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1. Purpose and Scope

This case study — part of the Experimental
Detector project — provides a comprehensive,
comparative review of how the Russo-Ukrainian
war has been framed in international media,
academic scholarship, and analytical discourse
since the beginning of the full-scale invasion in
2022. Drawing on more than 150 sources,
including Russian-language literature retrieved
from Russian databases and CEEOL, a mini global
survey of international relations (IR) analysts (n =
83), and systematic comparative analysis of
Western, non-Western, and Russian academic and
media discourse, the Case Study: Framing the
Russo-Ukrainian War. A Comparative Review of
Media Coverage and Analytical Discourse.
Methodological Lessons and Advances, pursued a
dual objective. The first was methodological: to
test, validate, and refine tools for monitoring
foreign-policy =~ discourse  through  direct
engagement with a highly topical, ongoing conflict.
The second was substantive and geopolitically
timely: to synthesise and compare global
perspectives on the war’s origins, framing, and
conduct, prioritising EU/US angles while treating
Russian narratives as a distinct analytical stream.
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1. Mera Ta 00CATr JOCTI :KEeHHA

Ile  mociijpkeHHsT —  YacTUHA  TPOEKTY
Experimental Detector — mpoIoHye BCEOCSIKHUI
TIOPIBHSJIBHUHM  OTJIAJ pocilicpKko-
VKpaiHChKY BiliHYy (pelMyBajii B MiXKHAPOIHUX
Meziia, HAyKOBIH JliTepaTypi Ta aHATIITHYHOMY
JIUCKypCl  BiJi IMOYATKy IIOBHOMACIITAOHOTO
BTOPTHEHHs y 2022 poiii. Cupaiourch Ha OHA
150 JI2KepeJt, 30KpeMa pOCiliChKOMOBHY JIITEPATYPY
3 pociticbkux 6a3 manux i CEEOL, miHi-Ty106a/16HE
OIUTYBAHHS AHAIITHKIB Mi’KHAPOJTHUX BiJITHOCHH
(MB) (n = 83) Ta cucTreMaTUYHUHN MOPiBHAIBHUH
aHaJIi3 3axiHOTO, HEe3aXiHOTO W POCIHCHKOTO
HAyYKOBOTO Ta MEIIHHOTO UCKYPCY, AOCIIIKEHHS
Case Study: Framing the Russo-Ukrainian War. A
Comparative Review of Media Coverage and
Analytical Discourse. Methodological Lessons and
Advances maso mojpiiiHy Mety. Ilepmra Oysa
METO/I0JIOTIYHO: BUMPOOYBATH, BaJiyBaTH Ta
B/TOCKOHAJIUTHU iHCTpyMeHTH MOHITOPUHTY
30BHIIIHBOIIOJIITUYHOTO JICKYPCY uepes
Oesriocepe/iHE 3BEPHEHHS JI0 BKpall aKTyaJIbHOTO,
TPUBAIOUOT0 KOHOUIIKTY. /Ipyra Gysa 3MiCcTOBOIO Ta
reOMOJIITUYHO Ha Yaci: y3araJIbHUTH U ITOPiBHITH
rio0aibHi TIepCIeKTUBU 1010 BUTOKIB,
dperimiary Ta mepebiry BifiHM, Hamaw4u
npioputet no3uriaM €C i CIIIA ta posriamaodn
POCIChKI HApaTUBU SK OKPEMUM aHAJITUYHUHN
TIOTIK.

TOTO, K
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2. Framing, Attribution, and the
Geopolitical Divide

The review’s central finding is that media and
academic framing of the war is structured less by
national idiosyncrasy or journalistic practice than
by geopolitical alignment and alliance-bloc
membership. Western mainstream  media
overwhelmingly frame the conflict through a
liberal-normative lens emphasising Russian
aggression, sovereignty violations, and breaches of
international law — for example, with German
quality media attributing the war to Russia and
Putin personally in 93% of cases, and a 3.6:1 ratio
of aggression-framing over NATO-expansion
framing evident across the US, UK, and German
press. The competing co-responsibility frame,
centred on NATO enlargement, persisted only as a
marginalised minority position (roughly 12% in
Ttalian coverage; 28% of motive-thematising items
in German media) despite its presence in the
diplomatic record; the scholarship advancing this
frame, in turn, exhibited its own analytical
weaknesses, notably insufficient differentiation
among historically distinct types of Western
intervention.

