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Abstract

The “12-Day War” between Iran and Israel in June 2025 sparked broad discussions on
social media platforms, such as among Indonesian users on X (previously known as
Twitter). In this study, the conflict is analyzed in the context of digital geopolitics and the
perception of the conflict by the Indonesian digital publics. The article examines online
discourse regarding military concerns, humanitarian solidarity, religious identity, and
geopolitical anxiety in the context of Indonesia as a large Muslim society and Global
South society. The study employs the concept of digital geopolitics and uses a mixed-
method approach combining IndoBERT-based sentiment analysis, unguided topic
modeling, and qualitative interpretive reading. The data used is in the form of tweets in
the Indonesian language with a total of around 3,000 tweets from 13 June to 24 June 2025.
The results highlight three prevailing discourses: escalation and tactical warfare,
religious-humanitarian solidarity with Palestine and public concerns about wider global
instability. The sentiment against Israel was overwhelmingly negative, across a variety of
issues. The study finds that the digital public sphere in Indonesia can be described as a
geopolitical space that is decentralized and where international conflicts are understood
by local moral language, religious identity, and political awareness of the Global South.
The article is a valuable addition to the literature of digital geopolitics by highlighting the
growing role of the digital publics in Southeast Asia in shaping transnational political
discourse.

Keywords: digital geopolitics; digital public sphere; Indonesia; Iran—Israel conflict;
sentiment analysis
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Introduction

Digital platforms have increasingly become central arenas in which international conflicts
are interpreted, contested, and emotionally negotiated by transnational publics. In today's
international relations, the state, diplomatic institutions, or traditional media are no longer
the only intermediaries between geopolitical issues and narratives of war, morality, and
global order; instead, these issues are refracted through networked digital environments
in which ordinary users play a role in the construction of geopolitical narratives. Digital
communication is an integral part of ongoing geopolitics, as platforms like X (formerly
Twitter) allow governments, activists, religious communities, and citizens to express their
competing interpretations of international events (Gombar, 2026; Merkouraki, 2024;
Osondu-Oti et al., 2024). These platforms are not just spaces for the dissemination of
information but rather digital public spaces in which identity, ideology, humanitarian
motives, and political emotion come together (Pfister, 2019). In this context, public
discourse can either reinforce, challenge, or complicate state narratives of foreign policy
by amplifying alternative geopolitical and moral frames (Murphy & Costa, 2025a).
Publics are increasingly engaged in the production of political meaning outside the state's
institutional apparatus in decentralized communication systems (Castells, 2009;
Schillemans, 2014).

The June 2025 “12-Day War” between Iran and Israel is a crucial case for the study
of these dynamics. The event drew a lot of attention from around the world because of
the simultaneous missile launches, cyber attacks, strategic communication, and the
prospect of a regional escalation. The conflict quickly became a major geopolitical crisis
that had regional, stability, energy security and global power competition implications for
the international media. At the same time, the social media became extremely active
venues for public interpretation, on which people engaged in discussions on the escalation
of the war, on humanitarian issues, on the concepts of deterrence and on the broader
legitimacy of international actors in the conflict. Digital reactions are not just spontaneous
online commentary, but rather, they are grassroots geopolitical interpretations that are
mediated by historical memory, ideology, and emotional affiliation (Duncombe, 2019b;
Murphy & Costa, 2025b; Nasereddin, 2023; Yaser Ahmad et al., 2025).

Indonesia is a case in particular that is worth exploring in this context. Indonesia is

the world's largest Muslim-majority democracy and an important voice in the Global
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South, and has historically used its public voice to express strong solidarity with Palestine,
and consistently to situate itself in broader anti-colonial and humanitarian discourses
about West Asia. The opinions of the wider public in Indonesia often overlap with
foreign-policy issues, such as those involving Muslim populations and issues of global
justice. Indonesian digital activism is found to often arise from the intersection of religion,
humanitarianism and anti-colonial memory in previous studies. Thus, the Iran—Israel
issue, as it is discussed online in Indonesia, is not just a product of the instant emotional
reaction, but also demonstrates the ways in which global geopolitical crises are
understood through locally circulated moral lexica and transnational solidarities.

In this context, the digital public sphere is not just a communicative space, but a
space where the negotiation of various understandings of international order, legitimacy,
and geopolitical alignment takes place (Andriansyah, 2025; Fajriyah & Setiawati, 2025;
Kusumalestari et al., 2026; Noormansyah et al., 2025; Prabandari & Darmawan, 2026).

