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Executive Summary 
Analysis period: 1 January 2024–31 March 2025,

Russia’s capacity to maintain domes-
tic support for a prolonged war rests less on 
the substance of individual messages than on 
the communication system that converts un-
certainty into perceived strategic coherence. 
Through layered and temporally sequenced 
messaging, this system stabilises public in-
terpretation during crises. This research, the 
fourth consecutive NATO StratCom COE ex-
amination of Russian internal communication 

strategies, demonstrates that the Kremlin’s 
propaganda apparatus has evolved from a 
rigid hierarchy into an adaptive ecosystem ca-
pable of absorbing shocks, testing narrative 
frames, and consolidating messaging across 
platforms. Understanding this architecture – 
its timing vulnerabilities, platform dependen-
cies, and structural fault lines – is essential for 
designing effective strategic communication 
responses.

Research Scope
This study analyses 15 months of Rus-

sian domestic communication (1 January 2024 
– 31 March 2025), processing approximately 
3.13 million media units: 24,749 Russian state 
website articles, 1,224 television broadcast re-
cordings, and 1.86 million Telegram posts from 
414 channels, complemented by a compara-
tive dataset of 1.25 million items drawn from 
independent Russian and foreign news por-
tals, and social media platforms across a total 

of 22 sampled foreign countries in their native 
languages. The methodology integrates text 
embedding analysis, sentiment measurement, 
temporal spike detection, and deep video 
analysis applied to images and short-form vid-
eo. This scale and the methodological integra-
tion enable substantial empirical confidence in 
identifying how authoritarian communication 
systems function, adapt, and stabilise under 
prolonged military conflict.
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Principal Case Studies
Case study! Analytical value!

Kursk Offensive Central case demonstrating the 3C and DTCA pattern; maps 
cross-platform coordination and reveals the 18-hour vulnerability 
window 

Crocus Attack Demonstrates narrative displacement; ISIS-K claim marginalised 
through Ukraine-linked framing despite no supporting evidence 

Victory Day 2024 Historical memory as mobilisation infrastructure; fusion of 1945 
commemoration with contemporary war justification 

Trump/Peace Discourse Peace framed as conditional and subordinate to Russian  
objectives; no evidence of genuine compromise preparation 

Regional Communications Differentiated messaging strategies for distinct audiences;  
‘containment without aggregation’ of war costs 

Principal Findings
1. Crisis → Control → Crusade (3C) Governs Russian Crisis Response

Across major investigated events – in-
cluding the Kursk offensive, the Crocus ter-
rorist attack, and the Nausėda–Kaliningrad 
incident (from a complementary case study) 
– Russian propaganda follows a reproducible 
three-phase sequence: Crisis # Control # Cru-
sade (3C):

• Crisis (0–18h): informational disorganisa-
tion, delayed acknowledgement, narrative 
testing 

• Control (18–72h): cross-platform consolida-
tion and emotional framing

• Crusade (72h+): elevation into civilisational 
moral struggle.

This process is operationalised through 
a DTCA mechanism (Delay # Test # Consolida-
te # Amplify), creating predictable intervention 
windows, with the first 18 hours representing 
the system’s most exposed phase.

2. Platforms Perform Distinct Functional Roles with Di"erentiated 
Vulnerabilities

Russia’s propaganda system operates 
as a hierarchically organised communication 
ecosystem:

• state websites: institutional authority and 
policy baseline

• television: emotional mobilisation and mor-
al instruction

• Telegram: speed, narrative testing, amplifi-

cation, and audience segmentation.

This differentiation generates plat-
form-specific vulnerabilities, requiring target-
ed monitoring and intervention
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3. Peace Discourse Functions as Legitimacy Management, Not 
Negotiation Signalling

Throughout 2024–25, peace rhetoric 
evolved towards conditional normalisation 
without substantive concession. External polit-
ical events – notably Donald Trump’s electoral 
trajectory – functioned as narrative accelera-

tors, selectively amplified to reinforce percep-
tions of Western fatigue and instability, not as 
signals of genuine negotiating intent. Peace 
discourse primarily serves domestic legitima-
cy management.

4. War Losses Are Contained without Aggregation
High-casualty ethnic minority regions 

(Tuva and Buryatia) exhibit a strategy of ‘con-
tainment without aggregation’. Losses are 
acknowledged locally through heroism narra-

tives and funerary rituals, but prevented from 
scaling into national political grievances, pro-
ducing acknowledgement without politicisa-
tion.

5. Historical Memory Operates as Mobilisation Infrastructure
Victory Day 2024 produced a deliber-

ately staged, multi-platform communication 
surge, with messaging tightly concentrated 
around 9 May. The fusion of 1945 commem-
oration with contemporary war justification 

has become fully routinised, transforming col-
lective memory into active propaganda infra-
structure and rendering dissent morally illegit-
imate.

Strategic Implications
These findings carry direct implications 

for counter-communication strategy. The 18-
hour crisis window prioritises early detection 
and disruption over late-stage debunking. 
Platform differentiation suggests monitoring 
resources should be allocated according to 
threat intensity rather than distributed even-
ly. The peace-as-legitimacy finding indicates 
that Russian negotiation discourse should be 

analysed as domestic legitimacy management 
rather than genuine diplomatic signalling. Re-
gional communication patterns suggest that 
re-aggregating dispersed casualty data could 
expose fault lines the Russian system works to 
conceal. 

11



Introduction: Research Context 
and Rationale

Russia’s full-scale invasion of Ukraine 
has entered a prolonged phase in which mil-
itary, economic, and political pressures inter-
sect with domestic legitimacy concerns sur-
rounding President Vladimir Putin’s rule. As 
the war continues beyond initial expectations 
of rapid victory, the Kremlin’s ability to sustain 
internal support depends not only on materi-
al coercion and repression apparatus, but on 
the ongoing operation of a complex domestic 
communication system. Understanding how 
this system functions, adapts, and persists 
under prolonged strain remains central to the 
long-term analytical agenda of the NATO Stra-
tegic Communications Centre of Excellence.

This study represents the fourth con-
secutive NATO StratCom COE examination of 
Russian communication strategies related to 
the war. It is explicitly designed as a continua-
tion and comparative extension of three earlier 
studies covering previous phases of the con-
flict. The core objective was to preserve meth-
odological and conceptual continuity while 
extending analytical depth to capture changes 
in narrative structure, platform dynamics, and 
regional differentiation over time. 

However, as the research progressed, it 
became evident that continuity itself required 
re-examination. While core justificatory narra-
tives persist, the mechanisms through which 
they are generated, stabilised, and circulated 
show patterns that extend beyond the scope 
of earlier analytical models. This report there-
fore addresses not only what narratives Russia 

uses to justify the war internally, but how the 
internal communication system now operates 
as an adaptive ecosystem rather than a strictly 
hierarchical apparatus.

The report must be understood within 
a rapidly evolving international research land-
scape. Since 2022, NATO allies, European 
Union institutions, and academic researchers 
have developed increasingly sophisticated 
frameworks for analysing foreign information 
manipulation: the EU’s Foreign Information 
Manipulation and Interference (FIMI) taxon-
omy,1 which conceptualises and categorises 
hostile information activities across the full op-
erational life cycle; the DISARM framework,2 
which provides a structured methodology for 
documenting and analysing adversarial infor-
mation tactics, techniques, and procedures; 
and enhanced attribution methodologies.

The operational environment has also 
evolved dramatically, with Russian information 
operations now characterised less by overt 
state broadcasting than by covert proxy net-
works, influencer recruitment, and cross-plat-
form coordination.3 Moreover, Western 
intelligence, including NATO allies, actively in-
tegrates kinetic operations into its information 
strategy in order to shape informational and 
psychological effects on the ground. The find-
ings of this report contribute empirical depth 
to these analytical frameworks, particularly in 
relation to domestic audience segmentation 
and adaptive narrative targeting.

From Narrative Identification 
to Systemic Analysis

Earlier NATO StratCom COE research 
demonstrated that Russian domestic propa-
ganda functions less as a persuasive messag-

ing effort and more as a means of structur-
ing interpretive boundaries.4 This aligns with 
research on contemporary authoritarianism, 
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suggesting that modern dictators rarely seek 
strict or total control over the information en-
vironment.5 Instead, they govern by setting 
discursive boundaries – defining which top-
ics and interpretations are acceptable in the 
public sphere, particularly in social media en-
vironments. Such regimes rely less on overt 
repression and more on shaping perceptions 
of normality and consensus. This follows the 
‘spiral of silence’ logic, which posits that in-
dividuals fear isolation and therefore tend to 
express opinions they perceive as dominant, 
while opinions perceived as being in the mi-
nority are less likely to be expressed.6 In mod-
ern authoritarian systems, audience attitudes 
are shaped not through constant persuasion, 
but through the structured management of the 
public environment.

That insight remains valid. However, 
findings from this 2024–25 analysis indicate 
that the Kremlin’s internal communication sys-
tem has become more decentralised, tempo-
rally uneven, and regionally differentiated than 
in earlier phases.

Rather than producing tightly synchro-
nised messaging cascades, the contemporary 
system increasingly tolerates narrative plural-
ity, contradiction, and delayed consolidation. 
Semi-autonomous actors – particularly Tel-
egram channels and military commentators 
– now frequently shape early framing during 
unexpected events, with official communica-
tion assuming a legitimising or stabilising role 
only later.

This evolution necessitated a shift in 
analytical emphasis. While narrative identifi-
cation remains an important analytical tool, 
the current dataset allows for additional sys-
tem-level analysis beyond narrative mapping 
alone. The research therefore expands to-
wards system-level analysis, focusing on:

• temporal dynamics of narrative emergence 
and stabilisation

• cross-platform interaction between official 
and semi-official actors

• variation in messaging strategies across 
different internal audiences.

Research Goals
The research goals were refined as follows:

• Identify enduring narrative structures used 
by Russian authorities to justify the war 
to domestic audiences and assess their 
persistence across multiple phases of the 
conflict.

• Analyse how the internal communication 
system adapts to unexpected events, in-
cluding moments of military, political, or 
security disruption, with particular atten-
tion to timing, fragmentation, and consoli-
dation.

• Examine differences in communica-
tion strategies across internal audi-
ence segments, including regional var-
iation and proximity to military risk. 
Assess the effectiveness and durability of 

narratives over time, moving beyond pres-
ence or absence towards indicators of nar-
rative resilience, amplification, and reuse.

• Compare the current phase of Russian in-
ternal communication with earlier phases, 
identifying structural continuities, opera-
tional changes, and emerging vulnerabili-
ties relevant for future strategic communi-
cation analysis.

These goals reflect a deliberate shift 
from static narrative cataloguing towards a 
longitudinal understanding of authoritarian 
communication under prolonged pressure. 
The Russian Federation’s full-scale invasion 
of Ukraine, initiated in February 2022, has 
necessitated a comprehensive domestic com-
munication strategy to maintain public sup-
port and justify the military operation to Rus-
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sian audiences.7 Understanding the evolution 
and mechanisms of this strategic communi-
cation effort remains essential to compre-
hending the information dimension of con-
temporary conflict and developing effective 
counterstrategies.

This research project represents the 
fourth phase in the NATO StratCom COE’s on-
going examination of Russian domestic war 

narratives, analysing the period from 1 Jan-
uary 2024 to 31 March 2025. Building upon 
three previous studies that examined ear-
lier phases of the conflict, this research pro-
vides both continuity and fresh insights into 
how the Kremlin’s messaging strategies have 
adapted to changing battlefield realities, do-
mestic pressures, and international develop-
ments.

Report Structure
The research document begins with a 

methodology section, where media datasets 
are briefly described and analysed, with em-
phasis on the selection of data sources and 
the volume of data collected. The methodolo-
gy section also includes a subsection that out-
lines the main models and frameworks used in 
the analysis.

The core of the analytical sec-
tion examines case studies of events 
that occurred in or are closely relat-
ed to Russia during the research period. 
The selection of the case studies was based 
on several factors:

• high media coverage – identified through 
spike analysis of media coverage in Russia

• strong emotional engagement – identi-
fied through sentiment analysis showing 
which events had strong public reactions

• continuity with previous research – to offer 
continuation of yearly reporting

• illustrative value – demonstrating how the 
Russian communication network operates 
and what narratives are used to justify the 
long-lasting war in Ukraine. 

After careful assessment, the report ex-
amines the following case studies, selected to 
capture both high-impact events and recurring 
strategic themes in Russian communication:

1. Kursk Offensive Operation by Ukraini-
an Forces – the central case study of the 

report, marking the biggest military pivot 
during the research period. The study is 
used to map cross-platform coordination 
and narrative consolidation during a major 
operational shock, which sets a theme and 
framework for other case studies.

2. Victory Day Parade – a continuation from 
last year’s report, assessing how symbolic 
legitimacy narratives are maintained and 
adapted.

3. Crocus Terrorist Attack – a high-emotion 
domestic crisis used to examine attribu-
tion dynamics, scapegoating, and the rapid 
spread of disinformation claims.

4. Peace Negotiations and Donald Trump – 
analysis of how the Russian media frames 
prospects for peace and reinterprets shifts 
in perceived US–Russia relations.

5. Mobilisation in the Tuva and Buryatia re-
gions – a regional case study on how local 
institutions operationalise mobilisation and 
sustain compliance narratives far from the 
front.

The main case studies are presented in 
the body of the report, while additional anal-
yses are included in the appendices. These 
include spike analysis – a contextual study of 
events in the Russian media landscape that re-
ceived exceptional coverage, creating ‘spikes’ 
or peaks in daily media mentions – and a com-
plementary case study on the Nausėda–Kalin-
ingrad story from January 2025 which strongly 
supports several research conclusions. 
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The report provides conclusions and 
recommendations based on the analytical 
findings, aiming to uncover new insights into 
the Russian communication apparatus and 
providing guidance for future operations and 

research. It includes a comparison of this 
study with the previous NATO StratCom COE 
reports, followed by a set of practical recom-
mendations on the topics and methods to con-
tinue working on in the research to come.

Methodology
Data Acquisition

While the data configuration adhered 
to the approaches established in previous re-
ports, this year Repsense expanded the scope 
and volume of analysis. Rather than coding 
a representative percentage of mentions, 
the research team conducted comprehen-
sive analysis of all available content from the 
designated channels. This approach enabled 
cross-validation using absolute quantitative 

measurements and reduced reliance on sam-
pling-based inference.

To ensure analytical continuity and 
comprehensive event coverage, the study 
timeframe was extended from the very begin-
ning of 2024 until 31 March 2025, providing a 
complete 15-month window.

Russian State Websites
Domain Institution Number of articles collected 
Mil.ru Ministry of Defence of the RF 10,526
Council.gov.ru Federation Council of the RF 3,559
Government.ru Government of the RF 3,425
Mid.ru Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the RF 2,905
Kremlin.ru President of the RF 2,181
Duma.gov.ru State Duma of the RF 1,960
Scrf.gov.ru Security Council of the RF 193
Total 24,749

Russian Television Shows
TV channel TV show Airtime Type Recordings  

collected
Р%сси(-1 
(Russia-1)

60 минут (60 
minutes)

Daily, prime time, 
sometimes twice a 
day

Socio-political talk 
show

529

Р%сси(-1 Вести недели 
(Vesti Weekly)

Weekly, Sunday eve-
nings

News and analytical 
programme

38
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Р%сси(-1 Вечер с 
Владимиром 
Соловьевым 
(Evening with 
Vladimir Solovyov)

Monday–Thursday, 
late evenings

Disinformation-focused 
and satirical political 
talk show

234

Channel 
One

Время (Time) Daily, prime time in 
evenings

National daily news 
programme

423

Total 1,224

Russian Telegram Channels
During the research period, 1.86 million 

Telegram posts from 414 channels (listed in 
Appendix 1) were collected and analysed. Tel-
egram channels were selected to best accom-
modate the analysed case studies and general 
thematic picture: 66 channels can be consid-
ered as military bloggers or war analysts, 32 
channels are associated with the highest state 

officials, 50 channels are connected to Russian 
news agencies and media outlets, 31 channels 
come from Ukrainian or international sourc-
es that discuss Russia’s war against Ukraine, 
98 channels derive from specific Russian or 
Ukrainian border regions, and 137 are other 
popular Russian channels identified in previ-
ous reports or selected for their relevance.

Complementary Datasets
Several case studies presented in this 

report incorporated supplementary media 
data packages extending beyond state-con-
trolled Russian sources. These packages in-
cluded content from independent Russian 
news portals, as well as social media and 
articles from media outlets in neighbouring 
European states and NATO member nations. 
Relevant mentions were identified in 22 coun-

tries: Belarus, Canada, Czechia, Estonia, Fin-
land, France, Germany, Hungary, Italy, Latvia, 
Lithuania, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Serbia, 
Slovakia, Spain, Sweden, Türkiye, Ukraine, the 
United Kingdom, and the United States.

These complementary datasets contrib-
uted to the addition of 1.25!m media mentions 
(Figure 1).

Figure 1. Share of complementary dataset mentions by media type
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Analysis Methods
Processing Pipeline and Text Embeddings

Repsense relies on its core technology 
of semantic analysis of media content on the 
basis that quantitative analysis is not enough. 
Figure 2 shows a general data processing 
pipeline schema, where all media must go 
through a multi-step process of being ingest-
ed, transformed into text format, given contrib-

utor data, transformed into text embeddings, 
and processed with AI solutions (communi-
cation narrative analysis, vectoral storyline 
clustering analysis, deep video analysis) and 
other models to then be available in specified 
modules.

Figure 2. Repsense media processing pipeline

Every analysis of new media begins with 
converting each media entry into text format 
and extracting as much meaningful metadata 
from each file as possible. Speech-to-text, op-
tical character recognition, and other methods 
are applied to ensure this step.

The next step is text and metadata con-
tent search based on predefined entities and 
keywords, applying Boolean analysis rules. 

During this step the relevancy of a given text is 
evaluated, and the most important sentences 
are given markers.

Texts are also run through a set of differ-
ent models and are given external metadata 
contributors such as reach, source authority, 
and similar scores. This is all part of Reps-
ense’s Adler model (Figure 3).
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Figure 3. Repsense Adler analysis model

The final step of the processing pipeline 
is the semantic analysis of texts, for which text 
conversion to text embeddings (vectors) is re-
quired. Repsense uses a monolingual text em-

beddings model (Figure 4), ‘Jina Embeddings 
v2’, and a special large language model (LLM) 
for text translations.

Figure 4. Repsense text embeddings model
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Texts converted to vectors can then be 
perceived as dots in a vector space, where 
each of the dots represents a media text, and 

the position of each dot is determined by the 
semantic meaning of its text (Figure 5).

Figure 5. Vector space visualisation

Narrative and Statement Analysis 
Based on the cosine similarity, the Adler 

model can determine which texts are semanti-
cally (not just by keywords) the most similar to 
each other. In other words, the closest dots in 
the vector space represent semantically simi-
lar texts. 

If some of the dots in the vector space 
are predefined as known texts that describe 

a certain communication narrative, narrative 
analysis can be applied to the processed 
texts, during which the Adler model deter-
mines whether a certain media text is closer to 
the narrative cluster centre than a set thresh-
old and therefore ‘matches’ the narrative (Fig-
ure 6).
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Figure 6. Narrative clustering. Legend: blue dots = text that did not match narratives; green dots = text that did match narra-
tives; red dots = statements that describe a certain narrative; red clusters = narratives.

This research project ran with 30+ nar-
ratives at once and every single one of the 
~3.13!m texts were run through this process. 

Narrative analysis enables researchers 
to quickly assess how media data falls within 

pre-known branches of communication, and 
its description by multiple statements also al-
lows them to dig deeper into the roots of nar-
rative prominence and to examine which argu-
ments are impacting the narrative presence. 
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Storyline Analysis
The vector space with all the sample 

texts in it can be manipulated through cluster-
ing techniques, finding communities of similar 
texts, grouping them as in Figure 7.

Figure 7. Storyline clustering

Repsense performs this technique to 
produce clusters of semantically similar texts 
that ultimately represent a specific topic or 
story happening in the sample of texts. Each 
such cluster is sent to the text generative LLM, 
where it is assigned a generated cluster title 
and a longer explanatory description of the 
sample. 

This text-embeddings-based analysis 
technique is used in situations where either 
the sample of texts is unknown and the nar-

ratives are not yet discovered, or when the 
sample size of the texts is too big, and there-
fore it becomes an analysis of a smaller subset 
of topics rather than a big batch of individual 
texts. In practice, topic analysis is often used 
together with narrative analysis and can ei-
ther help discover new statements of a known 
narrative or analyse texts that initially did not 
match any of the narratives. 
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Deep Video Analysis
Repsense’s newest technological mod-

el solves the issue of limited data available 
about popular social media posts, as they usu-

ally have no description or a short and irrele-
vant one (Figure 8). 

Figure 8. A TikTok video with 9M+ likes and 100M+ views has an empty description field, which 
makes it a ‘ghost’ for traditional social media posts analysis methods 

The deep video analysis model analy-
ses the content files of short videos or images 
and extracts significantly more additional im-
portant information about each social media 
entry. This is done by analysing the audio com-

ponent of the content (including background 
music) and extracting all relevant information 
about what appears on the screen visually 
(Figure 9). 

Figure 9. Deep video analysis by Repsense
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Deep video analysis, currently applied 
to YouTube, Instagram, and TikTok content, 
was performed on a smaller subset of data 
when analysing the Kursk offensive case 
study. This method combines LLMs to gen-
erate video titles and descriptions, evaluate 
content using specific ratings (e.g., disinforma-
tion risk on a 1–10 scale), and detect objects 

mentioned or visible in the content based on 
predefined categories.

The deep video analysis model repre-
sents a pioneering approach to productised 
social media monitoring and in-depth post 
analysis at scale. This method may be appli-
cable to future analyses involving short-form 
video content across multiple platforms.

Sentiment Analysis
Repsense performed sentiment analy-

sis on all the analysed text using a self-trained 
sentiment analysis model, DistilBERT. This 
model analyses the sentiment of each text’s 
sentences separately and only includes those 
sentences that match any relevant entities. 
Therefore, a final score between )100% and 
+100% can be recorded for a single entity or for 
the text as a whole (in that case the position of 
each sentence in the text becomes important 

as well). The sign shows negative/positive po-
larity direction while the absolute number [0; 
100] is evaluated as the amplitude of strength/
confidence of a sentence depending on its 
wording. For example, the sentence ‘HAMAS 
fighter has been eliminated’ can score )17%, 
while the sentence ‘HAMAS Terrorists were 
brutally torn into pieces by rocket explosions’ 
can score )94%.

Named-Entity Recognition (NER)
Repsense uses a NER model to statisti-

cally identify emerging prominent actors with-
in the communications landscape. This method 
provides new insights and suggests additional 
entities and keywords for monitoring.

The NER model was applied through-
out the analytical section to identify the most 
prominent people, institutions, and regions in 
the data sample.
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Spike Analysis
Spike analysis is a widely used analysis 

method that plots mention dynamics within 
a data sample to identify its ‘spikes’ (Figure 
10). By analysing the spikes, researchers can 

quickly discover the main events throughout 
the sample without analysing the entire data 
sample.

Figure 10. An example of spike analysis

Spikes in the main dataset of Russian 
Telegram channels, TV shows, and official 
websites were analysed to identify the most 
significant stories of the research period in 
quantitative terms. Appendix 2 contains an 
analysis of the largest spikes in the main da-
taset.

However, quantitative selection based 
on activity spikes can be complemented by 
qualitative methods. Qualitative selection 
can be performed through narrative dynam-
ics analysis (partially covered in the ‘Narrative 
and Statement Analysis’ section) or through 
sentiment analysis of all mentions.
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Analysis Results
[1] Kursk O*ensive Operation by 
Ukrainian Forces
Section summary
Object of analysis Ukraine’s offensive operation in the Kursk region
Research timeframe 1. 5–16 August 2024 (start of the offensive)

2. 12–31 March 2025 (latest developments within the research 
timeframe)
Dataset: Russian official and non-state channels and social media, 
complemented by foreign articles and social media posts.

Analysis methods 1. Quantitative analysis
2. Spike detection
3. Storyline analysis
4. Narrative analysis
5. Regional Telegram groups sample analysis
6. Disinformation spread assessment
7. Deep video analysis

Intended purpose The Kursk offensive is the biggest military topic of the research 
timeframe; its controversial launch, surprising success, and ques-
tionable finale create a perfect environment for disinformation to 
spread across and outside Russia. The purpose of this analysis is 
to identify and assess those disinformation flows – establishing 
which narratives gained traction, where they originated, and how 
they evolved as the offensive progressed – in order to provide a 
clearer picture of the information war running alongside the mili-
tary one.

On 6 August 2024 Ukraine launched a 
surprise cross-border operation into the main-
land of Russia heading towards the Kursk re-
gion (Figure 11). This offensive marked the first 
significant Ukrainian incursion into Russian 
territory since the start of the full-scale inva-
sion in 2022. The offensive aimed to disrupt 
Russian logistics, divert troops from the front 
in eastern Ukraine, and demonstrate Ukraine’s 
ability to take the fight beyond its borders.8 
On the first days of the invasion, a highly dis-
cussed topic was the surprise factor, as the 
operation was kept secret and even the clos-
est supporters of Ukraine (the US and Europe) 

were not informed in advance about the oper-
ation.9

Russian intelligence evidently did not 
anticipate the operation, as demonstrated by 
the rapid invasion of substantial Russian terri-
tory while Russians struggled to divert person-
nel and equipment from other locations of the 
‘usual’ front, where most of the reserves were 
kept for Russia’s planned large-scale autumn/
winter offensive operations into Ukraine.10 Rus-
sia failed to react quickly, and Russia’s border 
security issues were unveiled; the fact that the 
frontline could be in Russia was a psycholog-
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ical challenge for Russians to overcome. This 
generated communication themes that not 
only labelled Ukrainians ‘the real terrorists’, 
but also publicly criticised the Russian govern-

ment. State narratives subsequently sought to 
rally Russians for defence, thereby justifying 
ongoing war operations.11

Figure 11. Ukraine’s incursion into Russia’s Kursk region map (source: Dorsel Boyer and ISC Robert K. Becker, ‘How Ukraine 
Overcame the Transparent Battlefield to Achieve Operational Surprise in Kursk’, U.S. Army Training and Doctrine Command, 
G-2, Red Diamond, 19 August 2024)

The Ukrainian incursion into the Kursk 
region reached its peak in late August 2024, 
after which Russian forces gradually regained 
territory. By early 2025 Moscow claimed to 
have re-established control over most areas, 
with full territorial recovery announced on 26 
April 2025 (note: this date falls outside the re-
search period ending at 31 March 2025).12 

The analysis focused on two timeframes 
(5–16 August 2024 and 12–31 March 2025) 

from the research period for the special data 
configuration because of the massive volume 
of media coverage of the events, and because 
they captured the most important develop-
ments at the beginning and end of the Kursk 
incursion. These timeframes corresponded 
to activity spikes identified by analysing dai-
ly topic mentions in Russian Telegram posts, 
television programmes, and articles on state 
websites throughout the research period (Fig-
ure 12).
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Figure 12. Keyword ‘Kursk’ dynamics in Russian media

While the decision to launch the incur-
sion offered potential advantages – such as 
diverting Russian forces from other fronts and 
disrupting planned offensive operations – it 
also divided opinion in Western capitals. Crit-
ics viewed the move as tactically short-term 
and insufficiently coordinated with Ukraine’s 
key military supporters in the US and Europe.13 

Sentiment analysis of the main dataset 
revealed that the unexpected incursion into 

Russia triggered the most negative month of 
the research period. The incursion’s start date 
(6 August 2024) produced an average senti-
ment of negative 40.1%, making it the second 
most negative day in the sample, surpassed 
only by the Crocus terrorist attack at negative 
40.9% (Figure 13). This initiated a period of sus-
tained negative sentiment spanning several 
weeks.

Figure 13. The daily average sentiment dynamics of Russian internal communication texts
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Russian Media
State websites
First timeframe (August 2024)

During the first timeframe 707 articles 
were collected from state websites, distribut-
ed by domain as shown in Figure 14.

Sixty-three state website articles (9% of 
collected total articles) covered Ukraine’s inva-
sion of the Kursk region. 

Figure 14. Distribution of Russian state website mentions by domain, first timeframe

Summary
During 6–8 August, coverage focused 

on halting the incursion, emphasising strike re-
porting and air defence operations. Between 
9 and 12 August, reporting shifted to more 
detailed accounts of ground control while in-
creasing civil protection messaging – evacu-
ations, financial assistance, and state aid – to 
project stability amid ongoing operations. 
From 13 to 16 August, the volume increased 
and patterns stabilised: regular strike reports, 
frequent drone interception claims, and con-
sistent ground updates, accompanied by re-
curring attribution of responsibility to Kyiv and 
Western actors. The tone remained assertive 
and operational – strike, intercept, assist – 
with minimal acknowledgement of setbacks. 

The narrative evolved from urgent defensive 
action to routinised operational control, com-
bining military reporting with welfare signal-
ling to maintain public confidence and legiti-
mise sustained operational commitment.
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Media mainly covered: 
• Repelling the incursion with strikes: re-

ports emphasise Russian air and artil-
lery strikes against ‘enemy manpower/
equipment concentrations’ in border 
districts of Kursk Oblast, portraying 
continuous offensive action to push 
Ukrainians back.14

• Air defence is effective: frequent notes 
that drones and missiles – BPLA, ‘air-
craft-type’ unmanned aerial vehicles 
(UAVs) – were intercepted by Russian air 
defence; the message is that the sky is 
controlled and attacks are contained.15

• Ground control in border areas: situa-
tion updates about contact lines, artil-
lery duels, and the actions of specific 

groupings of Russian forces in the Kursk 
border zone; stresses order and coordi-
nation.16

• Civil protection, evacuation, and aid: 
coverage of evacuations, temporary ac-
commodation, social payments, federal 
and regional assistance, and emergency 
regimes – framing the state as respon-
sive and in control of civilian safety.17

• Political framing: Kyiv and the West to 
blame. The incursion is attributed to the 
‘Kyiv regime’, with mentions of ‘terror-
ism’ and references to Western/NATO 
involvement; responsibility for escala-
tion is shifted externally.18

Detected narratives that promote or justify the war:
• Defensive righteousness/‘special mili-

tary operation (SMO)’ framing: mentions 
of the SMO and ‘defending civilians’ 
present the fighting as a necessary pro-
tective mission rather than aggression.19

• Dehumanisation/terrorism labels: cast-
ing the adversary as ‘terrorists’ or ‘Na-
zis’ reduces empathy and legitimises 
harsher measures.20

• Mobilisation normalisation: referenc-
es to volunteers, contract service, and 
commendations of ‘heroism’ normalise 
participation and personal sacrifice.21

• Externalisation of blame: assigning cul-
pability to the Kyiv authorities and ‘the 
West/NATO’ frames continued war as 
compelled by outside threats.22 
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Second timeframe (March 2025)
For the second timeframe 1,133 articles 

were collected from state websites, distribut-
ed by domain as shown in Figure 15.

Eighty-seven state website articles 
(8.8% of collected content) covered the de-
velopments of Ukraine’s invasion into Kursk 
Oblast. 

Figure 15. Distribution of Russian state website mentions by domain, second timeframe

Summary
Coverage sustained a combat-oper-

ations rhythm, led by strike reports and bor-
der-area control updates, with air defence in-
tercepts a close third. Messaging peaked on 
19 March, then gradually tapered off. Civil pro-
tection items (evacuations, payments) regular-
ly projected state responsiveness. War-justifi-
cation frames emphasised a defensive mission 
and patriotic duty, while dehumanising labels 

persisted but did not dominate, and mobilisa-
tion content was minimal. Compared with Au-
gust 2024, this period feels more routinised 
– fewer dramatic casualty claims, more proce-
dural military summaries. Overall the narrative 
asserted control and continuity: Russia strikes, 
intercepts, stabilises, and cares for civilians 
while assigning blame to Kyiv and, secondar-
ily, the West. 

Media mainly covered: 
• Precision strikes and crew operations: 

reports centre on aircrew actions and 
air-artillery coordination, showing 
‘crews’ and ‘personnel’ carrying out 
precise strikes on Ukrainian targets in 
border areas. Emphasis on profession-
alism, control, and repeated operational 
success.23

• Destroyed equipment and Ukrainian 
formations: articles list machines, ar-
moured vehicles, and Ukrainian units 
‘eliminated’ or ‘suppressed’, often with 
numbers of vehicles or soldiers – a met-
rics-driven narrative stressing enemy 
losses rather than Russian progress.24
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• Government administration and civilian 
updates: texts discuss regional author-
ities, programmes, and announcements 
often civilian or bureaucratic, not strictly 
military. Portrays a functioning govern-
ment managing life and recovery amid 
conflict.25

• Drone interceptions and air defence 
alerts: routine statements about BPLA 
shoot-downs over Kursk Oblast, some-

times specifying times and Ministry of 
Defence statements. Communicates 
constant vigilance and technological 
readiness.26

• Military formations and unit heroisation: 
mention of groupings ‘North’, motor-rifle 
regiments, and individual soldiers, often 
praising discipline or bravery. Frames 
the army as structured, experienced, 
and morally upright.27

Detected narratives that promote or justify the war:
• Endurance and professionalism: the 

war is justified through images of well-
trained crews and orderly defence, not 
ideology.28

• Enemy depletion: emphasis on destroy-
ing Ukrainian manpower and equipment 
conveys inevitability of Russian advan-
tage.29

• Technological superiority: air defence 
success symbolises a competent, mod-
ern Russia.30

• Honour and discipline: soldiers’ orderli-
ness and bravery legitimise the ongoing 
campaign as dutiful service.31

Compared with August 2024, which 
exhibited crisis-driven messaging and height-
ened emotional framing, March 2025 cover-
age adopted a more technocratic and proce-
dural character. Messaging transitioned from 
urgent defensive imperatives to emphasis on 
operational stability and professional military 
conduct. While heroic narratives persisted, 
they appeared in more measured form. Ci-
vilian governance themes and capability-fo-
cused narratives gained prominence relative 
to the earlier period.

Russian TV shows
First timeframe (August 2024)

During the first timeframe, 33 Russian 
television recordings were collected, 29 of 
which mentioned Kursk. 

Summary
Russian television framing of Kursk-re-

lated events prioritised narrative construction 
over factual reporting. Programming consist-
ently attributed responsibility to Ukraine while 
suggesting Western involvement and empha-
sised Russian operational stability. Frequent 
brief references to drone interceptions and 
claimed operational successes maintained a 
perception of control without substantive de-
tail. Civilian-focused segments highlighted 
state assistance, evacuations, and official ac-

tivity to project administrative continuity. The 
primary persuasive approach combined ad-
versary delegitimisation with valorisation of 
Russian military duty, supplemented by studio 
commentary providing interpretive context. 
Television coverage emphasised narrative cer-
tainty and moral framing, employing commen-
tary and characterisation to reinforce audience 
alignment rather than to provide information.
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Media mainly covered:
• Studio blame and moral framing: hosts 

and guests argue that Ukraine is at fault, 
using moralising language and framing 
Russia as righteous and the opponent 
as illegitimate.32 

• Losses and ‘success’ updates: recurring 
talk of ‘destroyed/suppressed’ Ukraini-
an equipment and formations; the point 
is to show progress and control rather 
than provide verifiable detail.33

• Air defence and drone talk: short, repet-
itive segments about drones and inter-

cepts; presented as routine proof that 
threats are handled promptly.34

• Human interest and authority reas-
surance: appeals to civilians; aid, pay-
ments, evacuations, and regional lead-
ers ‘on it’. The message is stability and 
care despite hostilities.35

• Panel speculation and conspiratorial 
cues: roundtables suggest Western or-
chestration or hidden motives, using in-
sinuations more than evidence.36

Detected narratives that promote or justify the war:
• Enemy delegitimisation – 27 recordings: 

opponents described in derogatory or 
ideological terms.37

• Moral duty and heroism – 18 recordings: 
emphasis on sacrifice, duty, and honour 
of Russian forces.38

• Normalisation of military service – 9 
recordings: volunteer and contract ser-
vice presented as routine.39

Second timeframe (March 2025)
During the second timeframe analysis, 

63 Russian television recordings were collect-
ed, 45 of which discussed topics related to 
Kursk. 

Summary
Between 12 and 31 March 2025, Rus-

sian television heavily covered the Kursk front, 
shifting from battlefield updates to emotional-
ly charged moral narratives. Early broadcasts 
focused on situational reports and tactical 
‘victories’. Midway through the period, record-
ings centred on heroism, unity, and Putin’s 
composure amid Western ‘provocations’. By 

late March, rhetoric intensified into civilisation-
al framing, with Russia defending itself and 
its values against the West’s aggression. The 
tone evolved from defensive caution to trium-
phant moral justification, reinforcing public be-
lief that continued fighting was both inevitable 
and righteous, while minimising any discus-
sion of losses or humanitarian consequences.

Media mainly covered:
• Battlefield developments in Kursk 

Oblast: detailed coverage of ongoing 
clashes around Sudzha and border set-
tlements, emphasising tactical updates, 
Russian advances, and the destruction 
of Ukrainian units.40 

• Heroic defence and commemoration: 
frequent segments glorifying Russian 
soldiers and volunteers, featuring per-
sonal stories, medals, and emotional 
appeals to sacrifice.41 
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• NATO and Western orchestration: 
Ukraine’s actions portrayed as directed 
by NATO command, with Western intel-
ligence and weapons depicted as the 
true source of escalation.42 

• Putin’s calm leadership and diplomacy: 
repeated framing of Putin as composed 

and peace-seeking, contrasting his de-
meanour with alleged Western provoca-
tions.43

• Domestic strength and unity under 
pressure: reports highlighting civilian 
morale, economic stability, and national 
unity despite external threats.44

Detected narratives that promote or justify the war:
• Defensive necessity: the Kursk fight-

ing is described as a ‘forced response’ 
to NATO-Ukrainian aggression, casting 
Russia’s actions as essential for surviv-
al.45

• Sacred duty and heroism: soldiers’ brav-
ery and civilian solidarity serve to mor-
alise the conflict as a patriotic, almost 
spiritual, mission.46

• Civilisational confrontation: the war is 
presented as a broader struggle be-
tween a decaying West and a morally 
superior Russia defending traditional 
values.47

The framing of these narratives evolved 
significantly over the research period. From 
August 2024 to March 2025, Russian televi-
sion shifted from moralising blame and routine 
control language towards grand, civilisational 
storytelling. Early coverage sought legitima-
cy through enemy delegitimisation and man-
aged normality; by spring 2025, rhetoric be-
came openly crusading, with heroic sacrifice, 
spiritual mission, and Russia’s defensive desti-
ny against a corrupt West dominating the dis-
course.