This divide is corroborated by the study’s pilot
survey of IR analysts and diplomats, which — while
explicitly illustrative rather than statistically
representative — found a clear epistemic split
between respondents from the Collective West and
those from the Global South and other non-
Western contexts. Both groups broadly
acknowledge Russian imperial ambition as a causal
factor (82% among Western respondents), but
non-Western analysts assign substantially greater
explanatory weight to NATO expansion (59%) and
proxy-war dynamics (46%). Outside the West,
framing followed national interest and alliance ties
rather than a single counter-narrative: Chinese
outlets, for instance, moved from cautious
neutrality toward blaming “Western meddling.”
Beneath these empirical divergences lies a more
fundamental, largely unacknowledged ontological
split — the selection between explanatory
frameworks is not purely a matter of evidence but
reflects underlying commitments to realist versus
liberal IR paradigms.

Experimental Detector

2, ®peiMiHT, IPUNHUCYBAHHSA
BIANIOBIAJBHOCTI TA reONnOJIITHYHUN
PO3KOJI

[leHTpa/IPHUI BUCHOBOK OTJISAJY IOJIATAE B TOMY,
o MeAiMHuN 1 HayKoBUHM pedMiHT BilHU
CTPYKTYPYETHCSA HE TaK HAI[IOHAJIFHOIO
CBOEPIIHICTIO UM KYPHATICTCHKOIO IIPAKTUKOIO, SIK
TEOIIOJIITUYHOIO0 OPIEHTAIIEI0 Ta HAIEKHICTIO /10
COIO3HUIIBKOTO OJIOKY. 3axilHi MeWHCTPUMHI
Mejia repeBakHO (GperMyoTh KOHQJIIKT Kpisb
J1ibepasbHO-HOPMATHUBHY IIPU3MY, HATOJIOIIYIOUN
Ha POCIHCBKIH arpecii, MOPyIIEHHSIX CyBEPEHITETY
Ta HOPM MIiKHAPOJHOTO IIpaBa, — HAIPUKIAJI,
HIMeIbKi AKiCHI Me/ia npunucyBau BiliHy Pocii ta
ocobucro IlyTiny y 93 % Bunazkis, a B mpeci CIIIA,
Besnukoi bpuranii Ta HimeuunHu cIIiBBiIHOIIEHHS
dpetiminry arpecii 70 ¢QpelMiHTY pPO3IIMPEHHS
HATO cranoBuiio 3,6:1. KoHKypeHTHUH dperdm
CITiBBIiIIOBIIa/IBHOCTI, 30CepeKEHN Ha
posmupenHi HATO, 30epiraBess Juire — sK
MapriHajizoBaHa MiHOpUTapHa NO3UIiA (6JIU3BKO
12 % B irajilicbkoMy BHCBiTIIEHHI; 28 %
MarepiasiB, 1[0 TEMaTU3yIOTh MOTHUBH, ¥
HIMEIPKUX MeJia), IONPH HOro IMPHUCYTHICTH Yy
MUIUIOMATHYHUX JIOKYMEHTAX; BOTHOYAC HAYKOBI
mpari, sKi 00CTOWIOTh Ieli ¢GpelM, BUSIBUIN
BJIACHI AHTITHYHI cabKOCTi, 30KpeMa
HEJIOCTaTHE PO3PI3HEHHS iCTOPUYHO BiAMIHHHUX
THUIIIiB 3aXiTHOTO BTPYYaHHS.

Ieit po3KOJI HiATBEPIIKYE IPOBEIEHE B MeKax
JIOCJTi/I?KeHHS ITUIOTHE OIUTYBaHHS aHAITHKIB MB

i jgumwiomariB, ske —  Oyaydnm — IpAMO
ITI0CTpaTUBHUM, a He CTaTUCTUYHO
penpe3eHTaTUBHUM — BUSIBIJIO 4iTKY

eIicTeMivuHy JIHIIO IOy Mi>XK PECIIOH/IEHTaMH 3
KOJIEKTUBHOTO 3axozy Ta 3 I'ytobanbpHoro IliBaHs i
IHIMUX He3axXiZJHUX KoHTeKcTiB. OO6uaBi Tpymu
37€0UIBIIIOT0 BU3HAIOTH POCIMCHKI  iMIIepchKi
am0inii mpuYnHOBUM 4YMHHHKOM (82 % cepen
3aXiJITHUX  PECIOHJEHTIB), MNpPOTe  He3aXigaHi
aHaJIITUKU Ha/lAI0Th 1CTOTHO OLIBIIO]
MIOSICHIOBAJIbHOI Baru posmmpeHHio HATO (59 %)
Ta AUHAMII MpoKci-BifiHU (46 %). [To3a 3axomom
dperiMiHr ciTilyBaB HAI[iOHAJIBHHUM iHTEpecam i
COIO3HUIIPKUM  3B’A3KaM, a He  €IUHOMY
KOHTPHApaTUBY: KHUTAMChKi MeJia, HaIpUKIIa,
Iepelnuin Bifx o00epeXHOro HeWUTpasiTeTy M0
3BUHYBAYeHb Yy «3aXi/IHOMY BTpy4YaHHi». 3a MU

