that it is a consequence of 
contextual influences (Schlipphak et al., 2021) and 
is characterized as a cultural phenomenon 
(Mantequilla and Knight, 2016). Countries with 
religious differences, for example, Jordan and 
Germany have been found to have significant 
differences in levels of belief in conspiracy theories.

Regarding the individual approach to 
conspiratorial thinking, the researchers of one of 
the largest compara�ve studies carried out to 
date, point out that the difference between nine 
countries evaluated (n = 11,523) only explained 2% 
of the variance. Consequently, the authors 
recommend approaching conspiratorial thinking 
from individual characteris�cs. However, it is 
pointed out that this variance explained by 
contextual differences (2%) could be due to the 
fact that the instrument used measures 
conspiratorial beliefs in an abstract way, in 
addi�on the countries evaluated have similar 
condi�ons of economic wealth and value system 
(see Walter and Drochon, 2022). 

As Walter and Drochon's (2022) research 
points out, conspiracy theories are present in 
different cultural contexts. However, the results are 
heterogeneous in rela�on to sociodemographic 
variables. While studies show that men are more 
likely to believe in conspiracy theories than women 
(Freeman and Bentall, 2017; Hogg et al., 2017; 
Douglas et al., 2019), others have evidence that the 
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opposite is true (Mancosu et al., 2017), and others 
found no difference at all (Enders and Smallpage, 
2019; Uscinski and Parent, 2014).

Associa�ons have also been found 
b e t w e e n  b e i n g  y o u n g  a n d  p r e s e n � n g 
conspiratorial beliefs (Galliford and Furnham, 
2017; He�ch et al., 2022). In contrast, in La�n 
American countries such as Argen�na, Colombia 
and Paraguay, people over 42 years of age are 
more sympathe�c to conspiratorial beliefs 
(Caycho-Rodríguez et al., 2022d). On the other 
hand, a low level of educa�on suggests a greater 
likelihood of believing in conspiracy theories 
(Douglas et al., 2016; Freeman and Bentall, 2017; 
Hollander, 2018; He�ch et al. 2022). However, for 
educa�onal a�ainment, the results are s�ll not 
consistent (Enders and Smallpage, 2019; Galliford 
and Furnham, 2017). For example, in La�n 
American countries Chile and Ecuador, people 
with higher educa�onal levels were more likely to 
have conspiratorial beliefs about vaccines 
(Caycho-Rodríguez et al., 2022d).

As can be deduced from the previous 
paragraph, there are differences between some 
countries of the global south and north regarding 
the characteriza�on of conspiratorial thinking. 
However, in the La�n American case, research 
regarding conspiracy theories is studied as a social 
and historical phenomenon, it is pointed out that 
historically conspiracy theories are used as a 
poli�cal instrument (Senkman and Roniger, 2019); 
in which a group promotes alterna�ve truths to 
the formal discourse of events to take center stage, 
waging a ba�le with a "hidden" enemy, regaining 
control over the collec�ve des�ny of society 
without delay (Crenzel, 2021). However, from the 
COVID-19 juncture, interest in conspiracy theories 
in La�n America increased, measuring the effects 
and prevalence of conspiracy theories on 
vaccina�on (e.g., Caycho-Rodríguez et al., 2022a; 
Rabbia, 2021).

 Regarding the contras�ng results of 
conspiratorial thinking, it is argued that the 
psychometric proper�es are very rarely examined 
and the factorial and convergent validity are not 
addressed, so there is a risk of bias in the studies 
and the amount of noise measured (Swami et al., 

2017) hence the importance of valida�ng the 
instruments according to the region where it will 
be applied. Many instruments can be classified 
from two categories: ques�onnaires to measure 
specific and generalized beliefs (Goreis and 
Voracek, 2019). The specific cu�ng instruments, 
their items make references to known conspiracy 
theories that arise in a certain cultural and 
historical context, within these instruments are 
e.g., the Conspiracy Theory Belief Scale (Douglas 
and Su�on, 2011), the Conspiracy Theory Belief 
Inventory (Swami et al., 2010).