34



Telegram posts 
First timeframe (August 2024)

For the first timeframe analysis, approx-
imately 61,700 Russian Telegram posts were 
collected. The following are the most promi-
nent topics and narratives detected in this 
sample of Telegram posts:

• First surprised reports about Ukrainians 
breaching the border.48

• Ukrainians are killing civilians on Russia’s 
land (Figure 16).49

Figure 16. Screenshot of a Telegram post (source: +, / 
-./0, Telegram, 8 August 2024)

• Ukrainians are portrayed as ‘Nazis’, terror-
ists, slaves, and generally a side with lower 
morale and no clear purpose.50

• Russian air defence leaves no chances for 
Ukrainian UAVs to do any damage.51

• Russians are successfully fighting off 

Ukrainians who suffer heavy losses on this 
front. This shows signs that the attack can-
not be a surprise and Russian government 
not only knew about it but had an action 
plan prepared.52

• The Kursk invasion was an action from 
Ukraine that made no sense; it is a suicide 
against ‘old Russia’. Maybe it was done for 
a better negotiating position as they are 
trying to create an appearance of ‘success’, 
even using photomontage (Figure 17).53

Figure 17. Screenshot of a Telegram post (source: Her-
sonVestnik, 8 August 2024)

• Urging Russians to trust official sources as 
there are many disinformation sources.54
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• Call for mobilisation, call to join Russian 
forces for defence, call to be strong and 
united.55

• Emergency, evacuation, aid to the region, 
blood donations.56

• Admission that the situation is getting more 
complex; Ukraine manages to achieve suc-
cess in battles.57

• The West does not approve this attack by 
Ukrainians and questions whether it can 
pay off.58

• Ukrainians are attacking critical energy 
sector objects – Sudzha gas metering sta-
tion, Kurchatov nuclear power plant (NPP).59

• Vengeful Russian hackers are attacking 
Ukrainian websites.60

• Ukraine is using Western weapons to at-
tack Kursk Oblast.61

• Ukraine is supposedly flying drones over 
Belarus, President Lukashenko moves his 

troops to the border, Russians are expect-
ing Belarusians to join the fight.62

Among the Russian Telegram channels 
monitored, 49 channels were tracked that were 
specifically associated with the Kursk region 
and the cities of Sudzha and Kurchatov (see 
Appendix 1). During the first period, approxi-
mately 94.9% of the 11,000 posts addressed 
the Kursk incursion operation. Regional Tel-
egram channels adopted predominantly mil-
itarised messaging. Early posts focused on 
Ukrainian advances and destruction in border 
towns such as Sudzha, while mid-period mes-
sages centred on air alerts and defensive suc-
cesses. Later updates shifted towards restora-
tion and civil order, though pro-war messaging 
persisted. Emotional appeals, reports of her-
oism, and administrative reassurances com-
bined to normalise invasion-related violence. 
The dominant tone evolved from shock and 
fear to stoic endurance, with Telegram func-
tioning both as a warning system and a tool for 
sustaining patriotic mobilisation among local 
audiences.

Media mainly covered: 
• Civilian impact and official coordination: 

many posts described how local author-
ities were reacting to Ukrainian attacks 
– reporting civilian casualties, damaged 
homes, and emergency responses. Re-
gional leaders were quoted promising sup-
port, providing humanitarian aid, and coor-
dinating evacuations. The tone portrayed 
the state as organised and caring, ensuring 
help reached everyone affected by the in-
vasion. This narrative helped reinforce con-
fidence in regional and federal authorities 
during the crisis.63 

• Constant alerts and air defence actions: 
Telegram channels acted as real-time alert 
systems, warning residents of missile or 
drone attacks, announcing ‘air raid alerts’, 
and later reporting when the threat was 
over. These updates were continuous and 
repetitive, keeping attention fixed on dan-
ger from Ukraine. The narrative implied 

that Russian air defence was effective, al-
ways ready, and successfully neutralising 
incoming attacks.64 

• Civil protection and behaviour instructions: 
a large group of posts focused on guiding 
civilians – how to seek shelter, avoid win-
dows, and remain calm during explosions. 
These messages resembled emergency 
broadcasts but were delivered in an infor-
mal Telegram tone. The narrative empha-
sised resilience and discipline – urging 
people to act responsibly while trusting the 
authorities’ instructions.65 

• Patriotism and local heroism: many posts 
celebrated Russian soldiers, border 
guards, and anti-air units defending the 
Kursk Oblast. Air defence successes were 
described in heroic terms, often with short 
patriotic phrases or exclamation marks. 
This created a morale-building effect – por-
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traying locals and soldiers as united, brave, 
and fighting for their homeland. The tone 
mixed pride with anger at the enemy, rein-
forcing the legitimacy of ‘defensive war’.66 

• Local identity and emotional engagement: 
regional Telegram channels mixed war 
news with community storytelling – photos 
of destroyed houses, personal testimonies, 

and emotional appeals like ‘stay strong, 
Kursk’. Some posts invited readers to send 
their own footage or reports. This fostered 
a feeling of belonging and participation. It 
also made the conflict feel closer and more 
personal, helping maintain high engage-
ment with local audiences.67 

Detected narratives that promote or justify the war:
• Portrayed Ukraine as an aggressor attack-

ing peaceful Russian regions.

• Framed Russia’s actions as ‘defence of ci-
vilians’ and ‘response to terrorism’.

• Emphasised unity, resilience, and the her-
oism of local defenders. This rhetoric rein-
forced the idea that continuing the war was 
both necessary and moral to protect Rus-
sian land and people.

• Comparison with general topics and nar-
ratives in Russian Telegram from other 
groups

Compared with broader Russian Tele-
gram channels, Kursk-region channels were 
far more localised, practical, and defensive 
in tone. While national channels emphasised 
propaganda – portraying Ukrainians as ‘Na-
zis’, promoting Russia’s military readiness, and 
speculating on geopolitical motives – Kursk-
based channels focused on real-time alerts, ci-
vilian safety, and local resilience. Their content 
reflected immediate survival concerns and re-
gional identity rather than ideological framing. 
In contrast, national outlets disseminated stra-
tegic justifications and moral narratives de-
signed to shape broader Russian perception 
of the invasion.

Second timeframe (March 2025)
The following are the most prominent 

topics and narratives detected in this sample 
of Telegram posts about Kursk during the sec-
ond period:

• Russian forces are clearing the remaining 
Ukrainian soldiers out of the Kursk Oblast.68

• Ukrainians are commanded to withdraw 
from Kursk Oblast.69

• Many Ukrainians are dying; Zelenskyy is to 
blame.70

• The Kursk offensive operation was a total 
failure.71

• Putin visits Kursk and pays respect to war 
heroes.72

• Joint Russian forces help to ensure future 
safety of the region. Everyone is helping 
now; Russia is keeping up morale.73

• Trump requests Putin to spare Kursk fight-
ers; Putin gives time for them to surrender.74

• People are returning to Kursk.75

• Ukrainians continue their terror against ci-
vilians, energy infrastructure, and cultural 
buildings, and are also stealing from local 
citizens (Figure 18).76
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Figure 18. Screenshot of a Telegram post (source: BB-
CRussian, 21 March 2025)

The second timeframe differed signif-
icantly from the first: most Telegram posts 
about the Kursk operation originated from lo-
cal channels rather than major national chan-
nels, which focused primarily on negotiations 
between Trump and Putin. The Kursk issue be-
came increasingly localised over time.

During the second timeframe, approx-
imately 95.5% of over 9000 local posts ad-
dressed the Kursk incursion operation. Re-
gional Telegram channels demonstrated an 
established wartime routine. Unlike the cha-
otic coverage of August 2024, this period ex-
hibited systematic communication structures: 
warnings, combat footage, and reassurance in 
continuous cycles. Posts emphasised regional 
discipline, leadership attention, and effective 
air defence, constructing a narrative of en-
durance and normalisation. War had become 
routine: threats were anticipated, responses 
rehearsed, and heroism institutionalised. Civil-
ian audiences were kept alert yet reassured, 
reflecting a society adapted to sustained mil-
itarisation.

Media mainly covered:
• Local militia pride and leadership visits: 

posts highlighted local defence units 
like ‘Rylsk militia “Medved”’, showing 
their combat readiness and patriotism. 
Mentions of official visits, including by 
national leaders, reinforced legitimacy 
and pride in local resistance efforts.77 

• Air raid warnings and civilian safety: 
channels continued to function as emer-
gency alert systems, warning residents 
of incoming missiles or drones. The tone 
was procedural – urging people to hide 
in shelters, stay away from windows, 
and remain calm.78 

• All-clear messages and restored normal-
ity: once each wave of danger passed, 
channels immediately announced ‘all-
clear’ signals, indicating restored safe-
ty. This cycle of threat and reassurance 
normalised a permanent state of tension 
but conveyed stability under control.79 

• Combat footage and emotional mo-
bilisation: videos and posts branded 
‘Infantry/Brutality of War/Kursk’ circu-
lated widely, showing fighting scenes, 
destroyed vehicles, or Ukrainian casu-
alties. These served both as propagan-
da and emotional stimulation, blurring 
news and entertainment.80
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Detected narratives that promote or justify the war:
• Posts glorified local militias, stressed 

Russian unity against external threats, 
and portrayed Ukraine as aggressive 
and deceitful. 

• Regular references to successful air de-
fence operations and leadership pres-
ence portrayed the situation as under 
control and the war as defensive, nec-
essary, and righteous.

Compared with nationwide Russian 
Telegram channels, Kursk-region channels in 
March 2025 focused on routine defence, civil 

discipline, and emotional normalisation, while 
national channels framed the situation as a 
strategic victory and moral triumph. Regional 
outlets emphasised air raid warnings, local mi-
litias, and leadership visits to sustain resilience 
and control, avoiding overt triumphalism. 
National narratives, meanwhile, celebrated 
Ukraine’s defeat, blamed Zelenskyy, praised 
Putin’s leadership, and dramatised ‘Ukrainian 
terror’. Kursk channels projected stability un-
der siege, whereas broader Russian channels 
amplified victory, revenge, and the restoration 
of order for a nationwide audience.

How communication in Kursk-specific Telegram groups  
shifted over months

Between August 2024 and March 2025, 
communication in Kursk-region Telegram 
channels evolved from crisis response to war-
time normalisation.

In August 2024, messages were ur-
gent, chaotic, and fear-driven – full of break-
ing news about Ukrainian advances, air raid 
alerts, and civilian panic. The tone was defen-
sive and emotional, centred on survival, local 
casualties, and official reassurances. Telegram 
served as an emergency lifeline and propa-
ganda tool simultaneously, amplifying patriot-
ism while managing public anxiety.

By March 2025 these same channels 
displayed a structured, almost bureaucratic 

rhythm. Alerts, ‘all-clear’ messages, and air 
defence reports followed a predictable format. 
The chaos had been replaced by routinised 
wartime communication emphasising order, 
endurance, and local heroism. Posts about 
local militias, leadership visits, and successful 
air defence operations conveyed control and 
moral strength rather than alarm.

In short, Kursk’s Telegram space shifted 
from immediate crisis management to institu-
tionalised information control – transforming 
the invasion from a shocking event into an 
everyday, managed state of war.

Telegram channel Main communication focus
Top

Gubernator_46 Governor’s channel promoting leadership activity, morale, and state-con-
trolled narratives of stability and heroism.

Seym Kursk Official government communications, logistical updates, and humanitar-
ian coordination.

Middle 

46 -1213 (46 Kanal) Regional news outlet sharing official updates, civilian alerts, and verified 
information from authorities.

Kanal46Kursk Mix of local defence news, drone activity, and public safety instructions; 
often mirrors regional administration tone.
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Kursk Info 46 Regional news aggregation channel mixing local developments, political 
statements, and patriotic framing.

Kurskaya Telega Real-time emergency alerts and ‘all-clear’ messages, functioning as a 
civil defence broadcast channel.

KurskTvoy General interest and patriotic content; reposts of official news, local 
pride, and morale-boosting stories.

SVOdki/WarHistoryAl-
conAfter (linked)

Broader military analysis channels reposted in Kursk groups, offering 
pro-Russian strategic commentary.

Bottom

IncidentKursk Community-oriented incident reporting – explosions, drone strikes, or 
other emergencies in the region.

Prigran Dozor/Grani-
ca046

Border-monitoring groups focused on frontline activity and local militia 
involvement near the frontier.

Rodnaya Sudzha Hyperlocal updates from Sudzha area, focusing on frontline conditions, 
local defence units, and volunteer aid.

SVO Segodnya Propagandistic war content showing combat footage, soldiers’ bravery, 
and Ukrainian losses.

Tre_Kyrsk Civic engagement and crowd reporting – users send in videos, photos, 
or questions about local incidents.

TREVOGA46 Dedicated alert channel posting repeated missile and drone warnings 
and all-clear notifications.

Table 1. Network analysis of the most prominent Kursk-related Telegram channels

Together, the Kursk-related channels 
(Table 1) form a hierarchical ecosystem:

• Top layer (Gubernator_46, Seym Kursk) 
# official coordination and morale.

• Middle layer (46 Kanal, Kursk Info 46, 
Kurskaya Telega) # local news and 
alerts.

• Bottom layer (IncidentKursk, TREVO-
GA46, Tre_Kyrsk, SVO Segodnya) # 
emotional amplification, user reports, 
and propaganda circulation.

Web articles
First timeframe (August 2024)

For the first timeframe analysis, approx-
imately 81,500 Russian non-state web articles 
were collected. The most popular domains (ex-
ceeding 1,000 mentions within the timeframe) 
were:

• rodina.news (1,965)

• mirtesen.ru (1,809)

• mk.ru (1,596)

• bezformata.com (1,436)

• vsemir.ru (1,281)

• gazeta.ru (1,278)

• smi.media (1,186)

• 360.ru (1,163)

• smi.today (1,160)

• lenta.ru (1,114)

• osnmedia.ru (1,073).
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The most popular topics and narratives 
discussed in web articles within the first time-
frame were:

• Ukrainians are brutally killing civilians, in-
cluding pregnant woman and children.81

• Ukrainians are Nazis, terrorists, thieves, 
and war criminals.82

• Zelenskyy is sending Ukrainians to immi-
nent death.83

• Ukraine’s attempted incursion was 
stopped.84

• The situation in Kursk is described as diffi-
cult by the local authorities.85

• Russia’s air defence is working well.86

• Foreign black-market organ surgeons have 
been spotted in the Sumy region.87

• Glory to Kursk defenders – they must unite 
and kill the Nazis once and for all.88

• The West is criticising Ukraine’s decision to 
launch the attack. The narrative is retrans-
mitted in Russia to give support to its fight-
ers and to divide Western opinion on the 
attack (Figure 19).89

Figure 19. Screenshot of a web article from ria.ru (source: Kirill Strelnikov, ‘A desperate spurt of surrender: Plans for an 
attack on the Kursk region revealed’, RIA Novosti, 8 August 2024)

• Ukrainians are destroying cultural build-
ings.90

• Georgians are helping Ukraine in 
Kursk.91

• The purpose of US and German weap-
ons in Kursk is being discussed; can 
Ukraine use Western weapons there 
and what would that mean in terms of 
West–Russia confrontation?92
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• Military aid is to be delivered to Kursk.93

• Kursk Oblast locals are experiencing cy-
berattacks from Ukraine.

Most of the topics and narratives re-
vealed here can be found in other media types, 

but many of these sources are important be-
cause they influence what is cited in Telegram 
posts that reach even broader audiences. Sto-
ries also emerged about foreigners fighting in 
Kursk or the use of Western weapons there.

Second timeframe (March 2025)
For the second timeframe analysis, ap-

proximately 62,700 Russian web articles were 
collected. The most popular domains (exceed-
ing 1,000 mentions within the timeframe) were:

• club-tm.ru (1,488)

• rodina.news (1,209)

• mk.ru (1,180)

• bulbanews.ru (1,091)

• tmbw.ru (1,032)

• ridus.ru (1,026).

The most popular topics and narratives 
discussed in web articles within the second 
timeframe were:

• Increasingly more missing people are 
found in liberated areas of Kursk Oblast.94

• Sudzha has been retaken by Russia.95

• Praise the participants of Russia’s war in 
Ukraine, who liberated Kursk Oblast. Putin 
has commended their heroism.96

• Ukrainians continue to kill civilians.97

• Ukrainian soldiers are surrounded in Kursk 
Oblast, hiding in basements; the entire sit-
uation is being called a disaster for them.98

• Polish, British, and German mercenaries 
committed the most brutal atrocities in the 

Kursk region, Putin labelled them all as 
terrorists, and captured fighters are being 
sent to jail.99

• The Russian government is providing sup-
port to rebuild the Kursk region by sending 
money and providing free education for 
young people.100

• Russian sources claimed (unverified) that 
Ukraine lost over 70,000 servicemen in 
Kursk.101

• Ukraine is breaching the energy infrastruc-
ture security agreement by destroying the 
Sudzha gas metering station using Ameri-
can HIMARS missiles.102

Web articles in this period had de-
creased interest in the topic, as at the same 
time the front pages were occupied by negoti-
ations and calls between the US and Russia in 
efforts to bring about peace.

Across both periods, Russian web cov-
erage of the Kursk operation consistently por-
trayed Ukrainians as brutal aggressors and 
‘Nazis’ killing civilians, while glorifying Russian 
defenders and emphasising effective resist-
ance. These stable narratives reinforced moral 
superiority and national unity. By March 2025, 
however, the focus shifted towards recon-
struction, heroism, and territorial ‘liberation’ – 
highlighting Putin’s praise, rebuilding efforts, 
and Western mercenary atrocities – reflecting 
Russia’s transition from defensive justification 
to victorious, state-led restoration framing.

42



Other social media
This section includes Russian-language 

mentions from the following social platforms: 
YouTube, Facebook, Instagram, TikTok, Linke-
dIn, and Reddit.

First timeframe (August 2024)
For the first timeframe analysis, 5,112 

Russian-language social media posts were 
collected. Of these, 3,519 (68.8%) discussed 
the Kursk invasion. 

Summary
Mentions of Kursk surged from 5 August 

to sustained intensity on 6–7 August, peaking 
on 9 August, mirroring early breakthrough and 
ambush reporting. After 10–12 August, up-
dates settled into routine battlefield reporting, 
but justificatory rhetoric rose, topping out on 
15 August (the highest war-justification narra-
tive count). The tone evolved from shock and 
alert to managerial: official briefings, evacua-

tion guidance, infrastructure repair, and ‘coun-
termeasures’. By 14–15 August, strike and 
drone content spiked, and messaging pivoted 
to resilience and punishment, aligning with 
widely reported large-scale strike activity and 
an emergency posture.

Overall mood: initial alarm # procedural 
stabilisation # justificatory hardening.

Media mainly covered:
• Frontline and border updates: frequent 

reports on the Sudzha–Korenevo axis, 
settlement-level changes, military oper-
ations, and movement along roads and 
highways. Reports were typically brief 
and frequent.103

• Strikes and drone activity: coverage 
of artillery, missile, first-person-view 
(FPV) drone and UAV operations, inter-
ceptions, explosions, casualty claims, 
equipment losses, and counter-at-
tacks, often accompanied by video ev-
idence.104

• Civilian impact and infrastructure: evac-
uations, power and water disruption, 
road closures, damage to residential 
areas and public facilities, and official 
guidance on relocation and public safe-
ty.105

• Official communications: statements 
from the Ministry of Defence, region-
al governors, and military bloggers, 
including emergency declarations, 
casualty and equipment figures, mobi-
lisation measures, and emergency re-
gime announcements.106

• Western attribution: framing of the con-
flict as confrontation with the ‘collective 
West’ and NATO, discussion of sanc-
tions, and claims of Western orchestra-
tion.107

The most frequent frames presented 
the conflict as defensive, attributed escala-
tion to Western and NATO involvement, and 
emphasised military heroism – consistent with 
public support mobilisation strategies.
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Platform-specific analysis revealed dis-
tinct patterns:

• YouTube (3,150 posts): highest vol-
ume and Kursk focus (78.4%). Greatest 
proportion of war-justification content 
(28.9%).

• Facebook: high topical relevance 
(86.7% Kursk-related) with moderate 
justification messaging (16.7%). Content 
focused on local updates and official 
communications.

• Instagram: low conflict relevance (16.9% 
Kursk-related, 1.6% justification con-
tent). Predominantly non-conflict mate-
rial and neutral reposts.

• TikTok: negligible Kursk-related cover-
age in the sample.

• Niche platforms (Reddit, LinkedIn): min-
imal volumes but high topical focus 
when present. Justification rates occa-
sionally elevated, though small sample 
sizes limit conclusions.

Second timeframe (March 2025)
For the second timeframe analysis, 

1,623 Russian-language social media posts 
were collected. Of these, 1,534 (94.5%) dis-
cussed the Kursk invasion. 

Summary
During March 2025, Russian-language 

social media discussions around Kursk trans-
formed into a hybrid of globalised propagan-
da and localised morale maintenance. Early 
March posts mixed cross-language reporting 
and Western influencer videos, but mid-month 
content turned inwards – emphasising unity, 
faith, and defensive perseverance. The tone 
became less sensational, more ritualised: 

prayers for soldiers, gratitude to volunteers, 
and vows to ‘defend until victory’. Ukraini-
an-language posts provided mirrored battle-
field updates, while pro-Russian channels re-
framed these as proof of Western provocation. 
The emotional register settled into weary de-
termination rather than alarm – suggesting fa-
tigue and normalisation of a long-term conflict.

Media mainly covered:
• Russian counteroffensive and tactical 

gains: posts described Russian ad-
vances near Sudzha, Lgov, and Rylsk, 
emphasising regained control over 
contested settlements, destruction of 
Ukrainian units, and frontline stabilisa-
tion. Messaging was confident and mil-
itarily precise, presenting operations as 
planned counterstrikes rather than re-
active measures.108

• Ukrainian drone and missile attacks on 
Kursk Oblast: a substantial theme fo-
cused on nightly drone raids, intercept-
ed missiles, and resulting damage. Rus-
sian sources emphasised air defence 
effectiveness and characterised Ukrain-

ian strikes as terrorist actions against 
civilians and infrastructure.109

• Civilian impact and evacuation efforts: 
content highlighted evacuations, tem-
porary shelters, power grid restoration, 
and humanitarian assistance. The dom-
inant frame emphasised resilience and 
unity – communities enduring hardship 
while authorities responded decisive-
ly.110

• Official military and government com-
munications: frequent reposts of Minis-
try of Defence briefings and guberna-
torial statements reported neutralised 
saboteurs, casualty figures, and logis-

44



tics updates. These official narratives 
reinforced perceptions of control and 
operational order.111

• Western attribution and mobilisation ap-
peals: commentary increasingly linked 
Ukrainian actions to NATO coordination 
and Western weapons supplies.112

Detected narratives that promote or justify the war: 
• Defensive patriotism: the conflict was 

framed as defence of Russian territory 
and population. Kursk was portrayed 
as a symbol of national resistance, with 
participation characterised as duty and 
loyalty.

• Terrorism attribution: Ukrainian drone 
and missile strikes were presented as 
deliberate attacks on civilians. Consist-
ent references to terrorism served to le-
gitimise retaliation and position Russia 
as victim rather than aggressor.

• Spiritual resilience: content appealed to 
faith and moral endurance, urging citi-
zens to trust divine justice, support mil-

itary personnel, and accept temporary 
hardship for a righteous cause.

• Western encirclement: the conflict was 
justified as a response to Western prov-
ocation and NATO coordination. Kursk 
was presented as evidence that Russia 
was defending itself against collective 
Western aggression.

• Retributive justice: narratives empha-
sised the moral necessity of punishing 
attackers and achieving complete vic-
tory. Strikes were depicted as justified 
retribution for Ukrainian or Western ac-
tions.

Di*erences by platform
YouTube featured operational summa-

ries and frontline footage, often narrated by 
pro-war content creators or embedded cor-
respondents. Telegram provided raw battle-
field footage and casualty updates that sub-
sequently migrated to Facebook and other 
platforms, where commentary reframed con-

tent into patriotic narratives. Instagram and 
short-form video formats emphasised military 
heroism, evacuation efforts, and symbolic mu-
sical content. Regional news pages combined 
official press releases with eyewitness ac-
counts, projecting local authenticity.

The two timeframes compared 
Between August 2024 and March 2025, 

Russian-language social media narratives 
around the Kursk front evolved from chaos 
to control. In 2024, posts reacted emotional-
ly to Ukraine’s sudden incursion: full of shock, 
vengeance, and emergency rhetoric. By March 
2025 the tone had hardened into disciplined 
routine: daily reports of Russian counteroffen-
sives, drone interceptions, and civilian endur-

ance replaced panic with structure. War-justi-
fication language also matured, shifting from 
‘de-Nazification’ and revenge towards ‘de-
fence’, ‘faith’, and ‘duty’. The Kursk operation 
became normalised as a permanent moral 
mission, presented less as crisis response and 
more as a righteous, collective defence of the 
homeland.
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Foreign Media Analysis
Analysis of foreign media mentions in 

this and other case studies provides an impor-
tant complementary perspective to Russian 
domestic communications. This approach ena-
bles the assessment of Kremlin narrative prop-

agation in foreign media, while recognising 
that substantial Russian audiences consume 
foreign media content, including messaging 
targeted at diaspora and pro-Russian commu-
nities abroad.

Web articles
First timeframe (August 2024)

During the first timeframe (5–16 Au-
gust 2024), 94,430 web articles from 22 for-
eign countries were collected (Figure 20). The 
following were selected to represent neigh-
bouring European states and NATO member 

nations: Belarus, Canada, Czechia, Estonia, 
Finland, France, Germany, Hungary, Italy, Lat-
via, Lithuania, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Ser-
bia, Slovakia, Spain, Sweden, Türkiye, Ukraine, 
the United Kingdom, and the US.

Figure 20. Distribution of web article mentions by country for the first timeframe

The goal was to analyse how the launch 
of the Kursk offensive was covered in other 

countries and whether the positions matched 
the Kremlin narratives discovered previously. 

Media mainly covered:
• The attack versus Russia was not acci-

dental at all.113

• We are not sure how long Ukraine can 
continue this active phase of incursion, 
and need time to understand what the 
actual goals of Ukraine are.114

• Russia is conceding heavy losses and 
Ukraine is doing surprisingly well.115

• Putin is panicking and feeling humiliat-
ed.116

• Ukraine is using Western weapons in 
Kursk; discussions on whether it is al-
lowed to do so; US, Germany, and Brit-
ain approve.117

• The incursion will be beneficial because 
it will relieve pressure on other front-
lines. It also shows that Russia was not 
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prepared and at this stage the war is not 
going to plan.118

• Belarus is preparing an army along the 
border – should Europe be afraid of war 
escalation?119

• Russians are angry at their government 
for not being prepared for this incur-
sion.120

Detected disinformation narratives:
• Energy security threat: claims that the 

Ukrainian incursion into Sudzha would 
cause astronomical gas price increases 
for Europeans due to the gas metering 
station located there.121

• Civilian casualty allegations: accusa-
tions that Ukrainian forces were delib-
erately targeting and killing civilians.122

• Overstated defensive success: claims 
that Russian forces had halted Ukraini-
an advances when operations remained 
ongoing.123

• Provocation framing: widespread re-
porting of statements by President Putin 
characterising the Ukrainian action as a 
major provocation.124

• Exaggerated Ukrainian losses: claims of 
heavy Ukrainian casualties unsupport-
ed by verifiable evidence.125

• Western conspiracy narratives: alle-
gations that Western powers jointly 
planned the incursion with Ukraine.126

• Nuclear facility threat claims: unverified 
allegations from both sides regarding 
risks to the Kurchatov NPP.127

• Peace process dismissal: claims that 
the incursion would not contribute to 
peace negotiations, contradicting as-
sessments that it provided Ukraine with 
enhanced negotiating leverage.128

• Chemical weapons allegations: repeti-
tion of Russian government accusations 
that Ukraine employed chemical weap-
ons in Kursk Oblast.129

• Retaliatory threat amplification: ampli-
fied rhetoric regarding potential Russian 
retaliation against Ukraine and Western 
nations in response to the Kursk situa-
tion.130
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Second timeframe (March 2025)
During the period of the second time-

frame (12–31 March 2025), 58,931 web articles 
from 22 foreign countries were collected (Fi-
gure 21).

Figure 21. Distribution of web article mentions by country for the second timeframe

Despite substantial mention volumes in 
each sample, most articles referenced Kursk 
exclusively within the context of ongoing ne-
gotiations and assessments that it no longer 

represented a viable negotiating tool for 
Ukraine. However, several additional topics 
and narratives were identified.

Media mainly covered:
• Ukrainian force status in Kursk: reports 

indicated Ukrainian forces remained un-
der pressure, though operational status 
remained unclear.131

• North Korean military involvement: cov-
erage of captured North Korean soldiers 
potentially being transferred to Seoul, 

alongside allegations of 3,000 addition-
al North Korean troops deployed to sup-
port Russian operations.132

• Counter-propaganda efforts: Ukrainian 
media outlets actively published content 
attempting to refute Russian disinforma-
tion narratives.133

Detected disinformation narratives:
• Surrender ultimatum: claims that Presi-

dent Putin offered Ukrainian forces safe 
passage if they surrendered and with-
drew from Kursk Oblast.134

• Ukrainian retreat allegations: unverified 
reports of mass Ukrainian casualties 
during alleged retreat operations, de-
scribed using extreme imagery.135

• Gas infrastructure sabotage dispute: 
conflicting allegations from Ukraine and 
Russia regarding responsibility for dam-
age to the Sudzha gas metering station, 
with contradictory claims about viola-
tions of energy infrastructure protection 
agreements.136

• Journalist casualty claims: allegations 
that Ukrainian forces killed two Russian 
journalists.137
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• Nuclear facility threat claims: allegations 
that President Zelenskyy was consider-

ing sabotage operations against NPPs 
in Russia.138

Tweets on X
Due to data volume constraints, X con-

tent was analysed only for the first timeframe 
(5–16 August 2024), during which approxi-

mately 203,000 messages were collected. 
The following principal topics and narratives 
were identified.

Ukraine-favourable topics:
• Defensive warfare milestone: content 

highlighting the fact that Russia was de-
fending its own territory for the first time 
in over two years of conflict.139

• Russian unpreparedness: posts empha-
sising Ukrainian advances and Russian 
military bloggers’ criticism of govern-
ment unpreparedness and inadequate 
response capabilities.140

• Negotiation leverage: assessments that 
Ukraine’s territorial gains strengthened 
its position for potential future negotia-
tions.141

• Local population sentiment: claims that 
Sudzha residents welcomed Ukrainian 
forces and expressed dissatisfaction 
with Russian governance.142

Russia-favourable topics:
• Weapons employment restrictions: 

claims that Ukraine avoided using West-
ern-supplied weapons in Kursk Oblast 
to prevent direct NATO–Russia confron-
tation.143

• War crimes allegations: accusations of 
Ukrainian forces targeting civilians, re-
ligious sites, and vehicles, employing 
intimidation tactics.144

• Limited strategic objectives: charac-
terisation of the incursion as primar-
ily aimed at public relations gains and 

demonstrating resolve to Western sup-
porters.145

• Ukrainian casualty underreporting: al-
legations that Ukrainian losses in Kursk 
were substantial but unreported.146

• Strategic risk assessment: character-
isation of the operation as excessively 
risky.147

• Escalation concerns: speculation re-
garding potential Russian escalatory re-
sponses, including the employment of 
nuclear weapons.148

Deep Analysis of Video Content
The initial phase of the Kursk campaign 

was marked by significant informational volatil-
ity, with millions of messages circulating across 
social platforms within a short period. Visual 
content – images and short videos – dominat-
ed this activity, particularly on X and Telegram, 
where posts frequently relied on imagery rath-
er than substantive textual explanation.

To examine this dynamic, the Deep Anal-
ysis model was applied to a targeted sample of 
social media content, demonstrating the ana-
lytical value of extracting information beyond 
post descriptions, which are often absent or 
insufficient – especially in short-video formats.

During the first timeframe of the case 
study (5–16 August 2024), 13,592 images and 
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short videos were processed using this model, 
resulting in 4,057 content units assigned to the 
Kursk case. Most of the content originated from 

YouTube (3,196 items), followed by Instagram 
(625) and TikTok (236), produced by a total of 
1,232 creators.

YouTube analysis
Summary
The dataset consists predominantly 

of coverage from August 2024 addressing 
Ukraine’s incursion into Kursk Oblast. Vid-
eo content clusters into multilingual news 
segments, expert analysis, and field footage 
documenting border operations, territorial ad-
vances, drone and missile strikes, and civilian 
evacuations. Russian-language content fre-
quently features regional officials, Ministry of 
Emergency Situations (EMERCOM) operations, 
and humanitarian assistance programmes, 
while international outlets focus on operation-
al objectives, sustainability assessments, and 
escalation risks.

A minority of content explicitly frames 
Ukrainian actions as self-defence or counter-
terrorism operations, or alternatively as acts 
of aggression. A smaller subset challenges 
specific claims or identifies potentially staged 
or mislabelled footage. References to prison-
ers of war (POWs) and surrenders appear less 
frequently than coverage of evacuations and 
diplomatic activities. The sample reflects both 
rapid operational developments along the 
border and concurrent information operations 
concerning territorial gains, casualty figures, 
and operational legitimacy, with recurring 
footage of strikes, military convoys, and popu-
lation displacement in Kursk Oblast.

The five main topics across the dataset:
1. Russian-language operational and re-

gional updates (Kursk and Belgorod 
Oblast focus): Ministry of Defence brief-
ings, evacuation operations, artillery 
and drone strikes, and statements from 
local authorities.

2. English-language analytical content and 
international news coverage: contextual 
analysis of the Kursk incursion, opera-
tional maps, and tactical and strategic 
assessments.

3. Spanish-language television news seg-
ments: daily conflict summaries incor-

porating Kursk-related footage within 
broader coverage of the Russia-Ukraine 
war.

4. German-language analytical pro-
grammes: situational assessments from 
outlets including Deutsche Welle, Die 
Welt, and Bild, featuring maps and strike 
analysis.

5. Field footage and compilation videos: 
military columns, FPV and loitering mu-
nition strikes, aftermath documentation; 
some content reflecting partisan edit-
ing.

The main topics regarding the Kursk operation:
• Official statements and diplomacy (1,107 

videos): the largest content cluster, com-
prising press conferences and official 
responses. Russian officials (President 
Putin, Press Secretary Dmitry Pesk-
ov, Ministry of Defence spokespeople) 
characterised the incursion as a terrorist 

attack or provocation aimed at disrupt-
ing peace negotiations. Ukrainian offi-
cials (President Zelenskyy, Command-
er Syrskyi, military briefers) presented 
the operation as defensive action and 
tactical shaping near the border. Inter-
national commentary featured EU and 
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US officials affirming Ukraine’s right to 
self-defence while clarifying Western 
non-involvement in direct operations.

• Civilian impact and evacuation (1,067 
videos): content depicting humanitari-
an consequences within Kursk Oblast, 
including evacuation convoys, damaged 
residential areas, fires, and temporary 
shelters. Coverage of EMERCOM and 
Red Cross aid distribution, field kitchen 
operations, and tent facilities. Local res-
idents describing shelling and displace-
ment experiences.

• Border crossings and reconnaissance op-
erations (1,061 videos): content focused 
on initial territorial penetration, featuring 
Ukrainian small unit or drone reconnais-
sance footage near Sudzha, Korenevo, 
and Glushkovo. Russian sources labelled 
these as diversionary reconnaissance 
group activities. Frequent characterisa-
tion as cross-border sabotage or terrorist 
operations, documented through aerial 
or closed-circuit television footage. This 
content established the conflict’s geo-
graphic parameters and generated com-
peting narratives.

• Operational developments and territorial 
control (1,027 videos): content depicting 
or claiming territorial advances and de-
fensive operations. Ukrainian footage 
celebrating captured settlements, de-
stroyed equipment, and artillery opera-
tions. Russian content showing defensive 
repositioning or successful repulsion of 
attacks. Extensive use of map anima-
tions, drone surveillance, and coordinate 
overlays. This category represents the 
core of military coverage and principal 
vector for competing information claims.

• Drones and strike operations in Kursk 
Oblast (914 videos): content dominated 
by drone warfare, including FPV strikes, 
loitering munition operations, and af-
termath documentation of damaged 
convoys. Coverage of strikes on civilian 
infrastructure including fuel storage fa-
cilities, railways, and power substations. 

Frequently redistributed through Tele-
gram channels and commentary plat-
forms. This content category combines 
tactical intelligence documentation with 
information operations.

• Humanitarian aid and recovery (383 vid-
eos): content emphasising relief efforts, 
including Russian Red Cross, EMERCOM, 
and volunteer organisation activities 
distributing food, medical supplies, and 
shelter. Official statements regarding as-
sistance for displaced border residents. 
Content typically reinforces governmen-
tal legitimacy narratives and emphasises 
societal resilience over combat opera-
tions.

• POWs and surrenders (222 videos): lim-
ited but symbolically charged – Ukrain-
ians parading captured Russian soldiers 
or vice versa. Short clips showing prison-
ers under interrogation, blurred faces, or 
exchanges of captives. Both sides using 
footage to claim morale superiority or 
enemy collapse. High propaganda value 
relative to volume.

Detected narratives that promote or jus-
tify the war (8.4% of Kursk-related videos):

• Self-defence and counterterrorism 
framing: Russia portrayed as protecting 
border regions and civilian populations 
from attack.

• Historical legitimisation: occasional ref-
erences to World War II and characteri-
sation of territory as historically Russian.

• Western provocation narrative: Western 
military assistance characterised as es-
calation compelling Russian military re-
sponse.

Assessment: these narratives serve to 
legitimise military operations and reframe the 
Ukrainian incursion from a defensive failure 
into a morally and historically justified mission.
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Disinformation and manipulation indica-
tors (4% of Kursk-related videos):

• Recycled or mislabelled footage: com-
bat videos from previous engagements 
or different locations presented as cur-
rent Kursk operations (e.g., archival 
footage from Donetsk presented as cur-
rent Kursk content).

• Unverified casualty claims: exaggerated 
loss figures or fabricated surrender re-
ports lacking evidence.

• Content authenticity disputes: vid-
eos labelled as fake (4567), staged 
(8%с9:;%<7:), or edited (0%;9и.%<:;%) 
by opposing sources.

Counter-narrative operations: open-
source intelligence (OSINT) and fact-check-
ing channels identifying manipulated content, 
while Russian sources accuse Ukraine of fab-
rication.

