History of Science AcademyGate Publishing
Vol 7, issue 1, serial 24, 2026, pp.166-174 p-ISSN 2790-0029; e-ISSN 2790-0037

ALGORITHMIC NARRATIVE POWER IN GLOBAL POLITICS
AND MEDIA (2010-2025)

Ehab Mohamed Jaber Ismael*

UDC: 327:004.8:659.3(100)*“2010/2025”
LBC: 66.4(0):76.0:32.813

HoS: 139

DOI: 10.33864/2790-0037.2026.v7.i1.166-174

JOURNAL

Keywords: ABSTRACT

Algorithmic Power, Between 2010 and 2025, algorithms stepped into the spotlight,
Political Narratives, reshaping how political stories spread through global media.
Digital Platforms, Journalism and political communication now lean heavily on digital
Media Law, platfor_ms, whgre al_gorithms call the shots on what gets seen, shared,
Global Politics or buried. This article looks at how the rise of algorithmic power
crosses paths with media, politics, and the law. It’s changed the old
model of journalistic gatekeeping, shaped how people talk about
democracy, influenced foreign policy messaging, and played a hand
in forming public opinion.

The paper digs into how big platforms use algorithmic

recommendation systems, ranking tools, and automated moderation,
not just for user experience, but in high-stakes arenas like elections,
global conflicts, and international diplomacy. It also takes a close
look at the patchwork of laws trying to keep up: the EU’s Digital
Services Act and GDPR, U.S. platform liability rules, and stricter
information control in authoritarian states. Through qualitative and
- comparative analysis, the article shows that these algorithmic
Subject area: systems tend to tip the narrative balance toward political power and
business interests, while old-school journalistic values often get
Multidisciplinary sidelined.
Researchs The findings are a bit of a mixed bag. Sure, algorithms make
things quicker and more personalized. But they also drive
Research field: polarization, chip away at editorial independence, and run up against
current legal standards. In the end, the article calls for tougher
oversight, more transparency in how algorithms work, and keeping
humans, real journalists, in the loop to protect democracy in our
digital world.
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Acar sozlar: ANNOTASIYA

2010-2025-ci illor arasinda alqoritmlor qlobal mediada siyasi
Algoritmik giic, narrativlorin yayilma dsullarin1  yenidon formalasdiraraq diqgot
Siyasi narrativlor, morkozino ¢rxmisdir. Jurnalistika vo siyasi kommunikasiya artiq asasen
Rogomsal platformalar, rogamsal platformalara osaslanir vo burada hanst mozmunun
Media hiiququ, goriinacoyini, paylasilacagimi vo ya konarda qalacagimmi alqoritmlor
Qlobal siyasat mioyyan edir. Bu moagals alqoritmik giiciin yiiksolisinin media, siyasot

vo hiiquq saholeri ils neca kasigdiyini tohlil edir. Bu proses jurnalist
“qapi¢1” modelini  doyigdirmig, demokratiya haqqinda ictimai
miizakirolorin formasini miioyyonlosdirmis, Xxarici siyasot mesajlaria
tasir géstormis va ictimai rayin formalagsmasinda rol oynamisdir.

Tadqiqat iri platformalarm alqoritmik tovsiye sistemlorinden,
reytinqlomo  alotlorindon  vo  avtomatlagdirilmis  moderasiya
mexanizmlorinden yalniz istifadoe¢i tocriibesi iiclin deyil, hom do
seckilor, global miinaqgiselor vo beynoslxalq diplomatiya kimi yiiksok
ohamiyyatli sahalords necs istifads etdiyini arasdirir. Eyni zamanda, bu
sahani tonzimlomoays c¢alisan hiiquqi ¢argivalorin miixtalifliyine digqet
yetirilir: Avropa Ittifaginin Ragomsal Xidmeotlor Akt vo GDPR, ABS-
da platforma mosuliyyati qaydalar1 vo avtoritar dévlotlorde daha sort
informasiya noazarati. Keyfiyyot vo miigayisali tohlil vasitasilo maqalo
gostarir ki, bu alqoritmik sistemlor narrativ balansi1 daha ¢ox siyasi
Saha: hakimiyyat va biznes maraqlari istiqgamatine yonoaldir, anonavi jurnalist
doyarloari iso ¢ox vaxt arxa plana kegir.

