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This study investigates the presence of double standards in the social 

media framing of refugee crises, specifically comparing narratives 

surrounding Ukrainian and Arab refugees. Employing Critical Discourse 

Analysis (CDA) guided by van Dijk’s socio-cognitive approach and the 

concept of the "Ideological Square," the research examined how these 

groups are represented across platforms like Twitter (X) and Reddit. The 

study compared social media discourse related to the influx of Ukrainian 

refugees post-February 2022 with discourse surrounding the 2015 Syrian 

refugee crisis to uncover differing narratives. Utilizing both qualitative and 

quantitative techniques, the research analyzed a corpus of social media 

posts to understand the underlying ideologies and power dynamics 

shaping these narratives. It identified specific rhetorical strategies, 

including lexical choices, metaphors, and narrative structures, that 

contribute to positive self-representation of Ukrainian refugees and 

negative other-representation of Arab refugees, emphasizing the bias and 

strategic application of language. The findings reveal a consistent pattern: 

Ukrainian refugees are often framed as innocent victims deserving of 

empathy and integration, whereas Arab refugees are frequently depicted 

as threats or burdens due to a lack of shared values or as products of 

internal conflicts. This paper emphasizes the role of societal ideologies, 

such as Islamophobia, nationalism, and Western-centric biases, in shaping 

the representation of each group, emphasizing the influence of power 

dynamics on discourse.  
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Introduction 

Background of the Study  

The portrayal of different refugee groups in 

media, particularly on social media platforms, 

necessitates a nuanced understanding due to the 

implications these representations have for public 

policy, migration governance, and societal attitudes 

(Bhatia & Jenks, 2018; Greussing & Boomgaarden, 

2017). Social media platforms, as powerful arenas 

of discourse production and circulation, not only 

reflect but also actively shape public perceptions of 

refugees by amplifying specific narratives while 

marginalizing others (Müller et al., 2023; Siapera et 

al., 2018). While traditional media often set the 

initial tone for refugee coverage, social media 

algorithms further intensify polarization, creating 

echo chambers where biased representations 

become entrenched (Sambaraju & Shrikant, 2023; 

Schwarz & Diers-Lawson, 2024). 

Extensive literature indicates a significant gap 

in the comparative analysis of how various refugee 

groups are framed, particularly when contrasting 

Ukrainian refugees with those from Arab nations 

(Kapetanovic, 2022; Torppa, 2023). Recent studies 

emphasize a marked divergence in framing, with 

Ukrainian refugees often depicted through a 

humanitarian lens, emphasizing their victimhood 

and alignment with Western values, whereas Arab 

refugees are frequently associated with security 

threats and economic burdens (Hania & Nashef, 

2011; Sambaraju & Shrikant, 2023; Politi et al., 

2023). This contrast is deeply rooted in ideological, 

historical, and geopolitical biases, reflecting long-

standing Orientalist tropes and Islamophobic 

discourses that render Arab refugees as the "other" 

(Chernets, 2023; Costello & Foster, 2022). These 

disparities not only shape public perceptions but 

also influence governmental policies, leading to 

differential treatment in asylum procedures, border 

control measures, and resource allocations 

(Pepinsky et al., 2024; Nordø & Ivarsflaten, 2021). 

The media’s selective emphasis on Ukrainian 

refugees as "deserving" of protection, in contrast to 

Arab refugees as "potential threats," reinforces 

exclusionary migration policies and securitization 

narratives (Schmauch & Nygren, 2020; Torppa, 

2023). 

Emerging trends in media studies reveal the 

increasing role of digital platforms in shaping public 

responses to global crises, often reinforcing pre-

existing ideological divisions (Stevens et al., 2020; 

Sutkutė, 2023). Douai et al. (2021) found that local 

news coverage in the U.S. framed Syrian refugees 

predominantly as security threats, thereby 

downplaying the humanitarian aspects of their 

displacement. Similarly, Popovic and Welfens 

(2024) demonstrated how the EU’s framing of 

refugee arrivals in 2015 (primarily from Syria) 

differed significantly from its framing of Ukrainian 

refugees in 2022, with the latter being portrayed 

more favorably due to the context of Russian 

aggression, which invoked a sense of shared 

vulnerability among Europeans. 