Assessment: these techniques aim to 
shape perception of operational reality by 
undermining adversary content credibility or 
generating information confusion.

Representative video examples 
The following video examples illustrate 

key content categories identified in the anal-
ysis:

• Operational combat footage: first-per-
son perspective of military convoy op-
erations and aftermath of rocket strike. 
Demonstrates typical frontline docu-
mentation distributed through social 
media platforms.149 

• International institutional response: Eu-
ropean Commission statement affirming 
Ukraine’s right to self-defence and de-
tailing support mechanisms. Represents 
official international positioning on op-
erational legality.150

• Humanitarian response operations: 
EMERCOM temporary accommodation 
facilities for displaced Kursk Oblast bor-
der residents. Illustrates Russian gov-
ernmental humanitarian messaging.151

• Diplomatic support framework: Eu-
ropean Commission reiteration of 
self-defence principles and European 
Peace Facility assistance programmes. 
Demonstrates sustained international 
support narrative.152

• Compiled operational overview: mul-
ti-source compilation of incursion foot-
age, artillery strikes, and disputed oper-
ational claims. Exemplifies aggregated 
content common in information environ-
ment.153

Instagram analysis
Summary
The Instagram sample centres on 

Ukraine’s incursion into Russia’s Kursk Oblast, 
distilled into short reels and tiles. Posts clus-
ter around official statements, evacuations 
and aid, and combat visuals (FPV strikes, af-
termath scenes, quick map animations). Many 
clips feature local authorities and emergency 
services addressing displacement and repairs, 
while international explainers provide concise 
context and expected objectives. A smaller 

number highlight POWs and surrenders or 
tactical breakdowns of drones and artillery. 
Narrative framing appears in limited doses: 
some accounts justify actions as self-defence 
or anti-terror or as retaliation, and a smaller 
set dispute claims via debunking or mislabel-
ling alerts. Overall, Instagram favours rapid, 
visual storytelling, emphasising immediacy, 
displacement, and recurring strike footage in 
Kursk Oblast.
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Media mainly covered:
• Frontline and territorial gains – 136 

posts (22.6%): short clips claim advanc-
es, positions taken, or attacks repelled, 
frequently incorporating map overlays 
or drone footage. Opposing sources 
characterise identical locations using 
competing terminology (‘liberated’ ver-
sus ‘held’).

• Drones and strike operations in Kursk 
Oblast – 131 posts (21.7%): FPV and loi-
tering munition footage documenting 
vehicle strikes, storage facility attacks, 
and infrastructure damage, followed 
by aftermath documentation. Content 
emphasises tech and precision, driving 
high engagement.

• Civilian impact and evacuation – 125 
posts (20.7%): evacuations, damaged 
housing, and shelters highlight displace-
ment and aid lines. Narrative emphasis 
on immediate civilian needs (power sup-
ply, heating, medical care) rather than 
combat operations.

• Official statements and diplomacy – 110 
posts (18.2%): formatted content quoting 
officials and institutional statements on 
legal frameworks, attribution of respon-
sibility, and policy responses. Predom-
inantly subtitled excerpts or summary 
compilations of official briefings.

• Border crossings and reconnaissance 
activities – 106 posts (17.6%): content fo-
cuses on entry points, small unit actions, 
and near-border skirmishes. Framing 
varies from ‘incursion/raid’ to ‘terrorist 
sabotage’, depending on source.

• Information operations and narratives 
– 62 posts (10.3%): meta-analytical con-
tent examining propaganda techniques, 
verifying geolocation data, and identi-
fying manipulated footage. Some ac-
counts provide systematic assessments 
distinguishing authentic from fabricated 
content.

• POWs and surrender claims – 46 posts 
(7.6%): brief prisoner documentation 
and surrender assertions employed as 
evidence of operational momentum. 
Limited contextual information; editing 
frequently emphasises psychological 
impact.

• Humanitarian aid and recovery – 45 
posts (7.5%): content documenting 
EMERCOM and volunteer organisation 
activities, including supply distribution, 
camp establishment, and infrastructure 
repair. Messaging emphasises service 
continuity and societal resilience.

Detected narratives that promote or jus-
tify the war (4.8% of Kursk posts): 

• Self-defence framing: operations char-
acterised as protection of Russian ter-
ritory and population from external ag-
gression.

• Counterterrorism narrative: actions por-
trayed as response to terrorist activities 
targeting civilians and infrastructure.

• Retaliatory justification: military opera-
tions presented as necessary retaliation 
for prior Ukrainian actions.

• Historical legitimisation: references to 
historical Russian territorial claims and 
World War II precedents.

• Western proxy narrative: conflict char-
acterised as Russian response to NA-
TO-backed Ukrainian aggression, with 
Western powers positioned as primary 
adversaries.

Disinformation and manipulation cues 
(2% of Kursk videos):

• Content authenticity disputes: posts la-
belled as fabricated, staged, or misat-
tributed by opposing sources.

53



• Temporal misattribution: archival foot-
age presented as current operational 
content.

• Geolocation disputes: content with con-
tested or incorrect location claims.

• Verification activities: OSINT methodol-
ogies employed to authenticate or de-
bunk contested material.

• Counter-accusations: reciprocal allega-
tions of fabrication between opposing 
partisan sources.

Assessment: Instagram demon-
strated significantly lower rates of 
war-justification narratives (4.8%) and 
disinformation content (2%) compared 
to YouTube, which exhibited approxi-
mately double these percentages (8.4% 
and 4% respectively). This suggests 
platform-specific variation in informa-
tion operation intensity, with long-form 
video platforms showing higher con-
centrations of manipulated or justifica-
tion-focused content.

Representative video examples
The following video examples illustrate 

key content categories identified in the anal-
ysis:

• Multi-topic operational summary: com-
pilation addressing border incursion dy-
namics, drone strikes, prisoner claims, 
and civilian casualties. Demonstrates 

typical aggregated content format com-
mon on Instagram.154

• Territorial advancement documentation: 
coverage of Ukrainian force movements 
into Kursk Oblast. Represents standard 
operational update content distributed 
through social media.155

TikTok analysis
Summary
The TikTok sample spotlights short, 

highly visual updates on Ukraine’s actions in 
and around Russia’s Kursk region. The domi-
nant strand shows border-area incursions and 
near-frontline snippets – flag removals and 
raisings, brief firefights, and drone or after-
math clips. A sizeable share highlights civilian 
impact, including damaged streets and evac-
uations, but with minimal background. Some 
English explainer reels frame the events in a 

broader war context, while Spanish-language 
clips trend alongside wider geopolitics. Dedi-
cated humanitarian or debunk-style reels are 
absent in this small Kursk subset. Narrative 
framing is limited but present: an occasional 
self-defence or retaliation claim and one post 
disputing footage authenticity. Overall, TikTok 
favours fast, caption-led vignettes over longer 
context, emphasising immediacy and sharea-
bility. 

Media mainly covered:
• Spanish-language geopolitical content 

with Latin American focus – 100/236 
(42.4%): Spanish news content address-
ing regional politics (Venezuela/Ma-
duro, broader Latin American topics) 
distributed alongside Russia–Ukraine 
coverage, incorporating anti-fascist po-
litical narratives.

• Russia–Ukraine operational explainers 
with Kursk coverage – 59/236 (25.0%): 
English-language news content provid-
ing border event summaries, territorial 
control updates, and conflict timelines 
with Kursk Oblast prominence.

• Italian and European institutional con-
tent – 38/236 (16.1%): Italian-language 
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news packages and European institu-
tional coverage, including commemora-
tive events, leadership statements, and 
headline summaries.

• Mexican political and diplomatic cover-
age – 22/236 (9.3%): content address-
ing President Sheinbaum’s inauguration 
and diplomatic protocol, occasionally 
intersecting with Russia-related refer-
ences.

• Commercial and miscellaneous content 
within conflict feeds – 17/236 (7.2%): 
Automotive and trade-related content 
(including Zaporizhzhia references) ap-
pearing within conflict-focused informa-
tion streams.

Main topics regarding Kursk operation  
(only ~5% videos were about Kursk, small sam-
ple):

• Border incursion headlines: brief 
news-format clips emphasising the fact 
of cross-border movement into Kursk 

Oblast rather than operational details. 
Content focused on the incursion event 
itself with minimal tactical context.

• Leadership statements and strategic 
positioning: content featuring leader-
ship commentary (particularly President 
Zelenskyy), references to retaliatory ca-
pabilities, missile systems, and peace 
negotiation positioning. Emphasis on 
strategic intent rather than ground-level 
operations.

• Symbolic territorial control: brief foot-
age documenting symbolic markers of 
control shifts, including flag changes, 
street-level imagery, and resident tes-
timonials suggesting alterations in ad-
ministrative authority.

• Compiled narrative summaries: extend-
ed video packages with voice-over 
narration synthesising multiple days of 
events into cohesive accounts.

Representative video examples
The following video examples illustrate 

key content categories identified in the anal-
ysis:

• Headline-focused conflict summary: 
major network coverage emphasising 
the incursion event and leadership re-
sponse rhetoric. Demonstrates typical 
brief, event-focused format.156

• Contested operational narrative: inter-
national broadcaster presenting after-
math footage alongside acknowledge-
ment of conflicting claims.157

• Symbolic control documentation: brief 
footage of territorial control markers 
(flag removal). Represents platform’s 
emphasis on visual symbols over de-
tailed tactical analysis.158

Object detection
The Deep Analysis model can also be 

tasked with assigning various ratings to each 
content piece, as well as detecting objects 
that were visually shown or mentioned, but 
only from specific preset categories. This time, 
the system was tasked with detecting objects 
from the following categories:

• Discussion topics

• Activities

• Politicians

• Celebrities

• Illegal activities 

• Political direction

• Extremist symbols

• Locations
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Military equipmentTables 2 and 3 show 
the top detected objects for each category 
within the analysed sample.

Discussion topics Activities Politicians Celebrities
Ukraine war (638) Military operations 

(671)
Vladimir Putin (1,033) Elon Musk (25)

Ukraine-Russia con-
flict (500)

News reporting (335) Volodymyr Zelenskyy 
(923)

Oleksandr Syrskyi (19)

Military operations 
(417)

Evacuation (298) Joe Biden (75) Taylor Swift (17)

Russia-Ukraine con-
flict (340)

Speaking (204) Oleksandr Syrskyi (69) Volodymyr Zelenskyy 
(12)

Military conflict (334) Military action (202) Valery Gerasimov (64) Valery Gerasimov (10)

Russia-Ukraine war 
(266)

Reporting (189) Alexei Smirnov (62) Christoph Wanner (8)

Military strategy (257) Military operation (162) Donald Trump (50) Oleksiy Arestovych (8)

Territorial control (167) Reporting news (111) Putin (45) Vladimir Putin (8)

Military offensive (156) Driving (108) Vyacheslav Gladkov 
(44)

Yevgeny Prigozhin (7)

Ukraine-Russia war 
(154)

Military combat (97) Alexey Smirnov (33) Oleksandr Syrsky (6)

Border incursions (147) Meeting (91) Kamala Harris (28) Vinesh Phogat (6)

Civilian casualties (144) Explosion (83) Dmitry Medvedev (25) Yuri Podolyaka (6)

Civilian evacuation 
(138)

Civilian evacuation 
(82)

John Kirby (25) Emmanuelle Chaze (5)

Ukraine conflict (132) Military conflict (80) Nicolás Maduro (23) Muhammad Yunus (5)

War in Ukraine (123) Military movement 
(67)

Claudia Sheinbaum 
(22)

Sabrina Singh (5)

Border security (105) Warfare (64) Lindsey Graham (22)
Peace negotiations 
(94)

Explosions (57) Aleksey Smirnov (20)

Ukrainian offensive 
(89)

Military briefing (54) Alexander Lukashen-
ko (19)

Humanitarian aid (85) Political speech (54) Mykhailo Podolyak (17)

Drone attacks (84) Political meeting (52) Richard Blumenthal 
(16)

Evacuation (83) Drone strike (50) Sergei Shoigu (16)
Kursk region (80)
International relations 
(78)
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Military aid (67)
War (61)
Border conflict (59)
Evacuations (56)
Military actions (52)
Prisoner exchange (51)

 
Table 2. Top detected objects in the categories discussion topics, activities, politicians, and celebrities 

Illegal activities Political direction Extremist symbols Locations Military  
equipment

Killing (62) Pro-Ukrainian 
(1,062)

Z symbol (65) Kursk (28) Armoured vehicle 
(5)

Warfare (56) Pro-Russian (927) Soviet symbols (9) Kursk region 
(26)

Tank (5)

War (20) Anti-Russian (581) Russian military 
emblem (6)

Moscow (10) Military trucks (4)

Destruction of 
property (19)

Neutral reporting 
(111)

Swastika (4) Ukraine (10) Ka-52 helicopter 
(3)

War crimes (18) Pro-Russian nar-
rative (90)

Donetsk People’s 
Republic flag (3)

Sudzha (9) Military truck (3)

Invasion (13) Anti-war (82) St George ribbon 
(3)

Russia (8) Self-propelled 
artillery (3)

Destruction (8) Neutral (68) V symbol (3) Kursk oblast (7) Tanks (3)
Assassination (7) Al-Qaeda (2) Belgorod (6) Anti-tank obsta-

cles (2)
Attacks on civil-
ians (7)

Freedom of Russia 
legion flag (2)

Sumy region (5) Armoured person-
nel carrier (2)

Civilian casualties 
(7)

German military 
cross (2)

Crimea (4) Drones (2)

Explosion (7) ISIS (2) Belgorod re-
gion (3)

FPV drones (2)

Murder (7) Wagner Group 
logo (2)

Donetsk (3) Helicopter (2)

Bombing (6) Donetsk region 
(3)

Mi-28 helicopter 
(2)

Drug trafficking 
(6)

Kherson (3) Military vehicles 
(2) 

Military attacks 
(6)

Korenevo (3) T-64 tank (2)

Shelling civilian 
buildings (6)

Kyiv (3) 2A36 Giatsint-B 
howitzer (1)

Torture (6) Rylsk (3) 76.2 mm gun (1)
Bryansk (2) Anti-drone cage (1)

Table 3. Top detected objects in the categories illegal activities, political direction, extremist symbols, locations and 
military equipment
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Nuclear Weapons and Atomic Targets
However intense and brutal the war in 

Ukraine may be, the threat of nuclear catastro-
phe remains ever-present. Nuclear power – 
both power plants and weapons – poses genu-
ine concerns for Western nations and Ukraine, 
while Russia has systematically exploited nu-
clear threats as tools of manipulation and fear. 

Many dangerous outage risks were as-
sociated with Chernobyl and Europe’s largest 
NPP in Zaporizhzhia, which has been the tar-
get of shelling and nearby drone attacks.159 
This has created serious nuclear-safety con-
cerns, while Russians are using the threat of 
nuclear escalation as a manipulation tool. Al-
though the threshold for nuclear weapon use 
remains ambiguous, top Russian officials, in-

cluding Vladimir Putin, have repeatedly stated 
that Russia would deploy its nuclear arsenal 
if subjected to a massive attack by Western 
countries. 

Given the high-stakes nature of this top-
ic, Russia’s narrative campaigns around it, and 
widespread discussion of the war’s horrors 
amid the Kursk incursion developments, all 
mentions from the main Russian media dataset 
– comprising Telegram, official websites, and 
television – were analysed to identify content 
matching the search queries атомн:* (atomic, 
primarily associated with the energy sector 
and NPPs) and ядерн:* (nuclear, primarily as-
sociated with nuclear weapons). See Figure 
22.

Figure 22. Daily mention dynamics of the keywords ‘atomic’ and ‘nuclear’ in Russian media‘

‘Atomic’ mentions
Following the Kursk incursion, Russian 

media coverage exhibited heightened focus 
on nuclear safety concerns, particularly re-
garding military operations near the Kursk 
NPP in Kurchatov, with narratives characteris-
ing Ukrainian forces as nuclear terrorists. Most 

mentions of nuclear-related keywords during 
the research period occurred during this time-
frame, from the start of August 2024 until the 
end of September 2024. The following rep-
resents the most prominent spike in nucle-
ar-themed coverage and associated events.
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9 August 2024 (51 media mentions): 
This spike coincided with the initial phase of 
the Kursk offensive and security concerns re-
garding the Kursk NPP. Kursk regional officials 
described the situation as ‘extremely tense’, 
advancing narratives that Ukrainians target 
NPPs while using US weapons and that they 
would try to use the situation as a blackmail 
chip.160 The topic of US weapons being used in 
terrorising Russia was also covered in Russian 

TV recordings (60 мину%, Р%сси(-1, 12 August 
2024): ‘In the ongoing debate surrounding al-
legations of American weapons involvement 
in the Kursk battle, a contentious issue has 
emerged. Questions have been raised regard-
ing the potential use of American weapons 
in the conflict, sparking intense scrutiny and 
debate among military officials and analysts’ 
(Figure 23).

Figure 23. Screenshot from the Russian TV show 60 0и;=9, Р%сси(-1, 12 August 2024

17 August 2024 (93 media mentions): 
The spike can be associated with the topic 
‘Russian Foreign Ministry warns of Kyiv re-

gime’s alleged plot to attack Kursk Nuclear 
Power Plant’ (Figure 24). 

Figure 24. Screenshot of a Telegram post on the swodki account, 17 August 2024
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28 August 2024 (64 media mentions): 
The spike can be associated with two sub-top-
ics, ‘All employees of the Kursk Nuclear Power 
Plant and the NPP-2 construction site should 
contact their company management regard-
ing access control’161 and ‘Kurchatov, the city 
where the Kursk Nuclear Power Plant is locat-
ed will be closed to entry and surrounded by 
checkpoints.’162 

5 September 2024 (58 media men-
tions): The spike was created by the informa-
tion published by Rosatom (the Russian State 
Atomic Energy Corporation) about radiation 
levels staying stable at Kursk NPP but also a 
consideration that ‘The Kursk Nuclear Power 
Plant may be shut down.’163

3 October 2024 (65 media mentions): 
This spike related to an incident in which a 
Ukrainian UAV was intercepted near the Kursk 
NPP. Russian media characterised the event 
as an attempted attack on the nuclear facili-
ty, though the UAV’s destruction occurred in a 
non-nuclear building and caused no damage 
to the power plant itself (Figure 25). The inci-
dent generated significant coverage despite 
there being no impact on the nuclear infra-
structure.

Figure 25. Screenshot of a Telegram post on the RV-
voenkor account

The initial focus on nuclear safety 
concerns during the incursion’s first weeks 
appeared designed to undermine Western 
support for Ukrainian operations, which re-
portedly commenced without extensive prior 
consultation with international partners. This 
period marked efforts to portray Ukrainians as 
nuclear terrorists and to undermine their quick 
success factors. At the end of September, one 
and a half months after the start of the incur-
sion, the West recognised the short-term suc-
cess of the incursion, and there was a shift in 
Russia’s actions and communication. 
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‘Nuclear’ mentions
Russians started revising their nucle-

ar doctrine and pushed for adjustment to it, 
lowering the nuclear weapon use threshold 
in case of a massive attack by Western coun-
tries.164 This doctrinal adjustment period gen-
erated two distinct spikes in nuclear-related 
keyword mentions.

25, 26, 27 September 2024 (404, 257, 
172 media mentions respectively): These 
spikes coincided with Russian announcements 
regarding revisions to the Fundamentals of 
State Policy of the Russian Federation in the 
Field of Nuclear Deterrence.165 Coverage also 

incorporated statements by President Zelen-
skyy regarding threats to the Zaporizhzhia 
NPP.166

19, 20, 21, 22 November 2024 (516, 
209, 377, 284 mentions respectively): These 
spikes corresponded to Russia’s formal adop-
tion of the revised nuclear doctrine.167 Rus-
sian-language social media commentary 
characterised the update sceptically, noting 
that Ukraine launched ballistic missile strikes 
against Russian territory the same day without 
triggering the threatened nuclear response.168 

Russian state television coverage employed elevated rhetoric in framing the 
nuclear doctrine revision:

• Vladimir Putin signs new nuclear doc-
trine, signals strategic shift: official doc-
trine change lowering the nuclear-use 
threshold and redefining deterrence 
priorities.

• President Putin lowers Russia’s thresh-
old for nuclear response: discussion of 
circumstances and rationale for nucle-
ar weapon employment, emphasising 
pre-emptive or tactical options.

• Russia warns of nuclear retaliation in 
response to escalation: framing of doc-
trine change as retaliatory deterrence, 
reinforcing Russia’s stance against 
NATO or US involvement.

• Putin’s remarks on nuclear powers amid 
recent tensions: focus on presidential 
authority and rhetoric in legitimising nu-
clear posture adjustments.

• Global leaders unite to prevent nuclear 
conflict: external perspectives address-
ing international diplomatic responses 
and destabilisation concerns.

• US post-nuclear deterrence capabilities 
re-examined: comparative analysis of 

US/NATO readiness and strategy rela-
tive to Russia’s updated framework.

• Strikes targeting Russia: key players and 
implications – linkage between doctrine 
change and potential pre-emptive or re-
taliatory strikes, with discussion blurring 
distinctions between tactical and strate-
gic employment. 

• Nine Russian state television pro-
grammes addressed the nuclear doc-
trine topic during 19–23 November 
2024, including daily coverage on flag-
ship current affairs programmes 60 
минут (60 Minutes, Russia-1), Вечер с 
Владимиром Соловьевым (Evening 
with Vladimir Solovyov, Russia-1), and 
Время (Time, Channel One).

The period of nuclear threats symbolis-
es the shift in Russian strategy concerning the 
Kursk incursion. While its primary targets were 
to undermine the attack and divide opinion 
over its success and the ethics of using it, the 
changes in the nuclear doctrine in the autumn 
of 2024 indicated Russia’s willingness to use 
nuclear threats as deterrence protocol to try 
to prevent a ‘Kursk incursion 2.0’ in the future.
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Assessment: The period of nuclear 
threat escalation symbolises a strategic shift in 
Russian communications regarding the Kursk 
incursion. While initial messaging aimed to 
delegitimise the Ukrainian operation and un-
dermine Western support for its tactical and 

ethical justification, the autumn 2024 nuclear 
doctrine revision demonstrated Russia’s em-
ployment of nuclear deterrence rhetoric as a 
preventive measure against potential future 
cross-border operations.

Metro Map Analysis

Figure 26. Metro map analysis of the Kursk invasion

Figure 26 displays how Russia handles 
the initial stages of a crisis. Because of the op-
eration’s element of surprise, the official state 
media and the Kremlin did not have a narrative 
in place. It took around seven hours for the 
official state media to develop a consolidated 
narrative, which was then copied across the 
rest of the media channels. The official mes-
sage from the Kremlin also came quite late – 
over 18 hours after the start of the attack. This 
could signal difficulty in developing a coherent 
story and hesitance to communicate before a 
full narrative is developed. 

Russia’s use of a very similar communi-
cation playbook when reacting to unexpected 
crises can be seen twice more in this report: 
as part of the case study of the Crocus terror-
ist attack and during the complementary case 

study of the Nausėda–Kaliningrad story.

The analysis also shows the difference 
between the narratives of regional and na-
tional media – regional channels, mainly on 
Telegram, focused much more on reporting 
humanitarian casualties and sharing real-time 
information, whereas national media channels 
were slower and attempted to maintain a high-
ly contained narrative, highlighting Russia’s 
ability to deal with the incursions.

In terms of Western media, the initial 
stories published mainly used regional Rus-
sian accounts of the situation, due to a lack of 
official information from Ukraine or other reli-
able sources. However, the narratives shared 
accounted for this and avoided an emotional 
tone.
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Conclusions of the Case Study
The case study examined the two most 

consequential periods of the Kursk campaign 
– its launch (5–16 August 2024) and a late 
phase as lines stabilised (12–31 March 2025) – 
across Russian state websites, prime-time TV, 
Telegram (national and hyperlocal), wider web 
outlets, and other social platforms, and took 
a comparative look at coverage in twenty-two 
foreign regions. We combined quantitative vol-
ume trends and spike detection with storyline 
and narrative analysis, then layered in region-
al Telegram sampling, disinformation tracing, 
and deep video review to examine how mes-
sages migrated and hardened over time.

Findings converge on a consistent pat-
tern: Crisis → Control → Crusade. In August 
2024, official sites and TV framed the incursion 
as emergency defence, pairing strike claims 
and air defence intercepts with welfare signal-
ling (evacuations, payments) to project man-
agerial calm. Telegram in the border districts 
functioned as a civil-defence grid – alerts, 
‘all-clear’, and practical instructions – while 
national channels supplied moral labels (‘ter-
rorists’, ‘Nazis’) and enemy losses. By March 
2025 the tone turned procedural and techno-
cratic on state sites, emotionally ritualised on 
TV (heroism, unity, civilisational struggle), and 
routine-bureaucratic on local Telegram (threat 
and reassurance loops). Web articles shift-
ed from shock and blame to reconstruction, 
decorations, and ‘liberation’ language. Across 
platforms, justificatory frames matured from 
urgent self-defence to an almost sacralised 
endurance narrative anchored in profession-
alism, technological competence, and duty. 

Segmenting by media type and region 
clarified why topics looked different: TV mor-
alised and nationalised the stakes; state por-
tals normalised operations through administra-
tive cadence; local Telegram localised fear into 
discipline and participation; broad web outlets 
seeded motif stories (Western orchestration, 
‘mercenaries’, organ-harvesting hoaxes) that 
Telegram then amplified; foreign-region cov-
erage partly mirrored Kremlin lines (especially 
around ‘terrorism’ and Western weapons), but 
also carried counter-frames on Russian unpre-
paredness and Ukrainian surprise, exposing 
where Moscow’s narratives met resistance. 

What this teaches about Russia’s crisis 
playbook and pretext construction: Moscow 
blends kinetic claims with social-welfare optics 
to stabilise morale; externalises blame to Kyiv 
and the West to justify escalation; routinises 
mobilisation through everyday information-
al rituals; and, as events evolve, elevates the 
frame to ‘civilisational defence’ that renders 
prolonged war both necessary and righteous. 
This stack – managerial competence, moral 
delegitimisation of the enemy, and patriotic 
sacralisation – creates durable consent for 
continued operations.

Deep video analysis was tested as a 
future prospect methodology to review au-
thentic footage from staged or decontextual-
ised clips. This layer moves analysis beyond 
‘what was said’ to ‘who moved it, when, and 
why’, enabling targeted counter-messaging 
and timely risk alerts.
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[2] Victory Day Parade
Section summary 
Object of analysis Victory Day celebration events and dominant topics during that period

Research timeframe 2–15 May 2024 
Dataset: official and non-state Russian channels and social media.

Analysis methods 1. Boolean text search using the query Побед:* (victory)
2. Spike detection
3. Storyline analysis 
4. Media type comparison between state-owned sources and unofficial 
sources
5. Disinformation assessment

Intended purpose Victory Day celebrations featured prominently in previous analyses: this 
section continues that examination, tracking how these narratives have 
evolved and providing new insights into their development.

Victory Day – the annual commemora-
tion of the Soviet Union’s so-called ‘triumph’ 
over Nazi Germany – has long been recog-
nised as one of the Kremlin’s most powerful 
propaganda instruments. The 9 May celebra-
tions provide a ritualised moment when his-
torical memory, national identity, and contem-
porary politics converge, allowing the Russian 
state to transform collective remembrance into 
active justification for present-day aggression. 
Understanding how this symbolic mobilisation 
evolves over time is essential for tracking Rus-
sia’s long-term strategies for legitimising war 
and shaping public opinion.

In the previous analysis, researchers 
examined how Victory Day was weaponised 
across official communications, Telegram, and 
state television to promote a unified pro-gov-
ernment narrative.169 Its commemoration 
portrayed Russian soldiers in Ukraine as the 
moral heirs of those who supposedly defeat-
ed Nazism and framed 9 May as a moment of 

joyful national unity. The West and Ukraine 
were also accused of attempting to suppress 
or discredit the holiday. Through coordinated 
messaging across multiple platforms, Russia 
positioned itself as the guardian of the 1945 
victory legacy, casting its invasion of Ukraine 
as a pretend continuation of the eternal strug-
gle against fascism.

This section builds on that foundation 
by analysing the 2024 Victory Day communi-
cations to assess how these narratives have 
evolved, intensified, or shifted in response to 
the ongoing war. The analysis examined offi-
cial government communications, non-state 
Russian media outlets, Telegram channels, 
and other social media platforms including 
Facebook, Instagram, and X. This multi-source 
approach enabled us to trace not only what 
the state communicated, but how its messag-
es were amplified, adapted, and distributed 
across Russia’s information ecosystem.
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Sentiment Analysis
According to the sentiment analysis, 9 

May ranked as the second most positive day in 
Russian media across the 15-month research 
timeframe (Figure 13). The date, increasingly 
mythologised by Russian officials to boost mili-
tary morale, saw an influx of positive sentiment 
from 7 May. This coincided with large-scale 
celebrations for Putin’s renewed presidential 
inauguration and followed the mourning pe-
riod after the March 2024 Crocus terrorist at-
tack. 

The sacred status of Victory Day cele-
brations provides state officials an opportunity 
to communicate topics that are typically more 
difficult to introduce. A surge in mentions of 
‘mobilisation’ was registered in the main da-
taset of Russian media messages across the 
research period. While the most pronounced 
daily spikes correlate with events in Ukraine 
related to tightening mobilisation or military 
recruitment laws, the rolling weekly activity 
trends indicate sustained increases in mobi-
lisation discourse within Russia more broadly 
(Figure 27).

Figure 27. The weekly mentions dynamics of the term ‘mobilisation’ in Russian media

From April to May 2024, the Russian 
Telegram ecosystem actively managed public 
expectations regarding potential new mobili-
sation rounds. Posts employed a dual framing 
of denial and reassurance: while ‘debunking’ 
reports of planned conscription, they simul-
taneously emphasised the continuous need 
for ‘personnel replenishment’ and ‘contract 

reinforcement’. This technique allowed con-
tent producers to perform official denial while 
implicitly preparing audiences for sustained 
recruitment. Posts commonly contrasted Rus-
sia’s ‘organised mobilisation system’ with what 
was described as Ukraine’s ‘chaotic conscrip-
tion’, projecting calm procedural authority.
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O>cial Russian Websites and Television
Official Russian government platforms 

used Victory Day 2024 messaging to link his-
torical commemoration with contemporary war 
justification. Three core institutions dominated 
the narrative: the Kremlin, the Ministry of De-

fence, and both chambers of parliament. The 
messaging remained consistent with previous 
years: celebrating the Great Patriotic War as 
the foundation of Russian statehood and a le-
gitimising frame for the conflict in Ukraine.

Main topics covered:
• The official Kremlin webpage170 fea-

tured President Putin’s meeting with 
members of the government on 6 May. 
He strategically linked Russia’s wartime 
economic mobilisation to the legacy of 
1945, framing recent national crises – 
the pandemic, Western sanctions, and 
international isolation – as trials that had 
strengthened rather than weakened the 
state. ‘We passed that test with flying 
colours,’ he declared, adding that Rus-
sia had ‘strengthened our international 
position, placing Russia’s security and 
sovereignty at the forefront of all tasks’. 
This crisis narrative served a clear pur-
pose: to present hardship as proof of 
resilience and to position the upcoming 
holiday as validation of national resolve.

• Three days later, speaking at the Red 
Square military parade, Putin made the 
historical-contemporary link explicit. Af-
ter honouring the Soviet generation that 
‘crushed Nazism, liberated the peoples 
of Europe, and reached the heights of 
valour’, he pivoted immediately to cur-
rent combatants: ‘All those who partic-
ipated in the special military operation 
are our heroes. We bow to your forti-
tude, self-sacrifice, and dedication. All 
of Russia stands with you.’171 This rhet-
oric merges the events of World War II 
with the current war in Ukraine. 

• Parliamentary faction leaders echoed 
this framing uniformly, suggesting co-
ordinated messaging rather than inde-
pendent political expression. United 
Russia’s Vladimir Vasiliev tied military 
action to electoral legitimacy, claim-
ing that ‘our soldiers and officers – the 

heirs of the victorious generation – are 
restoring historical justice’ and citing 
Putin’s recent presidential victory as 
‘proof of our unity and solidarity’. Com-
munist Party leader Gennady Zyuganov 
invoked existential threat: ‘Only by unit-
ing can we preserve the Russian World, 
ensure victory, and secure the future of 
our country.’ 172

• Leonid Slutsky, leader of the Liberal 
Democratic Party of Russia, employed 
the most explicit language: ‘They slit the 
throat of the Nazi hydra, and we will re-
peat this on the field of this sacred and 
noble special military operation.’ This 
violent imagery demonstrates how Vic-
tory Day rhetoric frames military aggres-
sion as moral duty.

• Sergei Mironov of A Just Russia per-
sonalised remembrance through family 
memory (‘I pass on the memory of my 
father, who defended Leningrad, to my 
children and grandchildren’), while New 
People’s Aleksey Nechayev empha-
sised generational continuity through 
what he called ‘the most important les-
son – a lesson without empty chatter, a 
lesson for life’. Both framed the holiday 
not as reflection or reconciliation, but as 
transmission of duty.

• State television coverage during the 
Victory Day period reinforced these of-
ficial narratives without deviation, with 
prime-time broadcasts reproducing the 
same themes of generational continuity, 
anti-Western sentiment, and linkage be-
tween 1945 and the current war against 
Ukraine. The uniformity across presi-
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dential speeches, parliamentary state-
ments, and television programming 
confirmed a coordinated messaging 
strategy rather than independent edito-
rial choices.

The official communications marking 
Victory Day 2024 thus once again demonstrat-
ed how remembrance of the Great Patriotic 
War serves as a vehicle for legitimising Rus-
sia’s current military and political course. In 
speeches and publications across state insti-
tutions, the past and the present were deliber-
ately fused: the victory of 1945 was portrayed 

as the moral and historical foundation for the 
struggle being waged today. The recurring 
reference to ‘heirs of the victors’ and the con-
sistent framing of the war against Ukraine as 
a continuation of the fight against Nazism re-
inforced the Kremlin’s long-standing effort to 
transform commemoration into justification. 
Rather than reflecting on loss or reconciliation, 
the official message sought to affirm national 
resilience, obedience, and unity under presi-
dential leadership – turning Victory Day into 
both a ritual of remembrance and a statement 
of ongoing mobilisation.

Non-State Web Articles
Analysis of non-state Russian media 

– 124,847 mentions in traditional outlets and 
5,345 across social media platforms – re-
vealed how official Victory Day narratives 
cascaded through regional and local informa-
tion networks. While these sources lacked the 

institutional authority of Kremlin statements, 
they performed a crucial function: translating 
central propaganda into localised, emotional-
ly resonant messaging that embedded state 
ideology within civic life, family traditions, and 
youth education.

Main topics covered: 
• The dominant theme across regional 

coverage was ‘Global celebrations and 
remembrance on Victory Day’, a framing 
that portrayed the holiday as both uni-
versally celebrated and morally instruc-
tive. Local commemorations followed a 
consistent template that combined ritu-
al observance with explicit pedagogical 
intent. In Yasnogorsk, municipal author-
ities organised a flower-laying ceremo-
ny attended by local leaders, clergy, 
veterans’ organisations, and the youth 
movement Dvizheniye Pervykh. Official 
reports emphasised the event’s educa-
tional mission: ‘Victory Day is not only a 
day of remembrance but also a lesson 
of patriotism for the younger genera-
tion. It is our duty to honour the memory 
of the fallen heroes and preserve the 
truth about their sacrifice.’173

• Regional officials amplified this mes-
saging through appeals to collective 
identity and inherited heroism. In Nizh-
ny Novgorod, Duma chairman Evgeny 

Lyulin framed Victory Day as the foun-
dation of national unity: ‘Victory Day 
unites our country through a shared 
sense of pride in the feats of our ances-
tors. It reminds us that the courage and 
labour of millions – soldiers and work-
ers alike – brought our nation this great 
triumph.’ 174 The rhetorical move here 
was significant: by attributing victory to 
collective labour rather than individual 
agency, Lyulin reinforced the notion that 
national achievement requires unified 
effort under centralised authority – a 
clear parallel to contemporary expec-
tations of public compliance with state 
mobilisation.

• More explicitly, several regional leaders 
drew direct lines between World War II 
soldiers and current combatants. Rashid 
Temrezov, head of the Karachay-Cher-
kess Republic, made the connection 
clear: ‘Today’s servicemen, including 
our compatriots who take part in the 
special military operation, are follow-
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ing the example of their grandfathers 
and great-grandfathers who liberat-
ed the world from Nazism. Victory will 
be ours.’175 In Volgodonsk, Mayor Yury 
Marinenko stated: ‘Today, Russian sol-
diers are again fighting Nazism, just as 
their ancestors did.’176

This pattern appeared with striking 
consistency across geographically disparate 
regions, suggesting coordinated messaging 
guidance rather than organic interpretation. 
Local officials were executing a centrally de-
signed communication strategy using regional 
voices to amplify federal narratives.

The significance lies in propaganda lo-
calisation. While Kremlin speeches target na-
tional audiences, regional commemorations 

embed identical narratives within trusted com-
munity settings: schools, municipal ceremo-
nies, youth organisations. When a local mayor 
repeats the ‘fighting Nazism again’ formula-
tion, it transforms distant geopolitical rhetoric 
into immediate civic reality, making federal 
propaganda feel like local truth.

By 2024 the fusion of Victory Day com-
memoration with Ukraine war justification had 
become so normalised that local authorities 
reproduced it reflexively. Every municipal cer-
emony became an affirmation of ongoing mil-
itary aggression, creating a propaganda infra-
structure operating simultaneously at multiple 
scales, each reinforcing the same core mes-
sage: remembering 1945 means supporting 
2024.

Telegram
Pro-Kremlin Telegram channels re-

produced official Victory Day narratives with 
greater emotional intensity and social acces-
sibility than did government websites (Figure 
28). Posts combined patriotic imagery, person-
al anecdotes, and wartime nostalgia to create 

content optimised for viral sharing. While the 
messaging mirrored official statements, the 
format and tone were calibrated for maximum 
resonance with ordinary users rather than in-
stitutional audiences.