In the instruments that measure generic 
beliefs in conspiracy theories the items do not 
refer to specific theories e.g., "Some things that 
everyone accepts as truth are actually hoaxes 
created by people in power" Stojanov and (
Halberstadt, 2019  examples of these scales are: )
The Generic Conspiracy Beliefs Scale (Brotherton 
e t  a l . ,  2 0 1 3 ) ,  t h e  C o n s p i ra c y  M i n d s e t 
Ques�onnaire (Bruder et al., 2013) and the 
Conspiracy Mindset Scale (Stojanov and 
Halberstadt, 2019). Generic scales are not linked to 
a specific sociocultural and historical context, so 
they are suscep�ble to valida�on in different 
cultural contexts unlike specific scales, which 
address conspiratorial beliefs of a place or 
community. 

One of these generic scales to measure the 
conspiracy mentality is the one developed by 
Stojanov and Halberstadt (2019), which has two 
dimensions, one that measures ra�onal skep�cism 
and the conspiracy mentality (conspiracy 
idea�on). This scale has presented adequate 
psychometric characteris�cs in the United States, 
New Zealand, North Macedonia (Stojanov and 
Halberstadt, 2019) and Switzerland (Stojanov and 
Hannawa, 2022). Despite the cross-cultural use of 
the Conspiracy Mentality Scale, there are no 
studies that evaluate the psychometric proper�es 
of this instrument in the Spanish-speaking 
popula�on of La�n America. The objec�ve of this 
study is to examine the psychometric proper�es of 
the Conspiracy Mentality Scale to determine the 
validity and reliability of use in the adult 
popula�on of the Colombian Caribbean. Likewise, 
it seeks to establish the levels of conspiratorial 
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thinking of the evaluated popula�on and the 
demographic groups that are more suscep�ble to 
adop�ng these beliefs.

Method

Par�cipants: This study included the par�cipa�on 
of 698 Colombians (54.73% women), of different 
age ranges, but mainly young adults (65.18%) and 
people in middle adulthood (20.77%). Par�cipants 
were mainly college-educated individuals 
(58.00%). The minimum sample size for this study 
was 460, as this number provides sufficient 
sta�s�cal power to model any factor structure in a 
structural equa�on analysis (see details in Wolf et 
al., 2013). 

Table 1. Demographic characteris�cs

Instruments

The Conspiracy Mentality Scale (CMS): 
This 11-item scale was developed by Stojanov 

and Halberstadt, (2019) and measures the 
tendency to believe in conspiracy theories (e.g., 
"Some things that everyone accepts as truth are 
actually hoaxes created by people in power") and 
skep�cal beliefs (e.g., "Some things are not what 
they seem"). The CMS is a five-level likert scale (1 = 
"Strongly disagree", 5 = "Strongly agree"). Each of 
the dimensions of this instrument have adequate 
goodness of fit indices (RMSEA = .04). For this 

study, a process of linguis�c adapta�on was 
carried out since the original version was not 
designed in the Spanish language. The transla�on 
and adapta�on of the instrument were conducted 
by three psychologists fluent in both English and 
Spanish, followed by a pilot test with five 
par�cipants (See the Spanish version of CMS at 
supplementary materials).

Procedure: 
This cross-sec�onal study had a non-

probability sampling, in which the par�cipa�on of 
individuals depended mainly on their willingness 
and availability, but not on a random selec�on 
process (Salkind, 2010). Par�cipants were mainly 
acquaintances or rela�ves of undergraduate 
psychology students who were invited to share the 
survey using electronic means, such as email and 
social media posts. The responses were collected 
through the use of virtual forms of Google Forms, 
since this pla�orm allows the automa�c 
digi�za�on of the answers so that transcrip�on 
errors are avoided. The people recruited for this 
study had to have Colombian na�onality, legal age 
and access to electronic devices that would allow 
them to access the survey. Before answering the 
instruments, par�cipants were informed about the 
different ethical aspects related to their role in the 
study and then asked to sign an informed consent. 
Among the instruments, a verifica�on item was 
included to discriminate against those par�cipants 
who did not answer the ques�onnaires a�en�vely, 
but instead filled out the ques�onnaires in a 
random and careless manner. This research was 
reviewed and approved by the Ethics Commi�ee of 
[blinded for review].