Multidisiplinar Naticolor miirokkab xarakter dasiyir. Alqoritmlor informasiyanin
. daha siiratli vo fordilogdirilmis sokilds toqdim edilmasini tomin edir.
Todgigatlar Lakin eyni zamanda qiitblosmoni giiclondirir, redaksiya miistaqilliyini
zoifladir vo movcud hiiquqi standartlarla ziddiyyst yaradir. Notico

Tadgiqat sahasi: etibarilo moqalo daha sort nozarstin totbiqini, alqoritmlorin islomo
prinsiplarinin daha soffaf olmasini vo demokratiyanin roqemsal miihitdo

Jurnalistika gorunmast ii¢lin insan faktorunun, yani pesokar jurnalistlorin prosesdo

saxlanilmasini zaruri hesab edir.
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KiroueBble ciioBa: AHHOTALIUA

B mepmoxg ¢ 2010 mo 2025 rox anropuTMbl BHIIDIM Ha TEPETHHUH IUIaH,
TpancHopMHpyYsl CIOCOOBI PACHPOCTPAHEHUS TOJUTHYECKUX HAppaTHBOB B
DIo0aNpHBIX Meana. JKypHaldWCTHKa W TONUTHYECKass KOMMYHHKalUs B
HacTosllee BpeMs B 3HAUUTENBHON CTEHNEHU ONUparoTcs Ha LudpoBble
wIarGOpMBI, TIe HMEHHO AITOPUTMBI OIPENENIIOT, KaKOW KOHTEHT OymeT
HappaTHUBbI, BUAMMBIM, DPAacHpOCTPaHsAEMbIM WM MaprUHAIU3UpOBaHHBIM. B  crarbe
udposbie mIaTGoOpMbl, | aHamU3EpyeTCs, KAKAM 00pa3oM POCT alTOPHTMHUYECKON BIACTH MEPECEKACTCS
Meauanpago, co cepamu Meana, IOTUTUKI U npaga. OTOT npolecc U3MEHWI TPaJULHOHHYIO
[ T06aMEHAS TOTHTHKA MOJIENIb  JKYPHQJIUCTCKOTO  «TEHTKHUIIMHTa», TMOBIMSI Ha JUCKYCCHH O
JIEMOKpaTHH, Ha (OPMHUPOBAHUE BHEIIHENOIMTHUYECKUX COOOLICHMH M Ha
npotiecchl (GOpMHUPOBaHHS OOIIECTBEHHOTO MHEHHUSI.

B pabote uccnenyercs, kakuM 00pa3oM KpyInHbIe IU1AT(HOPMBI HCIIONB3YIOT
AITOPUTMHYECKHE PEKOMEHIATENIbHBIC CUCTEMbI, HHCTPYMEHTHI PaH)KUPOBaHUS
U aBTOMATU3UPOBAaHHYIO MOJEPALMI0O HE TOJNBKO JUIi  ONTHMHU3ALUU
TIOJTE30BATENLCKOTO ONBITa, HO M B BBICOKOPHUCKOBBIX c(epax, TaKuX Kak
BBIOOpBI, [IO0aNbHBIE KOHQIMKTBL W MEXKIyHapoIHas  JHMIIOMAaTHS.
OnmHOBpEeMEHHO paccMaTpuBaeTcs (parMeHTapHBIH —XapakTep IPaBOBBIX
PEXKHUMOB, CTPEMSILMXCS PeryIupoBarh AaHHYI0 cdepy: 3akoH EC o nudpoBbix
yenyrax 1 GDPR, npasuia oteerctBennocTH margopm B CIIIA, a Taxke 60ee
KECTKUI KOHTPONb MH(OPMALMM B aBTOPUTApHBIX rocygapcrBax. Ha ocHoe
KaueCTBEHHOTO M CPAaBHHUTEIBHOTO aHajHM3a MOKa3aHO, YTO aJTOPUTMHUYECKHE
CHCTEMBl, KaK IPaBWIO, CMEINAIOT HappaTUBHbIM OaJaHC B CTOPOHY
ObaacTh MOJIMTUYECKON BIACTH M KOMMEPYECKUX MHTEPECOB, TOINA KaK TPAaIULMOHHBIC
HCCJICIOBAHUSA: YPHAJIMCTCKHE LIEHHOCTH 3a4acTyl0 OKa3bIBAIOTCA Ha IepUepuu.