Main topics covered: 
• The core narrative remained consistent: 

an unbroken moral lineage between 
the Great Patriotic War and the current 
war on Ukraine. Channels opened with 
formulas explicitly linking the two con-
flicts: ‘Three years ago I wrote a post 
for Victory Day, and today it still feels 
the same: we are fighting again, just as 
they fought then, side by side with our 
ancestors.’177 This temporal collapse 
was reinforced through appeals to fam-
ily memory and educational duty. Posts 
invoked intergenerational transmission: 
‘Teachers tell how the peoples of the 
USSR defended the world from fascism, 
and we must not forget this truth.’178

• More ideologically explicit channels 
framed the holiday in sweeping histor-
ical terms. Taynaya Kantselyariya de-
clared: ‘Victory Day is a symbol of the 
indestructible will of the Russian peo-
ple. The USSR fought not only against 
Hitler’s army but against the entire in-
dustrial and technological power of Eu-
rope.’179 This framing positioned Russia 
as perpetually besieged by a hostile 
West, casting contemporary sanctions 
and military aid to Ukraine as continu-
ations of historical aggression against 
Russian civilisation.
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Figure 28. Screenshots of Telegram posts cited

Victory Day as Real-Time Narrative Framework
Two events during the commemora-

tion period revealed how Telegram channels 
weaponise current incidents to reinforce Vic-
tory Day messaging. On 4 May, Russia’s Inte-
rior Ministry briefly listed Ukrainian President 
Volodymyr Zelenskyy and former President 
Petro Poroshenko in its ‘wanted persons’ da-
tabase (Figure 29). Though the listings were 
quickly removed after media attention, the 
Kremlin confirmed the action, with vague ac-
cusations tied to ‘crimes of the Kyiv regime’ 
and claims from Russian-controlled Donetsk 
about ‘aggressive war’.

Telegram channels immediately framed 
this bureaucratic manoeuvre as moral valida-
tion. By placing Ukrainian leaders on a wanted 

list just days before Victory Day, the messaging 
equated them with criminals and ‘terrorists’, 
eroding their legitimacy as elected officials. 
References to ‘aggressive war’ and ‘prohibited 
means’ inverted reality, portraying Ukraine as 
the aggressor. The timing was deliberate: the 
incident allowed channels to present Victory 
Day not as a historical commemoration but as 
an ongoing struggle against a criminal regime, 
with Russian-occupied territories portrayed as 
legitimate authorities pursuing justice. 
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Figure 29. Screenshot of a Telegram post (source: Radio 
Svoboda (@radiosvoboda), Telegram)

Ukraine’s Foreign Ministry condemned 
the listings as desperate propaganda, but on 
Telegram the narrative had already served its 
purpose: to reinforce the notion that Russia’s 
war continues the moral mission of 1945.

The second incident was more dra-
matic. On the night of 9 May, Ukrainian forc-
es launched coordinated drone and missile 
strikes on the Belgorod, Bryansk, and Kras-
nodar regions. Eight people were injured in 
Belgorod, including an 11-year-old girl, with 
damage to homes and infrastructure (Figure 
30). Russian air defences claimed to have in-
tercepted most projectiles, while strikes on 
an oil depot near Anapa caused fires, yet in 
Belgorod, just as with other Ukraine-bordering 

regions of Russia, the Victory Day parade had 
to be cancelled.180

Figure 30. Screenshot of a Telegram post

Telegram channels exploded with out-
rage calibrated for maximum emotional im-
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pact. The strikes were framed not as military 
operations but as deliberate targeting of civil-
ians on Russia’s most sacred holiday. State-af-
filiated accounts emphasised the injured child 
as proof of Ukraine’s ‘Nazi character’, with 
posts declaring: ‘They attack us on Victory 
Day itself, just as the Nazis would have done.’ 
The imagery of a wounded child on 9 May cre-
ated a powerful propagandistic parallel: if Na-
zis threatened Soviet children in 1941–45, then 
Ukraine threatens Russian children today.

Larger aggregator accounts like Oper_
Goblin (Figure 31) synthesised both incidents 
into coherent messaging: ‘Hitler’s fascism 
was an ideology born of capitalism, it was in 
its time the essence of misanthropy endured 
by Western civilization. Only the Soviet Union 
could defeat it at that time.’ He references the 
current war: ‘The current war in Europe and 
the revival of Nazism are not accidental and 
all this is unleashed not by suddenly distraught 
Western elites, as it is often understood in Rus-
sia, but by the world capitalist system that has 
incurably mutated into neoliberalism.’181

Figure 31. Screenshot of a Telegram post on the Oper_
Goblin account (source: Oper_Goblin)

The emotional impact of these incidents 
was measurable in sentiment data. While 9 
May recorded the highest volume of extreme-
ly positive Victory Day mentions overall, it also 
generated seven extremely negative items 
(sentiment score < )73%) and sixteen men-
tions below )65% sentiment, all focused on al-
leged Ukrainian disruption attempts: shelling, 
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monument vandalism, and cyber interference 
with broadcasts (Figures 32 to 34). This sharp 
polarisation reveals how Telegram channels 
weaponised outrage alongside celebration, 
using Ukrainian actions to intensify both patri-
otic fervour and anti-Ukrainian hatred simulta-
neously.

Figure 32. Screenshot of a Telegram post on the 
readovkanews account (source: Readovka (@readovkan-
ews), Telegram, 18 March 2025

Figure 33. Screenshot of a Telegram post on the rlz_
the_kraken account (source: RLZ: The Kraken (@rlz_
the_kraken), Telegram, 18 March 2025)

Figure 34. Screenshot of a Telegram post by the Mos-
cow Times (source: moscowtimes_ru)
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Across all monitored channels, an-
ti-Western and anti-Ukrainian messaging was 
embedded within the celebratory tone, pre-
senting the current war as a sacred continua-
tion of 1945. Emotional appeals replaced direct 
military language, allowing channels to reach 
broad audiences without overt propaganda 
markers. The lexicon – Nazism, ancestors, 
memory, truth, gratitude, heirs, unity – mir-
rored official statements but was packaged for 
social resonance rather than institutional grav-
itas. The wanted list incident and 9 May strikes 
were not treated as separate news events but 
as evidence confirming the Victory Day narra-
tive: that Ukraine represents resurgent fascism 
and that Russia’s current war is morally identi-
cal to the struggle of 1945. 

The coordination was evident not in 
identical wording but in synchronised themes 
and timing. Multiple channels with different 
editorial voices amplified one central idea: that 
defending the ‘historical truth’ of 1945 justifies 
present-day warfare and political cohesion. 
The format of posts (short texts, personal sto-

ries, curated video clips) suggested planned 
coordination around preset content lines rath-
er than spontaneous user engagement. 

Despite the ceremonial tone of Victory 
Day commemorations, Telegram messaging 
was shaped by intensified real-time propa-
ganda. The holiday became not a pause from 
conflict rhetoric but an amplifier for it, where 
historical memory, emotional symbolism, and 
current events converged to normalise ongo-
ing aggression. 

Telegram’s role in the Victory Day cam-
paign was distinctive: it translated institutional 
propaganda into peer-to-peer communica-
tion while simultaneously absorbing breaking 
news into historical narrative. Where official 
websites broadcast authority, Telegram chan-
nels simulated grassroots sentiment and man-
ufactured urgency, creating the appearance of 
organic public outrage that originated in cen-
tralised messaging strategies. This distributed 
repetition across seemingly independent voic-
es made state propaganda feel like collective 
conviction and a real-time crisis response.

Other Social Media Platforms
Summary
Analysis of Facebook, Instagram, and 

X (5,345 total mentions) revealed how Victo-
ry Day messaging extended beyond Telegram 
into platforms with different user demograph-
ics and international visibility. While the sam-

ple was smaller (282 Facebook mentions, 139 
Instagram, 77 X), the content demonstrated 
coordinated efforts to project Russian narra-
tives to broader audiences, including interna-
tional observers.

Main topics covered: 
• A Facebook post by state-affiliated out-

let LIFE.ru promoted a story about Rus-
sian-controlled Kherson, where local 
radio allegedly broadcast Stalin’s origi-
nal 1945 Victory Day address on 9 May 
2024. The post featured archival image-
ry of Stalin at his desk with the headline: 
‘Stalin’s Victory Day greeting broadcast 
on radio in Russian-controlled Kherson’ 
(Figure 35). By invoking Stalin’s symbol-
ic authority in occupied Ukrainian terri-
tory, the content served dual purposes: 

legitimising Russian control of Kherson 
and positioning the current military oc-
cupation as the continuation of Soviet 
liberation.
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Figure 35. Screenshot of a Facebook post by LIFE.ru 
(source: Facebook,  [post unavailable])

• On X, user Valery Akulinich framed Vic-
tory Day as active geopolitical strug-
gle, claiming that after the Soviet Union 
lost 27 million lives defeating fascism, 
‘NATO and neo-Nazis from Ukraine are 
now trying to defeat Russia again’ (Fig-
ure 36). The post included official vid-
eo of Putin laying flowers at the Tomb 
of the Unknown Soldier, blending state 
ceremony with inflammatory rhetoric. 
This format, targeted at international au-
diences on X, attempted to recast West-
ern support for Ukraine as Nazi collab-

oration, inverting historical memory to 
delegitimise contemporary alliances.

Figure 36. Screenshot of a tweet on X by Valery Akulin-
ich

These platforms served a distinct 
function in Russia’s Victory Day information 
campaign. Unlike Telegram’s domestic peer-
to-peer messaging or official websites’ insti-
tutional authority, Facebook and X content 
projected Russian narratives outward, seek-
ing to influence international perceptions and 
diaspora communities. The invocation of Sta-
lin in occupied Kherson and the ‘NATO-Nazi’ 
framing on X demonstrate calculated efforts to 
weaponise historical symbolism for audienc-
es beyond Russia’s information ecosystem, 
where state control is less direct but narrative 
influence remains a strategic objective.

Conclusions of the Case Study
The analysis demonstrates that Victory 

Day remained a central symbolic tool in the 
Kremlin’s communication strategy. The 9 May 
commemoration was framed not simply as 
a day of remembrance but as a sacred foun-
dation of Russian statehood and a key instru-
ment for legitimising the ongoing war against 
Ukraine. 

The dominant narrative consistently 
linked the victory over Nazi Germany in 1945 
with present-day military action. Russian sol-
diers were portrayed as ‘heirs of the victors’, 
while the conflict in Ukraine was framed as a 
renewed fight against Nazism. This fusion of 
past and present transformed historical mem-
ory into moral justification and presented war 
as a continuation of a historical mission. The 
consistency of this framing across all institu-
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tional levels (from presidential addresses to 
municipal ceremonies to social media posts) 
indicates centralised coordination rather than 
organic public sentiment. 

Victory Day messaging was highly coor-
dinated and concentrated around 9 May, with 
the related texts count from Russian primary 
sources reaching over 5,000 on that single day, 
indicating a carefully staged communication 
peak. Official speeches, regional statements, 
and local commemorations repeated the same 
themes of unity, sacrifice, and loyalty, embed-
ding state ideology into civic, educational, and 
family-centred narratives. This multi-platform 
synchronisation (spanning official websites, 
regional media, Telegram channels, and inter-
national social media) created an information 
environment where each channel reinforced 
identical messages while appearing to serve 
different audiences and purposes.

Importantly, Victory Day communica-
tion unfolded simultaneously with intensi-
fied wartime propaganda on Telegram. While 
commemorative content dominated the tone, 
parallel narratives portrayed Ukrainian lead-
ers as criminals and Ukraine as a ‘Nazi regime’, 
particularly in response to missile and drone 
strikes on Russian regions. These develop-
ments evoked emotional parallels with World 

War II, especially through the imagery of civil-
ian and child victims, thereby reinforcing the 
moral framing of the conflict during the Victory 
Day period itself. The immediate absorption of 
real-time events (the wanted list for Ukrainian 
leaders, the 9 May strikes) into the commem-
orative narrative demonstrates Victory Day’s 
function as an active interpretive framework 
that pre-emptively shapes how audiences un-
derstand contemporary events. 

Overall the 2024 Victory Day narrative 
shows how commemoration and contempo-
rary conflict messaging are deliberately syn-
chronised. Rather than existing as a pause 
from war rhetoric, Victory Day functions as a 
narrative amplifier – where historical memo-
ry, emotional symbolism, and real-time events 
converge to normalise conflict, reinforce state 
authority, and present ongoing war as histori-
cally inevitable and morally justified. By trans-
forming legitimate political debate into his-
torical betrayal, the Kremlin has weaponised 
collective memory to make dissent appear 
not merely unpatriotic but sacrilegious. This 
propaganda technique proves far more resil-
ient than easily identifiable falsehoods be-
cause it embeds manufactured justification 
within authentic commemorative sentiment.
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[3] Crocus Terrorist Attack
Section summary 
Object of analysis Terrorist attack on Crocus City Hall (Moscow) on 22 March 2024

Research timeframe 1. 14–19 March 2024 (presidential elections)
2. 22–31 March 2024 (Crocus aftermath)
Dataset: Russian official and non-state channels and social media, 
complemented by foreign articles and social media posts.

Analysis methods 1. Narrative analysis
2. Quantitative analysis by media type and region
3. NER analysis
4. Disinformation spread assessment 
5. Metro map analysis

Intended purpose The Crocus terrorist attack marked 22 March 2024 as the day with 
the lowest overall sentiment score in the research sample: this sec-
tion assesses the disinformation campaign blaming Ukraine for the 
attack and tracks its spread across different media types within 
Russia and internationally.

On the evening of 22 March 2024, four 
masked gunmen in combat-style uniforms at-
tacked the Crocus City Hall, a large concert 
venue in the Moscow region. The attackers 
used automatic rifles, pistols, knives, and in-
cendiary devices. They opened fire on the 
crowd, slashed some victims, then set the 
building on fire. The fire spread, parts of the 
roof or structure collapsed, and smoke inha-
lation contributed to many casualties.182 The 
death toll was eventually reported at 149 peo-
ple, with more than 600 injured, making it the 
deadliest terrorist attack on Russian soil since 
the 2004 Beslan school siege.183

Soon the Islamic State – Khorasan Prov-
ince (IS-KP/ISIS-K) – claimed responsibility 
for the attack. The Russian authorities swiftly 
arrested four suspects (identified as Tajik cit-
izens) and later charged additional people, 
including six others in absentia accused of re-
cruiting/training.184

The Russian Investigative Committee 
stated the attack was ‘planned and carried 
out in the interests of the current leadership 
of Ukraine in order to destabilise the political 

situation in our country’. Ukraine denied in-
volvement.185 This tragic story soon became a 
blame game, accusing Ukrainians of launching 
a mass-scale terrorist attack and collaborating 
with ISIS. 

Sentiment analysis identified 23 March 
2024, the day after the attack, as the single 
most negative day in Russian media during 
the 15-month research timeframe (Figure 13). 
The analysis suggests that Russian media re-
action to the events was fierce and emotional. 
The unexpected nature of the attack caused 
the media apparatus to reveal its strategic cri-
sis management under stress – a pattern that 
appears to repeat under similar conditions, as 
demonstrated in the Kursk and Nausėda–Ka-
liningrad case studies.

The purpose of this case study is to 
understand Russia’s disinformation narrative 
construction, examine the arguments in depth, 
and investigate whether these arguments 
spread beyond Russia’s borders into foreign 
media.
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Timeframe after Russia’s Presidential Elections
The Crocus attack occurred just days 

after Russia’s presidential elections (15–17 
March 2024), creating a significant shift in me-
dia sentiment within one week. Vladimir Putin 
secured his fifth term as president with ap-
proximately 87.3% of the votes – a substantial 
increase from the 76.7% he obtained in 2018. 
Western governments condemned the elec-
tions as undemocratic, with the White House 
National Security Council declaring them 
‘obviously not free nor fair’. In response to 
Western criticism, President Putin expressed 
willingness to escalate confrontation with the 
West, suggesting that a full-scale conflict with 
NATO was possible in the current geopolitical 

climate.186 However, questions remained about 
the strength of his position given Russia’s mil-
itary stalemate in Ukraine, economic decline, 
and the war’s widespread impact on Russian 
families.187 

During the voting period, Russians op-
posing Putin organised a peaceful protest 
called ‘Noon Against Putin’, encouraging vot-
ers to cast ballots simultaneously at midday 
(Figure 37). This coordinated action demon-
strated that significant segments of the Rus-
sian population did not support Putin or his 
policies.

 

Figure 37. Screenshot of an article from lemonde.fr (source: ‘In Russia, voting at noon becomes “only way to speak out 
against Putin”’, Le Monde (English edition), 17 March 2024
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To assess opposition sentiment, ten 
‘Russian Opposition’ (RO) narratives were cre-
ated, each assigned approximately twenty 

statements, and processed the relevant data 
sample using the Adler model.

List of RO narratives used in the analysis:

•	 War fatigue and desire for peace
•	 Personalised autocracy and manipulated elections
•	 Corruption and kleptocracy
•	 Economic stagnation and inequality
•	 Brain drain and demographic decline
•	 Youth opposition and generational rift
•	 Regional neglect and socioeconomic grievances
•	 Internet censorship and digital repression
•	 International isolation and scientific/cultural exclusion
•	 Military mismanagement and conscription problems.

During the election period from 14 to 
19 March 2024, over 92,000 media mentions 
were collected (Figure 38). While this included 
a significant number from Russian Telegram 
channels, TV recordings, and state websites, 

most mentions came from monitoring elec-
tion-related keywords across other Russian 
media sources (Figures 39 and 40), particular-
ly news portals (‘web’), which encompassed 
data from 2,722 different domains.

Figure 38. Share of Russian media mentions by media type during the presidential election period
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Figure 39. Screenshot of a YouTube video from Zack the Russian (video unavailable)

Figure 40. Screenshot of an Instagram post on the olivier.ploux account (source: olivier.ploux, ‘Élec-
tions Russes’, Instagram)
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Approximately 11.5% of all mentions 
aligned with or potentially matched RO narra-
tives. Two narratives dominated: war fatigue 

and manipulated elections, followed by inter-
national isolation, internet censorship, and 
generational divides (Figure 41).

Figure 41. Share of Russian media mentions by RO narrative

To expand our understanding of the 
dominant RO narratives, their statement level 
was analysed. The dominant statement in the 
war fatigue narrative was that Russians want 
their government to focus more on internal 

matters, and this statement was almost ten 
times more popular than the statement about 
Russians not wanting to lose any more lives in 
the war (Figure 42).

Figure 42. Share of Russian web articles by statement relating to the RO narrative ‘War fatigue and desire for peace’

Meanwhile, the core of the second most 
popular opposition narrative (Personalised au-
tocracy and manipulated elections) mainly re-
lates to disappointment at the elections being 

just for show, with far behind the previously 
discussed narrative that Russians saw no gen-
uine opposition candidates on the ballot (Fig-
ure 43).
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Figure 43. Share of Russian web articles by statement relating to the RO narrative ‘Personalised autocracy and manipu-
lated elections’

While opposition activity remained lim-
ited compared to widespread protests follow-
ing Belarus’s contested 2020 elections, visible 
dissent nonetheless presented challenges to 
Kremlin messaging regarding electoral legiti-
macy. Pro-Kremlin sources actively countered 
opposition narratives surrounding the elec-
tion.

The Crocus terrorist attack on 22 March 
2024 significantly altered the information en-
vironment. Media attention shifted immediate-
ly from election-related discourse to security 
concerns and national mourning. Opposition 
election narratives diminished substantially in 
the following weeks, while official messaging 

emphasised national unity in response to the 
terrorist threat. Subsequent major election-re-
lated coverage occurred on 7 May during Pu-
tin’s inauguration, which coincided with the 
lead-up to the Victory Day celebrations – a 
traditionally positive period in Russian state 
communications.

Assessment: The temporal proximity of 
the Crocus attack to the election period result-
ed in a dramatic shift in media focus and sen-
timent dynamics, effectively displacing critical 
election discourse from the information envi-
ronment during a potentially vulnerable period 
for the Kremlin.
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Crocus – Constructing the Narrative in Russia
Disinformation narrative: Ukraine is behind the Crocus terrorist attack.

Figure 44. Daily mentions of the keyword ‘Crocus’ in Russian media

Russian media coverage intensified on 
the evening of 22 March 2024 (Figure 44). 
To understand when the narrative blaming 
Ukraine emerged, the analysis shown in Fig-

ure 45 examined keyword searches for media 
texts mentioning both ‘Crocus’ and ‘Ukraine’, 
comparing their hourly dynamics against men-
tions of ‘Crocus’ alone.

Figure 45. Hourly mentions of the keyword ‘Crocus’ versus the query ‘Crocus’ and ‘Ukraine’ in Russian media
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The first spike in mentions of ‘Crocus’ 
alone nearly aligns with the first spike in the 
combined ‘Crocus’ and ‘Ukraine’ mentions, 
but with a telling delay. References to ‘Crocus’ 
alone began rising at 18:00 GMT, while men-
tions pairing ‘Crocus’ with ‘Ukraine’ only start-
ed climbing at 19:00 GMT. This indicates that 
initial reports from Moscow rarely mentioned 
Ukraine, but within an hour 16% of all coverage 
was already mentioning Ukraine. 

The earliest detected Telegram mes-
sages casting suspicion on Ukraine cited two 
purported pieces of evidence: Ukrainian me-
dia had responded to the incident ‘too quickly’ 
(Figure 46) and one of the attackers had filmed 
the violence on his phone (Figure 47).

Figure 46. Screenshot of a Telegram post on the war-
fakes account (source: Voyna s feykami (@warfakes), Tel-
egram, 22 March 2024 at 19:56) 

Figure 47. Screenshot of a Telegram post on the rlz_
the_kraken account (source: Vypuskayte KrakenaZ! (@
rlz_the_kraken), Telegram, 22 March 2024)

The next major spike occurred the fol-
lowing morning at 08:00 GMT, when Russian 
officers detained suspects near the Ukrainian 
border. Although ISIS later claimed responsi-
bility for the attack, the fact that the suspects 
were reportedly fleeing towards Ukraine – de-
spite Belarus being an equally plausible desti-
nation – provided sufficient pretext to launch 
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an extensive campaign blaming Ukraine for 
orchestrating the terrorist attack. 

Putin’s first official accusation against 
Ukraine appeared on state websites a day lat-
er.188 Following this initial statement, mentions 
of Ukraine alongside Crocus rapidly proliferat-
ed across Russian media channels.189

Spread to Foreign Media
Russian media quickly embraced the 

narrative that Ukraine orchestrated the Crocus 
terrorist attack, despite ISIS claiming respon-
sibility just hours after the incident.190 One of 
Russia’s initial arguments cited the suspicious-
ly rapid reaction by Ukrainian media and the 
fact that one attacker filmed the violence.

The next phase of the disinformation 
campaign was launched by Maria Zakharova, 
spokesperson for Russia’s Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs (MFA), who accused the US and West-
ern countries of reacting too quickly to ex-
onerate Ukraine, saying: ‘The reaction of the 
American authorities to the terrorist attack on 
“Crocus City Hall” raises big questions about 
the basis on which the White House grants 
someone an indemnity, saying that Ukraine 
is not involved.’ She added: ‘Even before any 
preliminary results of the investigation, the 
White House and State Department rushed 
to say that Ukraine has nothing to do with the 
“Crocus” terror attack … They are literally ex-
onerating Kyiv to divert suspicion from them-
selves.’191 Dmitry Medvedev on his part was 
heating up the temperature by threatening to 
brutally destroy Ukraine’s officials in a ‘death 
for death’ vendetta.192

The final Russian disinformation po-
sition in the immediate aftermath was for-
mulated by Putin on the basis of suspected 
terrorists being detained close to the border 
with Ukraine, suggesting that Ukrainians were 
behind the attack and were prepared to open 
the border to terrorists fleeing Moscow.. Putin 
said: ‘Of course, it is necessary to answer the 
question, why after committing the crime the 

terrorists tried to go to Ukraine? Who was wait-
ing for them there?,’ and added: ‘This atrocity 
may be just a link in a whole series of attempts 
by those who have been at war with our coun-
try since 2014,’ referring to Ukraine.’193

Many Western media sources cited Rus-
sian disinformation narratives and accusations 
regarding the terrorist attack; however, the ma-
jority also cited Ukraine’s position and denial. 
Media outlets that cited the Russian position 
while excluding Ukraine’s response were iden-
tified as potential carriers of disinformation.194

The primary disinformation message, 
echoed widely, came from Zakharova’s claim 
that the US was either complicit in the terrorist 
operation or concealing crucial information – 
otherwise, American officials could not have 
so quickly dismissed Ukrainian involvement.195 
The Serbian outlet nultatacka.rs amplified 
this narrative: ‘Americans started screaming 
that it wasn’t Ukraine within 24 hours.’196 The 
conversation extended claims about US–ISIS 
connections, with similar extremist allegations 
having been made before the attack (Figure 
48).197

Russia promoted three distinct Ukraine-
blame narratives during the first 24 hours: 

1.  Ukraine reacted too quickly, and the terror-
ists were filming the attack. 

2. Zakharova’s narrative: the US claimed 
Ukraine’s innocence too quickly. 

3. Putin’s narrative: somebody was waiting for 
the terrorists on the Ukrainian side of the 
border.
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Figure 48. Screenshot of a tweet on X by DanielDumbrill (source: Daniel Dum-
brill (@DanielDumbrill), X)

Several individual tweets on X support-
ed the general blame on Ukraine but did not 
introduce new narratives beyond the position 
that this represented a warfare strategy by 
Ukraine.198 The blame position is more visible 
on social media and blogs rather than official 
sites, with specialists’ comments treated as 
authoritative sources.199 Sources also empha-
sised China’s role in echoing Russian blame-
on-Ukraine statements, though this content 
primarily targeted local and near-region audi-
ences.200

Despite some individual cases of Rus-
sian disinformation spreading into foreign 
media, the effect was minor, and reposts by 
secondary Western media did not significant-
ly influence their audiences. The primary goal 
was likely to spread disinformation to Russian 
citizens and mobilise them to continue the war 
effort in Ukraine. 

This assessment is supported by Rus-
sia’s aggressive efforts to blame Ukraine 
even after ISIS claimed responsibility. Russia 
reportedly used digitally manipulated content 
to contradict Ukrainian officials’ statements.201 
Notably, the US had warned Russia about po-
tential ISIS attacks in the region during con-
certs two weeks before the attack (approxi-
mately 8 March 2024).202

Ukraine consistently promoted an alter-
native explanation, widely reported in West-
ern outlets: that Putin planned the attack to 
blame Ukraine and create a provocation. Rus-
sia would exploit the incident to justify more 
aggressive military operations, inflame an-
ti-Ukrainian sentiment among Russians, and 
facilitate broader mobilisation. The timing is 
notable – the attack came just days after the 
presidential elections and served to deflect 
controversies surrounding them.203
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Metro Map Analysis

Figure 49. Metro map of Crocus crisis communication

Main findings (see Figure 49):
1. Russia promoted three distinct Ukraine-

blame narratives during the first 24 
hours following the Crocus terrorist at-
tack:

A. Ukraine reacted too quickly, and the 
terrorists were filming the attack

B. Zakharova’s narrative: the US 
claimed Ukraine’s innocence too 
quickly

C. Putin’s narrative: somebody was 
waiting for terrorists on the Ukraini-

an side of the border.

2. Russian Ukraine-blame narratives ap-
peared in Western headlines primarily 
alongside Western counter-narratives 
rather than standing alone, and there-
fore the spread of disinformation into 
foreign regions was not effective.

3. The ISIS-blame narrative remained sec-
ondary and was overshadowed by the 
dominant Russia–Ukraine blame dy-
namic.
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4. The Ukrainian and Western media 
framed Russia’s Ukraine-blame mes-
saging as propaganda designed to jus-
tify escalated warfare and increase do-
mestic war mobilisation.

A similar communication pattern in Rus-
sia’s reaction to unexpected crises was ob-
served in two other case studies in this report: 
the Kursk offensive and the complementary 
case study on Nausėda–Kaliningrad.

Conclusion of the Case Study
The Crocus City Hall attack represents 

a stress test for the Russian domestic infor-
mation system under conditions of shock, un-
certainty, and narrative risk. The case demon-
strates how the ecosystem reacts when an 
event initially contradicts preferred strategic 
narratives and how narrative coherence is re-
stored over time. 

In the immediate aftermath, Russian 
state communication was characterised by 
cautious ambiguity and narrative restraint. 
Early coverage across state websites and tele-
vision avoided definitive attribution, instead 
emphasising operational response, condo-
lences, and unity. This phase was marked by 
low emotional intensity and limited narrative 
specificity, indicating a deliberate pause while 
attribution and strategic framing were coor-
dinated. Telegram channels, while faster and 
more speculative, remained broadly aligned 
with official uncertainty, with fringe claims ap-
pearing but not yet amplified. 

As the situation stabilised, the ecosys-
tem rapidly converged on a Ukraine-linked ter-
rorism frame, marginalising the Islamic State’s 
claim of responsibility. This shift did not occur 
uniformly: Telegram acted as a testing ground 
for increasingly assertive accusations, which 
were later validated and normalised by state 
television and official outlets. The Crocus case 
thus illustrates a recurring pattern in Russian 
information operations: riskier narratives are 
first probed in semi-controlled environments 
before being institutionalised. Once consoli-
dated, the narrative was reinforced through 
repetition, selective evidence, and moral 
framing, presenting Russia as both victim and 
target of externally orchestrated violence. 

Crucially, the case highlights how 
conflicting explanations are managed not 
through direct contradiction but through nar-

rative displacement. The Islamic State expla-
nation was neither fully addressed nor openly 
debated; instead, it was crowded out by an al-
ternative storyline that better served domestic 
mobilisation and external blame attribution. 
Emotional escalation followed narrative stabi-
lisation, with heightened anger, calls for vigi-
lance, and reinforcement of wartime framing. 

From a counter-strategy perspective, 
the Crocus case demonstrates that Russian 
information control does not rely on imme-
diate narrative dominance but on temporal 
sequencing: delay, test, consolidate, and am-
plify. This creates exploitable windows: early 
ambiguity phases where competing interpre-
tations circulate and external messaging can 
gain limited traction. Once consolidation oc-
curs, narrative reversal becomes significantly 
harder. 

The key lesson is that effective count-
er-information efforts should focus less on late-
stage debunking and more on early detection 
of narrative probes – especially on Telegram 
– and on disrupting the transition from specu-
lative framing to official endorsement. Crocus 
demonstrates that the most decisive moment 
in Russia’s information operations is not the fi-
nal message but the process by which uncer-
tainty is transformed into certainty.
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[4] Peace Negotiations and 
Donald Trump
Section summary
Object of analysis Public opinion on a potential peace deal in the Russia-Ukraine war 

and the changes upon the election of Donald Trump as the presi-
dent of the US

Research timeframe 1. 14–15 July 2024 (Trump assassination attempt)
2. 5–7 November 2024 (Trump wins elections)
3. 12–14 February 2025 (Putin–Trump first call)
4. 18–19 February 2025 (Riyadh talks between the US and Russia)
5. 28 February – 2 March 2025 (Zelenskyy kicked out of the White 
House)
6. 11–12 March 2025 (Jeddah talks between the US and Ukraine)
7. 18–19 March 2025 (Putin–Trump second call)
Dataset: Russian official and non-state channels and social media, 
complemented by foreign articles and social media posts.

Analysis methods 1. Boolean text search with queries ?:6@5;:*, A:..ис:*, B.:08:*, 
0и., 85.5C%<%.:*, 85.50и.и:* (Biden, Harris, Trump, peace, nego-
tiation, ceasefire)
2. Spike detection
3. Storyline analysis
4. Narrative analysis
5. Comparison between different media types
6. Sentiment analysis
7. Analysis of narrative statements 

Intended purpose This section analyses how Russian public sentiment regarding 
peace negotiations evolved over the research timeframe and exam-
ines what shifts Donald Trump’s election as US president caused in 
Russian domestic communication.
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On 20 January 2025 Donald Trump 
was inaugurated as the 47th President of the 
United States following his electoral victory 
over Kamala Harris on 5 November 2024. Pri-
or to his election, Trump repeatedly attribut-
ed responsibility for the Ukraine conflict to 
the Biden administration, stating that the war 
would not have occurred under his leadership. 
Trump also pledged to end the conflict within 
24 hours of his inauguration.

Ukrainian and Russian responses to 
Trump’s election diverged significantly. A 
March 2025 survey by the Kyiv International 
Institute of Sociology found that over half of 
Ukrainians believed Trump’s mediation efforts 
might produce an unjust peace settlement.204 
Russian official commentary, conversely, ex-
pressed favourable expectations, with Pres-
idential Press Secretary Peskov stating on 
election day that ‘Trump’s presidency would 
be a blow to Ukraine.’205

Russian media anticipated that Trump’s 
approach to the conflict might yield outcomes 
more aligned with Russian interests compared 
to the explicitly anti-Kremlin positions of Ka-
mala Harris or Joe Biden.

Sentiment analysis of Russian Telegram 
posts supports this assessment (Figures 50 
to 53): 6 November 2024 – the day Trump’s 
victory was announced – recorded the highest 
(most positive) average daily sentiment across 
the entire 15-month research period. However, 
analysis identified 21 mentions on 6 Novem-
ber with exceptionally negative sentiment 
scores (below )60%) which characterised the 

election outcome as detrimental to Ukraine 
and Europe. This minority of negative content 
demonstrates how polarised interpretations 
coexisted within a predominantly positive Rus-
sian media environment.

Figure 50. Screenshot of a Telegram post on the odes-
sa_typical account (source: Tipichnaya Odessa (@odes-
sa_typical), Telegram, 6 November 2024)

Figure 51. Screenshot of a Telegram post on the ASupersharij account (source: 
Anatoliy Shariy (@ASupersharij), Telegram, 6 November 2024)
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Figure 52. Screenshot of a Telegram post on the swodki 
account (source: Swodki (@swodki), Telegram, 6 Novem-
ber 2024)

Figure 53. Screenshot of a Telegram post by dims-
mirnov175 (source: Telegram, 6 November 2024)

Nevertheless, Trump’s election regis-
tered significantly higher positivity than either 
18 March 2024 (Putin’s re-election) or 26 Jan-
uary 2025 (Lukashenko’s re-election). The US 
elections proved to be the most salient politi-
cal event for Russian public sentiment within 
the research timeframe. Regarding sentiment 
positivity levels, Trump’s election as US pres-
ident can only be compared to celebrations 
such as Victory Day or New Year’s Eve (Figure 
13). 

The trend line visible in the sentiment 
dynamics of Figure 13 also shows that, during 
the last period of the research timeframe, av-
erage sentiment levels increased, with statis-
tically more positivity present in the media. 
From the event studies, this can be associated 
with the election of Donald Trump as US pres-
ident as well as the prospects of a peace deal 
between Russia and Ukraine that could be fa-
cilitated by Trump’s team. 

Regarding Donald Trump and other US 
presidential candidates, Trump consistent-
ly received the most favourable coverage in 
Russian media. The level of interest in Trump 
following his election was substantially higher 
compared to coverage of Biden, signalling a 
perceived shift in opportunities for engage-
ment with the US under the new administra-
tion (Figure 54). Trump was always the front-
runner candidate for Russians, and they made 
this clear. 
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Figure 54. Mentions of Trump (in red), Biden (in green), and Harris (in blue) on Russian Telegram channels, TV shows, and 
state websites over the research timeframe, with the most important spikes labelled (source: Repsense)

On 13 July 2024, at a rally in Butler, Penn-
sylvania, shots were fired at Donald Trump. He 
survived with an injury to his ear (Figure 55).206 
Russia did not offer official condolences after 
the assassination attempt, and Russian state 
websites did not cover the events extensive-
ly. Only one duma.gov.ru domain article cit-
ed Duma chairman Vyacheslav Volodin, who 
made controversial statements about how this 
attack resulted from a divided US administra-
tion, stating: ‘Trump’s position on the Ukrainian 
issue could have led to an act of aggression’ 
and claimed that ‘the United States, through 
its long-standing policies, has literally reached 
the brink of civil war’, citing opinion polling in-
dicating that ‘37% believe that civil war is likely 
if Biden is re-elected president’.207 
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Figure 55. Screenshot of a Telegram post on the os-
torozhno_novosti account (source: Ostorozhno, novosti 
(@ostorozhno_novosti), Telegram, 14 July 2024 at 12:17)

Russia’s favouritism towards Trump 
was harder to hide in less controlled environ-
ments. Just a day after the assassination at-
tempt, some Russian shells with the words ‘For 
Trump’ appeared on Telegram (Figure 56).

Figure 56. Screenshot of a Telegram post on the Aza-
renokCTV account (source: Azarenok CTV (@Azare-
nokCTV), Telegram, 14 July 2024 at 14:00)

No Clear Prospect of Peace Deal before Trump’s 
Inauguration

While Donald Trump represents a con-
troversial figure in peace negotiations, prior to 
his election, prospects for a potential peace 
agreement appeared considerably more un-
certain in Russian public discourse. Figure 
57 presents the frequency of the keywords 
‘ceasefire’, ‘negotiations’, and ‘peace’ in Rus-
sian media throughout the research period. 
This case study examines Russian public at-

titudes towards potential peace agreements 
and assesses whether Russian audiences 
were being conditioned to accept a negotiated 
settlement. Within the evolving landscape of 
public opinion and battlefield developments, 
Trump’s election introduced a series of events 
that generated unprecedented levels of Rus-
sian media attention compared to any point 
during the three years of war. 
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Figure 57. Mentions of ‘ceasefire’ (in orange), ‘negotiations’ (in green), and ‘peace’ (in blue) on Russian Telegram chan-
nels, TV shows, and state websites over the research timeframe

This trend illustrates a significant shift 
in Russian discourse regarding the Ukraine 
conflict following Trump’s election. Mentions 
of ‘ceasefire’ and ‘negotiations’ increased 
substantially, while ‘peace’ (mir) keyword dy-
namics showed more modest growth. This 
discrepancy is partially attributable to the Rus-
sian word mir (0и.) meaning both ‘peace’ and 
‘world’, resulting in numerous contextual uses 
unrelated to conflict resolution discussions.

Our analysis identified the highest-vol-
ume days for peace-related keyword mentions 
during each month preceding Trump’s 20 Jan-
uary 2025 inauguration.

16 January 2024 (236 mentions): 
Russian commentary on peace and negotia-
tions was dominated by statements from se-
nior officials, including State Duma Speaker 
Vyacheslav Volodin, who argued that negotia-
tions are impossible with the current Ukrainian 
leadership and that peace can only follow the 
completion of Russia’s military objectives. 
Russian official sources and pro-government 
channels dismissed international discussions 
on Ukraine, including meetings held at the 
World Economic Forum in Davos, as illegit-

imate and incapable of producing peace be-
cause Russia was excluded. These narratives 
framed diplomatic initiatives as Western pres-
sure tactics rather than genuine efforts to end 
the conflict. Overall, Russian messaging por-
trayed peace not as a mutual compromise but 
as a conditional outcome to be imposed after 
military success, while assigning responsibility 
for the continuation of the war to Ukraine and 
its Western partners.