Data analysis: 
First, the descrip�ve sta�s�cal measures 

were calculated, as well as the inter-item 
polychoric correla�ons for the CMS. Next, the 
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO) sample adequacy 
measure was calculated and the correla�on matrix 
was evaluated to determine if it was possible to 
perform an Exploratory Factor Analysis (EFA). 
Secondly, the EFA was carried out to determine 
different factorial models of the CMS that could 

Demographic

 

n

Age group

 
Early adulthood

 

524

Middle adulthood

 

145

Late adulthood

 

29

Gender

 

Female

 

382

Male 309

No binary 7

Educa�on

High School 94

College 108

Undergraduate degree 402

Post-graduate degree 89
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emerge from sta�s�cal criteria such as Kaiser's 
Rule, Parallel Analysis and Minimum Par�al 
Averages (MAP). The extrac�on of the factors was 
performed using Unweighted Minimum Squares 
(ULS) since it is a recommended es�mator for 
categorical data (Forero et al., 2019). In this study, 
the loads were adjusted with the Promax rota�on, 
since a certain degree of obliquity between the 
factors was expected. 

A Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) was 
performed to evaluate the goodness of fit of the 
CMS factor model obtained with the EFA and 
compare it with possible factorial structures found 
in previous studies. In this analysis, ULS was also 
implemented as a factor es�mator. The reliability 
of the instrument was then determined from the 
calcula�on of McDonald's Omega coefficient (see 
Kalkbrenner, 2021). Once the psychometric 
proper�es of the CMS were established, the 
factorial scores were calculated from a weighted 
average where the regression betas were used as 
weights. 

Finally, the sensi�vity of the instrument was 
evaluated according to gender, age group, having 

received the COVID-19 vaccine (eg, "Yes", "No"), 
educa�onal level and income. To determine 
sensi�vity, mean comparisons (t test) and Analysis 
of Variance (ANOVA) were performed for each of 
the ques�onnaire domains. Effect sizes were 

2
determined using Cohen's d and η , respec�vely. 
The psychometric analyses of the study were 
performed by implemen�ng the func�ons of the 
"psych" (Revelle, 2021) and "lavaan" (Yves, 2012) 
packages in R (R Core Team, 2021).

Results

When calcula�ng the polychoric inter-item 
correla�ons, it was observed that these range 
between .42 and .89 (see table 2). The analysis of 
sample adequacy showed adequate values (KMO = 
.94) as well as Bartlet's sphericity test χ2(55) = 
7523, p < .001, so that the Exploratory Factor 
Analysis (EFA) could be carried out. In the EFA the 
three sta�s�cal criteria used iden�fied 2 possible 
factors for CMS (see figure 1).

Table 2. Inter-item correla�ons and descrip�ve sta�s�cs

 

Item 1

 

Item 2

 

Item 3

 

Item 4

 

Item 5

 

Item 6

 

Item 7

 

Item 8

 

Item 9

 

Item 10

 

Item 11

 Item 1
 

-
           Item 2

 
.73

 
-

          
Item 3

 
.65

 
.74

 
-

         
Item 4

 
.64

 
.69

 
.80

 
-
        

Item 5
 

.60
 

.66
 

.64
 

.72
 

-
       

Item 6  .62  .61  .69  .70 .65 -      

Item 7  .54  .57  .62  .64 .57 .62 -     

Item 8  .45  .54  .61  .66 .56 .55 .69 -    

Item 9  .45  .54  .63  .67 .56 .56 .64 .84 -   

Item 10  .45  .53  .61  .64 .56 .56 .61 .83 .89 -  

Item 11  .42  .51  .57  .63 .53 .48 .60 .82 .88 .89 - 

M  2.87  3.06  3.12  3.30 3.06 2.97 3.18 3.74 3.77 3.73 3.91 

SD
 

1.21
 

1.15
 

1.18
 

1.15
 

1.13
 

1.18
 

1.18
 

1.10
 

1.15
 

1.12
 

1.12
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Figure 1. Factors number according to sta�s�cal criteria

From the EFA, a single factor structure was 
obtained that explains 70.4% of the accumulated 
variance, which has the same distribu�on of items 
as that reported by Stojanov & Halberstadt (2019). 
In this study the Conspiracy mentality factor (items 
1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7) presents items factorial loads 

between .47 and .90, while in the Skep�cism factor 
(items 8, 9, 10 and 11) the items have loads 
between .83 and .98 (see figure 2). In this case item 
7 ("Events on the news may not have actually 
happened.") presented loads on both factors (F1 = 
.47, F2 = .35).