While there is an increasing body of research on digital politics and social media,
there are a number of gaps in the current literature. First, there is still a lack of studies on
digital geopolitics and political discourse in online contexts from Global South societies
compared to Euro-American contexts (Heeks et al., 2024; Oezkula & Reilly, 2023; Putri
et al., 2024). Secondly, the research on the wars in the Middle East often highlights elites,
state strategies, or regional security dynamics, neglecting to consider how local but
symbolically engaged publics perceive these wars online (Bozbas, 2025; Steel, 2015;
Taufiq, 2025). Third, while the Israeli-Palestinian conflict has been the subject of much
scholarly research in the field of digital media studies, the direct confrontation between
the two countries, especially the June 2025 escalation, has not been studied systematically
in the Southeast Asian context. Consequently, there has been little research on the role of
the Muslim majority digital publics in building transnational geopolitical narratives about
West Asia (Andriani & Himawan, 2025; Kusumalestari et al., 2026; Tri Widuri et al.,
2026).

The article examines how Indonesian users reacted to the Iran—Israel “12-Day War”
in June 2025 on X, and how the dominant discourses in these online reactions shaped the
nature of the discussions. It investigates the sentiments of the users regarding the conflict
and how sentiment is expressed, as well as the dominant discourses that structured online

reactions, and how such expressions reveal wider Indonesian orientations towards West
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Asian geopolitics and Global South solidarities. Specifically, the research questions are:
(1) What were the sentiments of Indonesian X users in the Iran-Iraq conflict period in the
middle of June 2025? (2) What religious, humanitarian, political and geopolitical themes
guided these conversations, and (3) How do these expressions shed light on the changing
role of Indonesia in the current geopolitical conversation on West Asia and the Global
South?

To answer these questions, the article combines computational methods—namely
sentiment analysis and topic modeling using IndoBERT along with interpretive reading
of representative tweets to answer these questions. This mixed-method approach allows
for the study not just to detect the thematic and emotional trends in large-scale digital
discourse, but also to contextualize them in the geopolitical imagination of Indonesia.
Thus, the article adds to the current discussion on digital public spheres, transnational
solidarity, affective geopolitics and global international relations of the Global South.
More generally, it illustrates how digital publics in the Southeast Asian region are
increasingly involved in producing interpretations of international crises, which in turn

extends the role of networked communication in the current international relations.

METHODOLOGY
Literature Review

Digital Geopolitics

Digital technologies expansion has greatly influenced the nature of international relations
and the dynamics of power in international politics. This shift aligns with the growing
prominence of digital international relations, where digital platforms and communication
networks are increasingly influencing political communication, public opinion, and
international relations (Bainus & Rachman, 2023). Digital geopolitics has been a growing
concept to describe the impact of cyberspace, digital infrastructures, platforms, and
information systems on geopolitical competition, sovereignty, and transnational
interaction in recent years (Huskaj, 2023). Digital geopolitics is different from classical
geopolitics, which mostly centers on territorial control and military strength, digital
geopolitics is about the strategic influence of digital infrastructures and networked

communication in creating global power relation (H. Liu & Miao, 2024).
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Huskaj (2023) states that digital geopolitics is the analysis of interdependent
information systems and cyberspace affecting political, military, economic, social,
informational, and infrastructural systems in the global arena. From this point of view,
digital technologies are not only seen as communication or economic modernization tools
but are also considered as strategic infrastructures that can influence and shape
international stability, political influence, and global governance. Likewise, Liu and Miao
(2024) suggest that digital geopolitics is a product of digital transformation and
geopolitical competition, as the digital network, data system, and technological
innovation have increasingly become linked with national security, economic
competition, and international power relations (Huskaj, 2023; H. Liu & Miao, 2024).

The idea of digital geopolitics is linked to the changing dynamics of sovereignty
and international competition. The use of digital technologies has changed the
geopolitical reality of the world by eroding the boundaries between the internal and
external dimension of the state and traditional and modern power structures, impacting
sovereignty and international competition (Zirojevi¢, 2024). The digital geopolitics
highlights the changes in sovereignty and international competition: power moves to the
new "borderless" digital spaces governed by private actors, where data collection and
analysis are now strategically important, and influence is exerted by hidden algorithms
operating across borders and data flows (Kerim & Lambert, 2025). Artificial Intelligence
and semiconductors are among the technologies that play a central role in geopolitical
competition and contribute to national power and influence (Nikoli¢ et al., 2025). The
geopolitical contestation is characterized by the role of technologies such as Al,
metaverse, and Web3 systems, which boost state capacities in terms of sovereignty,
security, and leadership, influencing autonomy, resilience, and strategic influence (Hu et
al., 2025). Digital geopolitics, therefore, is emerging as a key field where the control of
technology, the governance of data, and the infrastructure of the digital world are
becoming increasingly decisive in the redistribution of global power and the international
politics of the future.