9 February 2024 (300 mentions): Rus-
sian discourse on peace and negotiations was 
strongly shaped by reactions to Vladimir Pu-
tin’s interview with US journalist Tucker Carl-
son, which was widely cited as reaffirming 
Russia’s readiness for negotiations under con-
ditions previously proposed. Russian officials 
and pro-government commentators argued 
that Moscow had repeatedly sought peace, 
including during the Istanbul talks in 2022, 
and claimed these efforts were undermined 
by Western interference and Kyiv’s refusal to 
negotiate. Statements attributed to Russian 
leadership framed Ukraine’s legal ban on ne-
gotiations and Western military support as 
the main obstacles to peace, rather than Rus-
sian actions. Overall, peace was presented as 

96



achievable only if Ukraine accepted Russian 
security demands and territorial realities, with 
negotiations portrayed as blocked by political 
decisions rather than a lack of willingness from 
Moscow.

19 March 2024 (281 mentions): Rus-
sian discussion of peace and negotiations 
was closely tied to Vladimir Putin’s re-election 
and post-election commentary, with officials 
and pro-government sources portraying the 
vote as confirmation of public support for con-
tinuing the war until Russia’s objectives were 
achieved. Statements attributed to Kremlin 
spokesman Dmitry Peskov and other officials 
acknowledged signals from the US about di-
alogue, but stressed that no negotiations 
were possible under pressure or on Western 
terms. Russian narratives rejected the idea of 
a ceasefire as a tactical pause beneficial to 
Ukraine, instead framing peace as possible 
only after recognition of Russia’s territorial 
and security demands. Overall, negotiations 
were depicted as theoretically open but prac-
tically blocked by Ukraine and the West, while 
the election outcome was used to legitimise a 
hardline stance against compromise.

12 April 2024 (240 mentions): Russian 
discussion of peace and negotiations was 
strongly anchored to anniversary framing of 
the war, particularly the tenth anniversary of 
the conflict in Donbas. Several posts explicitly 
revisited the question of returning to the Istan-
bul negotiations of 2022, presenting them as a 
viable peace framework allegedly rejected by 
Kyiv under Western pressure. Statements and 
commentaries by figures such as the pro-Krem-
lin Ukrainian politician Viktor Medvedchuk 
framed European leaders as deliberately pre-
venting peace and portrayed negotiations as 
possible only if Ukraine abandoned its current 
political course. Overall, peace was depicted 
not as a future compromise but as a missed 
opportunity already destroyed by Ukraine 
and its allies, with historical milestones used 
to legitimise Russia’s current refusal to make 
concessions. Notably, during his meeting with 
Putin, Lukashenko also suggested returning to 
the Istanbul agreements (Figure 58).

Figure 58. Screenshot of a Telegram post on the kon-
text_channel account (Kontekst (@kontext_channel), 
Telegram, 12 April 2024 at 09:26)

24 May 2024 (360 mentions): Russian 
discussion of peace and negotiations focused 
heavily on reactions to renewed international 
initiatives promoted by Ukraine, particular-
ly references to the upcoming Swiss-hosted 
peace conference, which Russian officials and 
pro-government commentators dismissed as 
meaningless. Statements attributed to Russian 
Foreign Ministry representatives, including 
Maria Zakharova, framed the conference as 
a Western-led attempt to impose conditions 
on Russia without dialogue, emphasising that 
Moscow was neither invited to participate nor 
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interested in doing so. Russian narratives re-
iterated that negotiations were only possible 
on the basis of previously discussed frame-
works, most notably the Istanbul agreements, 
and only if Ukraine abandoned what were de-
scribed as ‘ultimatums’ and Western control. 
Overall, peace was presented as deliberately 
obstructed by Kyiv and its allies, while Russia 
positioned itself as open to talks in principle 
but only under terms that reflect its military 
and political demands, noting that Putin would 
agree to freeze current frontlines. 

14 June 2024 (519 mentions): Russian 
discourse on peace and negotiations was 
dominated by reactions to Vladimir Putin’s 
public statement outlining Russia’s conditions 
for ending the war, delivered ahead of the 
Swiss peace conference on Ukraine. Russian 
officials, state media, and pro-government 
Telegram channels framed Putin’s proposal 
as a clear and realistic peace offer, empha-
sising demands for Ukraine’s withdrawal from 
claimed territories, neutrality, and the lifting of 
sanctions. In contrast the Swiss-hosted con-
ference was widely dismissed as illegitimate 
and ‘anti-Russian’, with repeated claims that 
it excluded Moscow and therefore could not 
produce peace. Overall, negotiations were 
presented as possible only on Russia’s terms, 
while responsibility for rejecting peace was 
shifted onto Ukraine and Western states sup-
porting the conference. The collective West 
was pictured as the side that was unable to 
accept the conditions (Figure 59).

Figure 59. Screenshot of a Telegram post on the Ostash-
koNews account (source: Ostashko News (@Ostash-
koNews), Telegram, 14 October 2024 at 12:34)
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5 July 2024 (466 mentions): Russian 
discourse on peace and negotiations revolved 
around continued reactions to Vladimir Putin’s 
June peace conditions and their international 
reception, with officials and pro-government 
commentators insisting that Russia’s position 
had been clearly stated and formally con-
veyed. Russian media and Telegram channels 
emphasised statements from Kremlin repre-
sentatives, including Dmitry Peskov, arguing 
that Ukraine and its Western supporters delib-
erately ignored Russia’s proposals while pub-
licly simulating interest in peace. References to 
diplomatic activity stressed that Western-led 
formats and discussions remained unaccept-
able because they excluded Russia and re-
fused to acknowledge its territorial and se-
curity demands. Overall, negotiations were 
portrayed as stalled not because of Moscow’s 
unwillingness, but because Ukraine and the 
West allegedly rejected any settlement that 
did not amount to Russia’s strategic victory.

19 August 2024 (294 mentions): Rus-
sian discussion of peace and negotiations 
was shaped by reports of diplomatic contacts 
involving Vladimir Putin, including coverage 
of his meeting in Azerbaijan and statements 
about Russia’s readiness for dialogue under 
previously stated conditions. Several posts cit-
ed Putin’s remarks that Russia was prepared 
to negotiate, while simultaneously stressing 
that talks with the current Kyiv leadership 
were unacceptable, a line repeated across 
pro-Kremlin Telegram channels and state-
aligned media. International media, including 
The Economist, were selectively quoted to 
argue that Ukraine was reassessing its strat-
egy and that Western support was no longer 
sufficient to force Russia into concessions. 
Overall, negotiations were framed as possible 
only according to Russia’s terms and timeline, 
with Russian narratives emphasising that ex-
ternal diplomatic activity merely confirmed 
Moscow’s long-standing position rather than 
creating new conditions for peace.

25 September 2024 (302 mentions): 
Russian discussion of peace and negotiations 
was strongly influenced by reactions to inter-
national diplomatic activity around Ukraine, in-
cluding references to statements made during 

the UN General Assembly in New York and 
renewed Western calls for negotiations. Rus-
sian officials and pro-government commenta-
tors dismissed these signals as performative, 
arguing that they ignored Russia’s repeatedly 
stated conditions and were designed to shift 
responsibility for the war onto Moscow. Posts 
citing Vladimir Putin and Kremlin representa-
tives reiterated that Russia remained open to 
talks in principle, but only if Ukraine recognised 
territorial realities and abandoned what were 
described as externally imposed ‘ultimatums’. 
Overall, negotiations were framed as stalled 
not by Russia’s position, but by Western-led 
diplomatic formats that excluded Moscow 
while publicly simulating a search for peace.

24 October 2024 (344 mentions): Rus-
sian discussion of peace and negotiations was 
closely tied to Vladimir Putin’s public remarks 
made around the BRICS summit, including re-
sponses to questions from foreign journalists 
about the possibility of talks on Ukraine. In 
these statements Putin reiterated that Russia 
was not rejecting negotiations but stressed 
that any dialogue was impossible without 
Ukraine’s recognition of territorial changes and 
Russia’s security demands, a framing widely 
amplified by pro-Kremlin Telegram channels. 
International commentary was selectively 
quoted, including Foreign Affairs and Politico, 
to argue that Western elites were beginning to 
acknowledge the need for negotiations, even 
if governments publicly delayed them. Overall, 
negotiations were presented as inevitable but 
deliberately postponed by the West and Kyiv, 
while Russia portrayed itself as maintaining a 
consistent conditional openness to peace on 
its own terms.

7 November 2024 (302 mentions): As-
sociated with Trump’s election victory and an-
alysed separately in this case study (‘Victory in 
the US Elections’ section).

19 December 2024 (344 mentions): 
Russian discussion of peace and negotiations 
was dominated by Vladimir Putin’s year-end 
public statements, widely quoted by TASS and 
pro-Kremlin Telegram channels, in which he 
reiterated that Russia was ready for negotia-
tions but only on the basis of previously stated 

99



conditions and ‘realities on the ground’. Multi-
ple posts compiled and amplified Putin’s key 
quotes, presenting them as proof that Moscow 
remained open to dialogue while accusing 
Ukraine and the West of blocking talks for po-
litical reasons. Western media, including The 
Financial Times, were selectively quoted to 
argue that pressure on Kyiv to negotiate was 
growing and that continued escalation risked 
prolonging the war unnecessarily. Overall, 
peace was framed as achievable in principle, 
but only if Ukraine abandoned its current posi-
tion, with Russian narratives emphasising that 
responsibility for the lack of negotiations lay 
with Western capitals rather than Moscow.

Throughout 2024, Russian discourse on 
peace negotiations evolved from outright dis-
missal to conditional normalisation, but without 
any substantive softening of demands. In the 
first half of the year, negotiations were framed 
as either impossible or already sabotaged by 
Ukraine and the West, with peace presented 

only as a post-victory outcome following Rus-
sia’s military success – a narrative reinforced 
by anniversaries of the ‘Donbas war’ and Pu-
tin’s re-election.

From spring onwards, particularly 
around the Swiss peace conference and Putin’s 
‘conditions for peace’ in June, Russian rheto-
ric became more procedural and formalised: 
Moscow repeatedly asserted readiness for 
talks while rigidly defining acceptable terms, 
using Western diplomatic activity as proof that 
others were refusing ‘realistic’ solutions. By 
autumn and year’s end, negotiations were in-
creasingly portrayed as inevitable but deliber-
ately delayed by Western capitals for political 
reasons, with selective references to Western 
media used to suggest growing fatigue and 
dissent, setting the stage for Trump’s election 
to be framed not as a policy shift, but as ex-
ternal confirmation that Russia’s long-standing 
position would ultimately prevail.
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Victory in the US Elections
On 5 November 2024 Donald Trump 

won the US presidential election. Although 
polling data generally indicated Trump as a 
slight favourite over Kamala Harris, the mar-
gin of victory proved surprisingly decisive.208 
Russians were euphoric as their whole nation 
supported more right-wing Trump as opposed 
to pro-Ukrainian Harris, and therefore this vic-
tory was supposed to be an auspicious sign 
in terms of the progression of the war: ‘Russia 
has won.’209 Notably, 6 November 2024 regis-
tered the highest average sentiment score for 

Russian Telegram posts throughout the entire 
research timeframe.

On election day and the two subse-
quent days (5–7 November 2024), approxi-
mately 71,200 media mentions were collected 
from Russian state websites, Russian televi-
sion broadcasts, Russian Telegram channels, 
Russian news articles, and social media posts 
from Russia and twenty-two other countries. 
Figures 60 and 61 show their distribution by 
country and media type respectively.

Figure 60. Distribution of mentions by country

Figure 61. Distribution of mentions by media type 
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Storyline analysis
Russian state websites

A total of 209 articles from official Rus-
sian state websites were collected during the 
three-day timeframe. Figure 62 shows their 
distribution by domain.

Figure 62. Distribution of Russian state website mentions by domain

Only one state-media article was pub-
lished that mentioned Donald Trump. An arti-
cle from the Russian Ministry of Defence site 
mil.ru discussed the threats posed to Russia by 
Ukraine and mentioned that: ‘During a meet-
ing with US presidential candidate Donald 
Trump in October 2024, the head of the Kyiv 
regime, Zelenskyy, in an ultimatum demanded 
accelerated NATO membership or permission 

to possess nuclear weapons.’210

This limited state-website coverage may 
reflect Russia’s strategic decision to minimise 
official commentary on US matters, with more 
direct positions expressed through alterna-
tive platforms. Of 13,925 state website articles 
published in 2024, only 27 mentioned Trump, 
representing a notably low proportion. 

Russian TV shows
Our analysis examined eleven Russian 

state television programmes broadcast during 
the three-day period surrounding Trump’s elec-
tion (5–7 November 2024), including daily cov-
erage on the flagship programmes 60 минут 
(60 Minutes, Russia-1), Вечер с Владимиром 

Соловьёвым (Evening with Vladimir Solovy-
ov, Russia-1), and Время (Time, Channel One).

In contrast to state websites, televi-
sion broadcasts referenced Trump frequently, 
with over 400 mentions across various pro-
grammes and contexts.
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Main themes:
•	 Euphoria and relief: presenters and 

guests described his victory as a ‘turn-
ing point ’ and ‘sign of global justice’.

•	 Contrast with Kamala Harris: she was 
depicted as ‘fully controlled by the 
Ukrainian lobby’ and ‘an extension of 
the Biden line’.

•	 Diplomatic expectations: several re-
ports claimed that ‘Trump will first call 
Putin to discuss ending the Ukrainian 
war.’

•	 Repetition of Zelenskyy–Trump ‘ulti-
matum’ story, referencing claims that 
Zelenskyy demanded NATO entry or 
nuclear rights from Trump (echoing 
narratives from the mil.ru article).

War-related mentions were most fre-
quent (more than 550), framed through the 
lens of Trump’s victory:

•	 End of Western support: pundits pre-
dicted that Trump’s return would weak-
en the US and European aid to Kyiv.

•	 Peace on Russian terms: commentators 
argued Trump could force Ukraine to 
negotiate, validating Moscow’s strate-
gy.

•	 Blaming Kyiv: recurring stories about 
‘Ukrainian provocations in Kursk’ and 
‘Attacks on nuclear facilities’, position-
ing Russia as responding defensively.

Around 350 mentions had references to 
Russia and Putin, focusing on national strength 
and vindication:

•	 Russia’s patience rewarded: narra-
tives described Trump’s win as proof 
that ‘The world is tired of anti-Russian 
hysteria.’

•	 Strategic opening: hosts speculated 
that a Trump administration might lift 
sanctions, open dialogue, and legiti-
mise Moscow’s territorial control.

•	 Domestic tone: coverage blended 
patriotic confidence with warnings to 
‘Remain vigilant’, suggesting optimism 
but cautious expectations.

Assessment: Russian television por-
trayed Trump’s victory as favourable for Mos-
cow, detrimental to Kyiv, and potentially deci-
sive for ending the war on terms advantageous 
to Russia.
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Russian Telegram posts
Out of 15,737 Telegram posts captured 

during the three-day interval, 4,127 (26.2%) 
mentioned Donald Trump. 

Focus on Trump:
•	 Trump-centric coverage: Trump fea-

tured prominently in over half the an-
alysed posts (approximately 2,500 
keyword mentions). Numerous posts 
provided real-time updates on state-by-
state results and Electoral College vote 
tallies.211

•	 Contrast with Harris: dozens of posts 
framed Harris as a continuation of 

Biden’s Ukraine policy and ‘anti-Rus-
sia’ posture, while Trump was portrayed 
as more transactional and inclined to 
‘deal-making’.212

•	 Trump could end the war: posts repeat-
edly forecast early calls or talks that 
could ‘stop the war’ or force talks, often 
with confident tone and little sourcing.213

Focus on Ukraine’s war:
•	 Weaker support for Kyiv: a frequent 

claim was that Trump’s victory would 
curb or complicate the US or Western 
aid, pushing Kyiv towards talks.214

•	 Negotiation framing: widespread dis-
semination of narratives suggesting 
potential settlement on terms unfavour-
able to Ukrainian interests.

Focus on Russia:
•	 Strategic opening and validation: many 

posts read Trump’s win as a vindication 
of Moscow’s line and a chance to reset 
terms with the West.215

•	 Sanctions would ease or ‘wouldn’t 
work’: a smaller but persistent thread 
predicted sanctions erosion or ineffec-
tiveness under Trump.216

Main disinformation narratives:
1. Ukraine is a failed state

2. NATO or the West are the real aggres-
sors and divided

3. Zelenskyy is using nuclear blackmail

4. Sanctions will fall/do not matter

5. The West is split – Europe will follow.
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TikTok videos
Only eleven TikTok videos which men-

tioned both Trump and Ukraine in the descrip-
tion field were captured. The videos were 
captured from Finland, Mexico, the US, Spain, 
Italy, and Portugal.

TikTok reactions to Trump’s 2024 victo-
ry were largely cautious or critical, with most 
videos reflecting mild concern or irony rath-
er than celebration. Discussions centred on 
global uncertainty, potential shifts in Ukraine 
and Gaza, and speculation about renewed 
US–Russia dialogue. While some clips ac-
knowledged Trump’s pragmatic image, most 
stressed risks of instability or weakened 
Western unity. Compared with Telegram’s tri-
umphalist tone, TikTok content was more an-
alytical, global, and emotionally restrained, 
focusing on consequences rather than cele-
brating Trump’s return (Figure 63).

Figure 63. Screenshot of a TikTok video by open.dasher 
(page unavailable)

Facebook posts
Facebook discussions following Trump’s 

2024 victory were more fragmented and re-
flective than overtly celebratory. Russian 
and pro-Russian pages portrayed the result 
as proof of Western fatigue and a chance for 
sanctions relief. Ukrainian and Western users 

focused on fears of reduced US support for 
Kyiv. Common narratives centred on Trump’s 
potential to broker peace, American political 
division, and optimism in Moscow for renewed 
dialogue with Washington, blending geopoliti-
cal commentary with populist messaging. 

Main topics and narratives:
•	 The US was divided amid Trump’s victory: 

Facebook posts hailed Trump’s win as re-
storing ‘the American people’s will’ while 
underscoring deep political division and 
fatigue with establishment politics.217

•	 Ukraine and war implications: many spec-
ulated Trump would push Kyiv into peace 
talks or cut aid, echoing claims that ‘the war 
can end in 24 hours’.218

•	 Russia’s reaction, optimism: posts high-
lighted Kremlin-friendly voices interpreting 
the election as validation of Russia’s geo-
political stance.219

•	 European/Western reaction: Coverage 
framed EU’s responses as anxious but 
pragmatic, acknowledging Trump’s influ-
ence on future transatlantic relations.220
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Foreign Telegram posts
Non-Russian Telegram channels framed 

Trump’s win through pragmatic geopolitics 
rather than triumphalism. A recurring strand 
cast him as a dealmaker who could trigger 
talks or a ceasefire, while others highlighted 
US social fatigue and political division. Sever-
al outlets anticipated a recalibration of West-

ern aid to Kyiv and reported (rather than en-
dorsed) cautious Kremlin optimism. Sanctions 
and ‘realpolitik’ surfaced in analysis pieces, 
often speculating about narrower conditional 
support packages and hard bargaining ahead 
– not sudden policy U-turns. 

Main topics and narratives:
•	 Trump as peacemaker: channels described 

Trump as likelier to press for talks or a lim-
ited ceasefire, positioning negotiations as 
a near-term lever rather than a grand set-
tlement. The tone was pragmatic: expect 
bargaining and linkage to aid, not instant 
peace.221

•	 US political fatigue: coverage emphasised 
US polarisation and ‘election exhaustion’, 
arguing that domestic fractures would 
shape foreign policy bandwidth.222

•	 Western aid recalibration: rather than a to-
tal cutoff, outlets discussed tougher condi-
tions, slower tranches, and leveraging aid 
to force Kyiv into talks. The underlying idea: 
support persists but becomes narrower 
and more explicitly tied to negotiations.223

•	 Sanctions speculation: analysis pieces 
floated the idea that sanctions policy might 
be reshaped at the margins under a more 
transactional White House. The expecta-
tion was bargaining tied to battlefield dy-
namics and talks, not blanket relief.224

Instagram posts
Instagram discussions around the US 

2024 elections mixed celebration, satire, and 
speculation (Figures 64 and 65). Posts em-
phasised emotional reactions, memes, and 
influencer commentary over factual report-
ing. Trump’s win was framed both as a politi-

cal comeback and as proof of voter frustration 
with elites. Some content hinted at conspiracy 
tropes about media bias or election rigging, 
reflecting light disinformation overlap with 
Telegram narratives.

Figure 64. Screenshot of an Instagram post by elnacionalweb (source: @elnacionalweb, Instagram)
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Figure 65. Screenshot of an Instagram post by mea_opinio (post unavailable)

 
LinkedIn posts

LinkedIn discussions about Trump’s 
2024 victory were pragmatic and policy fo-
cused (Figure 66). Posts analysed possible 
shifts in US economic, trade, and energy pol-
icy, emphasising market reactions and inves-
tor sentiment. Several contributors viewed the 
outcome as signalling regulatory easing and 

renewed business confidence, while others 
warned of geopolitical uncertainty. Compared 
to other platforms, LinkedIn’s tone remained 
professional, centring on economic conse-
quences and diplomatic implications rather 
than emotional or partisan narratives.

Figure 66. Screenshot of a LinkedIn post on 
the Barbara Spahn account (source: Barbara 
Spahn, LinkedIn)
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Reddit content
Reddit discussions on Trump’s 2024 

victory were dominated by irony, frustration, 
and policy scepticism. Users debated voter 
motivations, US media credibility, and global 
consequences for Ukraine. Many comments 

mocked polarisation, questioned democratic 
stability, and compared Trump’s return to pre-
vious populist surges, blending humour with 
deep political disillusionment. 

Main topics:
•	 Political polarisation and voter frustration225

•	 US global credibility and media bias226

•	 Implications of Trump’s win for Ukraine and 
foreign policy.227

Tweets on X 
Discussions on X about Trump’s 2024 

victory were fast-moving, emotional, and 
sharply divided. Supporters framed it as a 
‘people’s comeback’ against elites and media 
bias, while critics warned of democratic ero-
sion and renewed isolationism. Many posts 

debated aid to Ukraine and NATO’s stability, 
reflecting geopolitical uncertainty. Memes and 
misinformation about vote counting and fraud 
spread quickly, deepening polarisation and re-
inforcing partisan divides. 

Main topics:
•	 Celebration of Trump’s win as anti-estab-

lishment victory: posts described Trump’s 
win as a populist comeback and ‘victory 
for the people’, often contrasting him with 
elites or liberal governments.228

•	 Concerns about democracy, legitimacy, 
and electoral integrity: tweets showed un-
ease about Trump’s leadership and the fra-
gility of US democracy, raising questions 
about legitimacy, division, and global re-
percussions.229

•	 Foreign policy implications for Ukraine, 
NATO, and global order.230

•	 Memes, disinformation, and polarisa-
tion-driven reactions (Figure 67).231

Figure 67. Screenshot of a tweet on X by the @ganto_
ran account (page unavailable) 
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YouTube videos
YouTube video descriptions about 

Trump’s 2024 victory centred on geopolitical 
fallout, media bias, and US polarisation. Sev-
eral channels framed Trump as a pragmatic 
negotiator capable of ending Russia’s war on 
Ukraine, occasionally reflecting pro-Russian 
narratives about peace and Western fatigue.
Others warned of democratic decline and 
instability. Disinformation traces appeared 
through claims downplaying Russian aggres-
sion or framing NATO as divided. Overall the 
tone varied from analytical to overtly conspir-
atorial depending on the channel’s political 
alignment. 

Main topics:

•	 Global reaction and geopolitical shifts af-
ter Trump’s win: videos focused on world 
leaders’ responses, China–US dynamics, 
NATO uncertainty, and markets reacting to 
the election outcome.

•	 Trump as a dealmaker who could end the 
war (pro-Russian undertones).232

•	 Western media bias and elite panic narra-
tives.

•	 Democratic decline and polarisation in the 
US political system.233
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Web articles
The very high volume of web articles 

(approximately 50,000) collected in a rather 
short (three-day) timeframe required analysis 
by smaller samples. Therefore, we divided the 
main positions, news, narratives, and topics 

from the entire data sample according to date 
(5, 6, 7 November 2024) and region (Russia, 
Ukraine, Europe, the US) to perform a compar-
ative analysis (Table 4).

Date Russia Ukraine Europe United States

5 Novem-
ber 2024

Russians either act 
like the election 
does not matter 
and stay neutral or 
support Trump:
Medvedev threat-
ens new US 
president with the 
fate of JFK if they 
try to intervene in 
Ukraine’s war
Ukraine will still 
feel total col-
lapse, whether its 
Trump or Harris 
(News-Stories.ru, 5 
November 2024); 
US government 
will rig the election 
as they cannot 
allow Trump to win 
as he will make a 
deal with Russia 
and stop the sanc-
tions (MirTesen, 5 
November 2024);
Trump is a hero 
and will force Zel-
enskyy to a peace 
deal as Zelenskyy 
bears responsibil-
ity for the start of 
the war (NovostiMi-
ra24, 5 November 
2024).

Mood in Ukraine 
is that military aid 
will be reduced 
no matter who 
is elected presi-
dent (Lenta.ru, 5 
November 2024) 
and they fear the 
election results as 
Trump could be the 
one who imposes 
a deal with Russia, 
while Harris could 
cross some red 
lines and lead to a 
nuclear war (Lenta.
ua, 5 November 
2024).

Europeans, al-
though with the 
exceptions of 
countries like Hun-
gary or Italy (HírTV, 
5 November 
2024), are leaning 
towards Harris’s 
side, as a Trump 
victory might 
lead to the end 
of US funding for 
Ukraine, dissocia-
tion from Europe, 
or the question 
of Ukraine being 
left totally to the 
Europeans, who 
will need stronger 
armies then (AOL 
UK, 5 November 
2024; Harvard 
Gazette, 5 Novem-
ber 2024; Daily 
Mail, 5 November 
2024). The French 
portal L’Express 
(5 November 
2024) also signals 
Russia’s possible 
intervention into 
the elections using 
disinformation tac-
tics against Harris 
in the format of 
online fake videos. 

Political leaders 
do not participate 
in setting the 
agenda any more, 
but personalities 
like Elon Musk 
release statements 
that Hollywood is 
forcing its actors 
to vote for Harris 
(Business Gazeta, 
5 November 2024) 
and that if the 
Democrats win, 
they would stop 
Musk’s space pro-
grammes (BizPac 
Review, 5 Novem-
ber 2024).
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6 Novem-
ber 2024

Reaction in Russia 
starts with trium-
phant statements 
that Europe is 
frightened after 
Trump has been 
elected president, 
as he will cut mili-
tary aid to Ukraine 
(Technowar.ru, 6 
November 2024; 
Rambler News, 6 
November 2024).

Putin is one of the 
last world leaders 
to congratulate 
Trump, calling him 
a brave man and 
saying that they 
are ready to meet 
(BBC Türkçe, 6 
November 2024). 

Even Medvedev 
sobers up and 
changes his po-
sition on Trump’s 
victory, saying that 
it is going to be a 
blow for Ukraine 
(ANews, 6 Novem-
ber 2024).

Zelenskyy con-
gratulates Trump 
and appreciates 
his commitment 
to ‘peace through 
strength’ (CNN, 6 
November 2024). 
Some portals pub-
lish Trump’s his-
torical statements 
about Ukraine, 
while army lieu-
tenant Vindman 
calls Trump’s 
victory a disaster 
for Ukraine (Pra-
vda Tut News, 6 
November 2024; 
TSN, 6 November 
2024).

New reports claim 
that Russian pro-
pagandists now 
fear that Trump 
can suggest an 
‘unprofitable deal 
on Ukraine in 
advance before 
inauguration in 
January’ (Dialog.
UA, 6 November 
2024).

European sources 
talk about Trump’s 
promise to ‘end the 
war in 24 hours’, 
and recall state-
ments by Orbán 
that ‘if elected 
president, Trump 
will not give a pen-
ny to Ukraine’ with 
his ‘America first’ 
approach. These 
sources encourage 
Ukrainians to stay 
brave, saying it is 
impossible to end 
war so fast (BBC 
Mundo, 6 Novem-
ber 2024; Focus, 
6 November 2024; 
BBC News, 6 No-
vember 2024).

Some sources 
also refer to Trump 
saying that he will 
not defend those 
NATO members 
that do not pay the 
GDP defence quo-
ta (Berliner Kurier, 
6 November 2024).

Sources from 
Italy, Germany and 
other big Euro-
pean countries 
state that they are 
unprepared for 
Trump’s presiden-
cy and should be 
more fearful (Der 
Tagesspiegel, 6 
November 2024; 
Fanpage.it, 6 No-
vember 2024).

Forbes (6 Novem-
ber 2024) reports 
some incidents 
with voters be-
ing threatened in 
swing states and 
how it could be 
related to Russia’s 
intervention.

A political scien-
tist calls Russian 
Trump-mania 
shameful and ma-
nipulative (Lenta.
ru, 6 November 
2024).
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7 Novem-
ber 2024

Articles report a 
strong belief from 
Russians that 
Trump will bring 
peace to the war 
(Lenta.ru, 7 No-
vember 2024).

Zelenskyy–Trump–
Putin interactions 
are discussed with 
reports that Putin 
has not yet had 
a call with Trump 
(Süddeutsche Zei-
tung, 7 November 
2024), while other 
sources say that 
Zelenskyy cannot 
accept Trump’s 
victory and is now 
planning a massive 
attack on Russians 
with the help of 
‘desperate’ Harris 
and Biden (Mir-
Tesen, 7 November 
2024).

Zelenskyy is said 
to be disappoint-
ed with Biden’s 
‘self-restraint’ and 
how Biden’s ad-
ministration would 
always be late with 
aid. The source 
also states that 
Ukrainians right 
now are already 
working on two 
possible Trump 
‘peace plans’ (Gor-
don, 7 November 
2024).

Another source 
promotes a nar-
rative that ‘even 
Trump cannot 
afford to lose the 
war in Ukraine’, 
as it would be a 
serious blow to the 
conception of US 
power (UNIAN, 7 
November 2024).

A story emerges 
how Zelenskyy 
has already had a 
call with Trump in 
which they pledge 
to maintain a close 
dialogue (Infobae, 
7 November 2024).

Zelenskyy also 
seems to have 
clashed with Orbán 
on his proposed 
peace plan which 
includes conces-
sion of lands (Die 
Welt, 7 November 
2024).

A disinformation 
statement or a 
fictionalised story 
is captured in a 
Czech article say-
ing that ‘Trump’s 
victory is a defeat 
for Europe’ and 
that ‘Trump would 
“encourage” Rus-
sia to attack those 
who do not spend 
enough GDP on 
defence’ (Forum24, 
7 November 2024).

Ukraine is being 
forced to confront 
the realities of 
Trump’s approach 
to the war. Ending 
the war in 24 hours 
was promised, but 
no one said how it 
would be achieved 
and if Ukraine 
would accept such 
a peace (CNN, 7 
November 2024; 
TV3, 7 November 
2024; NewsBreak, 
7 November 2024).

However, Orban 
aides encourage 
Trump to call 
Putin straight 
away to push for 
peace in Ukraine 
(Bloomberg, 7 No-
vember 2024).

 Table 4. Web articles comparative analysis

112

https://lenta.ru/news/2024/11/07/kandidat-v-gossekretari-pri-trampe-grenell-soobschil-o-skorom-mire/
https://www.sueddeutsche.de/politik/ukraine-krieg-newsblog-russland-trump-putin-eskalation-lux.TQFLv4Up8sTUJCYHzgYVqN
https://www.sueddeutsche.de/politik/ukraine-krieg-newsblog-russland-trump-putin-eskalation-lux.TQFLv4Up8sTUJCYHzgYVqN
https://pulsvremeni.mirtesen.ru/blog/43414351001/-Teraktyi-i-massirovannyiy-udar-po-Kryimu-Zelenskiy-ne-smirilsya
https://pulsvremeni.mirtesen.ru/blog/43414351001/-Teraktyi-i-massirovannyiy-udar-po-Kryimu-Zelenskiy-ne-smirilsya
https://gordonua.com/ukr/news/politics/ofis-zelenskoho-hliboko-rozcharovanij-bajdenom-i-vzhe-opratsovuje-dva-jmovirni-mirni-plani-trampa-the-economist-1723972.html
https://gordonua.com/ukr/news/politics/ofis-zelenskoho-hliboko-rozcharovanij-bajdenom-i-vzhe-opratsovuje-dva-jmovirni-mirni-plani-trampa-the-economist-1723972.html
https://www.unian.ua/world/navit-tramp-ne-mozhe-sobi-dozvoliti-prograti-viynu-v-ukrajini-foreign-policy-12812112.html
https://www.infobae.com/america/mundo/2024/11/07/zelensky-felicito-a-donald-trump-por-su-victoria-y-recordo-que-estados-unidos-es-vital-para-la-paz-de-ucrania/
https://www.welt.de/politik/ausland/article254411020/Selenskyj-attackiert-bei-Gipfeltreffen-in-Ungarn-Gastgeber-Orban.html
https://www.welt.de/politik/ausland/article254411020/Selenskyj-attackiert-bei-Gipfeltreffen-in-Ungarn-Gastgeber-Orban.html
https://www.forum24.cz/trumpovo-vitezstvi-je-porazkou-evropy-zejmena-pak-ukrajiny
https://edition.cnn.com/2024/11/07/europe/analysis-ukraine-trump-election-intl-latam/index.html
https://www.tv3.lt/naujiena/uzsienis/cnn-ukraina-netrukus-susidurs-su-ziauria-realybe-n1376313
https://www.newsbreak.com/news/3667148708312-trump-has-already-broken-first-election-promise
https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2024-11-07/trump-should-call-putin-to-push-ukraine-peace-orban-aide-says


Narratives and entities
Among the most popular Russia-related 

narratives in the election day data sample, the 
top narratives remained the same, but statement 
analysis revealed that the arguments for narra-
tives had shifted. 

The narrative ‘Western European 
disunity and NATO’s strategic collapse’ shifted 

its primary statement from ‘The US is accused 
of exploiting Ukraine for geopolitical leverage’ 
to ‘Russian media suggest the West is weary of 
supporting Ukraine’ amid the position that Trump 
will cease supporting Ukraine (Figure 68).

Figure 68. Statements of the narrative ‘Western European disunity and NATO’s strategic collapse’

The popularity of the statement ‘Sanc-
tions are described as backfiring, harming 
Western economies more than Russia’ also 
grew visibly due to the new US administra-
tion’s critique of sanctions against Russia and 
indications that these could be lifted as part of 
a potential peace agreement.

Notably, the popularity of the narrative 
‘The Ukrainian government has completely 
failed’ has increased, while the leading state-

ment of the narrative ‘Legitimising the war in 
Ukraine’ shifted from ‘Russian media highlights 
alleged atrocities committed by Ukrainian 
troops’ to ‘Kremlin voices claim Ukraine is a 
failed state used by Western interests’ and 
‘The narrative asserts that NATO weapons in 
Ukraine threaten Russia’s existence’, reflect-
ing increased attention to Western actions 
(especially from the US) that could alter the 
trajectory of the war.
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First Call between Trump and Putin: Riyadh 
On 12 February 2025 Trump and Putin 

held a 90-minute telephone call. The first di-
rect public exchange between the two leaders 
since the start of the full-scale Russian inva-
sion of Ukraine, the call centred on the ongo-
ing war and exploring ways to end it. Although 
the call raised concerns (due to the exclusion 
of Ukraine and Europe), it attracted significant 
attention from Russians as well as Western 
media and not only initiated direct diplomatic 
engagement but also led to high-level negoti-
ations between the US and Russia in Riyadh, 
Saudi Arabia, just six days later.234

These talks on 18 February were held 
to discuss the possible steps to ending the 
war in Ukraine. State Secretary Marco Rubio, 
National Security Advisor Mike Waltz, and en-
voy Steve Witkoff represented the US, while 
the Russian side was led by Foreign Minister 
Sergei Lavrov. Although one of the missions 
during the talks was to restore diplomatic ties 
between the countries, Ukraine was not rep-
resented at these talks at all, which triggered 
criticism from Kyiv and European leaders.235

Russian reaction to the call between Putin and Trump 
(12–13 February 2025)

Russian state websites (6 mentions): 
The Trump–Putin call was framed as a confir-
mation of Russia’s diplomatic centrality and le-
gitimacy, rather than a breakthrough towards 
compromise. References to Ukraine were 
embedded within formal language stressing 
the need to ‘eliminate the root causes of the 
conflict’, signalling that negotiations were ac-
ceptable only on Russia’s established terms, 
not as mutual concessions. The fact that the 
discussion was presented alongside prisoner 
exchanges and confidence in the US fulfilling 
agreements reinforced a transactional, con-
trolled view of dialogue, where peace was 
conditional on Western compliance. 

Russian TV shows (7 recordings): The 
Trump–Putin call was framed less as a dip-
lomatic step towards peace and more as ev-
idence of a shifting power balance favouring 
Russia, where the US was portrayed as forced 
to re-engage Moscow from a position of weak-
ened authority. Commentators emphasised 
Trump’s pragmatism and contrasted it with 
previous US leadership, framing dialogue as 
recognition of Russia’s military and political re-
silience rather than a path to compromise on 
Ukraine. Peace negotiations were discussed 
conditionally, with repeated stress on Russia 
having already articulated its demands and 
on the futility of talks that ignored ‘realities 

on the ground’. Overall the event reinforced 
a confident, even dismissive tone towards ne-
gotiations, presenting peace as something the 
West must seek on Russia’s terms, not as a mu-
tually constructed outcome. 

Russian Telegram channels (2,149 
posts): The Trump–Putin call was dissected 
through specific tactical signals, such as the 
absence of concrete ceasefire timelines, vague 
references to ‘dialogue’, and the lack of public 
commitments on Ukraine’s territorial status. 
Authors focused heavily on who initiated the 
call, who benefited from it politically, and how 
it fitted Trump’s domestic agenda, arguing that 
negotiations were driven by US electoral cal-
culus rather than conflict resolution. Several 
posts interpreted mentions of prisoners, sanc-
tions fatigue, and US exhaustion as indicators 
that Washington might seek a pause to re-
group, not peace, reinforcing distrust towards 
negotiations. As a result the dominant framing 
presented talks as instrumental and revers-
ible, where Russia must remain militarily firm 
because any peace initiative was portrayed 
as provisional, opportunistic, and shaped by 
short-term Western needs rather than stable 
guarantees.