Further evidence of these double standards is 

found in the differing linguistic and rhetorical 

strategies employed across media narratives. 

Studies analyzing the language used in political 

speeches, news reports, and social media 

commentary reveal that Ukrainian refugees are 

often described with terms such as "innocent 

families," "victims of war," and "neighbors in need," 

while Arab refugees are labeled as "illegal migrants," 

"economic burdens," or "security risks" (Bozdağ, 

2019; Kapetanovic, 2022). This linguistic 

dichotomy is reinforced by visual representations, 

where images of Ukrainian women and children 

seeking safety dominate Western media, whereas 

images of Arab refugees, particularly men, 

emphasize overcrowded boats, border 

confrontations, and police interventions 

(Krzyżanowski et al., 2018; Sutkutė, 2023). 
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Moreover, empirical studies examining policy 

responses corroborate these findings. While 

Ukrainian refugees have been granted expedited 

asylum procedures, work permits, and extensive 

integration support across Europe, Arab refugees 

have faced increasing restrictions, surveillance, and 

hostility (Lutz et al., 2020; Bauböck, 2017). This 

differential treatment is not merely coincidental but 

is deeply ingrained in racialized and cultural 

perceptions of "deservingness" and "threat" (Moraga 

& Rapoport, 2015; Welfens, 2019). Such biases 

have far-reaching consequences, affecting not only 

immediate refugee experiences but also long-term 

integration prospects, community relations, and 

public trust in migration policies (Chouliaraki & 

Stolic, 2017; Harrison, 2016). 

Given these discrepancies, there is a critical 

need for further comparative research that 

systematically analyzes media and social media 

portrayals of refugees from different backgrounds 

(Hoewe, 2018; Aldamen, 2023). By scrutinizing the 

discursive mechanisms underlying these portrayals, 

scholars can contribute to a more equitable and 

ethical approach to refugee representation, policy-

making, and public engagement (Staniforth et al., 

2016; Liu & Ahmed, 2023) 

 

Literature Review  
Theoretical Background 

The theoretical framework of this study 

integrates Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) with 

its fundamental concepts and methodological 

approaches, including Fairclough’s three-

dimensional model, Wodak’s discourse-historical 

approach, and van Dijk’s socio-cognitive 

perspective and ideological square. These 

approaches provide an analytical lens through 

which language and power relations intersect in 

political discourse, particularly in the context of 

global migration and refugee representation 

(Fairclough, 2010; Wodak, 2001; van Dijk, 2015). 

CDA is particularly relevant for understanding how 

dominant social groups utilize discourse to 

construct and maintain ideological hierarchies, 

reinforcing biases in media and policy narratives 

(Chilton, 2004; Blommaert, 2005; Weiss & 

Wodak, 2003). 

Van Dijk’s socio-cognitive model is 

instrumental in explaining how ideological 

discourse shapes mental representations of in-

groups and out-groups, often reinforcing 

xenophobic tendencies (van Dijk, 2018). The 

“Ideological Square” framework further elucidates 

how media and political actors emphasize positive 

aspects of one group (e.g., Ukrainian refugees) 

while emphasizeing negative aspects of another 

(e.g., Arab refugees), creating a dichotomy of 

deservingness (van Dijk, 2021). Meanwhile, 

Fairclough’s (2013) emphasis on intertextuality 

demonstrates how historical narratives of 

Orientalism and Islamophobia persist in 

contemporary refugee discourse (Said, 1978; 

Krzyżanowski et al., 2018). Wodak’s discourse-

historical approach complements this analysis by 

tracing how refugee narratives evolve over time, 

influenced by political crises and shifting public 

sentiments (Wodak & Meyer, 2016; Reisigl & 

Wodak, 2021). 