Digital geopolitics is different from traditional geopolitics in several ways. First,
digital geopolitics works through transnational digital networks which extend beyond
territorial boundaries, making cyberspace and digital infrastructure strategic domains of

global competition (H. Liu & Miao, 2024). In the Indonesian context, digital platforms
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have increasingly been utilized as instruments of agenda-setting, visibility management,
and digital public diplomacy, highlighting the ways in which these platforms influence
modern-day international communication practices (Hikmawan et al., 2024).

Second, geopolitical influence is no longer confined to the hands of the state, but
also it is in the hands of digital platforms, multinational technology corporations, and
networked publics that are active in the creation of geopolitical narratives and
international discourse (Zirojevi¢, 2024). Third, digital geopolitics is closely related to
data governance, technological standards, cybersecurity and information sovereignty, in
which digital infrastructures are increasingly used as tools of geopolitical influence and
strategic power (Mann & Daly, 2020). Digital geopolitics is, overall, a reflection of the
digitalization of international relations, in which power increasingly takes place via

communication networks, data infrastructures, and digital narratives.

Research Method
Design

The design of this study is a mixed method which combines computational text analysis
and interpretive reading. The combination is deliberate: while computational techniques
help trace broad patterns across thousands of posts, interpretive methods are needed to
understand how users embed political, religious, or symbolic meaning within their
expressions (Freelon, 2014). X (formerly Twitter) is chosen as the platform to be studied
because it provides quick and networked responses to geopolitical events and allows for

the flow of transnational conversations (Duncombe, 2019c¢).

Data Collection and Timeframe

The dataset consists of 3,000 Indonesian-language tweets posted between 13 and 24 June
2025, the period in which online attention to the Iran—Israel “12-Day War” was most
intense. The data set comprises of 3,000 Indonesian-language tweets from 13 to 24 June
2025, a time when attention was particularly high on the Iran—Israel “12-Day War” at the
time. The set of predefined Indonesian keywords used as the basis for capturing tweets
was derived from the political, religious and military aspects of the war, which are: Iran,
Israel, Netanyahu, Khamenei, Iran Syiah, Rudal Iran, Nuklir Iran, and Iran Zionis. These

terms were selected to encompass both actors and the symbolic frames through which
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Indonesian users typically discuss West Asian conflicts. In order to analyze sentiment
toward the domestic rather than the international, only tweets that were primarily in

Indonesian were retained.

Preprocessing and Language Handling

Like most social media data, the raw tweets were filled with noise such as nonstandard
word usage, emojis, long spellings, hyperlinks, and so on. The preprocessing pipeline
thus included a lowercase operation, a URL/mention removal step, orthographic variation
normalization and cleanup of extraneous punctuation. In Google Colab, tokenization,
removing stopwords and stemming were performed using Sastrawi. Sastrawi was chosen
because it is optimized for Indonesian morphology, improving the interpretability of the
model’s outputs. Google Colab provided the computational environment for a

reproducible analytical workflow.

Sentiment Classification and Topic Modeling

The cleaned corpus was analyzed using IndoBERT, a transformer-based model developed
specifically for Indonesian. IndoBERT classified tweets into positive, negative, or neutral
sentiment categories and also generated three latent topics using an unguided topic
modeling configuration. The mix enabled the study to chart the emotional register of
public responses as well as the thematic clusters that structured these reactions.
Visualizations showing sentiment distribution, topic frequency and term relevance were

generated using Matplotlib.

Interpretive Reading and Discourse Analysis

IndoBERT has captured general trends, but it cannot capture the context fully because of
the layers of meaning that can be given by symbolism, irony, or religious idioms. To
tackle these, the study carried out interpretive reading of some representative tweets for
each sentiment and topic cluster. Narratives of the war, connections between the war and
Palestine and broader West Asian politics, and moral/humanitarian arguments were all
attended to. The interpretive layer also examined identity markers, intertextual references,

and the interplay between geopolitical commentary and religious meaning.
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The computational and interpretive aspects offer a multi-dimensional perspective
on how the Iranian users responded to the Iran—Israel “12-Day War”. The methodology
illustrates the utility of combining language-specific machine learning tools with
qualitative reading, especially when analyzing non-Western social media environments

where cultural complexities shape political communication.
RESULT

The findings shown in this section are an example of the most common theme and mood
patterns that appeared in Indonesian X users' conversations about the Iran-Israel war that
occurred in June 2025. The analysis employs topic modeling and sentiment classification
techniques based on the IndoBERT model to categorize the structure of online discourse
and its sentiment, revealing the various interconnected narratives—such as those focusing
on military tactics and scenarios, religious and humanitarian bonds, and general anxieties
about geopolitical escalation and global instability that emerged from it.