Russian web articles (8,894 articles): 
The Trump–Putin call was framed in a mea-
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sured, legitimising register, presenting the 
conversation as a routine but significant res-
toration of high-level dialogue rather than a 
pivot towards peace. Articles emphasised 
formal details – the duration of the call, the 
breadth of topics discussed, and the tone of 
‘mutual respect’ – to signal diplomatic normal-
ity and Russia’s continued relevance in global 
decision-making. Ukraine was referenced in-
directly, with peace framed through abstract 
formulations such as ‘political settlement’ and 
‘addressing causes’, avoiding any suggestion 
of compromise or urgency. Overall the event 
reinforced a perception that negotiations were 
a long-term, conditional process, acceptable 
only within Russia’s established framework 
and not driven by humanitarian or ceasefire 
imperatives.

Other Russian-language social media 
(515 posts): The Trump–Putin call was dis-
cussed in a more reactive and audience-ori-
ented way, with users focusing on concrete 
symbols rather than strategic doctrine. Posts 
frequently highlighted the fact of direct con-
tact itself as proof that Russia could not be 
isolated, while downplaying expectations of 
immediate peace by stressing that ‘talks do 
not mean concessions’. Specific attention was 
paid to wording about ‘mutual interest’ and 

‘working contacts’, which was interpreted as 
signalling a slow normalisation of dialogue 
without resolving Ukraine’s status. Overall the 
event reinforced a framing in which negotia-
tions were acceptable as validation of Russia’s 
position and endurance, but peace was por-
trayed as distant, conditional, and dependent 
on the West adjusting its behaviour rather than 
on reciprocal compromise.

Across the datasets, Russian official 
websites and web articles presented the 
Trump–Putin call as controlled diplomatic nor-
malisation, avoiding emotional language and 
framing peace as conditional and procedural, 
while prime-time TV added a power-hierarchy 
narrative that stressed Western weakness and 
Russian strength. Telegram channels stand out 
for their granular, tactical speculation, focus-
ing on omissions, political motives, sanctions 
fatigue, and the reversibility of talks, whereas 
other social platforms translated the event into 
symbolic validation for mass audiences with 
limited strategic depth. Overall the closer the 
platform was to the state core, the more re-
strained and legitimising the framing; the more 
informal the platform, the more explicit the 
scepticism, instrumentalism, and short-term 
calculation surrounding peace negotiations.

Russian reaction to the Riyadh talks  
(18–19 February 2025)

Russian state websites (8 mentions): 
The Riyadh talks were framed as a structured, 
legitimate diplomatic process that confirmed 
Russia’s status as an indispensable nego-
tiating actor, rather than as an urgent peace 
initiative. Coverage emphasised procedural 
elements – formats of meetings, continuity 
of dialogue, and mutual acknowledgement 
of interests – while avoiding any indication of 
pressure, deadlines, or concessions related 
to Ukraine. Peace was presented through ab-
stract language about ‘political-diplomatic set-
tlement’ and ‘long-term stability’, reinforcing 
the idea that negotiations must address sys-
temic causes rather than battlefield dynamics. 
Overall the event strengthened a framing in 
which talks were normalised and depoliticised, 
positioning peace as conditional, gradual, and 

firmly embedded within Russia’s established 
diplomatic logic.

Russian TV shows (8 recordings): The 
Riyadh talks were discussed with specific em-
phasis on venue, composition, and sequenc-
ing, highlighting Saudi Arabia as a neutral 
mediator and stressing that Kyiv was absent 
from the format. Commentators focused on 
concrete elements such as the length of nego-
tiations, the presence of senior diplomatic and 
security officials, and references to ‘technical 
consultations’, framing these details as proof 
that the talks were serious, elite-level, and 
insulated from public pressure. Ukraine was 
portrayed as an object rather than a partici-
pant, with repeated claims that decisions were 
being discussed ‘between real powers’ based 
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on battlefield realities. Overall the framing 
used these specifics to reinforce the idea that 
peace negotiations were progressing on Rus-
sia’s terms, methodically and without urgency, 
while signalling that outcomes would be dic-
tated by power alignment rather than moral or 
humanitarian considerations.

Russian Telegram channels (2,682 
posts): The Riyadh talks triggered highly de-
tailed, often cynical parsing of concrete sig-
nals, including who arrived first, how long del-
egations stayed in Riyadh, and which issues 
were publicly confirmed versus omitted. Au-
thors dwelt on the absence of joint statements, 
the use of closed formats, and references to 
‘technical’ or ‘preparatory’ talks to argue that 
negotiations were exploratory and reversible 
rather than a firm peace track. Attention was 
paid to Saudi Arabia’s role as a venue, inter-
preted as a sign that talks were being removed 
from European influence and shifted towards a 
more favourable geopolitical environment for 
Russia. Overall the framing presented peace 
talks as a cautious probing exercise driven 
by US repositioning, where Russia must test 
Western intentions without signalling weak-
ness or reducing military pressure.

Russian web articles (14,971 articles): 
The Riyadh talks were framed through compar-
ative and interpretive details, often contrasting 
this meeting with earlier failed negotiation for-
mats. Authors highlighted concrete elements 
such as the choice of Riyadh over European 
capitals, the closed nature of the discussions, 
and the absence of Ukrainian representatives 
to argue that a new, more pragmatic phase of 
dialogue was emerging. At the same time, ar-
ticles stressed uncertainty by pointing to limit-
ed official disclosures and the lack of tangible 
outcomes, cautioning readers against expect-
ing rapid progress. Overall the event was por-
trayed as a tentative recalibration rather than a 
breakthrough, where peace was discussed as 

possible but fragile, contingent on sustained 
engagement and shifting geopolitical calcula-
tions rather than immediate compromise.

Other Russian-language social media 
(778 posts): The Riyadh talks were discussed 
in a simplified but concrete register, with users 
focusing on visible markers such as the loca-
tion in Saudi Arabia, the absence of Ukraine, 
and statements about ‘working contacts’ or 
‘continuation of dialogue’. Posts often trans-
lated elite diplomacy into everyday meaning, 
interpreting the meeting as proof that the con-
flict was moving from the battlefield to nego-
tiation rooms, but without expectations of a 
quick peace. Specific references to secrecy, 
lack of press access, and undefined outcomes 
were used to temper optimism and stress that 
talks might stall or pause. Overall the framing 
presented the negotiations as real but distant, 
reinforcing patience and resilience rather than 
anticipation of imminent settlement.

Across media types, Russian official 
state websites presented the Riyadh talks as 
procedural normalisation, emphasising format, 
continuity, and legitimacy while deliberately 
avoiding outcomes or urgency. Prime-time TV 
built on this by adding a power-centric narra-
tive, using specifics like venue choice, dele-
gation level, and Ukraine’s absence to assert 
that negotiations were taking place among 
‘real decision-makers’ on Russia’s terms. Tele-
gram channels provided the most granular and 
sceptical analysis, closely tracking omissions, 
secrecy, timing, and geopolitical signalling to 
frame the talks as exploratory and reversible 
rather than a peace breakthrough. Other so-
cial platforms and non-state web articles trans-
lated these signals for broader audiences, 
combining cautious optimism with restraint, 
portraying negotiations as possible but slow, 
conditional, and shaped by shifting power bal-
ances rather than mutual compromise. 

The topic of sanctions
The analysis confirms findings from ear-

lier reports in this series: Russian media em-
ployed sanctions narratives as propaganda 

tools to sustain public morale, portray Russia 
as economically resilient, and frame the West 
as self-destructive and dependent (Figure 69). 
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The overarching message presented sanctions 
as ineffective against Russia while harmful to 
their initiators. However, media sentiment on 
sanctions demonstrated notable fragmenta-
tion during early 2025. As prospects for peace 

negotiations emerged, Russian media cov-
erage increasingly addressed the potential 
lifting of sanctions as a negotiation outcome. 
This shift signalled an effective potential ne-
gotiations leverage of the West.

Figure 69. Dynamics of mentions of the keyword ‘sanctions’ in Russian media over the research timeframe

Clash with Zelenskyy in the White House
On 28 February 2025 President Donald 

Trump hosted Ukrainian President Volodymyr 
Zelenskyy at the White House Oval Office. 
They were expected to discuss US support 
for Ukraine amid its war with Russia and fi-
nalise a proposed mineral-rights agreement. 
However, the meeting rapidly became conten-
tious. In the presence of the media, Trump and 
Vice-President J.D. Vance strongly criticised 
Zelenskyy, accusing him of being ungrateful, 
playing ‘games’ with the war, and not showing 
sufficient urgency for peace. By the end of the 
session, the minerals deal reportedly intended 
to be signed was abandoned on the spot, the 
planned press conference was cancelled, and 
Zelenskyy was reportedly ‘thrown out’ of the 
White House.236

This event had great importance as 
the encounter signalled a sharp shift in US–
Ukraine diplomacy. The US president public-

ly chastised an allied head of state inside the 
White House – a rare diplomatic spectacle. It 
increased uncertainty about future American 
military and financial support for Ukraine.237

Russian state media and officials por-
trayed the meeting as a diplomatic victory for 
Moscow. They emphasised that Ukraine was 
publicly humiliated, and its Western back-
ing appeared weaker. The breakdown of the 
planned minerals deal between the US and 
Ukraine (which Russia likely feared would 
strengthen Kyiv’s Western ties) offered Russia 
a strategic opening. By highlighting the frac-
tures between Washington and Kyiv, Russia 
might see more leverage in pushing for fa-
vourable terms in any future peace process or 
negotiation.238

This case study examines the narratives 
promoted by Russia after the White House 
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meeting and analyses whether these hostile 
narratives spread to other world regions or 
how else other regions reacted to the incident. 

The research sample used was the day 
of the incident and the two following days, that 
is, 28 February, 1 March, and 2 March 2025. 
During this research period, approximate-

ly 28,600 media texts were collected from 
Russian state websites, Russian TV shows, 
Russian Telegram channels, Russian web arti-
cles, and other social platforms. Distribution of 
mentions by media type and hourly dynamics 
are shown in Figures 70 to 72.

Figure 70. Distribution of media texts by media type

Figure 71. Hourly dynamics of Russian media texts during the research period, with peak spike at 6PM GMT on 28 
February
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Figure 72. Hourly dynamics of Russian Telegram (orange) vs web media texts (green) during the research period. Tel-
egram reacted quicker, with the dynamics seeing a sharp rise at 5PM GMT on 28 February, with web reaction an hour 
later

Storyline analysis
State websites

During the three-day timeframe, 121 
articles from official Russian state websites 

were collected. Their distribution by domain is 
shown in Figure 73.

Figure 73. Distribution of Russian state website mentions by domain
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The main coverage about the events 
in the White House came from a duma.gov.
ru article which was based on the thoughts of 
State Duma Chairman Vyacheslav Volodin.239 
The piece, called ‘Vyacheslav Volodin: Our 
country’s advantage is President Vladimir Pu-
tin’, frames the Trump–Zelenskyy White House 
confrontation not as a factual altercation but 
as proof of Western chaos and moral decay. 
Volodin suggests the US political elite is in tur-

moil and that Ukraine’s leadership has become 
a pawn of Washington’s internal conflicts. The 
text emphasises that Russia stands united and 
stable, while the ‘collective West’ tears itself 
apart. It highlights Zelenskyy’s humiliation and 
Trump’s dominance, echoing a wider Kremlin 
messaging line portraying Ukraine as depen-
dent and humiliated, and Trump as a symbol of 
American unpredictability.

Russian TV shows
Our analysis examined seven Russian 

state television programmes broadcast during 
the three-day period (28 February–2 March 
2025), including coverage on flagship pro-
grammes 60 минут (60 Minutes, Russia-1), 
Вести недели (Vesti Weekly, Russia-1), Вечер 
с Владимиром Соловьёвым (Evening with 
Vladimir Solovyov, Russia-1), and Время (Time, 
Channel One).240

All the shows covered the incident at the 
White House. The coverage characterised the 
encounter as a ‘clash’, framing it as evidence 
of Western political dysfunction and elite dis-
cord. Zelenskyy was portrayed as subordinate 
and humiliated, while Trump was depicted as 
dominant yet erratic (Figure 74). Rather than 
factual reporting, the narrative functioned as 
a morality tale reinforcing established Russian 
propaganda themes.

Figure 74. Screenshot from a Russian TV recording of D.50( (Time), Channel One, 1 March 2025

Recurrent narratives:

•	 Western chaos: characterisation of crisis 
and irresponsible leadership.

•	 Ukrainian dependency: emphasis on 
Ukraine’s subordinate position and 
reliance on Western support.

•	 Zelenskyy’s humiliation: personal denigra-
tion and ridicule of Ukrainian president.

•	 Russian strength and stability, contrasted 
explicitly with Western dysfunction.
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•	 Clash/scandal framing: dramatisation 
of diplomatic encounters to emphasise 
discord.

•	 Western information suppression: 
pre-emptive dismissal of contradictory 
details or alternative accounts.

Tactics and likely misinformation:

•	 Selective quotation and omission: little 
to no verifiable detail from the meeting 
(timing, officials, direct on-record quotes).

•	 Hyperbolic causality: TV hosts generalise 
a bilateral disagreement into ‘evidence’ of 
total Western collapse.

•	 Ad hominem and ridicule: personal attacks 
on Zelenskyy substitute for sourcing.

•	 Narrative priming: reframing any US–
Ukraine friction as proof Ukraine will be 
‘abandoned’, without substantiation. 

Notable lines (paraphrased from transcripts):

•	 ‘Zelenskyy was put in his place in 
Washington; a puppet scolded by its 
master.’

•	 ‘The Oval Office scene exposes US chaos; 
Europe is next.’

•	 ‘Western media are silencing what really 
happened in the White House.’

Instagram posts
The meeting in the White House was 

discussed by 6 out of 57 Instagram posts (Fig-
ures 75 and 76). The posts came from mixed 

accounts (public figures, meme pages, news 
aggregators). Tones included mockery, irony, 
and pro-Trump sympathy.

Figure 75. Screenshot of an Instagram post on the telegraph account
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Figure 76. Screenshot of an Instagram post by versesliterary

Tweets on X
Of 61 collected posts on X, 38 (62.3%) 

addressed the Trump–Zelenskyy White House 
meeting (Figures 77 to 79). Content predom-
inantly mocked Zelenskyy while praising 
Trump, characterising the encounter as a ‘cir-
cus’ exposing Western political dysfunction. 
Multiple posts asserted that Western media 
concealed the truth about the meeting, while 
others advanced conspiratorial or unverified 

claims. Additional posts incorporated broader 
geopolitical themes (NATO, EU) or suggested 
‘compromise’ and ‘peace’ narratives. Content 
demonstrated sparse evidence and sourcing; 
most posts were reactive or meme-based rath-
er than informative, amplifying humiliation and 
chaos narratives consistent with pro-Kremlin 
discourse patterns observed throughout the 
dataset.

Dominant frames:

•	 Zelenskyy humiliation: mockery through 
ridicule and meme-based content.

•	 Western dysfunction: characterisation of 
the meeting as chaotic, frequently using the 
phrase ‘circus in the White House’ (Eи.7 < 
?5F%0 @%05).

•	 Pro-Trump positioning: supportive framing 
suggesting Trump ‘put him in his place’ 
(8%с9:<иF ;: 05с9%) or ‘was right’ (8.:<).

•	 Disinformation accusations: claims of fabricat-
ed or misleading Western media coverage.

•	 Geopolitical contextualisation: integration of 
broader NATO and EU themes.

•	 Peace and compromise narratives: occasional 
framing suggesting potential for negotiated 
settlement.
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Figure 77. Screenshot of a tweet on X by @rvps2001

Figure 78. Screenshot of a tweet on X by @basoff1966

Figure 79. Screenshot of a tweet on X by @MaurizioGamba78
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Facebook posts
Of 143 Facebook posts collected, 125 

(87.4%) addressed the Trump–Zelenskyy 
White House meeting. The event was framed 
as a humiliation for Zelenskyy and a sign of 
Western dysfunction. Posts from both public 
figures and ordinary users mocked Ukraine’s 
dependence on the US, praised Trump’s domi-

nance, and accused Western media of conceal-
ment. Misinformation included exaggerated or 
false depictions of a ‘physical altercation’. The 
overall tone mirrored state media narratives of 
Western chaos and Russian stability, amplify-
ing the story’s propagandistic framing.

Dominant narratives:
• Zelenskyy humiliation: posts character-

ised him as ‘a puppet scolded by Trump’ 
or ‘disgraced in Washington’.241

• Western dysfunction: framing of the en-
counter as ‘circus in the White House’ 
demonstrating political chaos.242

• Pro-Trump positioning: portrayal of 
Trump as assertive, victorious, or expos-
ing Western hypocrisy.243

• Disputed Trump statements: content ad-
dressing contested or unverified claims 
attributed to Trump regarding the meet-
ing.244

YouTube videos
Across 606 YouTube video descriptions, 

500 referenced the Trump–Zelenskyy White 
House meeting. The texts focused on scandal 
and humiliation framing, portraying Zelenskyy 
as weak and Trump as assertive. Many de-
scriptions used words like с7:;@:F (skandal, 
scandal), 8.%<:F (proval, failure), and 8%G%. 

(pozor, disgrace) to dramatise the event. Some 
accused Western media of hiding the truth, 
while others tied the episode to NATO and Eu-
ropean politics. Overall the coverage empha-
sised confrontation, dominance, and distrust 
towards Western narratives, aligning closely 
with broader Russian media discourse. 

Main narratives:
• Scandal and confrontation: many video 

descriptions depicted the White House 
meeting as a political scandal or open 
clash, often using terms like и;Eи@5;9 
(intsident, incident), с9/H7: (stychka, 
clash) and с7:;@:F (skandal, scandal). 
The tone suggested a breakdown of 
diplomatic decorum and portrayed the 
event as proof of deep tension between 
the US and Ukraine.245

• Zelenskyy’s humiliation: Zelenskyy was 
frequently described as a humiliated 
or powerless participant who lost face 
during the meeting. Such framing rein-
forces perceptions of Ukraine’s subordi-
nation to US interests.246

• Trump’s dominance: Trump was pre-
sented as assertive and victorious, with 
descriptions highlighting his ability to 

control or ‘set straight’ his Ukrainian 
counterpart. This narrative positions 
Trump as a strong leader in contrast to 
perceived weakness elsewhere in the 
West.247 But there was also an alterna-
tive narrative from Ukrainian channels 
saying that Trump went crazy during the 
meeting and should not have behaved 
like that, and Zelenskyy was shown 
respect for a heroic stance during the 
heated moments in the Oval office.248

• NATO and EU reactions: some videos 
connected the meeting’s tension to wid-
er instability within NATO and the Euro-
pean Union. These descriptions argued 
that internal Western divisions were 
growing and that allies were losing con-
fidence in one another.249
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Cross-platform summary: across all the 
analysed Russian-language media – state 
websites, television shows, Instagram posts, 
tweets, Facebook posts, and YouTube video 
descriptions – the Trump–Zelenskyy White 
House incident was covered as a scandal high-
lighting Western dysfunction and Ukraine’s de-
pendence. Despite differences in format and 
tone, four narratives consistently appeared: 
Zelenskyy’s humiliation, Trump’s dominance, 
the West in crisis, and Russia’s stability. State 
websites and TV delivered these lines formal-
ly, emphasising geopolitical implications and 
moral contrast. Social media platforms am-

plified ridicule, memes, and emotional com-
mentary, framing the episode as a ‘show’ or 
‘incident’ that exposed the West’s hypocrisy. 
YouTube and Facebook blended sensational-
ism with pseudo-analysis, while X and Insta-
gram circulated mocking visuals.

Across all platforms, factual reporting 
was combined with personal interpretation. 
The consistency of messaging across diverse 
media types illustrates a coordinated narrative 
ecosystem, translating official propaganda 
into mass-consumable digital language while 
tailoring tone to each platform’s audience. 

Telegram posts

Main narratives: 
• Demand for Ukrainian contrition: asser-

tions that Zelenskyy must apologise or 
the US would appear weak without im-
posing consequences on Ukraine. Nar-
rative reinforced by Secretary of State 
Marco Rubio’s comments characterising 
Zelenskyy as disrespectful and unwill-
ing to pursue peace negotiations.250 

• Zelenskyy humiliation theme: claims 
that Zelenskyy humiliated himself and 
Ukraine, with Trump having ‘put Zelen-
skyy in his place’.251

• Ukrainian diplomatic failure: attribution 
of meeting failure to Zelenskyy’s errors, 
including raising his voice and threaten-
ing the US, characterised as Ukraine’s 
patron state.252

• Rupture in US–Ukraine relations: char-

acterisation of meeting as disastrous for 
bilateral relations, with predictions of 
aid termination. Content cited Trump’s 
alleged refusal to continue dialogue 
with Zelenskyy and Elon Musk’s charac-
terisation of the meeting as catastroph-
ic. Speculation regarding EU response: 
whether Europe would independently 
support Ukraine or abandon it to nego-
tiate separately with Trump.253

• Zelenskyy’s principled stance: coun-
ter-narrative acknowledging Zelen-
skyy’s disagreement with Trump’s 
statements and unwillingness to accept 
unjust peace terms involving territorial 
concessions.254

• Putin’s peace commitment: claims that 
Putin desired peace more earnestly 
than Zelenskyy.255
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Web articles

Main topics:
• Ukrainian panic over aid termination: 

content emphasising Ukrainian uncer-
tainty regarding continued US military 
assistance, citing Trump’s statements 
comparing US contribution levels to oth-
er nations.256

• Meeting as catastrophic failure: charac-
terisation of the White House encounter 
as disaster, disgrace, and humiliation. 
Extensive use of disparaging language 
provided the basis for mockery and 
comparison to dramatic television pro-
gramming.257

• Zelenskyy’s alleged obstinacy (Figure 
80): assertions that Zelenskyy refus-
es peace while ‘playing with millions 
of lives’, implying Russian willingness 
to negotiate while Ukraine purported-
ly loses militarily. Narrative reinforced 
by citing statements from Marco Rubio, 
Viktor Orbán, and Elon Musk.258 

• Permanent reputational damage: claims 
that Zelenskyy suffered irreparable hu-
miliation and reputational harm.259

• Zelenskyy’s ingratitude: attribution of 
meeting failure to Zelenskyy’s errors, 
characterising his subsequent criticism 
of US politicians, including Trump, as 
ungrateful, given US support. Content 
portrayed Zelenskyy as questioning 
‘What should I thank you for? ’260

• Corruption allegations: claims that 
Ukraine resells US-supplied weapons. 
Content cited Trump’s statements re-
garding US contribution levels and al-
legations that ‘half the money goes no-
where’.261

Figure 80. Screenshot from a web article by regnum.mir-
tesen.ru (source: [Zelenskyy responded rudely to Sena-
tor Graham’s call to resign], Regnum, 18 March 2025)

• Ukraine’s isolation: framing of meet-
ing as ‘the beginning of the end’ for 
Ukraine, questioning future support 
sources. Meeting portrayed as Russian 
triumph. Content cited Rubio’s alleged 
statement that Europe lacks plans to 
end the war, suggesting only Trump and 
Putin can resolve the conflict.262
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Narratives and statements
Comparing how Russia’s main commu-

nication narratives have changes from elec-
tion day to the incident at the White House, the 
two top narratives of Russian communication 
remained the same: ‘Legitimising the war in 
Ukraine’ and ‘Western European disunity 
and NATO’s strategic collapse’. However, the 
main argument for the latter narrative shifted 
from ‘Russian media suggests the West is wea-
ry of supporting Ukraine’ to ‘The US is accused 
of exploiting Ukraine for geopolitical leverage’ 
and ‘The West is said to sacrifice Ukrainians 
while avoiding direct conflict’. This marks 
the changed context, where the question of 
Ukraine is once again on the table, but this 
time it might not be favourable to Ukrainians.

The largest increase in ratings was ob-
served in the narrative ‘Russia’s inevitable 
victory’, with its two main statements also 
shifting from ‘Kremlin sources claim hundreds 

of Ukrainian soldiers are killed in single-day 
operations’ and ‘Russian forces are report-
ed to advance steadily across all key fronts’ 
to ‘Ukrainian morale is depicted as weaken-
ing under pressure’ and ‘Moscow states that 
Ukraine’s counteroffensives have all failed’. 
Russians perceived themselves as closer to 
victory than at any point in recent months, with 
the primary argument centred on Ukrainian 
morale degradation. 

Another narrative that was increasingly 
used was ‘Zelenskyy follows the West’s every 
order’, with its main statement also changing 
from ‘Kyiv’s policies are dictated by NATO ad-
visors’ to ‘Zelenskyy follows orders directly 
from Washington’. This indicates that after the 
incident, Russian media viewed the US as a 
more important entity than NATO as a whole 
in terms of aid to Ukraine.

Jeddah Talks between the US and Ukraine: 
Second Call between Trump and Putin 

On 11 March 2025 senior US and 
Ukrainian officials met in Jeddah, Saudi Arabia, 
for talks aimed at reviving peace negotiations 
and halting hostilities in the Russia-Ukraine 
war. The meeting was also seen as a means of 
warming the diplomatic relationship between 
the countries after the incident in the White 
House between Trump and Zelenskyy. The 
US was represented by Marco Rubio and Mike 
Waltz, while Ukraine was represented by Head 
of the Office of the President Andriy Yermak 
and Ukrainian Foreign Minister Andrii Sybiha. 
The meeting was highly significant in repairing 

US–Ukraine ties and led to a 30-day ceasefire 
proposal.263

On 18 March, Putin and Trump held a 
lengthy (two and a half hours) phone call to 
discuss the latest developments in seeking a 
peace deal in the Russia-Ukraine war. During 
the call both sides supposedly agreed to halt 
attacks on energy infrastructure for 30 days 
(the Jeddah talks suggested a full 30-day 
ceasefire) and expressed a commitment to on-
going negotiations. However, doubts were ex-
pressed in the media over the call’s real effec-
tiveness and whether both sides would keep 
the ceasefire.264

Russian reaction to the Jeddah talks between the US and Ukraine  
(11–12 March 2025)
Russian state websites (5 mentions): 

The Jeddah talks between Ukraine and the 
US were framed as a secondary and externally 

driven process, lacking independent agency 
or legitimacy. The coverage stressed that the 
discussions took place without Russia’s partic-
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ipation, using this exclusion to argue that such 
formats could not produce a real peace set-
tlement. Specific emphasis was placed on the 
role of the US as the agenda setter, portraying 
Ukraine as a dependent actor implementing 
decisions rather than negotiating them. Over-
all the event was used to reinforce a framing 
in which peace efforts that bypassed Russia 
were depicted as performative, unstable, and 
incapable of addressing the ‘root causes’ of 
the conflict.

Russian TV shows (6 recordings): The 
Jeddah talks were discussed through concrete 
delegitimising details, with commentators 
emphasising that Ukraine met the US alone, 
without Russia, and therefore could not nego-
tiate peace in substance. The hosts focused 
on specifics such as the agenda being set in 
Washington, the consultative rather than de-
cision-making nature of the meetings, and the 
absence of any binding outcomes, presenting 
the talks as political choreography. Attention 
was paid to claims that Ukraine was being 
‘briefed’ or ‘instructed’, not consulted as an 
equal partner, reinforcing a hierarchy where 
Kyiv lacked sovereignty in negotiations. Over-
all the event was framed as proof that peace 
initiatives that exclude Russia are symbolic ex-
ercises that delay, rather than advance, a real 
settlement.

Russian Telegram channels (1,933 
posts): The Jeddah talks were parsed with 
sharp attention to concrete signals and contra-
dictions, including the choice of Saudi Arabia 
as a venue, the sequencing of meetings before 
any Russia–US contacts, and the absence of 
formal communiqués. Posts scrutinised specif-
ic talking points attributed to US officials, such 
as security guarantees, ceasefire formulas, or 
‘confidence-building steps’, arguing that these 
reflected Washington’s priorities rather than 
Ukrainian agency. Several channels highlight-
ed discrepancies between public optimism 
and vague wording, using this gap to suggest 
the talks were exploratory, improvised, or de-
signed for media consumption. Overall the 
framing portrayed the event as a tactical US–
Ukraine coordination session that neither ad-
vanced peace nor altered Russia’s negotiating 
position, reinforcing scepticism towards any 

process unfolding without Moscow.

Russian web articles (9,351 articles): 
The Jeddah talks were examined through spe-
cific contextual and comparative details, often 
questioning what practical outcomes Ukraine 
could achieve without Russia at the table. Au-
thors highlighted concrete elements such as 
the consultative format, the lack of signed 
documents, and reliance on US statements to 
argue that the talks functioned more as coor-
dination than negotiation. Some articles con-
trasted the meeting with earlier Russia–US or 
multilateral formats, emphasising its limited 
scope and symbolic character. Overall the 
event was framed as diplomatically active but 
substantively weak, reinforcing the view that 
peace discussions excluding Russia remain in-
complete and strategically constrained.

Other Russian-language social media 
(655 posts): The Jeddah talks were discussed 
with attention to visible and easily interpre-
table details, such as the meeting location, 
the US–Ukraine pairing, and the absence 
of Russian representatives. Posts frequently 
referenced the lack of concrete outcomes or 
timelines, interpreting this as evidence that 
the talks were preliminary or symbolic rather 
than decisive. Some users focused on media 
language like ‘consultations’ and ‘exchange of 
views’ to argue that no real negotiation took 
place. Overall the framing presented the event 
as another diplomatic episode that generated 
headlines but did not materially change pros-
pects for peace without Russia’s involvement.

Across media types, official Russian 
state websites and prime-time TV uniformly 
delegitimised the Jeddah talks by stressing 
Russia’s absence and Ukraine’s lack of agen-
cy, framing the event as incapable of pro-
ducing real peace outcomes. Prime-time TV 
sharpened this line through hierarchical lan-
guage and concrete cues – agenda setting, 
consultative formats, and missing binding de-
cisions – to portray the talks as political the-
atre. Telegram channels provided the most 
detailed and critical scrutiny, dissecting venue 
choice, sequencing, vague formulations, and 
messaging gaps to argue the meetings were 
tactical coordination rather than negotiation. 
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Non-state web articles and other social plat-
forms translated this scepticism into broader 
discourse, portraying the talks as diplomatical-

ly active but substantively hollow, reinforcing 
the narrative that any peace process excluding 
Russia was structurally incomplete.

Russian reaction to the second call between Putin and Trump  
(18–19 March 2025)
Russian state websites (7 mentions): 

The second Putin–Trump call on 18 March was 
framed as confirmation of sustained, high-lev-
el engagement, emphasising continuity rather 
than escalation or breakthrough. Coverage 
focused on formal specifics: the fact that this 
was a follow-up call, the breadth of issues dis-
cussed, and the ‘businesslike’ tone, to signal 
stability and mutual recognition between the 
two leaders. Ukraine-related elements were 
again embedded in abstract formulations 
about political settlement and security, avoid-
ing any language of urgency or concession. 
Overall the event reinforced a perception that 
negotiations remained controlled and condi-
tional, with peace framed as a long-term pro-
cess managed through elite dialogue rather 
than immediate outcomes.

Russian TV shows (8 recordings): 
The second Putin–Trump call was unpacked 
through specific narrative cues such as the 
short interval since the previous call, the ab-
sence of intermediaries, and the emphasis on 
direct leader-to-leader contact. Commentators 
dwelt on details like references to ‘clarifying 
positions’, ‘maintaining channels’, and the lack 
of public readouts on concessions to argue 
that dialogue reflected mutual pragmatism 
rather than pressure on Russia. Ukraine was 
discussed as a background issue framed by 
‘realities on the ground’, with the hosts stress-
ing that repeated calls indicated US acknowl-
edgement that resolution required Moscow’s 
consent. Overall the event was used to project 
confidence and control, portraying peace talks 
as ongoing but firmly insulated from external 
demands or timelines.

Russian Telegram channels (2,523 
posts): The second Putin–Trump call was ex-
amined with close attention to sequencing, 
repetition, and omissions, with many posts 
stressing that a follow-up call within weeks 
signalled unresolved bargaining rather than 

progress towards peace. Authors highlighted 
specific absences – no ceasefire language, 
no timelines, no joint statements – interpret-
ing them as evidence that positions remained 
far apart despite continued contact. Some 
channels contrasted this call with earlier Sau-
di-hosted talks, arguing that direct leader 
communication was being used to test red 
lines rather than finalise agreements. Overall 
the framing was cautious and transactional, 
portraying negotiations as a probing process 
in which Russia must preserve leverage and 
avoid premature concessions.

Russian web articles (11,291 articles): 
The second Putin–Trump call was interpret-
ed through comparative and process-orient-
ed specifics, frequently noting the unusually 
close timing to the February call and the lack 
of visible outcomes. Articles pointed to con-
crete cues such as repeated emphasis on 
‘maintaining dialogue’, limited public detail, 
and the absence of initiatives to argue that 
the talks were stabilising rather than transfor-
mative. Some pieces speculated that the call 
reflected mutual interest in preventing esca-
lation while postponing difficult decisions on 
Ukraine. Overall the framing presented peace 
negotiations as frozen but managed, with di-
alogue serving to contain risks rather than to 
accelerate a settlement.

Other Russian-language social media 
(709 posts): The second Putin–Trump call was 
discussed through visible, easily communica-
ble details, such as the facts that it was a re-
peat contact and that leaders spoke directly 
without intermediaries. Users frequently not-
ed the absence of dramatic announcements, 
ceasefires, or deadlines, interpreting this as 
confirmation that talks were ongoing but cau-
tious. Some posts framed the call as evidence 
that Western isolation of Russia had failed, 
while tempering expectations of quick peace. 
Overall the event was portrayed as reassur-
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ance of dialogue continuity rather than a sig-
nal of imminent negotiation outcomes.

Cross-platform assessment: Russian 
state websites and prime-time TV framed the 
second Putin–Trump call as managed continu-
ity, emphasising repetition, stability, and lead-
er-level control while avoiding any suggestion 
of urgency or compromise on Ukraine. Prime-
time TV added a power-recognition layer, using 
specifics like direct contact and short intervals 
between calls to argue that the US acknowl-

edged Russia’s central role in any settlement. 
Telegram channels provided the most scep-
tical and detail-driven reading, focusing on 
omissions, lack of outcomes, and sequencing 
to portray the talks as probing and unresolved 
rather than advancing peace. Non-state web 
articles and other social platforms translated 
this into a broader narrative of frozen but con-
trolled negotiations, where dialogue served 
to contain risks and preserve leverage rather 
than deliver imminent agreements.

Conclusions of the Case Study
This case study demonstrates that Rus-

sian public discourse on peace negotiations 
in the war against Ukraine is shaped not by 
changing strategic intent, but by adaptive 
narrative management in response to exter-
nal political developments – most notably the 
return of Donald Trump to the US presidency. 
Across the entire research timeframe, Rus-
sian media did not meaningfully revise their 
core demands or redefine their understand-
ing of peace. Instead, peace was consistently 
framed as conditional, procedural, and subor-
dinate to Russia’s military and geopolitical ob-
jectives, while responsibility for the absence 
of negotiations was persistently attributed to 
Ukraine and its Western partners. Moreover, 
it has been noticed that Russians started us-
ing ‘peace’ talks as a tool for geopolitical ma-
nipulation for sanctions to be lifted.265

Donald Trump’s political trajectory 
functioned primarily as a narrative accelera-
tor rather than a substantive policy inflection 
point. His candidacy, election victory, and ear-
ly diplomatic engagement were leveraged by 
Russian communication to reinforce existing 
claims about Western fatigue, US transaction-
alism, and declining cohesion within NATO and 
the broader liberal order. The spike in positive 
sentiment following Trump’s election reflects 
not expectations of immediate peace, but per-
ceived confirmation that international condi-
tions were evolving in Russia’s favour and that 
Western resolve was weakening. 

Over the course of 2024, Russian dis-
course on peace evolved from outright re-

jection to conditional normalisation without 
any softening of strategic positions. Early 
narratives framed negotiations as impossible 
or already sabotaged by Kyiv and the West, 
positioning peace exclusively as a post-vic-
tory outcome. From spring onwards – partic-
ularly around the Swiss peace conference and 
Putin’s June ‘conditions’ – Russian messag-
ing became more formalised and procedural. 
Moscow repeatedly asserted readiness for 
dialogue while rigidly defining acceptable pa-
rameters, using Western diplomatic initiatives 
as evidence that others were rejecting ‘realis-
tic’ solutions. By late 2024, negotiations were 
portrayed as inevitable but deliberately de-
layed by Western political calculations, prepar-
ing the ground for Trump’s return to be framed 
as external validation of Russia’s long-stand-
ing approach. 

Post-election developments reinforced 
this framing. The Trump–Putin calls and the 
Riyadh talks were consistently presented 
across Russian media as diplomatic normali-
sation rather than peace breakthroughs. The 
absence of ceasefire language, timelines, or 
concrete outcomes was not interpreted as fail-
ure, but as evidence of strategic patience and 
leverage. Telegram channels played a critical 
role in operationalising this narrative by dis-
secting omissions, sequencing, and ambiguity, 
portraying negotiations as reversible probes 
shaped by US recalibration rather than genu-
ine conflict resolution. 

The Trump–Zelenskyy confrontation in 
the White House represented a convergence 
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point for multiple narratives. Russian media 
across platforms framed the episode as proof 
of Ukraine’s dependency, Western dysfunc-
tion, and Russia’s relative stability and authori-
ty. In this context peace was no longer framed 
as a negotiated settlement between belliger-
ents, but as an outcome imposed through hi-
erarchy, endurance, and direct engagement 
between ‘real decision-makers’. 

Overall the findings indicate that Rus-
sian strategic communication adapts tactically 
to events while maintaining strategic conti-
nuity. Trump serves as a narrative wildcard – 
useful for amplifying perceptions of Western 
division and negotiation fatigue – but not as a 
driver of Russian compromise. Peace, in Rus-
sian discourse, functions primarily as an instru-
ment of legitimacy, pressure, and signalling 
within the information space. This suggests 
that any future peace process will be contest-
ed not only through diplomacy and military 
power, but through sustained competition 
over narratives, expectations, and perceived 
inevitability. 
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[5] Mobilisation in the Tuva and 
Buryatia Regions
Section summary 
Object of analysis Local communication targeted at the residents of the Tuva and Buryatia 

regions
Research timeframe 1 January 2024 – 31 March 2025

Dataset: official and non-state Russian channels and social media.

Analysis methods 1. Boolean text search using Тува:*, Бурят:* (Tuva, Buryatia)
2. Spike discovery
3. Spike storyline analysis
4. Topic analysis of region-specific Telegram channels 

Intended purpose This section analyses media coverage in two specific Russian regions 
that are generally acknowledged as demonstrating high loyalty to the 
Kremlin, examining how mobilisation narratives are managed in areas 
with disproportionately high casualty and conscription rates.