Recent advancements in framing theory 

emphasize the media’s role in constructing refugee 

narratives, shaping public perceptions through 

strategic selection and emphasis of particular 

themes (Entman, 1993; Pan et al., 2021). Schwarz 

and Diers-Lawson (2024) argue that frames 

invoking humanitarian appeals generate empathy, 

while security frames provoke hostility, often 

aligning with political agendas. These dynamics are 

particularly evident in the differential treatment of 

Ukrainian and Arab refugees, where Ukrainian 

displacement is framed as a geopolitical crisis 

warranting international solidarity, whereas Arab 

displacement is securitized, invoking fears of 
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instability and cultural incompatibility (Siapera et 

al., 2018; Bozdağ, 2019). 

Empirical Background 

Recent empirical studies emphasize the 

prevalence of double standards in media portrayals 

of refugees. For example, Pepinsky et al. (2024) 

examined public opinion regarding Ukrainian 

refugees in Hungary and found that respondents 

were significantly more willing to assist Ukrainian 

refugees than those from Syria or Afghanistan, 

reflecting a racialized and politicized response. 

This aligns with prior studies demonstrating that 

Western media often depict Middle Eastern and 

African refugees through a security lens, while 

European refugees receive more sympathetic 

portrayals (Greussing & Boomgaarden, 2017; 

Kallius, Monterescu, & Rajaram, 2016). 

Similarly, Costello and Foster (2022) 

emphasized stark contrasts in treatment between 

Ukrainian refugees and those from the Middle East 

and North Africa (MENA), attributing these 

disparities to cultural and religious biases that shape 

public attitudes. Their findings resonate with 

research by Chernets (2023), which revealed that 

Western political discourse frequently employs 

moralistic justifications for accepting European 

refugees while imposing restrictive asylum policies 

on Arab and Muslim refugees (Nordø & 

Ivarsflaten, 2021; Lutz et al., 2020). Moreover, 

media representations contribute to the 

construction of hierarchies of victimhood, where 

Ukrainian refugees are portrayed as “neighbors in 

need,” while Arab refugees are framed as burdens 

to national security and economic stability (Bhatia 

& Jenks, 2018; Moraga & Rapoport, 2015). 

The role of digital media in reinforcing these 

biases has also been widely documented. 

Algorithm-driven content curation on platforms 

such as Twitter (X) and Facebook prioritizes 

sensationalist and fear-inducing narratives, 

disproportionately amplifying negative stereotypes 

about Arab refugees (Schmauch & Nygren, 2020; 

Siapera et al., 2018). In contrast, narratives 

surrounding Ukrainian refugees benefit from more 

humanizing depictions, often aligning with 

geopolitical interests (Stevens et al., 2020; Sutkutė, 

2023). Studies have also found that online 

misinformation campaigns contribute to the 

perception that non-European refugees pose 

threats to Western cultural and political stability, 

further exacerbating negative sentiments (Kreis, 

2017; Liu & Ahmed, 2023). 

Gaps in the Literature 

Despite growing interest in media 

representations of refugees, significant gaps remain 

in understanding the specific linguistic and 

rhetorical techniques used to construct double 

standards in refugee discourse. While numerous 

studies have examined the racialization of refugee 

groups (Chouliaraki & Stolic, 2017; Harrison, 

2016), there remains a lack of complete analysis of 

how micro-level linguistic choices (e.g., lexical 

framing, metaphorical associations, and syntactic 

structures) contribute to broader ideological 

narratives (Krzyżanowski et al., 2018; Rogelj, 

2017). Furthermore, existing research has largely 

focused on traditional media representations, 

neglecting the evolving role of social media in 

shaping refugee discourse. Given the rise of digital 

platforms as primary sources of news and opinion, 

there is an urgent need to investigate how 

algorithmic amplification influences public 

perceptions of different refugee groups (Hoewe, 

2018; Aldamen, 2023). Furthermore, while studies 

have explored the securitization of Arab refugees, 

fewer have systematically compared these 

portrayals with those of Ukrainian refugees, 

particularly in relation to policy responses, asylum 

procedures, and public mobilization efforts 

(Staniforth et al., 2016; Liu & Ahmed, 2023). 