EeMIIIPUYHUMU PO3OLKHOCTAMU JIESKUTD
dbysrmamenTapHIINH, 371e011BIII0TO He
IIPOTOBOPEHUN OHTOJIOTIYHUHM PO3KOJ — BHUOIp

MiK T[OSCHIOBAJIPHUMH paMKaMH HE € CyTO
MUTAaHHAM JIOKa3iB, a BimoOpaskae B3acaHUUIY
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German quality media attributed the
war to Russia and Putin personally in
93% of cases — a 3.6:1 ratio of
aggression-framing over NATO-
expansion framing across the US, UK,
and German press.

3. Contested Vocabularies and
Narrative Mechanisms

Media framing operates through three
interconnected mechanisms identified across the
reviewed literature: narrative construction (the
selection and emphasis of story elements),
contested vocabularies (terminological choices
such as “war” versus “special military operation,”
or the naming of aggressor and victim), and the
relationship between media supply and public
reception. Vocabulary itself functions as a leading
early-warning indicator of framing shifts: the
lexical migration from “crisis” to
“invasion” — or, in Russian-language discourse,
from “special military operation” toward more
totalising “civilisational war” framing — carries
analytical weight comparable to traditional
framing variables and constitutes one of the most
tractable signals for anticipatory monitoring. War
journalism predominates globally, with sustained
peace-oriented or mediation-focused framing
concentrated in a smaller set of non-Western
outlets such as Al Jazeera and Chinese state media.

“war” to

Experimental Detector

MMPUXUJIbHICTD JI0 PEaJTiCTUYHOI 4u JribepaabHOl
napagurmMu MB.

Himeuwki axkicHi media npunucyeanu
eiitny Pocii ma ocooucmo ITyminy y
93 % eunadkie — cni68iIOHOWEHHS
3,6:1 Ha kKopucmb peitminzy azpecit
npomu peiimiHzy po3wupeHHs
HATO y npeci CIIIA, Beaukoi
Bpumanii ma Himeuwuunu.

3. CripHi CJIOBHUKM Ta HApaTUBHI
MeXaHi3MH

Menifinuit dpetimiar i€ Jepes TpU
B3a€EMOIIOB’sI3aHi ~ MeXaHi3MH, BHUSBJEHI B
ompaIlboBaHil JriTeparypi: HapaTUBHY

KOHCTPYKITit0 (o06ip i akIeHTyBaHHS €eJIEMEHTIB
icTopii), cmipHi Cc0BHUKK (TE€PMiHOJIOTIYHUI
BUOIp Ha KINTAJIT «BiliHa» IPOTH «CIelliaJbHa
BilichbKOBa ormepariisi» abo Ha3UBaHHS arpecopa i
J)KEpTBHM) Ta CIIBBITHOIIIEHHS Mi’K MeIifHOI0
IIPOTIO3UINIEIO 1 CYCIITBHUM CHPHHHATTAM. Cama
JIEKCHKA BUKOHYE POJIb MPOBIAHOrO iHAMKAaTOpa
PAHHBOTO TOTMEPE/PKEHHS PO 3MiHU (QpPEeHMIHTY:
JIEKCUYHUH Tepexis BiJi «KpU3U» JI0 «BiHW» i
abo, y pOCiiCbKOMOBHOMY
JINCKYPCi, B/l «CITeIiaibHOl BICHKOBOI OIeparrii»
[0 TOTaJbHIIOro (PeNMIHTY «IUBLIi3AIHHOL
BillHM» — Ma€ aHAJIITUYHY Bary, IOPiBHSIHHY 3
TPaAUIIHHUMY 3MiHHUMHY (GPENMIHTY, 1 CTAHOBUTH
ONWH i3 HAWIOPUIATHIMIUX I OIpAI[fOBaHHSI
CUTHAJIIB aHTUIMIIATUBHOTO MOHITOPUHTY. BoeHHa
JKYPHAJTICTHKA TIepEeBaXKa€E y CBITI, TOMI AK CTAIMH
MHUPOTBOPYUU ab0 ITOCEpEeTHUIbKUN (DperdMiHT
30cepeKeHU y MEHIITIA TPyITi He3aXiJITHUX Meia,
sak-0T Al Jazeera ta kuTaiichKi gepxaBui 3MI.