For this case study, two strategically 
significant ethnic minority republics within the 
Russian Federation were selected:

1. Tuva: this remote Siberian republic provides 
manpower for Russia’s military operations, 
with disproportionately high mobilisation 
rates and propaganda emphasising loyalty 
to Moscow. It is key for tracking internal co-
hesion and ethnic exploitation narratives. 
Tuva is notable for its strong traditional 
and clan-based identity structures, which 
influence how war-related messaging is re-
ceived and processed by local populations.

2. Buryatia: as a region heavily affected by 
war casualties and targeted by recruit-
ment drives, Buryatia offers insight into 
morale, anti-war sentiment, and the impact 
of Kremlin disinformation in economically 
vulnerable, non-Slavic areas. The region 
has experienced some of the highest per 

capita casualty rates in Russia’s war against 
Ukraine.

Both Tuva and Buryatia are geographi-
cally distant from the war in Ukraine. However, 
they create a benchmarking opportunity, as 
they are treated as exemplary loyal Russian 
regions, with near-unanimous voting for Pu-
tin, locals publicly supporting the Kremlin and 
the war, and high rates of voluntary military 
service. These regions have also reportedly 
hosted North Korean military personnel. Since 
October 2024, North Korea has deployed an 
estimated 10,000–15,000 troops to support 
Russia’s war effort, primarily in the Kursk re-
gion.266 Western intelligence reports indicate 
that North Korean soldiers have sustained 
heavy casualties – with estimates suggesting 
more than 6,000 killed or wounded by early 
2025 – while Ukrainian commanders have not-
ed that some North Korean troops have been 
disguised as members of the Buryat ethnic 
group to obscure their presence.267
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The Main Topics in Local Telegram Channels
During the 15-month research period, 

posts were tracked from 414 Telegram chan-
nels, and several of these channels can be 
directly associated with the regions – IDJ 
8% Р5с8=KFи75 B/<: (MVD po Respublike 
Tyva), ,.:<и95FLс9<% ?=.(9ии (Pravitel’st-
vo Buryatii), or their administrators (Vladislav 
Khovalyg, Aleksey Tsydenov). These specif-
ic channels generated approximately 11,000 
Telegram posts. The full list of Telegram chan-
nels monitored during the research is provid-
ed in Appendix 1. 

Posts from Tuva region channels have 
been clustered to outline the most popular 
stories in the channels to provide more con-
text on the lives of the region’s people:

1. Spring 2024 flood crisis: mass evacuations 
and infrastructure damage (620 mentions, 
peaking in April 2024). Many posts covered 
the catastrophic spring floods affecting 
Tuva and neighbouring Russian regions, 
with emergency alerts, evacuation orders, 
and warnings about rising water levels in 
the Yenisei and Ural rivers. Public senti-
ment was anxious and often accusatory, 
with many complaining that authorities 
reacted too late or failed to maintain infra-
structure, while others expressed gratitude 
to rescuers.

2. High-profile criminal cases: murders, miss-
ing persons, and police appeals (540 men-
tions, peaking in March 2025). Numerous 
posts chronicled serious crimes, including 
murders, disappearances, and the identifi-
cation of suspects, often accompanied by 
public appeals for information. The pub-
lic response oscillated between fear and 
frustration, with many blaming rising crime 
rates on insufficient policing and worsen-
ing social conditions.

3. Administrative disruptions in public ser-
vices: schedule changes, system failures, 
benefit access issues, and so on (450 men-
tions, peaking in May–June 2024). Recur-
ring updates warned citizens about tem-

porary shutdowns of government offices, 
digitisation issues, or interruptions to public 
services such as receiving social benefits 
or accessing state portals. People react-
ed with annoyance and distrust, criticising 
bureaucratic inefficiency and poor commu-
nication, though some posts attempted to 
reassure residents.

4. Road accidents and transport safety crisis 
in Kyzyl (390 mentions, peaking in June 
2024). A striking number of posts docu-
mented fatal road accidents, hit-and-runs, 
and reckless driving incidents in Kyzyl and 
the surrounding areas. The tone from the 
authorities was strictly preventive and in-
structional, whereas public reactions ex-
pressed fear, anger at poor enforcement, 
and calls for stricter penalties or improve-
ments in road safety.

5. Crackdown on illegal alcohol in Tuva: mass 
raids and public health messaging (310 
mentions, peaking in February 2025). Tel-
egram channels repeatedly reported major 
police operations targeting illegal alcohol 
distribution, sometimes involving hundreds 
of litres seized in Kyzyl and rural districts. 
Posts framed alcohol as a major social 
problem; police emphasised crime reduc-
tion, while locals frequently blamed pover-
ty and lack of economic opportunities for 
the thriving black market.

Posts from Buryatia region channels 
were also clustered to outline the most popu-
lar stories in the channels to provide more con-
text on the lives of the region’s people:

1. Cultural and public events: festivals, exhi-
bitions, religious rituals, and regional pro-
motion (640 mentions, peaking in March 
2025). The most voluminous thematic clus-
ter covers cultural festivals, concerts, exhi-
bitions (including some military-themed), 
sports events, Buddhist ceremonies, tour-
ism promotion, and Buryatia’s participation 
in major Russian forums and expos. These 
posts construct an image of a vibrant, ac-
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tive region that honours its traditions and is 
integrated in the federal space, with culture 
and religion often subtly woven together 
with patriotic narratives but not always di-
rectly tied to the war.

2. Social and economic policy changes af-
fecting everyday life: salaries, tariffs, social 
support (420 mentions, peaking in Decem-
ber 2024). A large block of posts deals with 
wage increases, minimum income, social 
benefits, housing and utilities tariffs, sup-
port for families with children, employment 
programmes, and other bread-and-butter 
issues. The messaging presents federal 
and regional authorities as actively improv-
ing living standards and ‘not leaving people 
alone with their problems’, with criticism or 
dissatisfaction appearing mostly indirectly, 
between the lines.

3. Material, patriotic, and spiritual support for 
‘our fighters’ at the front (160 mentions, 
peaking in April 2024). Many posts de-
scribe how Buryatia sends equipment, hu-
manitarian aid, drones, uniforms, and ‘ev-
erything necessary’ to its units in Russia’s 
war against Ukraine (referred to in Russian 
official terminology as the SMO), alongside 
stories about patriotic trains, military-tech-
nology exhibitions, 8.%<%@/ (provody, 
‘send-off’) ceremonies, and Buddhist ritu-
als or prayers for defenders. The framing 
is that society, government, youth, and reli-

gious institutions are all united behind ‘our 
guys’, normalising the war as a collective, 
almost routine undertaking that everyone 
must support in their own way.

4. Expanding benefits and education oppor-
tunities for participants in the SMO and 
their families (130 mentions, peaking in 
March 2025). Posts repeatedly announce 
new measures for participants of military 
operations in Ukraine and their relatives: 
free or subsidised education, retraining, 
housing support, certificates, regional top-
ups to federal benefits, and various ‘social 
guarantees’. The framing is strongly affir-
mative: the state and republic are shown as 
caring and grateful, turning participation in 
the war into a path to social mobility and 
extra privileges.

5. Funerals and commemorations for mobil-
ised soldiers from Buryatia killed in military 
operations in Ukraine (70 mentions, peak-
ing in June 2024). A steady stream of posts 
tells the stories of specific mobilised men 
and volunteers killed in the war in Ukraine, 
with detailed biographies, school and work 
histories, and emphasis on their bravery 
and loyalty. These deaths are framed not 
as tragedy caused by the war itself, but as 
noble sacrifice; the tone is mournful yet 
proud, reinforcing the idea that dying at the 
front is an honourable destiny for Buryatia’s 
men.

Echoes of Mobilisation in Local 
Telegram Channels
Tuva: Soft framing and indirect messaging 

Based on the dataset of Tuva-region 
Telegram posts, the volume of mobilisation-re-
lated content is noticeably low. When mobilisa-
tion or participation in the war is mentioned in 
Tuva channels, it is framed indirectly – usually 
through praise of ‘defenders’, commemoration 
of fallen soldiers, or reports about support 
measures for families – rather than explicit 
calls to mobilise or narratives justifying con-
scription. This soft-framing approach avoids 

direct political messaging and instead embeds 
the war within culturally resonant themes: duty, 
community solidarity, and honouring ances-
tors, which aligns with Tuva’s strong traditional 
and clan-based identity structures. Compared 
with regions like Siberia, the Far East, or cen-
tral Russia, where Telegram often hosts overt 
patriotic mobilisation rhetoric, Tuva’s framing 
is subtler, more ceremonial, and less directive, 
suggesting a strategy aimed at maintaining al-
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ready existing high loyalty levels without pro-
voking resistance in a region historically sensi-
tive to federal pressure. 

Buryatia: Explicit normalisation and heroisation 
In the Buryatia dataset, mobilisation and 

participation in the war appear frequently and 
openly, in contrast to Tuva. The posts include 
a steady flow of obituaries for mobilised sol-
diers, reports about men killed in the so-called 
SMO, announcements of benefits for partic-
ipants and their families, and descriptions of 
equipment and aid sent to Buryatia’s units at 
the front. This creates a strong semantic en-

vironment where mobilisation is normalised: 
serving or dying in the war is framed as hon-
ourable, socially rewarded, and integrated into 
community identity. The framing is emotionally 
charged and multilayered – combining herois-
ation, collective duty, and state care – and is 
significantly more explicit than in many other 
Russian regions, where messaging is often 
more restrained or bureaucratic.

Conclusions of the Case Study
The Tuva and Buryatia case study 

highlights how Russia’s domestic information 
ecosystem manages the uneven social costs 
of the war while preserving the appearance 
of national unity and voluntary participation. 
These regions, which have disproportionately 
high casualty and mobilisation rates, pose a 
structural narrative risk: they could undermine 
the Kremlin’s claims of broad-based support 
and equal burden-sharing. 

State media coverage systematical-
ly neutralises this risk through selective visi-
bility and reframing. Losses from Tuva and 
Buryatia are rarely presented as cumulative 
or exceptional. Instead, they are fragmented 
into localised, individualised stories centred 
on heroism, sacrifice, and community pride. 
Deaths are framed as honourable fulfilment of 
duty rather than as evidence of disproportion-
ate impact. Telegram content adds emotional 
intensity but remains aligned with the core 
framing. Regional channels amplify mourning 
rituals, funerals, and aid deliveries, reinforcing 
communal resilience rather than grievance. 
Crucially, expressions of anger or inequality 
are redirected towards external enemies or 
abstract wartime necessity, preventing the 
formation of region-specific protest narratives. 

The result is a containment strategy: acknowl-
edgement without aggregation, emotion with-
out politicisation. 

The case also reveals how ethnic and 
regional identity is instrumentalised. Cultural 
markers are used to portray Tuvan and Bury-
at soldiers as naturally resilient, martial, and 
loyal, reinforcing stereotypes that normalise 
higher casualty rates while shielding the cen-
tre from accountability. This framing simulta-
neously valorises the regions and marginalis-
es their suffering. 

The key finding is that Russian infor-
mation control does not depend on silenc-
ing loss, but on distributing it narratively. By 
keeping costs local and symbolic, the system 
prevents regional grievances from scaling into 
national questions. For counter-information ef-
forts, this suggests the importance of re-ag-
gregating dispersed data, exposing regional 
disparities, and challenging heroic framing 
with structural analysis. The Tuva and Buryat-
ia case demonstrates that inequality becomes 
politically dangerous only when it is made vis-
ible as a pattern rather than as a series of iso-
lated sacrifices.
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Comparative Analysis with 
Previous Research 

This is the fourth in a series of NATO 
StratCom COE research projects begun in 
2022 that focus on the workings of the Rus-
sian propaganda machine. Comparison with 

the previous studies reveals how the Russian 
war justification system has evolved over time 
and under pressure.

Strategic Continuity of the Russian Internal Propaganda 
System

The research confirms strong continui-
ty in the strategic logic underpinning Russian 
internal propaganda. Earlier NATO StratCom 
COE research showed that the Kremlin’s com-
munication apparatus is oriented less towards 
persuading audiences through factual debate 
and more towards structuring the interpre-
tive environment in which acceptable political 
meanings are constrained and stabilised.268

Core narrative frameworks identified in 
previous studies – Russia as a besieged state, 
the West as hostile and hypocritical, the mor-
al legitimacy of Russian state power – remain 
dominant across official communication, tele-

vision, and semi-official digital channels.269 As 
identified before, these narratives continue 
to function as ‘structural frames’ rather than 
event-specific messages, enabling the ab-
sorption of new developments without requir-
ing consistency.

Continuity can also be observed in the 
Kremlin’s reliance on ambiguity and contradic-
tion as stabilising mechanisms. As document-
ed in previous research, narrative incoherence 
does not weaken the system; on the contrary 
– it tries to limit the audience’s ability to form 
causal or accountability-oriented interpreta-
tions.270

The Shift from Narrative Discipline to Narrative 
Adaptability

While the strategic logic remains con-
sistent, the operational mode of Russian in-
ternal propaganda has evolved. Earlier NATO 
StratCom COE reports described a predom-
inantly vertical system characterised by 
synchronised messaging cascades across 
state-controlled channels.271 The present re-
search demonstrates a shift towards adaptive 
narrative management which is particularly 
visible during the prolonged phase of the war.

Telegram channels, military bloggers, 
and regional media now play a structurally 
embedded role in the early framing of events. 
Rather than merely amplifying official narra-
tives, these actors increasingly generate com-

peting explanations during the initial phase 
of unexpected events. Only later does partial 
narrative consolidation occur through official 
statements or state television.

This adaptive model allows the Kremlin 
to test narrative hypotheses, redirect blame, 
and recalibrate messaging without committing 
prematurely to a single explanatory frame. The 
result is a communication ecosystem that pri-
oritises resilience over coherence.
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Temporal Vulnerabilities and Crisis Response Gaps
The research identifies certain recur-

ring temporal gaps in the Kremlin’s communi-
cation response during unexpected or disrup-
tive events. During these periods, narrative 
fragmentation increases, emotional volatility 
intensifies, and unofficial actors temporarily 
dominate agenda-setting functions.

Such response gaps were previously 
hypothesised in NATO StratCom COE research 
but could not be systematically measured due 
to methodological constraints. The current 

large-scale dataset has enabled empirical 
confirmation: delays in narrative stabilisation 
are a consistent feature of crisis moments, in-
cluding terrorist attacks, military setbacks, and 
politically sensitive negotiations.

These gaps represent both a vulnera-
bility and a functional feature of the system. 
While they expose internal inconsistencies, 
they also enable the diffusion of responsibili-
ty and reduce the risk of immediate narrative 
collapse.

Declining Centralised Control and the Role of Semi-
Autonomous Actors

The findings demonstrate a further de-
cline in the Kremlin’s ability to fully control its 
internal information environment. Earlier NATO 
StratCom COE studies noted that state domi-
nance over official media did not equate to 
total narrative control.272 This research shows 
that the influence of semi-autonomous Tele-
gram channels has expanded significantly.

In multiple case studies, official mes-
saging appears more reactive rather than di-
rective, favouring or even legitimising fram-
ings already circulating among core audiences 
rather than imposing new ones. This dynamic 
increases the Kremlin’s dependency on non-
state or quasi-state actors while simultaneous-
ly reducing its capacity to enforce narrative 
discipline.

Regional Di*erentiation of Internal Propaganda
The research provides robust evidence 

that Russian internal propaganda is not uni-
form across the country. While earlier research 
acknowledged regional variation, the present 
findings demonstrate systematic differentia-
tion in narrative emphasis, emotional tone, and 
mobilisation intensity across regions.

Those regions with direct exposure to 
military risk, economic strain, or symbolic geo-
political significance display distinct communi-
cation patterns. This suggests an increasingly 
tailored approach to internal messaging, cali-
brated to local sensitivities rather than relying 
only on centrally standardised narratives.

The Transition from Persuasion to A*ective 
Management

An important topic is the system’s grad-
ual shift away from persuasion towards af-
fective management. Rather than convincing 
audiences of specific claims, Russian internal 
propaganda focuses on emotional regulation: 
sustaining fear, resentment, resignation, or 
moral superiority without requiring factual res-
olution.273

This evolution builds on patterns iden-
tified in earlier NATO StratCom COE research 
but represents a qualitative intensification. 
Emotional saturation and moral relativism now 
function as primary stabilising mechanisms, 
enabling the system to endure prolonged 
stress and contradiction.
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Overall Assessment
Taken together in the context of previ-

ous studies, the findings confirm that Russian 
internal propaganda has entered a mature 
phase. Its resilience derives not from mes-
sage clarity or ideological discipline but from 
its ability to manage uncertainty, diffuse ac-
countability, and maintain mobilisation under 

prolonged pressure. The continuity observed 
across multiple years of NATO StratCom COE 
research underscores the durability of the 
Kremlin’s strategic logic, while the changes 
documented here identify specific operational 
vulnerabilities relevant for future counter-strat-
egy development.
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Conclusions
This research documents the evolution 

of Russian domestic propaganda across 15 
months (January 2024 to March 2025), ana-
lysing approximately 3.13 million media units 
across state websites, television broadcasts, 
and Telegram channels, and revealing the 
emergence of a structured communication 
cycle moving from crisis framing to narrative 
consolidation and ultimately ideological mo-
bilisation. The scale and comprehensiveness 
of this analysis enable conclusions with un-
precedented empirical confidence about how 
authoritarian communication functions under 
prolonged military conflict.

The findings reveal a propaganda ap-
paratus that is neither monolithic nor om-
nipotent, but rather adaptive, segmented, 
and systematically vulnerable at predictable 
points. Through detailed examination of crisis 
response cycles, platform-specific messaging 
strategies, regional audience customisation, 
and narrative transformation mechanisms, this 
research identifies both the strengths that sus-
tain Russian domestic support for the war and 
the structural weaknesses that create oppor-
tunities for democratic countermeasures.

Primary Conclusions
1. The Russian propaganda system follows a reproducible three-phase pattern 

that creates predictable intervention windows 
Across the primary case studies – the 

Kursk offensive (6 August 2024) and the Cro-
cus terrorist attack (22 March 2024) – Russian 
propaganda exhibits a consistent temporal se-
quence: Crisis → Control → Crusade (3C) (Figu-
re 81). A complementary case study examining 

the Nausėda–Kaliningrad diplomatic incident 
(January 2025) further validates this pattern 
in an international context, demonstrating 
that the same operational playbook extends 
beyond domestic crisis management into for-
eign-policy incidents.

Figure 81. C-C-C model
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Phase 1 (Crisis) is characterised by 
temporary informational disorganisation and 
heightened system vulnerability. State media 
demonstrated a 7-hour delay before acknowl-
edging the Kursk incursion; Kremlin-level co-
ordination required 18 hours. Within one hour 
of the Crocus attack, 16% of all coverage had 
already mentioned Ukraine despite ISIS-K 
claiming responsibility later on – indicating 
early narrative testing prior to centralised co-
ordination. The complementary Nausėda–Ka-
liningrad case study confirmed similar timing 
patterns: Telegram activity peaked two to four 
hours before official Duma statements, sug-
gesting either decentralised agenda-setting 
or deliberate sequencing designed to prepare 
narrative ground.

Phase 2 (Control) marks the consolida-
tion and stabilisation of competing narratives. 
Cross-platform coordination mechanisms ac-
tivate systematically: state websites establish 
an authoritative baseline, television provides 
emotional interpretation, and Telegram am-
plifies through coordinated cross-posting. 
The Kursk case study illustrates consolidation 
in Telegram media: when the initial crisis re-
sponse, framing the Ukrainian attack as a total 
failure, passed, many channels started build-
ing an emotional wall of anger against the 
Ukrainians, suggesting that they were suppos-
edly slaughtering all civilians and were ready 

to carry out nuclear terrorism and blackmail 
while using a local NPP.

Phase 3 (Crusade) transforms tactical or 
security incidents into civilisational narratives 
of moral struggle. Tactical conflicts are ele-
vated to civilisational significance. Television 
framing shifts from defensive caution to a tri-
umphant moral justification, with Russia’s war 
portrayed as the defence of traditional values 
against Western moral decay. This elevation 
embeds short-term operational developments 
within a long-term historical narrative, legiti-
mising prolonged sacrifice and reframing ma-
terial costs as civilisational necessity. By the 
end of the first week of the Kursk offensive, 
many existing and new Telegram channels 
started providing constant institutionalised in-
formation about danger zones, frontline news, 
and formal procedures to support Russia by 
donating to or joining the local military troops.

Implication: The 18-hour crisis window 
constitutes the system’s most exposed opera-
tional phase. During this period, initial frames 
can be established before centralised coordi-
nation consolidates and suppresses compet-
ing narratives. Effective counter-communica-
tion should therefore prioritise speed, clarity, 
and strategic framing over comprehensive-
ness, maximising early narrative disruption be-
fore system stabilisation occurs.

2. Russian media platforms exhibit distinct functional roles that create di*erentiat-
ed vulnerabilities 

The Russian propaganda apparatus is 
not monolithic but rather constitutes a hier-
archically organised communication ecosys-
tem with measurably distinct functional roles 
across platforms.

State websites (kremlin.ru, council.gov.
ru, scrf.gov.ru, government.ru, mil.ru, duma.
gov.ru, mid.ru) provide institutional authority 
and policy baseline-setting. Their language is 
technical, legalistic, and carefully calibrated to 
project institutional competence. Their tempo-
ral behaviour is analytically revealing – state 
websites frequently delay publication relative 
to social media, indicating internal deliber-

ation and approval processes that prioritise 
message discipline over speed. These delays 
reflect coordination mechanisms – inter-agen-
cy review, leadership approval, and legal vet-
ting – that ensure narrative consistency but 
generate systemic vulnerability during the ini-
tial phase of crisis response.

Television performs the function of 
emotional mobilisation and moral instruction. 
It remains the primary information source for 
older demographics and populations out-
side major metropolitan centres. Its influence 
should not be underestimated: for many Rus-
sians, television provides the interpretive 
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framework through which political events, mil-
itary developments, and external information 
are cognitively processed, shaping not only 
opinion but also emotional orientation towards 
the conflict.

Telegram serves as the central nervous 
system, providing speed advantage, amplifi-
cation infrastructure, and audience segmen-
tation. The Telegram ecosystem exhibits a 
surface appearance of spontaneity and plu-
ralism while operating as a highly coordinated 
dissemination architecture. Empirical analysis 
reveals that channels presenting themselves 
as independent frequently amplify near-iden-

tical narratives with minimal temporal lag, in-
dicating central coordination despite claims 
of editorial autonomy. This operational para-
dox – decentralised appearance coupled with 
synchronised output – is a defining structural 
feature of the platform.

Implication: Monitoring and coun-
ter-messaging strategies must account for 
platform-specific roles and vulnerabilities. Tel-
egram’s speed advantage renders it the pri-
mary target for early-stage intervention, while 
television’s emotional dominance makes it the 
central arena for long-term narrative competi-
tion and legitimacy contestation.

3. Peace discourse functions as an instrument of legitimacy, not a negotiation 
signal – external events accelerate existing narratives without changing them 

Throughout 2024, Russian discourse on 
peace evolved from outright dismissal to con-
ditional normalisation without any substantive 
softening of demands. Peace was consistently 
framed as conditional, abstract, and subordi-
nate to Russia’s military and geopolitical ob-
jectives. 

Donald Trump’s political trajectory func-
tioned as a narrative accelerator rather than a 
substantive policy turning point. Russian me-
dia coverage selectively amplified those el-
ements of Trump’s rhetoric that aligned with 
domestic narratives: criticism of Western al-
lies, scepticism towards long-term support for 
Ukraine, and calls for negotiations framed as 
Western fatigue. At the same time, statements 
critical of Russia or conditional on Ukrainian 
sovereignty were marginalised or omitted. 
This pattern reflects a broader finding of the 
research: external voices are not engaged as 
independent actors but filtered to preserve 

narrative coherence and regime legitimacy. In 
this sense, Trump functioned less as a harbin-
ger of peace and more as a tool for amplifying 
perceptions of Western division, instability, 
and declining resolve.

Implication: Peace negotiations related 
discourse should be monitored primarily as 
a legitimacy-management mechanism rather 
than as an indicator of genuine negotiating 
intent. The Russian media did not prepare do-
mestic audiences for compromise; instead, it 
cultivated interpretive flexibility, enabling any 
future development to be absorbed without 
necessitating policy change. This capacity to 
reframe and repurpose potentially disruptive 
narratives aligns with a broader systemic pat-
tern identified in this report: under conditions 
of crisis or uncertainty, the communication 
system does not fragment into contradiction 
but reasserts coherence through narrative ad-
aptation.

4. Russian information control distributes rather than silences loss, achieving 
‘containment without aggregation’ 

The Tuva and Buryatia case study 
demonstrates how Russia’s information eco-
system manages the uneven social costs of 
war while preserving the appearance of na-
tional unity. These high-casualty, high-loyalty 
ethnic minority regions constitute a structural 
narrative risk, as they could undermine regime 

claims of equal burden-sharing and collective 
sacrifice.

State media and affiliated social plat-
forms neutralise this risk through selective vis-
ibility, narrative fragmentation, and symbolic 
reframing. Casualties are presented through 
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localised, individualised accounts centred on 
heroism, familial pride, and communal honour, 
rather than as cumulative or statistically ex-
ceptional losses.

The two regions exhibit distinct narra-
tive management strategies. Tuva relies pri-
marily on soft, indirect mobilisation, embed-
ding war participation within cultural motifs of 
duty, ancestral honour, and stoic endurance. 
Explicit mobilisation content remains limit-
ed; dominant topics instead concern floods, 
crime, and infrastructure, indicating deliberate 
narrative displacement. Buryatia, by contrast, 
demonstrates explicit normalisation and her-
oisation, characterised by continuous obituary 
flows, benefit announcements, and religious 
ceremonies that integrate war participation di-
rectly into regional community identity.

Despite these stylistic differences, both 
approaches achieve the same strategic out-
come: acknowledgement without aggregation, 
emotion without politicisation. Grief and anger 
are redirected towards external enemies, pre-
venting regional grievances from scaling into 
national-level distributional questions or sys-
temic critique.

Implication: Effective counter-informa-
tion strategies should prioritise re-aggrega-
tion of dispersed casualty data, exposure of 
regional disproportionality, and deconstruc-
tion of heroic framing through structural anal-
ysis. Inequality becomes politically destabilis-
ing only when rendered visible as a systematic 
pattern rather than as isolated sacrifice.

5. Historical memory functions as active propaganda infrastructure, not passive 
commemoration 

The analysis demonstrates that Victo-
ry Day remains a central symbolic instrument 
within the Kremlin’s domestic communication 
strategy. The 9 May commemoration is framed 
not merely as an act of remembrance, but as a 
sacred foundation of Russian statehood and a 
core mechanism for legitimising the ongoing 
war against Ukraine.

Research demonstrates that commem-
oration and contemporary conflict messag-
ing are deliberately synchronised. Official 
speeches, regional communications, and local 
commemorations reproduced identical the-
matic structures centred on unity, sacrifice, 
and loyalty, embedding state ideology within 
civic rituals, educational messaging, and fami-
ly-centred narratives.

Real-time events were rapidly absorbed 
into this commemorative framework. Ukrainian 
drone and missile strikes on Russian regions 
on 9 May were framed not as military oper-
ations but as deliberate attacks on civilians 
during Russia’s ‘most sacred holiday’. The 
rapid absorption of real-time events into the 
commemorative narrative demonstrates that 
Victory Day functions as an active interpretive 
framework, shaping audience perceptions of 
unfolding events in advance rather than re-
sponding reactively.

Implication: This propaganda technique 
proves more resilient than easily identifiable 
falsehoods because it embeds manufactured 
justification within authentic commemorative 
sentiment. Counter-messaging must address 
the structural fusion of memory and mobilisa-
tion rather than individual claims. 

Secondary Conclusions
6. Disinformation spread to foreign media had limited e*ectiveness 

Despite Russia promoting three distinct 
Ukraine-blame narratives within 24 hours of 
the Crocus attack, these appeared in Western 
headlines primarily alongside counter-nar-

ratives rather than standing alone. The com-
plementary Nausėda–Kaliningrad case study 
shows similar patterns: disinformation spread 
to 30 world regions but many outlets cited 
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Russian officials critically or included Lithu-
anian counter-framing. The primary goal of 
such campaigns appears domestic rather than 
international: mobilising Russian citizens for 
continued war effort rather than persuading 
foreign audiences. Although our data clearly 
demonstrate that a system for disseminating 
Russia’s official communication abroad exists, 
its impact on Western media – at least regard-

ing the key events examined here – remains 
relatively limited. Numerous studies indicate 
that Russian government actors disseminate 
propaganda far more effectively through so-
cial media and comment sections, deploying 
bots, trolls, and sympathetic foreign online 
personalities; however, these messages and 
their intensity do not necessarily align with do-
mestic narrative-control objectives.

7. The DTCA sequence (Delay # Test # Consolidate # Amplify) characterises crisis 
response mechanics 

Empirical evidence from the primary 
case studies of the Kursk offensive and the 
Crocus terrorist attack confirms a four-phase 
operational sequence: initial Delay for internal 
coordination (7–18 hours, depending on event 
severity), Testing of alternative narratives on 
Telegram prior to official alignment, Consoli-
dation through cross-platform synchronisa-
tion, and Amplification via repetition and emo-
tional intensification.

The complementary Nausėda–Kalinin-
grad case study provides additional validation: 

Telegram activity peaked two to four hours 
before official Duma statements, confirming 
the systematic pattern of testing-before-con-
solidation observed in domestic crisis events.

This DTCA sequence represents the 
operational mechanics underlying the broad-
er strategic 3C pattern (Crisis # Control # 
Crusade), translating high-level narrative ob-
jectives into predictable platform-level com-
munication behaviour.

8. War has transitioned from crisis to bureaucratic routine 
By March 2025, regional Telegram 

coverage of the Kursk frontline exhibited a 
structured, quasi-bureaucratic rhythm, with 
alerts, all-clear messages, and air defence re-
ports following highly standardised formats. 
In parallel, war-justification language evolved 
from early emphasis on ‘de-Nazification’ and 
retaliation towards themes of defence, faith, 
and duty, signalling a shift from crisis mobili-
sation to moral normalisation. The conflict is 

now framed less as an exceptional emergency 
and more as a permanent collective mission, 
embedded within routine administrative com-
munication. This normalisation reduces propa-
ganda system stress but creates sustainability 
vulnerabilities over extended timeframes, as 
prolonged normalisation risks fatigue, erosion 
of mobilisation capacity, and declining narra-
tive effectiveness over extended time hori-
zons. 

9. Cross-platform coordination creates observable friction under pressure 
The propaganda system’s effectiveness 

relies on timing and cross-referencing. Under 
crisis pressure, exchanges between platforms 
produce observable friction: delays in official 
publication, television timing lag, and diver-
gence between official channels and proxy 
voices. Regional messaging tailored for border 

regions, ethnic republics, and metropolitan au-
diences can be internally incompatible when 
audiences compare across channels – creat-
ing vulnerability through contradiction. 
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10. Narrative displacement successfully replaced competing explanations in the 
Crocus case 

Despite ISIS-K claiming responsibili-
ty within hours, Russian media rapidly con-
verged on Ukraine-blame framing, displacing 
alternative explanations. The suspects’ de-
tention near the Ukrainian border provided 
sufficient narrative pretext, despite Belarus 
constituting an equally plausible geographic 
trajectory. This selective evidentiary emphasis 
illustrates narrative displacement rather than 
evidence-driven attribution.

Within the Kremlin’s communication ar-
chitecture, the Crocus attack functioned as a 
strategic narrative reset. It redirected atten-
tion away from election-related controversies, 
prematurely terminated opposition-driven nar-
rative cycles, and consolidated national senti-
ment around mourning, unity, and externalised 
blame, thereby reinforcing regime legitimacy 
during a politically sensitive period.

Methodological Conclusions
11. Sentiment analysis as an indicator of propaganda system stress

The Crocus terrorist attack (23 March 
2024) corresponded with the most nega-
tive average daily sentiment in the dataset 
()40.9%), followed by the Kursk incursion (6 
August 2024) at )40.1%. By contrast, Trump’s 
election (6 November 2024) produced the 
highest positive sentiment. These sentiment 
extremes function as temporal markers that 

align with major disruptive events, indepen-
dent of specific narrative content. The sharp 
sentiment shifts appear to reflect moments 
in which the propaganda system is under in-
creased communicative strain, suggesting 
that sentiment analysis can help flag crisis mo-
ments and provide opportunities for alterna-
tive narrative framing or counter-messaging.

12. Deep video analysis reveals content invisible to text-based monitoring 
Short-form video platforms (TikTok, Ins-

tagram Reels, YouTube Shorts) often lack de-
scriptions, rendering content invisible to tradi-
tional text-based monitoring. The deep video 
analysis model applied to 13,592 images and 
short videos during the first Kursk timeframe 

identified 4,057 Kursk-related content units 
that would otherwise have escaped detection. 
This capability is essential for comprehensive 
monitoring of platforms where visual content 
dominates. 

13. The metro map visualisation method demonstrates how narratives function as 
networked infrastructure 

The Kursk and Crocus case studies, as 
well as the complementary Nausėda–Kalinin-
grad case, demonstrate the analytical value 
of metro map visualisation: the same symbolic 
node moved between established narrative 
lines – Baltic hostility, NATO pressure, regional 
security, deterrence – rather than generating 

isolated coverage. This confirms that narra-
tives are not discrete messages but networked 
infrastructure that symbolic nodes like Kalinin-
grad can activate repeatedly. Future analysis 
should map narrative interconnections rather 
than track individual claims in isolation. 
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Recommendations for Further Research
While this research identifies stable pat-

terns in Russian domestic propaganda across 
multiple crisis types, several areas warrant fur-
ther systematic investigation. 

First, future research should analyse 
how the Crisis # Control # Crusade playbook 
adapts when the regime shifts from wartime 
mobilisation to negotiation discourse, exam-
ining how responsibility for the war is redis-
tributed and how boundaries of ‘acceptable 
compromise’ are constructed for domestic au-
diences. 

Second, the changing media format 
and platforms require new analytical methods 
leveraging AI-era technologies. Deep video 
analysis capabilities should be expanded and 
deployed in real time to provide reaction-win-

dow opportunities rather than retrospective 
analysis alone. 

Third, anticipatory communication con-
texts – such as large-scale military exercises 
like Zapad or planned diplomatic initiatives 
– remain understudied. Unlike reactive crisis 
events, these allow the Kremlin to shape the 
information environment in advance, testing 
narratives and normalising escalation. 

