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INEPIAHYH

H movonuio e COVID-19 ougiofntnoe v eumoroodvy oty emotiun kobag cupoviotnke winbog
WEDOOETITTHUOVIK®WY Bewpiadv koi Bewpiadv ovvouwaoiog. 2ty mopodoo. UEIETH, OTOD  GUUUETELYOV
vroyn@io1/es exkmoidevtikol (N=565), évo onuovtiko TocooTo ONAWGE OLOTOYUO OTEVOVTL GTOV EUSOAIAGUO,
TPOPANUOTIOUODS VIO TNV ATPAAEL TV EUPOAIWV KO OKERTIKIOUO améEVOVTL oTh Kupepvnon. Eva o1 poitntég
ONAWOAY EUTIOTOGOVY] OTHV EMOTHUY, EUPAVILODY OVOTIOTIO OTIC TPOKTIKES EQOPUOYES THGS, OTWS TO, EUPOLIO.
To evpruata vmoypouuilovy TV A10YOPOTOINCH AVOUESH OTHYV ETLOTHUN (G 00 Kol TNV EUTOTOTOVY OTIG
epapuoyes te. H mpowbnon tov emotnuovikod eyypoupotionod, ts kotovonons tne Poong e Emotnuns kot
S QVTIUETOTION TV YVOOTIKOV TPOKOTOANWE®Y EIVOL KOIPIO, OHUEID. VIO THV OVIYUETOTION THS
wevooemiotiuns. H puelétn twv otdoemv twv exkmoidevtikwy ivar anuovtikl, kalwg yovv kabopiatiko polo.

Aéeig kAe1016,: YELOOEMGTNUN, SIGTAYUOG amEvavTL 6Ta ePPoita, PHon g Emomung
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ABSTRACT

The COVID-19 pandemic challenged trust in science as pseudoscientific and conspiracy theories emerged.
This study, involving undergraduate primary Education students (N=565), found a significant portion
exhibiting vaccine hesitancy, citing concerns about vaccine safety and skepticism toward government
authorities. While students showed marginal trust in science, there was distrust in its practical applications,
such as vaccination. These findings underscore the gap between science as an institution and trust in its real -
world applications. Promoting scientific literacy, understanding the Nature of Science, and addressing
cognitive biases are crucial to combatting pseudoscientific beliefs. Educators, playing a pivotal role, require
careful attention to their attitudes on these issues
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EIXAT'QI'H

H moavonukn kpion tg COVID-19 amotélece éva crash test oyetikd pe tnv EUmIGTOoOVH TOV KOWVOVIDY
OTNV EMOTHUN KOl TOVG emoTuoves. Katd m didpkeia Tov dVo Pacik®V Tavonkdv eEGPGEDV TOV 100
SARS-CoV2 (2020 & 2021) évag onuovtikdg aptBuoc yevdomotnpovik®my feopiov (PO) (n.y. n Bepaneia
néow 610&e1diov Tov YAwpiov N 1o poxki, aviieuforacuog) (Mostajo-Radji, 2021) ko Oewpidv cuvopmaoiog
(®X) (m.x. microchip ota gupoio, amokpoyn Oepomewdv) (Takai & Matsui, 2022). Ta kpdtn yio v
OVTILETMION KOl TOV TEPLOPIOUO NG eEAMA®MONG Tov 100 Ypnoiponoincav tpia Pacikd epyodeia i) v
EQPUPLOYN KapavTivag, 1) TNV KOW®VIKY 0mocToclonoinon Kat i)  tov epfoiacud.