«BTOPrHEHHA» —
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4. Russian Academic and Media
Discourse

The Russian-language scholarship reviewed
displays a distinctive bifurcation between an
empirical ~ tradition @ — methodologically
comparable to Western social science — and a
doctrinal tradition in which positionality
substitutes for analysis, relying on conceptual
assertions such as “cognitive warfare,” “destructive
media,” and “mental war.” A particularly notable
phenomenon is loyalist opposition within the Z-
Telegram ecosystem: pro-war criticism of the
Russian leadership for insufficient mobilisational
rigour, which existing media-system typologies
(including the Herman—Chomsky propaganda
model) fail to accommodate. Structural
homogenisation, localisation strategies, and an
emergent unity rhetoric further characterise the
wartime Russian media landscape, alongside new
terminological conventions (“Special Military
Operation” versus “Russo-Ukrainian War”) that
carry methodological implications for source
coding and search strategy.

Experimental Detector

4. Pocilicbkuii HAYyKOBHH i MeaiiiHUI
AUCKYPC

OmnparboBaHa pOCifichKOMOBHA HayKOBa
JliTepatypa JEeMOHCTPYE XapaKTepHy Oidypkarrito
MiK EMIIPUYHOI0 TPAJUINEI0, METOAO0JIOTIUHO
MTOPIBHSIHHOIO 13 3aXiTHOIO COITiaJIbHOO HAYKOI0, Ta
MOKTPUHATIBHOIO TPAJUIIIEI0, V AKIA MO3UIIHHICTD
3aCTyrae aHajgi3 1 fAKa CIUPAETbCA  Ha
KOHIIENITYa/IbHI ~ TBEPKEHHS  Ha
«KOTHITHUBHOI BITHU», «/IECTPYKTHBHUX MeJlia» Ta
«MEHTaJIbHOI Ocob6IMBO ITOMITHUM €
SBUILE JIOSJIICTCHKOI OMO3UIil B ekocucremi Z-
Telegram: TPOBOEHHA KPUTHUKA POCIHCHKOTO
KEPIBHUIITBA 3a HENOCTaTHIO MOOiTi3amifiHy
JKOPCTKICTb, AKy HasBHI THUIIOJIOTIl MejiacucTeM
(3oKpemMa mpomaraHAKCTChKa MOZeabh I'epmana i
Yomcki) He 3paTHI CTpyKkTypHa
rOMOTeHI3allifA, cTpaTeril JIOKasTi3arii Ta puTopruka
€/THOCTI, 110 dopmyernes, JIOJIATKOBO
XapaKTepU3yI0Th pOCifichKUi MemiHHuH
smagamadT BOEHHOTO dacy, MOpAZ 13 HOBUMU
TEPMiHOJIOTIYHUMH KOHBEHIlisIMU («cCIemiaabHa
BilficbKOBa  omepamis»  IPOTH  «POCIHCHKO-
YVKpaiHChKa BiliHa»), SIKI MAalOThb METOJIOJIOTIUHI
HACJIIIKU /I KOAYBAaHHS JI?KEPeJI i IOIIyKOBOI
cTpaTerii.

KIOTaJIT

BIMHU».

OXOIINTH.

Page 4



5. Media, Public Opinion, and the
State—Society Gap

Across contexts, media narratives and public
opinion proved only loosely coupled — state—media

—society gaps that remain theoretically
underdeveloped in the literature despite being
empirically recurrent. Audience sentiment

diverged from editorial lines in multiple countries;
pro-Ukraine sentiment, for example, declined by
roughly 13% over the course of 2022 while neutral
sentiment rose by about 15%. These supply—
demand mismatches challenge strong readings of
the Herman—-Chomsky propaganda model,
indicating that narrative dominance in coverage
does not straightforwardly translate into audience
persuasion. Social-media platforms, meanwhile,
amplify emotionally salient and rapidly evolving
narratives that can diverge sharply from traditional
journalistic output, further complicating any
monitoring approach confined to conventional
media supply.

Pro-Ukraine sentiment declined by
roughly 13% over 2022 while neutral
sentiment rose by about 15% — media
dominance did not translate into
audience persuasion.