Finally, future work should extend lon-
gitudinal analysis to assess how repeated 
narrative adjustments, shifting definitions of 
success, and deferred promises accumulate 
over time – evaluating long-term sustainabili-
ty of the propaganda system under prolonged 
pressure. 
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Appendix 1: Russian Telegram 
Channels Monitored

Group Telegram channel Posts analysed
Ukrainian/international 
channels
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 Q5.CN6 Bю.N;, C%F%<: A05FL;иEL7%P RJ1 

(RD1) 554

  [<:; Р=@;иEL7и6/ D%Fи;сL7: RJ1 (RD1) 452
 ]F5U 2%<и;и O7.:P;:  105

A.%;N7и <N6;и < 050:х 11
?%C@:; A05FL;иELEи6  4
DeepState 3
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Russian war analysts and 
milbloggers

  Q<%@7и %8%FH5;и( 2%<%.%ссии Z.O.V. 
(J2Р, 32Р, O7.:и;:, D%6;:) 69,982

QR3RDZ_D 52,874
-и.иFF ]W@%.%< / D%6;: Ис9%.и( R.=Xи5 34,100
QИT213 31,232
B%8%. Live 28,690
Colonelcassad 25,927
IиFи9:.ис9 23,706
Р:;LU5 <с5х. 2= 8%H9и. 21,991
J<: 0:6%.: 17,044
R85.:Eи( Z: D%5;7%./ Р=сс7%6 D5с;/ 16,691
Р:@:. 8% <с56 Р%ссии | ?,31, .:759/, 
с:0%FW9/ 13,320

D%5;;/6 Rс<5@%0и95FL 13,043
Р/K:.L 8,992
Iи. Iих:иF: R;=4.и5;7% 7,880
,%<W.;=9/5 ;: <%6;5  7,349
ZF%6 ,.=4 7,177
Foresight 7,074
T%F%с I%.@%.: 6,726
D/8=с7:695 -.:75;:Z! 6,197
Iи. с5C%@;( с ‘a.и6 ,%@%F(7:’ 6,023
D%5;7%. -%95;%7 5,759
Kotsnews 5,006
Р58%.9W. Р=@5;7% V 4,968
R85.:9и<;/5 с<%@7и 4,413
WarGonzo 4,389
D%5;;:( х.%;и7: – voenhronika.ru 4,305
Р5Gи@5;9 4,248
Р=сс7и6 35Cи%; Z 4,158
D%5;7%. l Z l 3исиE/; ZOV-TV 4,147
REVERSE SIDE OF THE MEDAL 4,057
-.%<:<:( K:./;( 3,949
1РA12TM3 Q,Mb21S1 3,775
D%и; DV 3,726
MF5;: ,:;и;: 3,695
Z1,ИQ-И VMBMР121  3,558
GRAY ZONE | GREY ZONE 2,837

B.5<%C: ,.иC.:;иc HL( 2,822
2:Hd9:K= 2,514
#IR2Be2! 2,354
25%4иEи:FL;/6 ?5Gс%;%< 2,312
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Russian war analysts and 
milbloggers

35Cи9и0;/6 2,266
,%@@=K;/6 |Z|R|V| edition 2,103
R.75с9. | W 1,884
BРRf-1  1,867
-.=8;%7:FиK5.;/6 ,5.58%F%х 1,858
QF:@7%<+ 1,762
Р=сс7и6 J%;K:сс 1,486
И.и;: -=7с5;7%V:  1,352
a.и6 ,%@%F(7: Q<%@7и 1,253
B50;и7 1,193
Q7.и;U%9 ,.:<@/ Z 889
Р58%.95. Filatov 690
?] «J<: 0:6%.:» 669
D%5;7%. e.50 496
1JM-D1B Z 467
DF:@F5; B:9:.с7и6 346
D%5;7%. -=FL7% 256
T5.%и с85E%85.:Eии Z 89
1РA12TM3 Q,Mb21S1 Z  66
-587: ,.иC%Xи;: 41
aX;/6 ,F:E@:.0 10
Murado 9
1РA12TM3 Q,Mb21S1 Z   1РA12TM3 
Q,Mb21S1 Z  5

JdРT Р=сиH  3
R.75с9. D:C;5.: | Wagner 1
D%и; DV 1

Russian state channels Iи;%K%.%;/ Р%ссии 12,085
V  Р=7: -.50F(  Z 10,589
DF:@и0и. Р%C%< 3,954
,.:<и95FLс9<% Р%ссии 3,380
Russian MFA  2,820
РRJИR2_IИРRd2И- 2,378
T1Q,1Рe2 2,365
J<иX5;и5 ,5.</х 2,252
DF:@и0и. Q:FL@% 2,119
I:.и( S:х:.%<: 1,867
2:.%@;:( 0иFиEи( J2Р 1,214
Kremlin. News 1,036
-%;с9:;9и; S:9=Fи; 971
Kadyrov_95 933
РQIJ 928
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Russian state channels Embassy of Russia in the USA / ,%с%FLс9<% 
Р%ссии < Qd1 863

T%с=@:.с9<5;;:( J=0: 600
ИC%.L 1.9:0%;%< 555
I:.:9 A=с;=FFи; 481
1@:0 J5Fи0х:;%< 468
Russian Embassy to the UK 418
1F57с:;@. A%@:7%<с7и6 224
Q%Eи:FL;/6 4%;@ Р%ссии 182
,РMJO,РMgJM2ИM | РR 150
D(H5сF:< D%F%@и; 134
J0и9.и6 I5@<5@5< 114
T%с=сF=Cи 88
189и 1F:=@и;%< «1AI1B» 85
1F57с:;@. Aи;U956; 68
Ih. I%с7</ Q5.C56 Q%K(;и; 29
Q3Ob-Иf 20
R.75с9. D:C;5.: | Wagner 19

Russian news agencies 
and media outlets

B1QQ 57,207
Ateo Breaking 21,907
I5@=G: – LIVE 18,192
Р?-. 2%<%с9и. TF:<;%5 17,739
2Lюс:H/J<:H 17,418
BBC News | Р=сс7:( сF=XK: 15,979
Р%сси( с56H:с • 2%<%с9и 15,484
Readovka 14,159
-%005.с:;9i 13,449
I%с7<: 24 12,360
И<:; O95;7%< | 2%<%с9и 11,692
2%<:( C:G59: M<.%8: 11,428
The Moscow Times 11,149
-R2BM-QB 10,650
Go31 | 2%<%с9и ?5FC%.%@: 10,472
Forbes Russia 10,143
И;95.4:7с 9,689
B5F57:;:F J%X@L 8,919
I%с7<: Live 8,432
SHOT 6,989
Rс9%.%X;%, ;%<%с9и 5,414
Varlamov News 5,072
Baza 4,566
E1.RU | 2%<%с9и M7:95.и;K=.C: 4,398
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MediaKiller 4,052
2RDRQBИ 3,739
Rс9%.%X;%, I%с7<: 3,522
2%<%с9и I%с7</ 2,553
Fox News Russia 2,319
-%.%H5 2,233
-%.%H5+ 2,196
Tynu40k Goblina (oper.ru) 1,988
Meduza in English 1,884
BR,RР – T%.(Hи5 ;%<%с9и 1,740
,.(0%6 j4и. • 2%<%с9и 1,604
25-6 H:с • ?иG;5с и ]и;:;с/ 1,036
QFи(;и5 с 8%CF%V5;и50 1,024
B%8%.. j7%;%0и7:. 949
SHTOLL NEWS 948
35;9:H 876
I%с7<: • 2%<%с9и • I%с7<и7 853
I%с7<:H+ 836
T%F%с J:C5с9:;: / ;%<%с9и J:C5с9:;: 592
I:.C:.и9: Qи0%;L(; 431
-.50FL. 2%<%с9и 354
Q7:K55<: 186
O7.:и;:..= 45
BBC News | Р=сс7:( сF=XK: 4
I%с7<: 24 1

Zaporizhzhia region TF:<;%5 < I5Fи9%8%F5 6,715
2%<%с9и I5Fи9%8%F( и ;5 9%FL7% 2,881
?:FиE7и6 M<C5;и6 881

Tuva region IDJ 8% Р5с8=KFи75 B/<: 2,045
,%@сF=U7a | +, BYD1 -YSY3 1,582
DF:@исF:< A%<:F/C 706
B=<: | -/G/F | 2%<%с9и 288
+, B/<: -/G/F 21

Luhansk region Lpr 1 21,844
I32Р LIVE 3OT12Q- | 2RDRQBИ 3,509
35%;и@ ,:с5H;и7 545

Kursk region B<%6 -=.с7и6 7.:6 | 2%<%с9и -=.с7%C% 
8.иC.:;иHL( 19,444

R9.(@ -%<8:7: 11,229
D5с9и -=.с7 9,922
,.иC.:;иH;/6 Р:@:. 9,792
Q560: ;%<%с9и -=.с7%6 %KF:с9и  9,495
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Kursk region -OРQ-Иf ?RIR2Jk 8,158
B.5<%X;/6 -=.с7 | Q=@X: 8,140
g5с9L -=.с7 7,750
-=.с7:( %KF:с9L 6,704
 46 -1213| -OРQ- И -OРQ-1e R?31QBZ  6,524

-=.с7:( Telega 5,804
  179=:FL;/6 -=.с7 5,332

T%.%@ -=.с7 5,238
,1BРИRB -OРQ- 5,053
T.%07%, 7=.с7%5 8.иC.:;иHL5! 5,038
B597и;% / -=.с7 / Q=@X: / -%.5;5<% / Р/FLс7 / 
3LC%< / -=.H:9%< / g5F5G;%C%.с7 5,029

-=.с7:( :;%0:Fи( 4,944
,.иC.:;иH;/6 J%z%. 4,808
-=.с7%5 8.иC.:;иHL5 2.0 4,494
Q=@X: < Telegram 4,113
2%<%с9и -=.с7: и RKF:с9и 3,929
QOJg1 РRJ21e  3,923
 -=.с7 с56H:с 3,777

Bи8иH;/6 -=.с7 3,766
-OРQ- 21 QDeSИ | 46 3,633
2:U -=.с7 +, JB, 3,491
2RDRQBИ -OРQ-1  9и8иH;/6 8%@сF=U:;% 3,125
Q%F%<Lи;/6 7.:6 3,057

 +,, -=.с7%5 8.иC.:;иHL5 2,770
,MARB1 | gMQBZ DRf2Y | -OРQ- 2,732
-=.с7и6 Р:@:. 2,548
TRРRJ -OРQ- 2,380
B-D%.%;5X | Bи8иH;/6 | 2%<%с9и D%.%;5X: 2,357
M@и;:( Р%сси(|-=.с7:( %KF:с9L 2,259
,5.</6 8% g5F5G;%C%.с7= 2,236
-=.с7 ;: с<(Gи © 2,103
-=.с7и6 8%с9 2,091
I+Q -=.с7%6 %KF:с9и 1,983
R85.U9:K -=.с7%6 %KF:с9и  1,856

+, -OРQ- | ,РИTР12И+ZM 1,716
+, -=.с7 1,225
gMQBZ -OРQ- 1,186
DRSJOd21e BРMDRT1 46 | -=.с7:( %KF:с9L 925
]- «1<:;C:.@» -=.с7 553
+, -=.с7. 2%<%с9и -=.с7:. 536
-=.с7 | Q%K/9и( | ,%@сF=U:;% 375
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Kursk region -=.с7 | 2%<%с9и | ,.%исU5с9<и( 361
-=.с7 l1 322
-=.с7 | 2%<%с9и с5C%@;( 262

Kaliningrad region e2B1Р2Yf J3? (2%<%с9и -:Fи;и;C.:@:) 3,141
-:Fи;и;C.:@.Ru 2,725
259и8иH;/6 -:Fи;и;C.:@ 1,055
-:Fи;и;C.:@ | 2%<%с9и | ,.%исU5с9<и( 361
-:Fи;и;C.:@ | Q%K/9и( | ,%@сF=U:;% 355

Donetsk region «3исиH:;с7 – 7%F/K5FL J%;K:сс:» 22,734
JR2Mb- J2Р 2RDRQBИ QDR 17,557
Bи8иH;/6 J%;5E7 15,494
Q9.5F7%< ИC%.L И<:;%<иH: ;%<%с9и #-Р, 7,061
J2Р R;F:6; � 5,218
e   -.:0:9%.с7 4,817
J%;5E7  Point of view 2,421
,=UиFи; J.D. 1,235
QF:<(;с7 Z |1.9W0%<с7|-.:0:9%.с7 753
Q9.5F7%< ИC%.L И<:;%<иH 94
Bи8иH;/6 J%;5E7 Bи8иH;/6 J%;5E7 75

Crimea region +, / -./0 11,128
ForPost. 2%<%с9и Q5<:с9%8%F( 3,538
Bи8иH;/6 -.:с;%@:. 2,271
17сW;%< Z 82 1,034
-РИIсL7и6 K:;@5.N<5EL 456
-:H: R.F%<7: Q5<:с9%8%FL -./0 337
QDR@7и – -./0 и Q5<:с9%8%FL 204
+, / Q5<:с9%8%FL 102
Р:ZV%X:5< 48

Kherson region A5.с%;с7и6 D5с9;и7 9,315
A5.с%;..= � 2,573

Buryatia region 1.иC Oс | ?=.(9и( | OF:;-O@h 3,124
,.:<и95FLс9<% ?=.(9ии 1,966
2%<%с9и OF:;-O@h | ?=.(9и( 941
1F57с56 b/@5;%< 489

Belgorod region g5с9L ?5FC%.%@ 8,931
?5FC%.%@ Q-400  8,709
?5FC%.%@ l1 8,026
?5FC%.%@ – I%F;и( 4,737
2:с9%(Vи6 TF:@7%< 1,936
Go31 | 2%<%с9и ?5FC%.%@: 4
?5FC%.%@ l1 2
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Other popular Russian 
Telegram channels

Rс9:U7%! D:X;%5 44,747
Mg 26,901
,=F N3 20,883
J(@( QF:<: 18,937
BelVestnik 12,961
UKR LEAKS 9,630
RF5C b:.W< 8,736
Q IMQB1 QR?YBИe 7,561
I%с7<: с %C%;L7%0 6,870
IИT Р%ссии 6,830
Nina VATT  6,822
Ри40/ и ,:;Hи 6,661
1;:9%Fи6 d:.и6 6,625
-:8и9:F 6,519
]%;9:;7: SPB Online 6,505
ZERGULIO  6,484
+BJ 6,322
,%Fи9иH5с7и6 %K%G.5<:95FL 6,142
2:Eи%;:FL;/6 Z -=.с 5,752
D5H5.;и6 B5F5C.:0i 5,652
I%с7<: 24/7 5,493
-- 5,347
?5с8%V:@;/6 ?:;7с95. 5,266
S5Р:@: 5,254
Bи8иH;:( R@5сс: 5,226
D,d 5,028
-QB1BИ 4,954
Ри40/ и I%.C5; 4,924
2M IRРTM2dBMР2 4,540
I%с7<: с5C%@;( 4,260
B5F5J2R 3,938
J0и9.и6 2и7%9и; 3,853
I%с7<: с56H:с 3,777
D%6;: с 4567:0и 3,618
I%( I%с7<: 3,280
I%с7%<с7:( A.%;и7: 3,015
RK.:G K=@=V5C% 2,945
,.иZ.:7 2%<%.%ссии 2,838
I%с7<:H • 2%<%с9и I%с7</ 2,702
T=F(6, I%с7<: 2,696
1;@.56 I5@<5@5< 2,636
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Other popular Russian 
Telegram channels

-.%7%@иF 2,597
,5.</6 I%с7%<с7и6 2,552
QIИ Р%сси( ;5 I%с7<: 2,514
Р=сс7:( RKVи;: ZOV 2,477
Р=сс7:( h7%;%0и7: 2,463
KOSTI 2,462
g5с9L @;( 2,416
+, 2,261
Win/Win 2,251
B:6;:( 7:;E5F(.и( 2,239
J:KF e9L 2,213
Р=сс7и6 05H 2,187
I%с7<: – h9% и;95.5с;% 2,135
Q9:.U5 j@@/ 2,011
+W.;/6 -<:.9:F 1,942
I%X50 %Ki(с;и9L 1,519
S1РO?И2 1,488
Р=сс7и6 9:.:;9:сi 1,376
,и95. Live 1,374
-:.95FL 1,346
B5х;%0%95FL 1,241
,и95. с5C%@;( 1,204
-%0:;@: 2:<:FL;%C% 1,143
IюсFи <сF=х 1,141
D:9;%5 K%F%9% 1,120
?h7@%. 1,087
dMf2И2 1,080
I5@и67: 1,016
aavst2022 944
g5;Vи;: с 7%с%6 939
R.@: 934
,%G/<;%6 ?.юс 892
,%Fи9Q:9и.-: 792
;:CF/6 784
2MSYT1РZ 691
-.50FW<с7и6 0:07%<5@ 686
?=FL@%Cи 8%@ 7%<.%0 681
j7с8F%69 655
M7:95.и;: d=FL0:; 620
3RРJ 604
-J 18+ 568
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Other popular Russian 
Telegram channels

1РAИD ]_JRРRDRf 565
I1РJ12 544
gиG;L ;:с57%0/х 532
1;:с9:си( -:U5<:.%<:  525
JIИBРИf SИIM2-И2 518
Vladimir Pastukhov 504
I:7си0 -:E 491
-1BРOQe 462
Oс/ ,5с7%<: 461
?MQRTR2 393
a.и6 QFюс:.L 388
e;@57с ,=95U5с9<и( 377
Q9:Fи;C=F:C 315
D%<:; и 357с=с 297
1jРR]3RB 295
NN 285
B5;L ;: 8F595;L 278
DF:@и0и. I5@и;с7и6 236
R3ZT1 d1РИf 229
MADS 220
A:Gи; 208
1<и:7%08:;и( «,%K5@:» 206
2:с9%(Vи6 8%F7%V;и7|Z|Dи9:Fи6 -ис5F5< 168
ИFL( eUи; 167
?/9L ИFи 153
QK5. 152
moskovsky! 140
,%Fи9иH5с7и6 :;:Fи9и7 129
Q%F%<Lи;/6 ,%0W9 125
1FL4:-?:;7 122
,%Fи9@X%6с9и7 / Politjoystic ™ 120
Q:;( <% ]F%.и@5 113
D5с9;и7 d5<E%<: 106
2:0 8иU=9 иG e;и;/. 95
D:C%; с7и@%7 85
,.%45сс%. с0%9.и9 < 0i.i. 1<9%.с7и6 
1;%;и0;/6 7:;:F J0и9.и( M<с9:4L5<: 65

1337 54
Iих:иF A%@%.7%<с7и6 45
2:<с9.5H= B.:;с45.= 44
1F57с:;@. S=K:.5< 41
Q5.C56 Iих55< 39
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Other popular Russian 
Telegram channels

I56с95. 32
?=с95. 29
-;иCи ;: 0иFFи%; | KиG;5с KF%C 25
2%<%QB:60 | ]5@5.:FL;/5 ;%<%с9и 24
J.=GL( J%;:FL@: 23
T5;5.:F QDР 16
Jи0: I:сF5;;и7%< 16
Exile 15
21QBMgZ 15
3ИBDИ2 10
,%Fи9иH5с7и6 :;:Fи9и7 ,%Fи9иH5с7и6 
:;:Fи9и7 10

RF5C b:.W< RF5C b:.W< 7
I%с7%=KиG;5с 6
J:KF e9L 4
Mg 3
Tiffany | HIGH ODDS NHL 2
I%X50 %Ki(с;и9L I%X50 %Ki(с;и9L 2
R9 4=;@:05;9: @% 7%;L7: 2
Lucy | HIGH ODDS NHL 1
И7%;: 2%<%с956 1
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Appendix 2: Spike Analysis
Section summary

Object of analysis The top 30 research timeframe days that amassed the most media units 
(recordings, articles, or posts)

Research timeframe 1 January 2024 – 31 March 2025
Dataset: official and non-state Russian channels and social media.

Analysis methods 1. Spike analysis
2. Storyline analysis of spikes

Intended purpose Understand the context in which the analysis is being conducted, 
establish the main events within the timeframe, and identify dates of 
interest.

Figure 82. Spike analysis dynamic chart for the full research timeframe 
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Date Total no. of 
mentions 
(rank out 
of 30)

Main topics

29 Feb. 2024 5,314 (15) 1. Putin’s statements about the West and Russia’s traditional val-
ues, alongside domestic policy and economic plans, dominate 
recent discussions

2. Putin’s address to Federal Assembly highlights Eurasian secu-
rity, economic growth, and traditional values

3. Developments in Russia under Putin focus on economic mod-
ernisation, social investment, and national service

12 Mar. 2024 5,515 (19) 1. Russian forces repel cross-border attacks in Belgorod and 
Kursk regions, inflicting significant losses on Ukrainian forma-
tions

2. ‘Freedom of Russia’ Legion and allies report border incursions 
into Belgorod and Kursk regions

3. The Belgorod region experiences continued attacks by the 
Ukrainian Armed Forces, leading to school closures and casu-
alties

14 Mar. 2024 5,566 (18) 1. Growing military activity and political statements concerning 
Ukraine and NATO

2. Belgorod region experiences significant shelling with visible 
debris and damage reported

3. Developments in the Russia-Ukraine conflict highlight ongoing 
border clashes and significant Ukrainian losses

15 Mar. 2024 5,446 (24) 1. Escalation on the global stage: Ukraine conflict intensifies 
amid nuclear threats and shifting battlefield dynamics

2. Developments in Ukraine’s defence, diplomacy, and agricultur-
al trade amid ongoing conflict

3. Russia focuses on presidential election amid national unity and 
deaths of notable figures

17 Mar. 2024 6,052 (9) 1. Putin leads Russian presidential election with significant vote 
share across regions, including annexed territories

2. Putin discusses Russian border attacks, government forma-
tion, and volunteer corps activities

3. Developments in the ‘Midday Against Putin’ protests across 
multiple international cities

18 Mar. 2024 5,292 (30) 1. Putin’s presidency and Russian domestic and international af-
fairs

2. Russian presidential election results highlight record turnout 
and international congratulations amid Western scrutiny

3. Putin secures overwhelming victory in Russian presidential 
election with high vote share
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22 Mar. 2024 7,558 (1) 1. Attack on Crocus City Hall
2. Developments in the ongoing war and geopolitical tensions
3. Developments in Russia’s political landscape after presidential 

elections
23 Mar. 2024 7,287 (2) 1. Russian propaganda intensifies blame on Ukraine following 

terrorist attack in Moscow
2. Developments surrounding the Crocus City Hall attack, includ-

ing international condemnation, interrogation of suspects, and 
geopolitical implications

3. FSB reports to Putin on detention of 11 suspects relating to the 
Crocus City Hall attack, including 4 terrorists

12 May 2024 5,444 (25) 1. Emergency unfolds in Belgorod: Ukrainian forces target resi-
dential areas; Russian defence responds swiftly

2. UN condemns attacks on civilian infrastructure following shell-
ing of Belgorod

3. Clashes and strategic manoeuvres escalate between NATO 
and Russian forces in Eastern Europe

7 Jun. 2024 5,615 (17) 1. Putin’s keynote speech at St Petersburg Forum sparks global 
tension and diplomatic challenges

2. Explosive technological growth transforming global landscape
3. Ukraine braces for counteroffensive amid US weapons approv-

al and Russian warnings
6 Aug. 2024 5,503 (21) 1. Escalating tensions in Ukraine: Russian and Ukrainian forces 

clash in key border areas
2. Ongoing Ukrainian attacks prompt border defence measures
3. Russian Armed Forces make significant advances in the Kursk 

region; EMERCOM denounces fake evacuation alerts
7 Aug. 2024 6,278 (6) 1. Russian forces prevent enemy advance into territory amid 

heightened tensions with Ukraine
2. Developments in Ukraine: Russian Foreign Ministry’s state-

ments, media reports, and military actions
3. Crisis response in Kursk Oblast: president orders state of 

emergency as enemy forces enter region
8 Aug. 2024 6,256 (7) 1. Ukrainian Armed Forces face challenges on multiple fronts

2. International support for Ukraine following attack in the Kursk 
region

3. New federal laws in Russia bring significant changes to em-
ployment services, border security, and digital currency mining

9 Aug. 2024 6,140 (8) 1. Escalating tensions: Ukrainian Armed Forces’ attack on the 
Kursk region prompts war reminder

2. Ukrainian forces repel Russian incursion in Sumy Oblast; sig-
nificant losses reported

3. Ukrainian mercenaries from armed forces operating in Rus-
sian region in violation of international law
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12 Aug. 2024 5,463 (22) 1. Russian PMC ‘Wagner’ veterans defend borders amid conflict 
escalation

2. Escalating conflict in the Kursk region heightens tensions be-
tween Russia and Ukraine

3. Escalating tensions: Ukrainian cyberattacks target ‘Akhmat’; 
Russian military responses evolve

1 Oct. 2024 5,680 (14) 1. Iran attacks Israel; escalating tensions in the Middle East
2. Israeli police suspect terrorist act in recent incident
3. Tensions rise as Iran targets Israeli military sites in missile at-

tacks
6 Nov. 2024 5,992 (10) 1. Trump secures decisive victory in US election, sparking global 

speculation and uncertainty
2. Political fallout: Trump’s win triggers backlash on American Tik-

Tok
3. Trump’s promise to end war in Ukraine within 24 hours sparks 

international attention
7 Nov. 2024 5,355 (28) 1. Global recognition of Russia’s influence amid shifts in power 

dynamics
2. Intensifying geopolitical tensions surrounding Ukraine: Trump’s 

promises, military operations, and international support
3. Trump’s victory, Putin’s influence, and global ramifications: ten-

sions rise as Ukraine, Israel, and US navigate uncertain futures
19 Nov. 2024 5,514 (20) 1. Putin deploys 11,000 North Korean soldiers to Ukrainian bor-

der; potential increase to 100,000 sparks global concern
2. Unexpected changes in geopolitics triggered by Donald 

Trump’s election victory
3. Russian Ministry of Defence operations in Ukrainian border re-

gions
19 Dec. 2024 7,005 (4) 1. Putin’s phone call sparks concern over American missile strikes 

on Russia
2. Putin’s strategic moves and military operations unveiled in re-

cent statements
3. Escalating tensions in the Kursk region: a closer look at military 

payments and strategic movements
20 Dec. 2024 5,379 (27) 1. Tensions rise as Ministry of Defence issues warning, hackers 

target national information system, and diplomatic efforts shift 
in Ukraine conflict

2. Latest developments in Ukraine conflict and terrorism investi-
gations

3. Trump administration plans to require NATO members to in-
crease defence spending to 5% of GDP
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12 Feb. 2025 5,435 (26) 1. ‘Putin holds talks with Mishustin at Kremlin; Trump discusses 
Ukraine conflict’

2. Developments in Ukraine conflict: Ukrainian forces to be ex-
pelled from Russian territory as SMO intensifies

3. Putin and Trump discuss Ukraine, Middle East, and prisoner 
exchange in 1m hour call

18 Feb. 2025 5,701 (13) 1. Historic talks in Riyadh signal progress in US–Russia relations
2. Tensions rise as US and Russia navigate increasing spheres of 

influence
3. ‘Zelenskyy’s delayed visit, power struggles with the US and 

Russia, and economic colonisation threaten Ukraine’s future’
24 Feb. 2025 5,628 (16) 1. International relations shifts in Europe and Russia: Zelenskyy’s 

negotiations, Iran policy reversal, and escalating tensions
2. Russia proposes joint rare earth metals venture with US; France 

and UK plan troop deployment in Ukraine; leaders discuss eco-
nomic projects for Ukrainian settlement; Zelenskyy warns of 
costly path outside NATO

3. International efforts and controversies surrounding peace 
talks in Ukraine

28 Feb. 2025 7,077 (3) 1. President Trump stands firm for peace amid international ten-
sions

2. Tension mounts as Zelenskyy and Trump clash in high-stakes 
talks with implications for US–Ukraine–Russia relations

3. Trump and Zelenskyy discuss ending conflict in high-stakes 
negotiations

11 Mar. 2025 6,310 (5) 1. Notorious Kursk gang to face justice for double murder after 
14 years

2. US and Ukraine agree to ceasefire in war with Russia after Jed-
dah negotiations

3. International developments: Zelenskyy’s peace offer, Russian 
military operations, and oil export resumption

12 Mar. 2025 5,458 (23) 1. Trump’s proposal for Russian ceasefire met with scepticism 
and strategic manoeuvring

2. Tension escalates as Russia–US negotiations challenge 
Ukraine’s strategic position

3. Ukrainian Armed Forces’ advance into the Kursk region raises 
concerns amid fragile truce

13 Mar. 2025 5,746 (12) 1. Russia and Ukraine make progress towards ceasefire agree-
ment as Putin emphasises importance of long-term peace

2. Trump and Putin consider ceasefire talks amid Ukraine conflict 
and Russian sanctions

3. ‘Ukraine peace talks progress: Putin’s interest in long-term set-
tlement signals hope amid ceasefire negotiations’
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14 Mar. 2025 5,349 (29) 1. Volunteer soldier proposes to girlfriend at Barnaul railway plat-
form amid SMO

2. Trump and Putin’s talks spark optimism for possible end to 
Ukraine conflict

3. Leaked peace plan reveals Ukraine’s EU accession delay, ten-
sions with US and Russia, and internal struggles

18 Mar. 2025 5,824 (11) 1. Putin and Trump reach agreements on Black Sea safety and 
ceasefire terms in key Kremlin dialogue

2. ‘Multiple countries directly involved in military conflict with 
Russia, prompting full response’

3. Trump–Putin negotiations raise concerns over Ukraine’s future 
and Putin’s tactics
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Appendix 3: The Nausėda–
Kaliningrad Story – 
Complementary Case Study

The Kaliningrad region, a Russian ex-
clave located on the territory of the former 
East Prussia, is widely regarded as one of 
the most heavily militarised areas in Europe. 
It is strategically positioned on the Baltic Sea 
and bordered by two EU and NATO member 
states, Poland and Lithuania, making it a criti-
cal forward-deployed Russian military outpost. 
Given this strategic importance, monitoring 
developments in Kaliningrad is essential. This 
case study shows that even smaller region-

al crises in Russia are managed following a 
similar playbook to that observed in the case 
studies of the Kursk incursion and the Crocus 
terrorist attack. 

The story began on 8 January 2025 
when the president of Lithuania, Gitanas 
Nausėda, tweeted a critique of Russia renam-
ing Lithuanian cultural objects in Kaliningrad 
(Figure 83).

 

Figure 83. Screenshot of a post on X by Gitanas Nausėda (source: Gitanas Nausėda, X, 
8 January 2025) 

After a couple of days, Russians react-
ed to this tweet with marked defensiveness.
Russians reacted to this tweetquitesensitively. 
First they replied on X below Nausėda’s origi-
nal post (Figures 84 to 86).
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Figure 84. Screenshot of a reply to a post on X by Gitanas Nausėda (source as Figure 83)

Figure 85. Screenshot of a reply to a post on X by Gitanas Nausėda (source as Figure 83)

Figure 86. Screenshot of a reply to a post on X by Gitanas Nausėda (source as Figure 83)

Most negative comments on Nausėda’s 
post appeared on 10 January – two days after 
the original post – and predominantly echoed 

the same narrative: that Nausėda was making 
territorial claims to reclaim Kaliningrad.
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Backlash in News Articles
After the initial reaction on X, Russian 

state representatives such as Dimitry Pesk-
ov and Maria Zakharova started a campaign 
continuing the same narrative of Lithuania ex-
pressing territorial claims on Kaliningrad (Fig-
ure 87). They also mentioned secondary nar-
ratives, such as Lithuania being an aggressor 
and violator of human rights:

Figure 87. Web article from mirtesen.ru (source: ‘“Imeet 
prityazaniya”: v Kremle nazvali Litvu vrazhdebnym gosu-
darstvom’, Mirtesen, n.d.) 

• One secondary narrative came from the 
deputy chairman of the State Duma De-
fence Committee, Viktor Zavarzin, who 
stated that Russia was prepared for possi-
ble provocations from Lithuania regarding 
the Kaliningrad Oblast.

• Russian State Duma deputy and Defence 
Committee member Andrei Kolesnik called 

Nausėda’s statement about the Kaliningrad 
Oblast provocative.

• In discussing Kaliningrad’s Lithuanian sta-
tus, State Duma deputy Anatoly Wasser-
man stated: ‘Lithuanian politicians are mak-
ing a serious mistake by relying on a period 
when the Lithuanian state did not exist and 
Russians ruled.’ The article reporting his 
comments added: ‘One can agree with him 
that if they insist on such claims, they must 
be prepared to restore the governance sys-
tem characteristic of that time.’ Lithuanian 
politicians’ statements about the Russian 
city were characterised as manifestations 
of a ‘chronic illness’.

• Non-official Russian websites followed the 
narrative of territorial claims, some even 
comparing it with Donald Trump’s claims to 
Greenland.

Overall, the fact that most articles cited 
officials from Putin’s office and appeared one 
to two days after Nausėda’s post – sufficient 
time to reframe the narrative – suggests a top-
down communication strategy within Russian 
media, with the delay reflecting the time re-
quired for centralised narrative coordination. 

The story was mainly active for just a 
couple of days in Russian web articles (Figure 
88).
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Figure 88. The hourly dynamics of mentions of Kaliningrad in Russian media

Russian Telegram did not erupt as much 
as the websites, but there were still at least 
28 channels that covered the topic between 9 
and 11 January 2025. Besides territorial claims, 
Telegram mentions contained more social me-
dia specific comments (captured on X as well) 
about parts of Lithuania belonging to Poles or 
Germans and then about the whole of Lithua-
nia belonging to Russia (Figure 89).

Figure 89. Screenshot of a Telegram post on the Ostash-
koNews account (source: OstashkoNews, Telegram, 10 
January 2025)

Many Telegram mentions appeared a 
few hours earlier (peak hours were 06:00–
08:00 GMT) than the official comments of 
Duma officers (peak hours were 08:00–10:00 
GMT), from which it can be inferred that the Tel-
egram activity either operated independently 
or was coordinated to stir the pot before the 
official reaction and official narrative (Figure 
90). 
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Figure 90. Screenshot of a Telegram post on the ASu-
persharij account (source: ASupersharij, Telegram, 10 
January 2025)

Another visible sub-narrative con-
cerned how Lithuanians should remember and 
be thankful that Stalin gave them Vilnius. 

Although this topic was in the top five 
most prominent topics of the day in Russia 
(along with German elections, Biden’s sanc-
tions, developments in Kursk, and Trump want-
ing to meet with Putin), the Kaliningrad story 
was not that prominent on prime-time TV.

International Disinformation Spread
Subsequently, Repsense tracked world-

wide traces of a distorted narrative about Lith-
uania’s territorial claims were tracked (Figure 
91). Primary foreign activity commenced imme-
diately following the peak hours of this topic in 

Russia (in foreign media, the peak hours were 
10:00–12:00 GMT on 10 January11:00–13:00 
CET on 10 January and 04:00–05:00 GMT on 
11 January05:00–06:00 on 11 January).

Figure 91. The hourly dynamics of mentions of the topic of Kaliningrad in foreign media 
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Over 300 mentions in foreign media 
following one of Russia’s false narratives were 
captured in 30 world regions (Figure 92), with 
two or more mentions captured in Argentina, 
Armenia, Austria, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Bel-
gium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Can-

ada, Croatia, Estonia, France, Germany, Hun-
gary, India, Israel, Italy, Kazakhstan, Latvia, 
Mexico, North Macedonia, Poland, Romania, 
Serbia, Spain, Switzerland, Türkiye, Ukraine, 
the US, and Vietnam.

Figure 92. World map of mentions of the topic of Kaliningrad in foreign media

While the topic attracted great interest 
in Bulgaria (50 articles) and Ukraine (62 arti-

cles), Italy ranked third with a surprising num-
ber of mentions (35 articles). 

Figure 93. The hourly dynamics of mentions of the topic of Kaliningrad in three selected countries: Italy – green; Bul-
garia – red; Ukraine – blue
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In the Italian case we see a sharp activ-
ity peak on the morning of 11 January (Figure 
93). At this point there was a huge wave of ar-

ticles citing Dmitry Peskov and Maria Zakharo-
va, the source of which was the Italian news 
agency Adnkronos (Figure 94).

Figure 94. Quotidiano di Bari web article (source: ‘Lituania rivuole Kaliningrad: ira Russia contro Vilnius’, quotidianod-
ibari.it, 11 January 2025)

Later articles focused more on Russian 
threats to Lithuania (Figure 95).

Figure 95. Web article 
from virgilio.it (source: 
‘La Russia minaccia i Pa-
esi baltici e la Lituania: 
“Vilnius appartiene a 
noi, non resisterebbero 
un giorno”’, virgilio.it, 12 
January 2025)
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Although Italy stands out as the most 
surprising region, Repsense captured media 
mentions of the topic were captured elsewhere 
as well, and there were quite a few articles cit-
ing Duma authorities or even Russian sources 
while also mentioning the disinformation nar-
rative proposed by Russia. A few instances are 
provided in the following list:

• The Romanian site pescurt.ro warned that 
‘Russia threatens Lithuania with invasion’ 
and how ‘Lithuania would not last even a 
day’. This was repeated across several oth-
er Romanian sites.

• The Italian site liberoquotidiano.it pub-
lished an article ‘Lithuania vs. Russia, insult 
to Putin: “Kaliningrad is ours”.’ The article 
says that Lithuania wants Kaliningrad back, 
and it mentions the storyline about Stalin 
giving Vilnius to the Lithuanians.

• The Serbian site webtribune.rs wrote neg-
atively about NATO soldiers being near 
Kaliningrad and said that Nausėda added 
even more pressure with his provocations.

• The Estonian site rus.postimees.ee bent 
the narrative even further, saying that now 
Russia was threatening the whole of Eu-
rope because of Nausėda’s remarks.

• The Ukrainian site focus.ua said that 
Nausėda called Kaliningrad a part of ‘Lith-
uania Minor’.

• The Turkish site ensonharber.com com-
pared European ‘far-right’ leaders’ (men-
tioning how Nausėda wanted Kaliningrad 
and how the Bulgarian Kostadin Kostadinov 
wanted a piece of Macedonia) with Trump’s 
initiative to control Mexico.

• The Vietnamese site giaoducthoidai.vn 
stated that ‘Poles are sending tanks to Ka-
liningrad on a massive scale’.

• The site Albanian sot.com.al wrote that 
Lithuanians ‘demands Kaliningrad’s return’.

• The Belarusian site mediabrest.bytaunted: 
‘A territorial conflict has erupted between 
Russia and Lithuania. So far, it’s only in 
name.’

• The Polish site prawy.pl warned: ‘A world on 
the brink of war? “The Baltic States should 
belong to Russia”.’

• The Ukrainian site news.online.ua called 
out Russian lies straight away, saying that 
Lithuania was making no territorial claims.
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Metro Map Analysis
All the articles used here as examples 

were identified by searching for media texts 
with the closest vector value compared to 

content published by Kremlin-affiliated outlets 
(Figure 96).<FIGURE 96 NEAR HERE>

Figure 96. A Russian state article located in the vector space among other texts

The Adler model thus enabled the de-
tection of articles in non-official Russian media 
and in foreign media that followed one of the 
false narratives associated with this story:

1. Lithuania has territorial claims on Kalinin-
grad (main narrative)

2. Lithuania itself historically belonged to oth-
er countries (Stalin gave Vilnius to the Lith-
uanians, etc.)

3. Nausėda is trying to provoke a military con-
flict

4. Nausėda is trying to act like Trump

5. Russians are ready to take the Baltics back

6. Lithuania is producing an informational at-
tack against Russians.

7. Kaliningrad has a Russian history – this nar-
rative is mainly used to justify the current 
war and call it a defensive position. 

After collecting all the mentions seman-
tically closest to the Kremlin’s disinformation 
position, the Adler model examined each in-
stance’s metadata: region, publication time, 
sub-narratives, authors, and so on. This en-
abled researchers to construct a schema il-
lustrating how disinformation had penetrated 
foreign media and the mechanisms driving it. 
This schema, also called a metro map, allows 
users to examine a single station and observe 
all information transfer lines converging there 
(Figure 97).
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Figure 97. Metro map analysis of the Nausėda–Kaliningrad story development over time

The case studies of the Kursk incursion 
and the Crocus terrorist attack in the main 
body of this report found that Russia used a 

very similar communication playbook in react-
ing to unexpected crises.

Conclusions of the Case Study
The Nausėda–Kaliningrad case study 

explored how the Russian domestic informa-
tion ecosystem converted a relatively low-im-
pact foreign political statement into a vehicle 
for escalation-oriented narratives. Using a 
focused dataset covering Russian state web-
sites, state television, and Telegram channels, 
the analysis traced both the timing and fram-
ing of coverage, as well as the interaction be-
tween platforms.

The response was rapid and internally 
coherent. Nausėda’s remarks were framed not 
as an isolated diplomatic comment but as con-
firmation of broader Western hostility towards 
Russia. Lithuania was consistently portrayed 
as a proxy acting on behalf of NATO or the US, 
while Kaliningrad functioned as a symbolic fo-
cal point representing vulnerability, strategic 
importance, and alleged encirclement. The 
factual substance of the original statement 
was quickly subordinated to its narrative utility.

Telegram channels played an important 
role in early amplification, introducing emo-
tionally charged interpretations and specula-
tive escalation of language. State media and 
television later adopted a more controlled tone 
while retaining the core storyline, reinforcing 
deterrence and readiness without making ex-

plicit threats. This division of labour allowed 
for rhetorical escalation while preserving plau-
sible deniability. 

The metro map visualisation was used 
as a supporting analytical tool to examine 
how Kaliningrad-related narratives appeared 
across multiple thematic clusters rather than 
as a single bounded topic. It helped illustrate 
how the same trigger moved between estab-
lished narrative lines (Baltic hostility, NATO 
pressure, regional security, and deterrence), 
highlighting Kaliningrad’s role as a reusable 
narrative reference point. 

The key takeaway from this case is that 
Russian information tactics do not depend on 
major crises. Routine statements can be weap-
onised when they align with pre-existing nar-
rative templates. For counter-information ef-
forts, this underscores the importance of early 
contextualisation and of monitoring regional 
symbolic nodes like Kaliningrad, where even 
minor external signals can be rapidly inflated 
into evidence of systemic threat.
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