Yevdoemotun katd Fasce (2018) eivor kdbe Bewpio ko dSwwdwkocio m omoio mapovctdleTonr ©C
EMOTNUOVIKY YVOGN, OU®G dev agopd To medio g Emomung, ypnoyonotel eAny| pebodoroyia kot dgv
vrootnpiletan amd dedopéva. Or PO yopw amd ta epufora Evavtt g COVID-19 anotélesav epumoddo otnv
TPOOTATEVTIKN VYNAN epPoractiky KaAvyn tov TAnBuouov pe coPapég ovvéneteg (Ullah et al., 2021). Ot
Bewpicg avtég 0dMynoav o€ dtotoyud amévavtt otov epporlacud (vaccine hesitancy) kol otnv dpvnon, evod
napdArnia to aviiepforactikd kiviuo npbe oto Tpookrvio (Pummerer et al., 2022). H 51d6oom tov PO kot
OX cvvdéeton pe por oepd Tapayoviwv 1060 6€ GLAAOYIKO OGO KOl 6€ aTOUIKO eminedo. Ot YVOOTIKEG
npokataAnyelg (cognitive biases) cuvdéovtor woyvpd pe v omodoyy YO Ommg M mpokatdAnym g
emPePaioong (confirmation bias), n mpoxatdAnyn tov embvuntov (desirability bias) (Blancke et al., 2017)
Ko 1) pepoAnyio dbeoipotnrac (availability bias) (Boudry et al., 2014). Xe culloyiko eninedo 1 dieicdvon
KOl 0T000YN OVTMOV GLOYETIETOL LE TIC KOWVMVIKO-OIKOVOLIKES GLVONKEG Kot TIg ToMTIkES avTiAnyelg (Edis,
2019), evd peydro poro mailet ko To @arvouevo tov echo chamber effect ota Mésa Kowvaoviknig Aiktomong
(MKA) (Shelton, 2020).

H avantuén kprtiknig okéyng Kot 0 EMGTNUOVIKOS EYYPOUUOTIGUOS TOV TOATMOV OTOTEAOVV OVOYMUO GTIC
Y0, yopic opwg va givar mavakewo, (Lack & Rousseau, 2016), onmg kot n katovonon tg Pvong g
Emotung (®tE) (Abd-El-khalick & Lederman, 2000). Q¢ ek to0TOv 0 POAOC TV EKTALOEVTIKOV Eivat
Kaiplog onuaciog Kot 1 amroTVTOoT TOV 6TACEMV TOVS anévavtt o€ PO kot 0 d16ToyILOC TOVG ATEVOVTL GTOV
euporaocud (Fuertes-Prieto et al., 2020) givar onpovtikd va Katoypoge.

MEG®OAOAOI'TA

Emiélope mOGOTIKY €PELVVNTIKY GTPATNYIKY, O TANOLGUOG/GTOYOG NTOV TPOTTVYIAKON/ES POITNTEG/TPLES
Mowoywywdv Tunudtov kot o detypa pog (BoAuco deiypa) ntoav gottntég/tpieg (N=565) tov [adaywyikov
Tunuratog Anpotikng Exnaidevong tov E.K.IT.A. mov mopakoiovBodsav to pddnpa Bioroyio v dvoién tov
2020 ko 2021 (mepiodot kapavrivag). To epevvntikd epyareio Baciotnke 6to «Epwtnuatordyto Métpnong
10V Atotaypov anévavtt otov Eppoiacud» (Vaccine Hesitancy Questionnaire-VHQ) (Jarrett et al., 2015) ko
oto gpotnuatordylo «Kotaypapnc g Eumiotocvvng otovg Emompoveg kot v Emotiun» (Trust in
Science and Scientists Inventory — TSSI) (Nadelson et al., 2014). ITepieiye 30 epooeig 7fabung KApokog
KOl EPOTAOELS Y10 TO TPOPIA TV GCLUUETEXOVI®V. AtavepnOnke oe ynoewokn popen (google forms) ko m
avAALGN TOV ATOTEAECUATOV TTparypLatomoliOnke e To otatiotiko makéto IBM SPSS 25, 6mov ot amavinoelg
opadomoindnkav wote 1-3 = amodoyn TV EUPOAACUOV/EUTIGTOGHV GTNV EMGTHUN Kol 5-7 = S10TOYHOG
amévavtl oto eUPora/un eumotocivn oty entotiun. H alomiotio Tov epotnpatoloyiov ntav ToAd vynin
(0=0,86 kot 0,91 Yo T1c 600 VEOKAILAKES avTioTOL Q).

AIIOTEAEXMATA - XYZHTHXH
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Coowde ot o vy IQANNINA 2023
H péon niia tov coppeteydviov eivar 22,46 £6,22, v coppeteiyov kotd kopto Adyo yovaikeg 85,7%.
YyeTkd pe TIg moMtTikEG memoldnoelg n mAstoynoeio totobeteiton oto Kévipo 60,4%, evd omnv Aplotepd
tomoBeteital To 25,7% tov epomBévtav. To 79,8% dnidvel Xpiotiovog/m.