Figure 2. Rotated loads of Item in a two-dimensional plane.
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In the CFA, the goodness of fit of the CMS factorial 
model was evaluated and it was determined that 
the instrument has an adequate goodness of fit, 
χ2(43) = 128.17, CFI = .996, TLI = .995, RMSEA = 
.053. When examining the betas of the items on 
the factors, it was observed that item 4 (Many 
situa�ons or events can be explained by illegal or 
harmful acts by the government or other powerful 

people), β = 1.20, SE = .03, p < .001, and item 9 
(There are people who don't want the truth to 
come out),  β = 1.08, SE = .025, p < .001, are the 
ones that offer the greatest contribu�on to their 
respec�ve factors (see table 3). Likewise, the CFA 
showed that the two factors are related to each 
other, Cov = .60, SE = .015, p < .001 (see figure 3).

Table 3. Rotated loadings and CFA betas by items

Domain Item’s descrip�on   

Conspiracy 
mentality 

1. The government or covert organiza�ons are responsible for 
events that are unusual or unexplained. .90 1 

2. Many so called “coincidences” are in fact clues as to how things 
really happened. 

.88 1.06 

 3. Some things that everyone accepts as true are in fact hoaxes 
created by people in power. 

.79 1.17 

 4. Many situa�ons or events can be explained by illegal or harmful 
acts by the government or other powerful people. .73 1.20 

 5. The alterna�ve explana�ons for important societal events are 
closer to the truth than the official story.

 .73
 

1.02
 

 6. Events throughout history are carefully planned and 
orchestrated by individuals for their own be�erment.

 .75
 

1.06
 

 
7. Events on the news may not have actually happened.

 
.47

 
1.05
 

Skep�cism
 

8. Some things are not as they seem.
 

.83
 

1
 

 
9. There are people who don’t want the truth to come out.

 
.95

 
1.08
 

 
10. People will do crazy things to cover up the truth.

 
.95

 
1.04
 

 
11. Many things happen without the public’s knowledge.

 
.98

 
.98

 

 

Figure 3. Factor structure
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Once the validity of the CMS was established, 
the internal consistency of the dimensions was 
examined by es�ma�ng the hierarchical omega 
coefficient. The results show that both the 

conspiracy subscale, w = .91, 95% CI [.89 < w< .93], 

and the skep�cism subscale, w = .94, 95% CI [.92 < 

w < .96], exhibit high levels of reliability. When 
comparing the scores between both scales it can 
be seen that the par�cipants have a greater degree 
of skep�cism, M = 3.78, SD = 1.04, than 
conspiratorial mentality, M = 3.09, SD = .95, t 
(1394) = -13.10, p <.001 (see figure 4). We 
examined whether there are differences in CMS 
domains according to gender, age group, having 
received the COVID-19 vaccine (eg, "Yes", "No"), 
educa�on level and income. The ANOVA analysis 
detected significant differences in conspiracy 
mentality according to age groups, F(3.694) = 
3.735, p = .011, η2p =.016, however in an analysis 
of mul�ple comparisons with Tukey's test, no such 
differences were detected, ps > .05. Likewise, 
there were no differences in conspiracy mentality 
according to gender, educa�onal level and income 
level, ps > .05. Similarly, the results showed that 
there are no differences in the degree of 
skep�cism in rela�on to the sociodemographic 
characteris�cs that were considered for the ps > 
.05 comparisons.

Figure 4. Sample distribu�ons of CMS domains

Table 4. Means and standar devia�on for each 
sociodemographic group

Discussions

This study aimed to examine the factorial 
validity and reliability of the CMS scale in a 
Colombian Caribbean sample. The results showed 
that the CMS is a scale with good fit and reliability, 
and a bifactorial structure that aligns with previous 
studies (Stojanov and Halberstadt, 2019; Stojanov 
and Hannawa, 2022;2023). These findings 
represent a step forward towards a full valida�on 
of the scale, and support the factorial validity of 
the scale in the studied popula�on, making it a 
valuable tool  for  further  explora�on of 
conspiratorial beliefs in samples from the 
Colombian Caribbean.