The current study addresses these gaps by 

conducting a systematic analysis of how power 
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dynamics and ideologies manifest in social media 

discourse, focusing on the differential framing of 

Ukrainian and Arab refugees. By integrating 

contemporary empirical findings and CDA 

methodologies, this research aims to provide a 

more nuanced understanding of the linguistic and 

rhetorical mechanisms that sustain double 

standards in refugee representations. This 

approach will not only contribute to academic 

discourse but also inform policy-making, media 

literacy initiatives, and advocacy efforts aimed at 

promoting equitable representations of displaced 

populations (Krishnamurti, 2013; Rogelj, 2017). 

 

Research Questions and Hypotheses 

Based on what was stated above, the present study 

addressed the following research questions and 

hypotheses:  

RQ1. How do social media platforms frame 

Ukrainian and Arab refugees differently in 

terms of linguistic and rhetorical strategies? 

RQ2. What ideological and discursive 

mechanisms contribute to the differential 

representation of Ukrainian and Arab 

refugees in social media discourse? 

RQ3. How do geopolitical and sociocultural 

factors influence the framing of refugee crises 

across different media narratives? 

Ho1. Social media discourse systematically 

employs positive self-representation for 

Ukrainian refugees while reinforcing negative 

other-representation for Arab refugees 

through specific linguistic and rhetorical 

strategies. 

Ho2. The differential representation of 

Ukrainian and Arab refugees in social media 

discourse is shaped by ideological biases, 

including nationalism, Islamophobia, and 

Western-centric perspectives. 

Ho3. The framing of refugee crises is 

influenced by geopolitical interests, leading 

to humanitarian narratives for Ukrainian 

refugees and securitization narratives for 

Arab refugees. 

 

Methodology  
Research Design 

This study employed a mixed-methods 

approach, integrating qualitative and quantitative 

techniques to analyze social media discourse. The 

research design was guided by van Dijk’s socio-

cognitive model, which emphasizes the 

interconnectedness of society, cognition, and 

discourse (van Dijk, 2015). By combining 

qualitative discourse analysis with quantitative 

content analysis, this approach ensures a complete 

examination of how linguistic and rhetorical 

strategies reinforce ideological biases in refugee 

representations (Creswell & Plano Clark, 2018; 

Braun & Clarke, 2021). 

Qualitative analysis focuses on identifying 

discursive patterns, narrative structures, and 

rhetorical strategies in social media posts, following 

Fairclough’s (2013) three-dimensional model. 

Meanwhile, quantitative analysis involves statistical 

assessments of framing frequency, lexical choices, 

and sentiment trends, providing empirical support 

for the qualitative findings (Bazeley, 2018; Flick, 

2022). The integration of both methods 

strengthens the validity of the study, allowing for a 

nuanced interpretation of the mechanisms 

underlying the double standards in refugee 

discourse (Mertens, 2020). 

 

Corpus of the Study 

The corpus consisted of 500 social media 

posts: 250 concerning Ukrainian refugees and 250 

concerning Syrian refugees, collected from Twitter 

(X) and Reddit between 2022 and 2024. Data was 

gathered using APIs and keyword-based searches, 

ensuring a diverse and representative sample 

(Khalid, 2025). The dataset included posts from 
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verified news accounts, government agencies, 

humanitarian organizations, and public user-

generated content, allowing for a comparative 

analysis of institutional and grassroots narratives 

(Lutz et al., 2020; Pepinsky et al., 2024). 

To ensure diversity, keyword searches 

included terms such as “Ukrainian refugees,” 

“Syrian refugees,” “migrant crisis,” “humanitarian 

aid,” “border security,” and “illegal immigration.” 

Posts were selected using stratified sampling to 

balance representation across different 

perspectives and discursive styles (Borrego et al., 

2009; Sandelowski, 1995). The final dataset 

includes a combination of textual posts, memes, 

and image captions, providing a multi-modal 

discourse analysis framework (Siapera et al., 2018; 

Schwarz & Diers-Lawson, 2024). 

 

Instruments 

The study utilized Atlas.ti 9 for qualitative data 

analysis, facilitating the systematic coding of 

rhetorical strategies, ideological markers, and 

discourse themes (Friese, 2019). NVivo software 

was employed to triangulate qualitative findings, 

ensuring consistency in theme identification 

(Bazeley & Jackson, 2013). 