‘Eva onpovtikd mocootd TV EKTOOELTIK®OV 08V OTOJEXETOL TN CNUOGIO KOl TNV OMOTEAECUATIKOTNTA TMV
euporiov (M.T.=3,76£1,33). [Tapdrinia, ot Tapevépyeleg Tov epPorinv Bewpeitar peilov (o, To omoio
OLVOOEVETOUL OO OKEMTIKIGUO AMEVOVTL OTIG APUOJIEG KVPBEPVNTIKEG apyEG Yol TV TPOUYUOTOTOINCT TWV
euporacpav (Ewova 1).

Ewova 1. Katavour tov omavimoemy Tov Seiyiatog ava p@tnoT oYeTIKd te To epPoito kot Tov ePOAAGHO.
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W Adagpuavid ehdxoT
Agv gilm givoupogin
. . . : . : z i EMGE
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ev epgavidovta auyva (.. lhapa n Avepofhoyia) B Tunguvis aTEhuTa
B45. Tevikd (Fev) akohouBud nig odnyieg Tou Narpod A Tou eTayyesparia
UYEIDG OXETIEE YE TOV EYBoMOTUO
B34. 01 whnpoyopieg, Tig oTroieg hapBFdvew ard to EBvikd Mpdypauuo
EpFosaouwy tou EQAY (Gev) eival afidTNOTES K EYKUPES
B28. Ta véa epBoMa, nAadr) dou yopnyRBnKay yia TpeiTn gopd Ty
TehguTain GeKasTia, eveExouy TEpITTETEROUS KivEUvoUS aTTd Ta
TaAZIOTERD,

B7S5. 01 whnpoyopieg, Tig oTroleg Anpfdv atd rov EQAY yio 17 Anpéma
Yyein, (Bev) elvm afIOTIOTES Kal EYKUPES

BS5. Me aracyoholy ol ooapég TTapevEpyYEIES TLV EpBOAiuY

B24. DAa 1o eBoMT Ta oTroix Tapéxovta amd 1o EGviKG ZdaTnua “yeiag,
kaBuwg kil To EBvikd Mpdypappa Epfoimopory, (Sev) eivi wipeAa

B16. Ta epBdAn (Gev) eivan atroteheouanicd, naadr (Gev) odnyolv ot
avoaia Tou TTANBUGLIoU.

B12. Ta epfdha (Gev) elval orpovTied yia TR uyeia Touging kaBevogiumg
Hag
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Oocov apopd TNV EUTICTOGVVT TOV LEALOVTIKMV O0CKAAMY TOV EIYUOTOC PAIVETOL OTL EUTICTEVOVTOL OPLOKEL
mv emotnun M.T.=2,94+0,85. O Karaman (2022) vrootnpilet 0t pia mAnpéotepn Kotavonon tng dovong
g Emomung (®1E) eivan avaykaio yio va avEnbel n eumotocuvn TV EKTOOELTIKOV GTNV ETIGTNHLY. XTO
atopikd eninedo, nedio dpAoTS Kol TV YVMOTIKOV TPOKATAANYE®Y OV vicybovv tv anodoyn YO (Fasce,
2021), dnAadn OTav Ol EKTALOEVTIKOL EPOTMVTOL Y10l TNV EUTIOCTOCVUVI] TOVG GE TPOKTIKEG EQOPUOYES TNG
EMOTNUOVIKNG YVOONG, OTOC 0 gUPOAAGUOC, eppavileTar 1 EAAEWYT EUTIOTOCHVNG. X& OWTO TO EMimEdO
tifeton To {Tnpa ¢ TpocomkNG acedieiag. H avtiBeon avt dtoywpilel TNV EMGTHUY OO TOVG POPEIS
™G, ONAOON TOVG EMIGTNIOVEG, KoL TO OMOTEAEGLOTO TNG EQOPUOYNG TNG. Ta dedopéva avtd Pavepm®VoLV
advvapio katavonong kot arodoyng evog Pactkov otoryeiov g PTE (Blancke et al., 2017), 6t ) emotun
amotelel €va KOVOVIKO emitevypa 610 0moio dtadpopatilovv poAo GToLKEll OTMG 1| KOWVMVIKO-OIKOVOLLIKTY|
KaTAoTOo TG KAOE ETOYNG KOt Ol ATOYELS KOl GTACELS TV EMLOTNUOVOV.
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