Experimental Detector

5. Meaia, rpoMajicbKa IyMKa Ta
PO3pHB Mix AepKaBoIO i
CyCIILIBCTBOM

V pi3HHX KOHTEKCTax MeJiiHI HapaTUBH Ta
rpoMaZichka /iyMKa BUSBWINCS JIHIIE CIabKo
OB sI3aHUMU — PO3PUBH MK JIEPXKABOIO, Me/lia Ta
CYCIILJIBCTBOM TEOPETUYHO
HEZIOOIPAIlbOBAHUMH B JIiTepaTypi, IIOIpHU
eMIIIpUYHY IOBTOPIOBaHicTh. Hacrpoi aymauropii
PO3XOIUIINCS 3 PEAAKIIIHHUMU JIHISMH B KLIBKOX
KpaiHaX; IPOYKPAiHCHbKI HACTpOi, HaIPUKJIA,
3HU3WINCSA NPUOIU3HO HA 13 % YIPOIOBK 2022
POKY, TO/Ii IK HEUTPAJIbHI 3pOC/IN MPUOIU3HO HA 15
%. 11 po30i?KHOCTI MiK IIPOTIO3HUITIEI0 Ta TIOTTUTOM
CTaBJIATh IIiJl CYMHIB MMPOYUTAHHS
IpomaraHAuCcTChKol Mojermi ['epmana i Yomcki i
yKa3yloTh, II[0 HapaTUBHE JIOMIHYBaHHS Yy
BHCBITJIEHH] HE IEPEXOUTH IIPSIMO B IIEPEKOHAHHS
aynmuropil. BomHouac matdopmu  coriasibHUX
Mejia IiJCHJIIOIOTh €MOI[IHHO BHpas3Hi Ta
IIBU/IKO3MIHHI HapaTUBH, MOXKYTb Pi3KO
PO3XOUTUCA 3 TPAMUIIHHUM KYPHAIICTCHKUM
IIPOJIYKTOM, IO JIOJIATKOBO YCKJIQJIHIOE Oy [b-sKUN
MAXIT o MOHITOPUHTY, oOMexKeHU
KOHBEHIIIHOIO MeIiFHOIO MIPOITO3UITIEI0.

JIMIIAIOTHhCA

CHJIBHI

AKI

ITpoyxpaincvki HacmMpoi 3HuU3uAUCA
NpuGAU3HO Ha 13 % Yynpoooeiic 2022
POKY, MOOi 2K HeltMPAabHI 3pocau
NpubéAU3HO Ha 15 %, — mediitHe
O0OMIHYBAHHA HE NEPEMeEoPULOCA HA
nepexoHaHHA ayoumopii.
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6. Methodological Contributions

Methodologically, the review traces an evolution
from traditional qualitative discourse analysis and
manual quantitative content/framing analysis
toward integrated computational pipelines
combining topic modelling, natural language
processing, network analysis, and large-scale
social-media analytics. The strongest reviewed
studies converge on a hybrid architecture:
multilingual computational pipelines for scale and
speed, validated by human-coded framing analysis
for conceptual accuracy, and triangulated against
events data and official-statement corpora — the
combination judged best able to overcome the
“topics-are-not-frames” limitation of purely
computational approaches. Pilot testing indicates
that Al-supported tools already enable precise,
rapid analysis of nuanced local-media discourse,
including in authoritarian contexts where media
closely mirror official positions, though local or
diaspora expert cross-checking remains valuable
for validation.

Most of the analytical work underpinning the
review relied on US-based (Anthropic) and
Chinese-based (DeepSeek) AI tools; European
alternatives such as Mistral (Le Chat) or Lumo
would mitigate data-residency, cloud-compliance,
and vendor-lock-in concerns, but as of the research
period lagged in performance on demanding
analytical tasks. The review also cautions against
exclusive reliance on media-derived or press-report
datasets, since reporting probabilities vary by event
type, location, and time in ways that can reflect
media biases rather than the wunderlying
phenomena themselves.