[lomy4eHHble pe3yabTaThl HOCAT HEONHO3HAuHbIM Xapakrep. C onxHOMI
CTOPOHBI, AITOPUTMBI OOECIEUNBAIOT 0Oojiee BBICOKYIO CKOPOCTb U
MHOFOHHCHHHHHH&p' MEPCOHANM3AINI0 pacipocTpaHeHus: nHpopmanuu. C Ipyroil CTOPOHbBI, OHU
HBIC UCCJICAOBaAHUA YCUIIMBAKOT MOJIAPHU3ALMIO, MNOAPBIBAIOT PEAAKIMOHHYI0 HE3aBUCUMOCTb H
BCTYNAKT B NPOTHUBOPEYHE C JICHCTBYIOUIMMHU IPABOBBIMU CTaHAAapTaMu. B
Hayunas o0s1acrh: 3aKIIF0YEHHE TTOAYEPKUBAETCS HEOOXOAUMOCTD YCUIEHHS HAaA30pa, OBBILEHHS
MPO3padHOCTH (PYHKLIMOHUPOBAHUS AJITOPUTMOB U COXPAHEHUS YETIOBEUECKOTO

KypHaImcTHKA (akropa — ydacTust MPO(ECCHOHAIBHBIX JKYPHAIUCTOB — JUIS 3alIUTHI
JIEMOKpaTHH B i1 (ppoBoii cpese.
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1.Introduction

Digital media has completely changed the way politics and communication work. Since
the early 2010s, algorithms, social media, and content-sharing apps have taken center stage
in shaping and spreading political stories, and in how people actually find and talk about
them. Back in the day, news editors called the shots. They decided what made it to the
public. Now, algorithms do a lot of that work. They decide what pops up, what trends, and
what quietly disappears into the background [Carlson, 2018].

Algorithms don’t just pass stories along, they shape what stories mean. They highlight
some voices and topics, bury others, and create a whole new layer of meaning in the process.
That’s huge for journalism and even bigger for international politics. Political strategies
have shifted, too. Politicians and campaigns now play to the algorithms, aiming for
engagement and simple, digestible messages instead of deep dives [Diakopoulos, 2019].

Meanwhile, news organizations depend on digital platforms more than ever to reach
people and make money. That dependence has handed a lot of narrative control over to the
folks who run those platforms, and their algorithms. Now, it’s not just editors or journalists
shaping the news you see, it’s platform managers and their code deciding what gets attention
and what gets lost [Napoli, 2019].

This paper introduces the idea of “algorithmic narrative power.” That’s the ability to
steer political conversations by controlling what gets seen, what feels legitimate, and who
gets to have influence, all through algorithms. The main point? Algorithmic narrative power
has become a new way to mediate political power and authority, and it’s tangled up with
law and international relations in ways we’re just starting to understand.
2.The Concept of Algorithmic Power in Media and Politics

Let’s cut to the chase: when people call something “algorithmic,” they’re usually talking
about a set of rules a computer follows. Basically, it’s a bunch of instructions that chew
through data and spit out answers. That’s how folks saw algorithms for a long time, just
tools, nothing flashy, just a way to solve problems in math or logic. But now? In media and
politics, “algorithmic” carries a 1ot more weight.