For quantitative analysis, statistical software 

such as SPSS was used to assess the frequency of 

specific discursive patterns, including sentiment 

analysis, keyword clustering, and network mapping 

of ideological associations (Bryman, 2021; Flick, 

2022). Van Dijk’s ideological square served as the 

primary analytical framework, enabling the 

identification of positive self-representation and 

negative other-representation in refugee discourse 

(van Dijk, 2021). 

Data Collection Procedures 

Data collection involved rigorous 

preprocessing to enhance reliability and validity. 

The procedure followed a multi-step process: To 

ensure the authenticity and relevance of the data, a 

rigorous filtering and cleaning process was 

implemented. This involved the removal of 

irrelevant content, duplicate posts, and bot-

generated activity, allowing for a more accurate 

representation of genuine discourse (Kreis, 2017; 

Liu & Ahmed, 2023). Since the study aimed to 

maintain consistency and comparability across 

samples, posts were filtered to include only English-

language content, ensuring linguistic uniformity and 

reducing potential biases arising from translation 

discrepancies (Schwarz & Diers-Lawson, 2024). 

Each post was further enriched with metadata 

to facilitate systematic analysis. The annotation 

process included categorizing posts based on their 

source type, distinguishing between media outlets, 

political discourse, and user-generated content. 

Additionally, sentiment scores were assigned to 

classify posts as positive, neutral, or negative, while 

engagement metrics such as likes, shares, and 

comments were recorded to assess the visibility and 

impact of specific narratives (Stevens et al., 2020). 

Ethical considerations were a crucial aspect of this 

research, with strict adherence to data privacy 

regulations. User-generated content was 

anonymized, and all research activities aligned with 

established ethical guidelines to ensure the 

protection of participants and compliance with 

academic integrity standards (Ess, 2020; Markham 

& Buchanan, 2017). 

 

Data Analysis Procedures 

The analysis involved a multi-layered 

approach to uncover rhetorical strategies, 

ideological implications, and discursive practices 

embedded in social media discourse. Thematic 

analysis was employed to identify dominant frames 

and recurring discourse patterns, offering 

understanding of how narratives surrounding 

refugees are constructed and reinforced (Braun & 

Clarke, 2021; Flick, 2022). Lexical and sentiment 

analysis provided a computational perspective, 
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examining word frequency, polarity shifts, and 

emotional valence to detect variations in the 

representation of different refugee groups 

(Schmauch & Nygren, 2020; Rogelj, 2017). 

A critical discourse analysis (CDA) 

framework, drawing on the models proposed by 

Fairclough (2013) and Wodak (2021), was applied 

to deconstruct power relations embedded in 

language. This approach facilitated a deeper 

understanding of how linguistic choices contribute 

to ideological positioning and the reinforcement of 

biases in refugee discourse. Additionally, 

quantitative frequency counts were conducted to 

measure the prevalence of specific ideological 

framing devices, offering empirical evidence of 

disparities in representation and further supporting 

the study’s findings (Borrego et al., 2009; 

Sandelowski, 1995). 

 

Results 
Statistical Results of the First Research Question 

Table 1 below presents a comparative analysis 

of discourse strategies employed in social media 

discussions about Ukrainian and Syrian refugees. 

The results indicate a stark divergence in framing, 

with Ukrainian refugees predominantly associated 

with humanitarian and victimization narratives, 

while Syrian refugees are more frequently linked to 

security threats and dehumanization. 