When comparing scores between both 
dimensions of the CMS, higher levels of skep�cism 

 Conspiracy Skep�cism 

 M (SD) M (SD) 

Gender   

Male 3.09 (.99) 3.78 (1.05) 

Female
 

3.09
 

(.91)
 

3.8 (1.02)
 

Vacuna�on
   

Yes
 

3.07 (.94)
 

3.79 (1.03)
 

No
 

3.29 (1.02)
 

3.65 (1.2)
 

Educa�on
   

High School
 

3.12 (.98)
 

3.7 (1.17)
 

Colleage

 

3.13 (.93)

 

3.84 (.97)

 

Under-
graduate

 
3.06 (.91)

 

3.8 (1.03)

 

Graduate

 

3.08 (1.06)

 

3.74 (1)

 

Age

   

18-20

 

3.21 (.83)

 

4 (1)

 

20-39

 

3.01 (.95)

 

3.72 (1.06)

 

40-59

 

3.18 (.99)

 

3.83 (1.02)

 

60+

 

3.51 (.83)

 

4.09 (.85)

 

Income level

   

Low

 

3.14 (.93)

 

3.79 (1.04)

 

Medium

 

3.07 (.98)

 

3.81 (1.03)

 

High

 

3 (.89)

 

3.66 (1.09)
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than conspiratorial thinking were found, 
represen�ng a point of external validity as 
skep�cism is expected to be a form of ra�onal 
suspicion, while conspiratorial mentality is an 
underlying tendency to irra�onal suspicion 
(Stojanov and Halberstadt, 2019; Stojanov and 
Hannawa, 2022).

Moreover, no significant differences were 
found in the sample regarding gender, which is 
consistent with previous research (Enders and 
Smallpage, 2019; Uscinski and Parent, 2014). 
Similarly, no differences were found regarding 
educa�onal level. Studies on this variable disagree 
with each other (Enders and Smallpage, 2019; 
Galliford and Furnham, 2017). The results in this 
aspect are inconclusive; the rela�onship between 
non-psychological variables (gender, age, 
educa�on, etc.) and conspiratorial thinking falls 
within the sociological approach (Hofstadter, 
1964), where the context moderates or affects the 
tendency toward conspiratorial thinking. On the 
other hand, psychological research suggests that 
this variable could be a func�on of individual 
variables, as the context has been found to explain 
li�le of the variability in conspiratorial thinking 
(Walter and Drochon, 2022). This could also 
explain the lack of significant differences regarding 
income levels among the sample par�cipants. 
However, the distribu�on of these variables within 
the sample should not be dismissed.

The CMS exhibited good psychometric 
proper�es in the various studies that examined it 
(e.g., Stojanov & Hannawa, 2023; 2023), 
sugges�ng that this scale could facilitate a cross-
cultural approach to conspiratorial thinking. 
However, to ensure comparability of results across 

countries, future studies should examine the 
factorial invariance of the instrument among 
different popula�ons to ensure that the scale 
operates similarly for different groups of people, 
regardless of non-psychological characteris�cs 
(Byrne, 2008).

A key strength of this study was that we used 
methods and es�mators appropriate to the nature 
of the data, to reduce biases in factorial models. 
Addi�onally, adults from the Colombian Caribbean 
par�cipated, a popula�on in which conspiratorial 
thinking has not been previously addressed. 
Therefore, the results of this study are a bridge for 
future studies to deepen our understanding of 
conspiratorial thinking by iden�fying the reasons 
individuals adopt such ideas. They also benefit 
therapists working with pa�ents experiencing 
paranoid idea�on or disorders characterized by a 
break from reality, as it provides an objec�ve 
measure of conspiratorial thinking and aids in 
developing strategies to reduce this phenomenon.

It's worth men�oning that this study had 
some limita�ons. Firstly, the sampling was non-
probabilis�c, so the results should be generalized 
with cau�on. Addi�onally, a large propor�on of 
par�cipants had university educa�on, and 
considering that this demographic is smaller in 
Colombia, future studies should aim for greater 
par�cipa�on from individuals with lower 
educa�onal levels and income. Lastly, this study 
did not account for the presence of clinical 
disorders, so it's recommended that future 
research controls for the effect of this variable on 
the results. Despite these limita�ons the study 
demonstrates the factorial validity of the CMS in a 
Colomnian sample. 
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