Algorithms are everywhere online. They don’t just hum along quietly in the background.
They decide what pops up in your feed, what disappears, what stories explode across the
internet, and which ones vanish without a trace. It’s not just automation. It’s about shaping
what matters, what grabs your eye, and what fades into the background.

So, when we say “algorithmic” here, we are talking about more than just technology.
It’s about how platforms operate, how they make money, and who calls the shots.
Companies are always tweaking their algorithms to keep people scrolling, clicking, and
bringing in more ad dollars. That changes what kind of political stuff people see. You can’t
really separate political messages or journalism from the way these systems work anymore.

Here’s a key thing: algorithms don’t treat everything equally. Some stuff gets pushed
front and center, usually whatever fires people up, gets them emotional, or racks up tons of
clicks. These systems are the new gatekeepers, deciding what counts as news or which
stories dominate, and most of us barely notice how those decisions happen.

That leads to something called “algorithmic narrative power” basically, the way these
systems steer political talk by spotlighting certain stories, boosting some voices, and
controlling how far messages travel. Unlike old-school editors, algorithms never sleep.
They’re customizing content for millions of people at the same time, everywhere.

So when we talk about the “algorithmic” side of media today, let’s not kid ourselves,
it’s not just neutral tech. It’s a new kind of power, and it’s reshaping journalism, changing
who gets heard in politics, and even affecting how democracy works. If you want to really

169

History of Science, 2026, 7(1) https://academygate.org/journal/detail/2



Ehab Mohamed Jaber Ismael
ALGORITHMIC NARRATIVE POWER IN GLOBAL POLITICS AND MEDIA (2010-2025)

understand how global political stories are shaped and fought over, you must see just how
deep this algorithmic influence goes [Gillespie, 2018].

Figure 1. Algorithmic Narrative Power in Global Political Communication

'l—l.ﬁ Political Actor: B3 Media Institutions
(Govemments,‘Paftg?:es , States) mm (Journalism, News Organizations)

Algorithmic Systems
;S (Ranking, Recommendation, Moderation)

Public Discourse ~

(Opinion, Polarization, Democratic Debate)

\ Legal & Ethical Frameworks

-
(Media Law, Human Rights, Regulation)

Figure 1. Illustrates the conceptual structure of algorithmic narrative power, highlighting the role of
algorithmic systems in mediating political narratives between media institutions, political actors, and public
discourse.

3.Methodology Note

This study takes a qualitative, descriptive, and comparative look at how algorithms,
media, and political power interact. It draws on research in media studies and political
communication, pulling together several sources:

« Peer-reviewed academic literature on algorithmic governance, platform power,
political communication, and journalism ethics [Carlson, 2018; Gillespie, 2018; Tufekci,
2015]

« Institutional reports from the Reuters Institute for the Study of Journalism, the
European Commission, and international human rights organizations

« Laws and regulations on digital platforms in democratic and authoritarian contexts
[European Union, 2022; Germany, 2017; Deibert, 2020]

« Case-based examples for elections, international conflicts, and debates on regulating
platforms from 2010-2025.

The point isn’t to crunch numbers or offer sweeping generalizations. The aim is to
untangle what’s really changing in the way algorithms, media, and politics connect, and to
offer policy insights that matter right now.
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4.Algorithmic Systems as Political Gatekeepers

These days, algorithmic systems are doing a lot of the work that used to belong to
journalists and editors. Recommendation engines, trending tools, ranking systems, you
name it-the reason certain political stories catch fire and take over the news or social media.
The logic behind these tools is all about grabbing attention. They push whatever gets clicks
or shares, not necessarily what’s important or genuinely valuable [Carlson, 2018].

Sure, editorial gatekeeping has always had its secrets, but algorithms take it to another
level. Developers usually keep the details of ranking algorithms under wraps, so it’s even
harder to understand how these decisions get made. Basically, algorithms hold a lot of
power, but because they’re so hidden, that power feels even more out of reach and less
demaocratic [Gillespie, 2018].