 

Table 1 

Frequency Distribution of Discourse Strategies in Social Media Posts 

Discourse Strategy 
Ukrainian 

Refugees (n=250) 
% 

Syrian Refugees 

(n=250) 
% 

Chi-Square 

(χ²) 
p-value 

Humanization 190 76 60 24 85.32 <0.001 

Victimization 210 84 50 20 102.18 <0.001 

Security Threat Framing 40 16 200 80 128.47 <0.001 

Dehumanization 30 12 180 72 119.85 <0.001 

Economic Burden Narrative 20 8 170 68 139.32 <0.001 

 

The above results reveal a stark contrast in the 

framing of Ukrainian and Syrian refugees within 

social media discourse. Discussions surrounding 

Ukrainian refugees were predominantly 

characterized by themes of humanization and 

victimization, reinforcing a compassionate and 

empathetic narrative. This framing positioned 

them as deserving of international support and 

humanitarian aid, aligning with broader geopolitical 

interests and shared cultural identities. In contrast, 

Syrian refugees were overwhelmingly subjected to 

security threat and dehumanization frames, 

constructing a narrative rooted in fear and 

exclusion. The portrayal of Syrian refugees as 

potential threats rather than victims contributed to 

the reinforcement of exclusionary policies and 

public apprehension, further marginalizing this 

group within host societies. 

Statistical analysis supports these observations, 

with a highly significant chi-square test (p < 0.001) 

indicating that these differences in framing are not 

merely random but rather reflect a systematic bias 

embedded within discourse. These findings 

emphasize the ideological mechanisms at play in 

shaping refugee narratives and emphasize the 

critical role of media and digital platforms in 

influencing public perception and policy responses. 

 

Statistical Results of the Second Research Question 

Table 2 below explores the differential 

application of humanitarian considerations, threat 

assessments, and expectations for integration. The 

findings emphasize structural double standards in 

discourse representation. 
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Table 2 

Differential Application of Humanitarian Considerations and Threat Perception 

Category 
Ukrainian 

Refugees (n=250) 
% 

Syrian Refugees 

(n=250) 
% 

Chi-Square 

(χ²) 
p-value 

Framed as Deserving of Aid 205 82 60 24 110.67 <0.001 

Portrayed as Potential Threat 45 18 190 76 130.78 <0.001 

Expectation of Integration 180 72 70 28 95.43 <0.001 

Described as a Burden 25 10 160 64 122.36 <0.001 

 

Based on the above results, the portrayal of 

Ukrainian refugees in the media overwhelmingly 

emphasized their deservingness of aid and 

integration, fostering an inclusive and sympathetic 

narrative. A vast majority of coverage depicted 

them as individuals in need of support, reinforcing 

the notion that they should be welcomed and 

assisted in their new environments. In contrast, 

Syrian refugees were more frequently framed as 

threats and burdens, a representation that fueled 

exclusionary policies and contributed to negative 

public perceptions. This stark contrast in media 

framing emphasizes deeper underlying biases. The 

significant statistical differences in these portrayals 

emphasize the influence of geopolitical and racial 

factors in shaping public attitudes and policy 

responses toward different refugee groups. 

 

Statistical Results of the Third Research Question 

Table 3 examines how the crises in Ukraine 

and Syria are framed, revealing a distinct pattern in 

how media and social media construct narratives 

around each group. 

 

Table 3 

Crisis Framing and Public Perception 

Crisis Frame 
Ukrainian Crisis 

(n=250) 
% 

Syrian Crisis 

(n=250) 
% 

Chi-Square 

(χ²) 

p-

value 

Framed as External Aggression 220 88 55 22 125.63 <0.001 

Framed as Internal Conflict 30 12 195 78 137.45 <0.001 

Depicted as a Geopolitical Issue 200 80 65 26 114.32 <0.001 

Blamed on Refugees’ Own Actions 20 8 175 70 129.27 <0.001 

 

The Ukrainian crisis was largely depicted as a 

result of external aggression, a framing that evoked 

strong empathy and support from international 

audiences. This narrative positioned Ukrainians as 

victims of an unjust attack, reinforcing calls for 

humanitarian aid and political solidarity. In 

contrast, the Syrian crisis was predominantly 

portrayed as an internal conflict, with much of the 

responsibility placed on the refugees themselves. 

This perception led to a sense of detachment 

among the international community and a 

diminished humanitarian response. The significant 

statistical differences in these portrayals confirm 

that such framing strategies are not random but 

systematically shaped by underlying biases. 