To systematically present these findings, this section is divided into four main
components: (1) Unguided Topic Distribution, which outlines the overall distribution of
the extracted topics; (2) Top 20 Keywords and Confidence per Topic, which identifies
the dominant keywords and the model’s confidence levels within each topic; (3) Topic
Distinctiveness, which examines the semantic uniqueness of each topic through TF-IDF
analysis; and (4) Sentiment Distribution, which maps the emotional tendencies of
Indonesian X users across the identified topics. Collectively, these findings demonstrate
how social media platforms functioned as dynamic spaces in which Indonesian users
interpreted and responded to international crises through political, moral, and emotional

expressions.

Unguided Topic Distribution

The "Unguided Topic Distribution" bar chart in Figure 1 above illustrates the frequency
of various conversational themes extracted from a dataset of Indonesian tweets regarding
the Iran-Israel conflict. The bar chart reflects the total number of posts in X (Twitter) that
were captured around the two-week period from June 13 to June 24, 2025. The bar chart
categorized the public discourse into three distinct primary clusters based on the results
of employing “IndoBERT” as the unguided topic modeling approach. The horizontal axis

represents the three extracted topics with the following labels sequentially: Topic 0, Topic
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1, and Topic 2. The vertical axis measures the frequency to indicate the total number of
individual tweets that correspond to each specific topic category.
Figure 1 — Topic Distribution
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Source: Authors, 2026

In general, a breakdown of the specific frequencies reveals engagement by the
Indonesian X users across all three topics. Topic 1 is the most prominent topic by
containing a total of 1,230 tweets. Next, Topic 2 follows closely with the total of 1,204
tweets. Last, Topic 0 represents the smallest group, with 986 tweets. The main takeaway
from Figure 1 is the near-parity in volume between Topic 1 and Topic 2. This narrow
margin suggests that the Indonesian Twitter conversation during this specific timeframe
was heavily dominated by Topic 1 and Topic 2. Both topics are distinct, yet equally
prevalent as the narratives from Indonesian X users. Meanwhile, Topic 0 captured a

slightly lower share of the conversation by falling just below the 1,000-tweet threshold.

Top 20 Keywords and Confidence per Topic

The top 20 keywords of Topic 0 in Table 1 reveal a conversation centered entirely on the
military, tactical, and aerial dimensions of the Iran-Israel conflict. Indonesian Twitter
users within the Topic 0 were predominantly focused on the warfare tactics during the
Iran-Israel conflict, specific weaponry employed by both Iran and Israel, and the
involvement of the United States. Prominent keywords such as rudal (missile), balistik
(ballistic), drone, pesawat (aircraft), and senjata (weapon) highlight the focus from
Indonesian X users on the physical instruments of war. In addition to that, the presence
of words like serangan (attack), menyerang (to attack), pertahanan (defense), and udara

(air) contextualizes the conversation in Topic 0 around aerial combat and strategic strikes.
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In addition, the use of the term nuklir (nuclear) points to an underlying concern or
speculation in the public about extreme escalation. Further, the presence of the keywords
AS and Amerika (United States) signifies that the Indonesian X users are looking at this
conflict from a wider perspective of geopolitical context because the global powers are

involved in the conflict.

Table 1 — Top 20 Keywords and Confidence per Topic

Topic 0 1 2
rudal, iran, israel, zionis, iran, israel, perang,  rudal, iran, israel, perang,
serangan, perang, nuklir, negara, palestina, syiah, ga, gak, punya, zionis,
udara, militer, balistik, as, islam, bukan, rakyat, mau, nyerang, buat, apa,
Keywords pertahanan, drone, yahudi, gaza, dunia, arab, negara, kalau, jadi,
pesawat, amerika, senjata, — amerika, dukung, semua, banyak, kena, emang,
zionis, negara, wilayah, menyerang, melawan, nuklir, lebih
menyerang, lebih kalian
Average
Confidence 0.8152 0.8189 0.8200
Minimum 0.5556 0.4934 0.4902
Confidence
Maximum
Confidence 0.9058 0.9115 0.9139

Source: Authors, 2026

The confidence statistics for Topic 0 validate the IndoBERT model’s reliability in
categorizing the Indonesia X users’ posts. The topic has an Average Confidence score of
0.8152 (81.5% probability). That means the algorithm in the IndoBERT model was
certain when assigning tweets to the topic 0. In addition to that, the Maximum Confidence
score reaches 0.9058 (90.5% probability). That shows most of the conversation in Topic
0 has a military focus. Even the Minimum Confidence score of 0.5556 (55.5%
probability) remains above the threshold of ambiguity for social media data. With that
minimum confidence score, the IndoBERT model has a baseline of thematic consistency.
Therefore, semantic cohesion and specific vocabulary reveal a segment of Indonesian
users who are discussing the military maneuvers throughout the conflict.