Take elections, for example. When things heat up, these algorithms tend to boost the
loudest, most extreme voices, the stuff that’s polarizing or packed with emotion. Informed
analysis? That often gets buried. We’ve seen this play out in the US, the UK, and across the
EU, among other places [Reuters Institute, 2024].
5.Algorithmic Narratives in Elections and Political Mobilization

Elections really show how much algorithms can shape the stories people hear. Political
parties use platform analytics and algorithms to zero in on specific voters when election
season rolls around. Microtargeted political ads take people’s data and send them tailored
messages, often without much transparency [United States, 1996].

In the US, people saw how algorithms could boost misinformation during the 2016 and
2020 presidential campaigns. That sparked a big debate about who’s responsible and how
platforms should be regulated [Lazer et al., 2018]. Even after platforms put some moderation
policies in place, recommendation systems kept pushing political content designed to drive
engagement.

Governments responded with new laws. The DSA in the European Union, for instance,
forces big platforms to hunt down and address election risks, like when algorithms spread
disinformation [European Union, 2022]. Germany’s NetzDG law demands that platforms
remove illegal political speech fast, putting real pressure on them [Germany, 2017].

All these legal moves show that more people now see algorithms as real political players,
and they need to be kept in check.

Country Algorithmic Amplification |Legal Regulation
EU Medium High

USA High Low

Germany Medium High

China High Very High

Table 1. Algorithmic Political Amplification and Regulatory Response in Selected Political Systems
(2015-2025)

Look at the table, and you’ll see how algorithmic amplification plays out differently
depending on the political system. In the U.S., political figures get a lot of visibility, and the
courts don’t step in much. Over in the European Union and Germany, things are a bit more
balanced; there’s some amplification, but the judicial system keeps a close eye on things.
China stands out, though. There, both algorithms and the judicial sector hold tight control.
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6.Algorithmic Power in Geopolitical Conflicts and Information Warfare

The significance of algorithmic narratives' power is equally high in the sphere of
geopolitical conflicts. International crises serve as great illustrations of how digital media
function as narrative battlegrounds. By means of algorithmic escalations, the involved
parties try to impose global narratives to the exclusion of the Fourth Estate [Chesney &
Citron, 2019].

In another instance, it was noted that during international conflicts, the algorithms of
platforms usually promote visually attractive content more than the contents accuracy in
context. The result was that misinformation or biased stories were spread rapidly, thus press
and diplomats were greatly hindered in their work of communication [Tufekci, 2015].

On the one hand, algorithmic subsystems can be infiltrated in the communication
infrastructure that is controlled by the state in authoritarian settings. The laws of such
countries as Russias sovereign internet law, and Chinas cyber law, among others, can be
utilized for capturing platform algorithms which can then be aligned with state agendas to
control narratives [Deibert, 2020].
7.Journalism, Platform Dependence, and Legal Constraints

The use of digital platforms for the purpose of journalism is leading to certain legal and
ethical issues.

The platforms have a significant impact on the news distribution market. The exposure
of journalistic materials simply depends on algorithms and is not based on their value or the
significance of the topic [Napoli, 2019].

As far as the legal side is concerned, it is possible to say that the following issues come
up: What impacts do media regulation and competition law changes have? An example of
the European Union's Digital Markets Act (DMA) is an initiative that tries to address
platform dominance by making them fulfill obligations as gatekeeping platforms, which is
related to algorithmic control over the news dissemination channels [European Union,
2022].

On the other hand, platform liability remains limited in many countries. Take the United
States, for instance, where Section 230 of the Communications Decency Act shields a
platform from liability for content published by the platform's users, thus as a result, it is
almost impossible to control the use of algorithms for political narratives [United States,
1996].