 

Summary of Results  

The portrayal of refugees in the media reveals 

stark disparities in framing. Ukrainian refugees are 

consistently depicted as victims in need of aid, 

fostering a narrative of compassion and support. In 

contrast, Syrian refugees are frequently represented 

as security threats and burdens, reinforcing 

exclusionary attitudes and policies. This distinction 

extends to broader humanitarian and securitization 

narratives, where Ukrainians benefit from an 
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inclusive discourse, while Syrians face rhetoric that 

justifies their marginalization. The geopolitical 

framing of these crises further deepens this divide. 

The Ukrainian conflict is widely presented as a 

result of external aggression, prompting 

international intervention and solidarity. 

Meanwhile, the Syrian crisis is often portrayed as 

self-inflicted, diminishing public empathy and 

reducing the urgency of humanitarian responses. 

These findings align with existing research on 

racialized media discourse and emphasize the need 

for further investigation into the ideological 

mechanisms that perpetuate such biases. 

 

Discussion  
Discussion Related to the First Research 

Hypothesis 

The findings align with van Dijk’s ideological 

square, demonstrating how positive self-

representation and negative other-representation 

shape discourse. Ukrainian refugees are framed as 

victims deserving humanitarian assistance, whereas 

Syrian refugees are often depicted as security 

threats and economic burdens. This aligns with 

previous studies showing that media narratives 

reinforce dominant cultural and racial hierarchies 

(van Dijk, 2021; Krzyżanowski et al., 2018). 

Recent scholarship supports these findings, 

emphasizing the role of shared cultural identity in 

fostering empathy for Ukrainian refugees (Politi et 

al., 2023; Pepinsky et al., 2024). Studies indicate 

that European audiences are more likely to identify 

with Ukrainian refugees due to perceived cultural, 

racial, and religious similarities, which, in turn, 

influences media representations and policy 

responses (Nordø & Ivarsflaten, 2021; Chernets, 

2023). Moreover, Schwarz and Diers-Lawson 

(2024) argue that Western media’s framing of 

Ukrainian refugees as “neighbors in need” 

generates increased public and governmental 

support, contrasting with the securitized framing of 

Arab refugees, which legitimizes restrictive 

migration policies (Siapera et al., 2018). 

 

Discussion Related to the Second Research 

Hypothesis 

The study confirms the presence of systematic 

double standards rooted in power dynamics and 

cognitive biases. Findings reveal that Ukrainian 

refugees are consistently framed as deserving of aid 

and integration, while Syrian refugees are 

constructed as societal threats, reinforcing 

exclusionary policies. These biases are not merely 

incidental but reflect broader ideological structures 

embedded in media and political discourse 

(Fairclough, 2013; Wodak, 2021). Contemporary 

research emphasizes the influence of Islamophobia 

and nationalism in shaping these biases. Torppa 

(2023) and Sankaran (2024) emphasize how 

Islamophobic discourses intersect with nationalist 

rhetoric to construct Middle Eastern refugees as 

cultural outsiders incompatible with Western 

values. Similarly, Schmauch and Nygren (2020) 

argue that social media platforms amplify these 

biases through algorithmic content prioritization, 

which favors fear-based narratives over 

humanitarian framings. This aligns with previous 

studies showing that negative portrayals of Arab 

refugees reinforce stereotypes of criminality, 

terrorism, and economic dependency (Bozdağ, 

2019; Costello & Foster, 2022). 

Furthermore, policy responses reflect these 

media biases, as European governments have 

shown greater willingness to accommodate 

Ukrainian refugees while imposing stricter border 

controls on Syrian and other non-European 

refugees (Lutz et al., 2020; Welfens, 2019). These 

findings emphasize how media discourse not only 

reflects but also shapes public opinion and 

policymaking, reinforcing racialized hierarchies in 

asylum policies (Moraga & Rapoport, 2015; 

Staniforth et al., 2016). 
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Discussion Related to the Third Research 