While discussions in Topic 0 revolve around military tactical aspects of the Iran-
Israel conflict, the keywords of Topic 1 in Table 1 reveal highly ideological and socio-
political conversations. Topic 1, as the most voluminous topic with 1,230 tweets,
highlights how Indonesian X users contextualize the conflict within broader religious and
regional struggles. That is because most of the keywords in Topic 1 demonstrate a

substantial emphasis on identity aspects. Terms such as palestina (Palestine), gaza, islam,
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syiah (Shia), yahudi (Jews), and zionis (Zionist) indicate that the Indonesian X users
heavily frame the Iran-Israel conflict through a religious identity. Indonesian X users also
connect that directly to the broader ongoing Palestinian crisis by referencing broader
geopolitical identifiers such as arab, amerika (America), negara (country), and dunia
(world). The keywords also suggested public conversation among Indonesian X users
regarding international alliances and the wider global impact of the conflict. Furthermore,
the presence of polarizing verbs and pronouns in the top 20 keywords of Topic 1, such as
dukung (support), melawan (fight or against), bukan (not), rakyat (people), and kalian
(you all), reveals that Indonesian X users were actively engaged in the conversations. In
short, Indonesian X users in Topic 1 are actively taking sides to Palestine, rallying support
for Palestine, and challenging opposing viewpoints on this conflict within the X platform.

Numerically speaking, the confidence scores for Topic 1 highlight the prominence
and clarity of the identity-based conversations among Indonesian X users. As the Average
Confidence score slightly edged out Topic 0, the score of 0.8189 (81.8% probability)
confirmed that the algorithm in the IndoBERT model successfully identified a cohesive
underlying theme of identity in Topic 1. The Maximum Confidence of 0.9115 (91.1%
probability) points out the definitive tweets that drive the identity-based narrative in the
conversation among Indonesian X users. Compared to the Minimum Confidence of Topic
0, Topic 1 drops to 0.4934 (49.3% probability). The lower minimum confidence score
might suggest the presence of shorter posts from Indonesian users to the X platform. Still,
the average confidence score confirms that the identity theme is clear in Topic 1.

Topic 2 with volume that nearly matches Topic 1 highlights the everyday
Indonesian X users' fear that the Iran-Israel conflict in West Asia could trigger a much
larger confrontation on a global level. The top 20 keywords of Topic 2 reveal a substantial
conversation that centered on general public anxiety about the widespread military
escalation from West Asia to other regions or involving more actors. One thing that shows
the clear characteristic of Topic 2 is how the conversation among Indonesian X users
revolves around the intersection of military terminology and informal Indonesian
vocabulary. The military terminology shown by keywords such as rudal (missile), nuklir
(nuclear), and perang (war). Meanwhile the informal Indonesian vocabulary is shown by
the following keywords: ga or gak (no or not), nyerang (attacking), and emang (is it or

indeed). In addition to that, the presence of speculative and interrogative terms in the top
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20 keywords of Topic 2, such as kalau (if), jadi (happen or become), and apa (what)
suggests that Indonesian X users were actively debating hypothetical scenarios in their
conversations. Especially, they were expressing deep concern over the consequences of
the Iran-Israel conflict with the word kena (affect). Therefore, Topic 2 establishes the raw
public reaction on the implications of the conflict for diverse hypothetical scenarios.
The confidence statistics for Topic 2 further validate the strength of this speculative
conversation among Indonesian X users about the Iran-Israel conflict. Compared to Topic
0 and Topic 1, Topic 2 has the highest Average Confidence score with 0.8200 (82.0%
probability). The score indicates that algorithms in the IndoBERT topic modeling found
a consistent semantic pattern within Indonesian X users’ conversations in Topic 2. In
addition to that, Topic 2 has the highest Maximum Confidence with a total of 0.9139
(91.3% probability). That also represents the definitive pattern for the conversation about
the fear of Iran-Israel conflict escalation. One thing to note about the dip of 0.4902 (49.0%
probability) in the Minimum Confidence might highlight the informal Indonesian
vocabulary in the conversation of Topic 2. Overall, Topic 2 provides the speculative

aspect to the tactical focus of Topic 0 and the identity-based focus of Topic 1.