Country/Region Law/Regulation Year Main Focus
European Union  |Digital Services Act (DSA) 2022  |Algorithmic transparency
European Union  |GDPR 2018  |Data protection
Germany NetzDG 2017 Illegal content removal
United States Section 230 1996  [Platform liability
China Cybersecurity Law 2017 Information control

Table 2. Legal Frameworks Regulating Algorithmic Platforms in Selected Countries

8.Ethical and Human Rights Dimensions

The narrative power of algorithmic systems is a major ethical challenge at the heart of
today's digital media environments. Algorithms decide who gets to be seen and heard
effectively, signaling the voices and political messages that in turn gain public legitimacy.
Engagement, driven design can make content moderation less effective by favoring user
interaction over topic accuracy, and without enough moderation, harmful political
misinformation and coordinated manipulation churn unchecked [Gillespie, 2018].

172

History of Science, 2026, 7(1) https://academygate.org/journal/detail/2



ISSN: 2790-0029 (Print) HISTORY OF SCIENCE
ISSN: 2790-0037 (Online) 2026, vol 7 issue 1, serial 24, pp. 166-174

Seen through a human rights lens, this issue exposes a structural dilemma of whether
one should protect freedom of expression or guard the society against harm. The flaw of
automated moderation technologies is that they do not have the ability to fathom political
contexts, journalistic intents, and cultural nuances, so the risk of producing unjustified
content removals or unfair treatment increases. Meanwhile, the lack of proper checks and
balances means that misleading or extremist views are given more prominence and
democratic participation is compromised.

Existing international human rights standards are a source of inspiration for dealing with
this issue. Under Article 19 of the Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, freedom of
expression is recognized as a fundamental human right but there are permitted restrictions
that are proportionate and well, defined in law [United Nations, 1966].

It is extremely challenging to interpret these norms in the context of algorithmic
governance due to the secretive and borderless nature of platform, based decision, making.
In fact, ethical algorithmic governance is a matter of transparency, accountability, and
rights, based safeguards that are to be capable of protecting both democratic discourse and
the rights of the individuals.
9.Comparative Analysis: Democratic vs. Authoritarian Systems

In democracies, the narrative power of algorithms is exercised mainly through market,
driven platforms and a diverse media environment. On such platforms, the issue of political
polarization becomes even more complex, as the mechanism of engaging users is based on
politically divisive content. That is, the formal freedom of expression still exists, but the
algorithmic processing of various options for a user indirectly shapes the political discourse
by highlighting some political themes while leaving others unheeded. On the other hand,
authoritarian regimes draw up algorithms directly in the government, controlled
communication network and employ such tactics to promote the official line and suppress
the oppositional voices [Deibert, 2020].

However, the two differ in their ideological apparatuses, but still, both illustrate how
algorithms are at the center of political communication today. In fact, the common ground
is in the ability of algorithmic systems to effectively regulate the visibility and influence of
actors on a considerable scale, no matter the political regime. This common dependence
highlights the urgent need for a set of globally recognized principles regulating algorithmic
transparency and accountability, which could handle the worldwide consequences of
platform, mediated political discourse.
10.Conclusion

This study shows that algorithms aren’t just tools for spreading media, they’ve become
core players in shaping global political conversations. They decide what gets seen, who gets
heard, and, honestly, they’re always working in the background, quietly shaping what counts
as political truth. It’s not just about speeding up how information moves. Algorithms
actually set the stage for which stories gain credibility and which ones fade away.

What stands out here is the power shift. Platform algorithms, not human editors, are
calling more of the shots now. Editorial judgment takes a back seat to automated systems,
and that’s thrown the old rules of journalism into question. Existing laws just can’t keep up,
they’re built for traditional, nation-based media, not these sprawling, global tech platforms
with secretive algorithms.

So, if we want to deal with the real power of algorithms over political stories, we need
more than just policing bad content after the fact. We need bigger, systemic changes. Laws
need to demand transparency and accountability from platforms and protect the
independence of journalists. At the same time, newsrooms have to double down on their
core values and make sure human judgment doesn’t get drowned out. If we don’t act,
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algorithms will keep tightening their grip on political debate, and democracy will pay the
price.
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