Experimental Detector

6. MeToa0/10TIYHUIL BHECOK

Y MeTofoJIOTiYHOMY BHMIpPi OIJIAJT IPOCTEKYE
€BOJIIOLII0 Bifi TPAAUILIHHOTO SKICHOTO IUCKYpPC-
aHaTidy Ta PYYHOTO KIJTBKICHOTO KOHTEHT- i

dperim-anamizy it} IHTErpoBaHUX
OOUMCTIOBAJIBHUX KOHBEEPIB, [0 TOETHYIOThH
TeMaTuYHe MOJIEJTIOBAHHSI, OTIpaIfOBaHHs
MpUPOAHOI  MOBU, MEpEXEBUH  aHam3 i

BeJINKOMACIITaOHy aHAJIITHKY COI[iaJIbHUX Mesia.
HadicuipHin 3  POBIVIAHYTHX  JIOCIHIJPKEHD
CXOMISITHCS Ha TIOPUAHIA apXiTeKTypi: 6araToMOBHi
00YMCITIOBAIBHI KOHBEEpH [ Macmrady Ta
MIBUIKOCTI, BaJIiJJOBaHi JIIOJICBKUM KOIYBaHHSIM
dpelmiB  3a7JIsI  KOHIENTYaJIbHOI
TPiaHTyJIbOBaHI 3 IAHUMHU IIPO ITO/Iii Ta KOPITycaMu
odimifinux 3ass., caMe Take IIOEJHAHHA
BBAXKAIOTh  HAHWKpalle 3/aTHUM  IIOZ[0JIaTH
MPUTAMAaHHE CyTO OOYMCIIOBJIBHUM IMiAX0O/aM
obMexkeHHsI «TeMH — Iie He ¢pelimu». [TiToTHI
BUNIPOOYBAHHA CBi[4aTh, IO IHCTPYMEHTH Ha
ocHoBi III BXKe YMOXKJIUBJIIOIOTH TOYHUU i
IIBUAKUHN aHai3 HI0OAHCOBAHOI'O JIOKAJILHOTO
MEIIHHOTO JHCKYPCY, 30KpeMa B aBTOPUTAPHUX
KOHTEKCTaX, Jie Meflia II[iJIbHO BiZI3€PKaTIOIOTh
odiniiHI mo3urii; BTIM, IepexpecHa IepeBipka 3
OOKy MiCIeBUX UM J[IaCIOPHUX  EKCIIEpPTiB
3aJIMIIAETHCA IHHOO 1A Basiganii.

TOYHOCTI #

BinbimicTh aHATITUYHOI pOOOTH, IO JIEKUTH B
OCHOBI orJIsiy, cuupasiacs Ha incrpymenTn IIIT 3i
CIIA (Anthropic) Ta Kuraio (DeepSeek);
€BPOIEUChKI asbTepHaTHUBHU, sK-0T Mistral (Le
Chat) yu Lumo, 3MeHImIu 6 3aHEIIOKOEHHS II[OJ0
PE3UZEHTHOCTI JaHUX, XMAapHOI BiATOBiTHOCTI
BUMOTAM i 3aJIE3KHOCTI BiJ MOCTa4aIbHUKA, IIPOTE
Ha 4Yac JOCJ/PKEHHST BOHHU BifcTaBaJu 3a
PEe3YJIbTATUBHICTIO Y CKJIAJHUX aHAJTITUYHUX
3aBAaHHAX. Ormran 3acrepirae  Bif
BUKJIFOUHOI OIIOpU HAa HAOOPHU JAHUX, MOXIiZHI Bif
Menia abo IIPEeCOBUX IIOBiOMJIEHB, OCKIiJIbKU
WMOBIPHICTb BUCBITJIEHHS PI3BHUTHCS 3aJI€IKHO BiT
TUIY TMOAil, MicIg ¥ Yacy y cmocib, mo Moke
BiloOpaskaTu pajliie MeZiliHi BUKPUBJIEHHS, HiX
caMmi sIBHIIIA.

TaKOXK
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~. Overall Conclusion

Taken together, the analysis supports the
conclusion that comparative, multilingual, and
methodologically  pluralistic approaches are
indispensable for understanding media framing of
the Russo-Ukrainian war — and, by extension, of
contested international conflicts generally. Rather
than seeking a single authoritative narrative, the
evidence favours systematic comparison of
competing perspectives, explicit methodological
standards, alliance-bloc-sensitive stratification,
and Al-assisted monitoring capable of detecting
emerging shifts in media and public discourse
across geopolitically diverse environments.