Topic Distinctiveness

Below, Figure 2 presents the Topic-wise Term Frequency-Inverse Document Frequency
(TF-IDF) scores to offer a numerical and visual representation of the semantic
distinctiveness between Topic 0, Topic 1, and Topic 2 in the Indonesian X users data
during Iran-Israel conflict. On the right side, Figure 2 has a color scale with a range from
dark blue for low relevance in the topic (0.000) to bright yellow for high relevance in the
topic (0.072). The purpose of the colour scale is to clearly delineate how the top 20
keywords in all of the data are specifically distributed in each topic. In general, Figure 2
shows that the overarching conversations among Indonesian X users in each topic have
subjects of the Iran-Israel conflict with the basic keywords revolving around the subject.
That is shown by how the heatmap illustrates a shared proportional baseline on the
keywords of iran and israel. The keyword iran maintains consistently TF-IDF scores
across all of the topics with 0.063 in Topic 0, 0.057 in Topic 1, and 0.053 in Topic 2.
Similarly, the keyword israel has proportional heat across the three topics with scores of
0.054 in Topic 0, 0.046 in Topic 1, and 0.042 in Topic 2. In addition to the keywords of

iran and israel, another shared keyword component across the topics is the term perang
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(war) with the consistent scores range of 0.024 in Topic 0, 0.031 in Topic 1, and 0.031 in
Topic 2.

Figure 2 — Topic Distinctivness
Topic-wise TF-IDF Heatmap of Top 10 Words per Topic
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Source: Authors, 2026

Sentiment Distribution

Figure 3 presents the sentiment distribution for the collected data on Indonesian X users’
conversation about the Iran-Israel conflict. The sentiment distribution above serves as the
final layer to examine their conversations following topic distribution and distinctiveness
analysis. That is because the sentiment distribution represents the emotional states of
Indonesian X users’ conversation by categorizing it into three main categories for each
topic distribution. The three main categories in Figure 3 are negative with color-coded
red, neutral with color-coded blue, and positive with color-coded green. With a clear color

code for each sentiment in each topic, Figure 3 presents how the general tone of
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Indonesian X users’ conversation was shifting from one topic to another topic based on

the subject matters.

Figure 3 — Sentiment Distribution

Sentiment Distribution for Topic 0, 1, and 2
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The computational results demonstrate that Indonesian digital discourse on the Iran-
Israel conflict did not only vary thematically but also emotionally and geopolitically in
each of the topics identified. Topic 0 mostly showed an informational and tactical
response, while Topic 1 and Topic 2 had more ideological, humanitarian, and anxiety-
driven responses. These patterns suggest that Indonesian users did not engage with the
conflict merely as distant observers of international events, but as active participants in
the construction of geopolitical meaning within the digital public sphere. Thus, the next
discussion will analyze the results of these findings with the perspective of digital
geopolitics to analyze the Indonesian responses to the Iran—Israel conflict in June 2025
through the prism of online narratives, emotional expressions, and transnational

solidarities.
DISCUSSION

The results of this research highlight the construction of digital geopolitics as a
transnational digital network that has become the means for international political
discussion in which societies across geographical distance can directly engage. The June
2025 war between Iran and Israel took place in West Asia, but Indonesian X users were
actively involved in the discussions regarding military escalation, nuclear threats,

humanitarian issues, and fears of wider geopolitical instability. The presence of keywords
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related to the military in Topic 0, which include rudal, balistik, drone, and nuklir, suggests
that Indonesian users were more than just passive receivers of information from abroad;
they were active players in the production, interpretation, and dissemination of
geopolitical narratives via digital platforms. These findings further support Liu and
Miao's argument that digital geopolitics takes place on an interconnected network of
digital infrastructures, in which geopolitical contestation is no longer limited to the
traditional state-based diplomatic and military arenas but now extends to networked
communication environments (L. Liu & Luo, 2021). In the current context, cyberspace
represents a space of strategic communication in which international crises are being
spread, translated and subject to emotional negotiation in a way that transcends the
geographical.

The similarity between Topic 1 and Topic 2 also highlights how digital platforms
can help to enable the transnational circulation of geopolitical narratives and emotional
responses across borders. Discussions involving Palestine, Islam, Zionism, and fears of
global escalation reveal that Indonesian users interpreted the conflict not only through
military developments but also through broader religious, humanitarian, and ideological
frameworks. This is consistent with Castells' concept of the network society, in which the
power of communication is now decentralized, and publics have more opportunities to
participate in meaning-making processes (Castells, 2009). Likewise, Chadwick declares
that today's political communication is influenced by hybrid media systems in which
digital media enable the rapid propagation of narratives to transnational audiences
(Bailard, 2015).

In Indonesia, X facilitated the construction of a real-time geopolitical space for
users, regardless of their distance from the conflict, and turned it into a digital public
sphere in which global events became part of local moral lexicons and political
consciousness in the Global South. As such, digital platforms are becoming increasingly
important strategic fields of international competition where geopolitical narratives,
ideologies and public feelings are rapidly moving across national borders.