Hypothesis 

The differential framing of crises reinforces 

societal inequalities, as emphasized by recent 

studies on the impact of media framing on public 

perception. Ukrainian displacement is 

predominantly framed as a consequence of 

external aggression (88% of analyzed posts), 

whereas Syrian displacement is framed as an 

internal conflict (78%), leading to reduced 

international empathy and humanitarian 

intervention (Costello & Foster, 2022; Chernets, 

2023). Schwarz and Diers-Lawson (2024) argue 

that this crisis framing dichotomy is a deliberate 

discursive strategy that influences public and 

political responses. The external-aggression frame 

elicits solidarity and mobilizes resources, while the 

internal-conflict frame diminishes responsibility 

and shifts blame onto the refugees themselves 

(Greussing & Boomgaarden, 2017). Similarly, 

Sseviiri et al. (2022) emphasize how Western-

centric perspectives shape humanitarian responses, 

with European and North American governments 

exhibiting a preferential bias toward Ukrainian 

refugees, resulting in expedited asylum procedures 

and integration programs compared to those 

available for Syrian refugees. 

Empirical evidence suggests that this framing 

disparity has material consequences, as funding 

allocations for Ukrainian humanitarian aid vastly 

exceed those designated for Middle Eastern and 

African refugee crises (Pepinsky et al., 2024; 

Popovic & Welfens, 2024). This reinforces global 

inequalities in refugee protection and further 

entrenches racial and geopolitical biases in 

international migration policies (Siapera et al., 

2018; Sutkutė, 2023). 

 

Conclusion  
This study emphasizes the systematic nature of 

double standards in social media discourse, 

emphasizing the need for critical awareness and 

equitable responses. The findings align with recent 

research, emphasizing the role of power dynamics, 

ideological constructs, and geopolitical interests in 

shaping refugee narratives (Khalid, 2025; Popovic 

& Welfens, 2024). By analyzing linguistic, 

rhetorical, and framing mechanisms, this study 

provides empirical evidence of how media 

discourse differentially constructs the legitimacy of 

refugee groups, contributing to broader 

conversations on media ethics, migration policy, 

and digital discourse regulation (Siapera et al., 

2018; Schwarz & Diers-Lawson, 2024). 

 

Implications of the Study 

The findings of this study carry important 

implications across pedagogical, media, policy, and 

technological domains, emphasizing the need for 

fair and just representations of refugees. In the 

realm of education, integrating discourse analysis 

into media literacy curricula can equip students 

with the critical skills necessary to recognize biased 

narratives and develop a more nuanced 

understanding of refugee issues. In journalism and 

policymaking, equitable coverage should be 

prioritized to avoid racialized framings that 

contribute to differential treatment of refugee 

groups. Policymakers, in turn, should take 

empirical studies on media bias into account when 

designing inclusive migration frameworks. 

Additionally, social media platforms play a crucial 

role in shaping public perceptions and should 

implement algorithmic transparency and 

moderation policies to prevent the amplification of 

biased refugee narratives. 

 

Limitations of the Study 

Despite the valuable insights offered by this 

study, several limitations must be acknowledged. 

The focus on English-language discourse may 

exclude perspectives from non-English 
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communities, potentially limiting the 

generalizability of the findings. Additionally, the 

study analyzes social media discussions from a 

specific time frame, which may not fully capture the 

evolving nature of refugee representations across 

different geopolitical contexts. The reliance on 

Twitter (X) and Reddit, while providing diverse 

perspectives, does not account for portrayals on 

other digital platforms such as Facebook, TikTok, 

and regional news media, where alternative 

narratives may emerge. 

 

Suggestions for Further Research 

To further develop these findings, future 

research should expand the scope of analysis by 

incorporating multilingual and cross-platform 

comparisons to better understand how linguistic 

and cultural differences influence refugee framing. 

Examining the impact of media portrayals on 

policy decisions and public attitudes toward asylum 

policies in host countries would provide a deeper 

understanding of the real-world consequences of 

biased narratives. A longitudinal approach tracking 

shifts in refugee discourse over extended periods 

could reveal evolving patterns in media 

representation. Additionally, investigating the role 

of AI-driven content moderation in shaping refugee 

narratives would shed light on the ethical challenges 

of algorithmic bias in digital media. Through these 

avenues, future research can contribute to a more 

complete understanding of the ideological 

mechanisms that sustain media biases in refugee 

representation. 
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