Experimental Detector

7. 3araJJbHUI BUCHOBOK

V3araJbHIOIOYHM, aHAJI3 MiATBEPIKYE BUCHOBOK,
1[0 TIOPiBHSIbHI, 6araTOMOBHI Ta METOA0JIOTIYHO
IUTIOPTICTUYHI TAXOAW € HeOoOXiTHUMHU IS
pO3yMiHHS MemiiHOTO GpEUMIHTY POCIHChKO-
VKpPaiHCHKOI IUpIIe, CHIPHUX
MIDKHApO/JIHUX KOHQUIKTIB 3arasom. 3amicTb
TIOIIIYKY €ITHOTO aBTOPUTETHOTO HAPATUBY JIOKA3H1
MPOMOBJISIIOTh HAa KOPHUCTh  CHCTEMATHYHOTO
MOPIBHAHHA KOHKYPEHTHUX IEPCIEKTUB, YITKUX
METOZOJIOTIYHUX  CTaHAApTiB,  crparudikariii,
UyTJIMBOL [I0 COIO3HUIIBKUX OJIOKIB, a TaKOX
MoHiTOpuHry 3a miarpumku I, 37aTHOTO
BUABJIATA 3MiHM B MeAIMHOMY Ta IIyOJiYHOMY
JIACKypCl B TEeOIOITUYHO pi3HOpiAHUX
CepeIOBHINAX.

BiiHM — 1,
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Key Policy Recommendations
Kaouoei noaimuuHi pexomeHoauii

The following recommendations consolidate and reconcile the proposals advanced across
the three independent reviews, organised by function.

Hasedeni Huxcue pexomeHOauli KoHCcoAl0yomy 1 Y3200X4CY10Mb NPONo3uyii, 8UCYHYmMI 8
MPbOX HE3ANEHCHUX 02120aX, 3a PYHKUIOHAALHUM NPUHYUUNOM.

1. Adopt a hybrid, multilingual
monitoring architecture

Combine multilingual computational pipelines
(topic modelling, NLP, network and engagement
analysis) with human-coded framing validation,
triangulated against events data and official-
statement corpora, to overcome the limitations
of purely computational or purely qualitative
approaches.

2. Institutionalise lexical and

vocabulary tracking

Establish systematic monitoring of
terminological shifts (e.g., “crisis” — “war” —
“invasion”; “special military operation” -

“civilisational war”) as a leading, cost-effective
early-warning indicator of impending changes in
dominant narratives.

3. Strengthen methodological
transparency

Apply explicit search protocols,
inclusion/exclusion  criteria, and coding
frameworks in all monitoring and policy-
analysis work, and support independent parallel
coding by researchers embedded in different
media systems, treating cross-coder divergence
as substantive evidence rather than mere
measurement error.
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A Monitoring Architecture and Methodology Apximexmypa ma
Memooo0102i1 MOHIMOPUH2Y

1. 3anpoBagUTHU riOpUIHY
0araTOMOBHY apXiTEKTypy
MOHITOPUHTY

IToegnatu 0OaraToMOBHI 004YHCITIOBAIBbHI
KOHBeepu (TemaTwuHe MoOje0OBanHs, NLP,
MepeXKeBUUA aHaIi3 Ta aHATII3 3aJ[ydeHOCTi) 3
BaJTIZAITIEIO dpeiimiB  yepe3  JIIOZCHKE
KOJTyBaHHsI, TPIaHTYJIbOBAHOIO 3 JIAHUMH IIPO
mozii Ta Koprmycamu OQIIiHHHX 3adB, 100
TIO/I0JIATH OOMEXKEHHSI CyTO OOYHMCTIOBAJIBHUX
ab0 CyTO SAKICHUX IiZXO/IiB.

2. IHCTHUTYyIia/Ii3yBaTH BiicTE:KEeHHA
JIEKCHKH TAa TEPMIiHOJIOTII

3anpoBaiUTH  CHCTEMATUYHUN  MOHITOPHHT
TEPMIHOJIOTIYHUX  3pylleHb  (HAIPUKJIIAJ,
«Kpusa» — «BilHa» —  «BTOPTHEHH»;
«creriajabHa BIHICBKOBA omeparisa» -

«IUBiTi3aIiiHa BifiHa») fAK MPOBIAHUN Ta
€KOHOMIUYHO e(eKTUBHUH 1HANKATOP PAHHHOTO
TONepe/PKEHHS NP0  3MIHH  JOMIHAHTHHUX
HapaTHUBIB.

3. ITocHJINTH METOIOIOTIUHY
MMPOo30picTh

3acTOCOBYBaTH UiTKi IIPOTOKOJH  IIOIIYKY,
KpHUTEpPil BKJIIOUEHHS/BUK/IIOUEHHS] Ta PaMKH
KOJIlyBaHHSI B yCiii po0OOTi 3 MOHITOPHHIY Ta
MOJIITHYHOIO aHaJIi3y, a TaKOX IIiTPUMYyBaTH
He3aJIeKHe rapasiejibHe KOZ[yBaHHSI
JIOCJTITHUKAMU, BKODIHEHMMU B  DPI3HHUX
MejliacucTeMax, PO3IJISAI0UM PO30I?KHOCTI MizK
KOZ[yBaJIbHUKaMU SIK 3MiCTOBHHUH /IOKa3, a He
MIPOCTO OXUOKY BUMipIOBAHHSI.