The results also reveal that in the digital age, geopolitical influence is not
exclusively the prerogative of states or formal diplomatic bodies but is now increasingly
mediated by digital platforms and networked publics which actively contribute to

international discourses. With the Iran—Israel conflict of June 2025, X served not only as
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an avenue of communication but also as a decentralized form of geopolitical space where
Indonesian users played a role in shaping, projecting, and challenging narratives about
the conflict. In addition, previous research in the Indonesian context also shows that the
digital platforms are increasingly used as tools of digital diplomacy and digital political
communication, which allows the wider public to be part of the global political dialogue
(Samad & Permatasari, 2023).

The dominance of Topic 1, characterized by keywords such as Palestina, Islam,
Zionis, Yahudi, and Gaza, reveals that Indonesian users interpret the conflict from moral,
religious, and humanitarian aspects rather than strategic aspects. The conversations here
expose the ways in which digital publics help to produce geopolitical meaning, as they
connect the present to the past, to ideology and to transnational solidarities. The digital
public sphere is changing the nature of political communication by enabling greater
democratization of access to the media, more amplification of various actors and
identities, impact on political legitimacy and decision-making, and the challenge of
traditional normative foundations via decentralized and sometimes less rational
communication (Hénska et al., 2020; Rasmussen, 2013; Schéfer, 2016).

Concurrently, digital platforms' involvement in organizing visibility, engagement,
and the flow of information underscores the increasing impact of technological
infrastructures on the current geopolitical landscape. With platforms such as X,
narratives, emotional responses and political interpretations can be rapidly shared with
transnational audiences, allowing geopolitical discourse to be generated through user-user
interaction, algorithm-user interaction and digital communication. This is a context in
which geopolitical narratives are not just created within official state communication or
the mainstream media but also within the decentralized digital participation that is created
by networked publics.

The negative sentiment patterns found in Topic 1 and Topic 2 illustrate the ways in
which Indonesian users collectively shaped emotional and political reactions to issues of
justice, war and human suffering in the digital public sphere. The findings corroborate
the argument that digital platforms are becoming more complicated with respect to
official narratives, and at the same time they are becoming more complicated with respect
to other, alternative, moral and political narratives, which are shaped and amplified

through geopolitical dynamics, which are interpreted in liberalist, realist and
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constructivist frameworks (Khurana & Singh, 2026; Qiu, 2023). Thus, geopolitical action
is increasingly taking place through digitally mediated interactions, through platforms,
online communities and transnational publics in where the circulation and interpretation
of international crises are actively shaped by these actors, but not exclusively by
individual states.

The results also show that digital geopolitics is closely related to the strategic
function of digital infrastructures in the circulation, visibility and interpretation of
geopolitical information in transnational communication networks. In current digital
settings, platforms like X are not only spaces where public debate can take place but also
spaces that shape how geopolitical narratives are disseminated, amplified and consumed
globally. Geopolitical and war-related narratives are actively constructed, directed, and
disseminated by digital platforms and technology companies via algorithmic systems,
infrastructural control, and symbolic approaches that shape global public opinion,
military operations, diplomacy, and the development of anti-Western and/or competing
political narratives (Irman et al., 2026; Noordenbos & Tuters, 2026; Vyas et al., 2025).

During the June 2025 Iran-Israel conflict, the vast proliferation of talk about
military escalation, threats of nuclear war, and humanitarian crises shows how digital
infrastructures are used to transport geopolitical information across borders in real time.
Digital infrastructures at this time generate information borders and filters based on
geolocation and language, as well as global, instant communication among states,
refugees and other actors via digital platforms and mobile technologies (Latonero & Kift,
2018; Ochigame & Ye, 2021).

In this context, the prominence of military-related keywords in Topic 0 and the
widespread emotional responses identified in Topic 1 and Topic 2 reflect how digital
systems increasingly mediate public understanding of international crises (Duncombe,
2019a; Jevtovi¢, 2025; Norman et al., 2024). In other words, digital technologies and
infrastructures are reshaping governance and international relations by managing
visibility, influencing information flows and strategic communication, and enabling
digital diplomacy as a tool of geopolitical influence, global policy formation, and power
transformation (Flyverbom, 2016; Mujki¢ & Avdi¢, 2026; Savas, 2026). Overall, these
findings confirm that digital geopolitics is no longer confined to state-centered territorial

competition but increasingly operates through digitally mediated infrastructures that
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shape global narratives, influence public perception, and redefine the dynamics of power,
legitimacy, and international communication in contemporary conflicts.

At a broader level, these dynamics illustrate how struggles over information
circulation and digital communication increasingly form part of contemporary
geopolitical competition. The ability of digital platforms to rapidly disseminate conflict-
related narratives enables geopolitical actors, online communities, and networked publics
to influence public perception beyond traditional state-controlled communication
channels (Aurelia et al., 2025; Irman et al., 2026). In the Indonesian case, the digital
public sphere became a space where users collectively interpreted the Iran—Israel conflict
through narratives of justice, insecurity, religious solidarity, and geopolitical anxiety
(Budi et al., 2025; Qoirunnisa & Mustofa, 2024). Such processes demonstrate how
information sovereignty in the digital era is increasingly shaped by platform-driven
communication systems in which algorithms, data infrastructures, and transnational
information flows influence how international events are framed and understood (Chung,
2026; Kanevskiy & Petrov, 2024). Control over digital infrastructures, data systems, and
technological networks increasingly constitutes a strategic dimension of geopolitical
power in the digital age (Flensburg & Lai, 2023; Lawton et al., 2023). Therefore, digital
infrastructures themselves have become strategic arenas of geopolitical competition, as
control over information circulation and narrative visibility increasingly shapes the

formation of global public opinion and transnational political discourse.
CONCLUSION

This study demonstrates that the June 2025 Iran—Israel “12-Day War” was not only
interpreted through conventional geopolitical institutions but also through Indonesia’s
digital public sphere, where networked publics actively constructed narratives, emotions,
and political meanings surrounding the conflict. The results of the analysis of the
conversations in the Indonesian language on X using the IndoBERT-based topic
modeling and sentiment analysis show that the Indonesian people were involved in the
conflict through the interconnectedness of military, humanitarian, religious and
geopolitical narratives. In the case of missile attacks, nuclear escalation, Palestine,

Zionism, and global instability, discussions were not limited to information exchange and
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acted as an interpretation of geopolitical processes on the grassroots level in transnational
communication networks.

It also points to the growing role of digital public spheres as spaces of digital
geopolitics in which geographically distant publics are directly involved in international
political discourse. The war took place in West Asia; however, the crisis was actively
reimagined and emotionally reacted to by Indonesian users in terms of humanitarianism,
Islamic solidarity and fears of the potential spread of instability in the global arena. In
this context, X functioned not merely as a social media platform but as a decentralized
geopolitical space where online publics negotiated moral legitimacy, geopolitical
alignment, and interpretations of international order. These findings reinforce the
argument that contemporary geopolitics is increasingly mediated through digital
infrastructures and networked communication systems that transcend territorial
boundaries.

Concurrently, the negative sentiment overwhelmingly directed toward Israel and
the relatively high level of religious and humanitarian sentiment indicate the ways in
which the Indonesian digital publics positioned the conflict within broader Global South
and Muslim-world perspectives. Indonesian users were not merely the receivers of
international news, but they themselves were producers of transnational discourse on
issues of justice, war, and human suffering. The results thus provide an insight into the
ways in which ordinary people can shape geopolitical discourses along with states, media
and political elites through digital spaces. The article builds on the existing literature on
digital geopolitics and digital public spheres by making Indonesia a crucial context in the
Global South, which is underrepresented.

Returning to the three research questions posed in the introduction, the findings can
be summarized as follows. First, the analysis of sentiment expressed by Indonesian X
users on the Iran—Israel confrontation indicates that negative sentiment was clearly
prevalent in all three topics and overwhelmingly targeted toward Israel. Positive
sentiment was minimal, while neutral sentiment was largely confined to Topic 0,
reflecting informational and tactical engagement with the conflict. Second, regarding the
themes that structured online discussion, three dominant thematic clusters were

identified: military escalation and tactical warfare (Topic 0), religious-humanitarian
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solidarity with Palestine (Topic 1), and public anxiety over broader global instability
(Topic 2).

Third, on the subject of what these expressions say about Indonesia's geopolitical
position, the results showed that the digital public sphere is a space for the geopolitical
consciousness of the Global South and Muslim majority, which views international
conflicts from a moral, humanitarian and anti-colonial perspective rather than only
strategic perspectives. The findings above show that the Indonesian public is not an
inactive audience of international affairs but a player in building geopolitical meanings
across the globe. As for policy, the results highlight the religious and humanitarian frame
of Indonesian public opinion on West Asian conflicts and urge the government and
international actors to consider this in designing public diplomacy or soft power strategies
for audiences from the Southeast Asia region.

Methodologically, this study also shows the effectiveness of the fusion of
computational methods like sentiment analysis with the IndoBERT model and
interpretive reading with the qualitative approach to get the big picture of discourse and
culturally embedded meanings in multilingual digital environments. However, the study
has a few limitations, such as the time scale of the study and the social media platform
studied. Future studies could therefore explore the dynamics of different platforms, the
changes over time of digital discourse, or comparative reactions from societies in the
Global South to international crises. These would further illuminate the perception of
digital geopolitical agencies in the digital age, as well as transnational solidarity and

international relations.
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