B Analytical Scope and Coverage

4. Stratify monitoring by alliance-
bloc membership

Experimental Detector

AHarimuuHuil 00ca2 1 OXONACHHA

4. CrpaTndgikyBaT MOHITOPHUHT 3a
HAJIEKHICTIO 10 COI03HUIIBKOTO
0JIOKY

Design frameworks that treat bloc structure —
not the nation-state alone — as the primary
stratification variable, while retaining sensitivity
to domestic political context, since state—media
relationships and indexing dynamics vary by
political system and party constellation.

P03po06siATH aHAJIITHYHI pAMKH, Y AKUX 0JI0KOBa
CTPYKTypa — a He caMa JIWIIe HaIliOHAJIbHA
JlepKkaBa — €  OCHOBHOIO  3MIiHHOIO
crparudikarii, 30epiraroun BOAHOYAC
YyTIUBICTD Ji0 BHYTPIiITHBOIIOJIITHIHOTO
KOHTEKCTY, OCKIJIbKM BiTHOCHHU Jlep:KaBU U
MeJlia Ta JWHAMIKA IHJIEKCAIlii Pi3HATHCA
3aJIE2KHO BiJI MIOJIITUYHOI CUCTEMU TA MAPTIHHOI

5. Diversify and multilingualise
source coverage
Expand monitoring beyond

language outlets to systematically
Russian-, Chinese-,

carry counter-narratives invisible
conventional Western-language analysis.

6. Integrate demand-side data with
supply-side content analysis

Mandate the incorporation of public-opinion,
survey, and engagement data alongside media-
content monitoring to address the demonstrated
state—society gap and to avoid systematically
misjudging discourse shifts by relying on media

supply alone.

elite English-
include
and other vernacular-
language media, regional and platform-native
sources (e.g., Telegram ecosystems), and non-
Western academic literature, which frequently

KOHGIryparii.

5. IuBepcudrikyBaTu Ta 3pooOUTH
0araToMOBHHM OXOILICHHS 3KePeJI

Posmuputu MOHITODHHT 3a MeEXi eJTTHUX
AHTJIOMOBHUX BU/IaHb,
3aJ[y4aoudl  POCIHCHKO-,
IHIIIOMOBHI HAI[iOHAJIbHI MeJlia, PeTiOHAJIbHI Ta
mw1athopMHi JKepesa (mampukia,
exkocucremu Telegram) i He3axiHy HayKOBY
JIiTEpaTypy, sIKi 9aCTO MICTATH KOHTPHAPATUBH,
HEBUJUMI /TSI ~ KOHBEHI[IMHOTO  aHasIi3y
3axXiJHUMHA MOBaMH.

6. InTerpyBaTu AaHi 3 00Ky MOIIUTY 3
KOHTEHT-aHAJII30M 3 OOKY
IPOMO3UIIL

3pobut  00OB’A3KOBUM
TPOMaJICHKOI [yMKH, OIUTYBAHb TA 3aJIyIEHOCTI
MOPsAJT i3 MOHITOPUHIOM MEJ[IHHOTO KOHTEHTY,
mob ypaxyBaTH J[JOBEIEHHN PO3PUB MiXK
JIEP’KABOI0 1  CyCITLIBCTBOM

CHCTEMHOIO XUOHOTO OIiHIOBaHHS

JINCKyPCUBHUX 3PYIIEHb Yepe3 OIOpY JIUIIE Ha

MeJIIiHY IPOITO3UIII0.
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CHCTEMATAYHO
KHTAWChbKO-  Ta

3aJIydeHHA JaHUuX

Ta YHUKHYTHU



Experimental Detector

C Institutional and Strategic Response Incmumyuiitha ma

cmpamez2ivuHa 6ionoeiov

7. Incorporate competing
explanatory frameworks and require
theoretical transparency

Ensure diplomatic, strategic, and academic
assessments explicitly disclose their underlying
theoretical or ontological lens (e.g., realist versus
liberal IR), and systematically consider rival
causal frameworks to reduce confirmation bias
and improve understanding of how the war is
read by different international audiences.

8. Pursue cautious European Al
sovereignty

Support the continued development of
European Al tools (e.g., Mistral Le Chat, Lumo)
for data-residency, compliance, and vendor-
independence reasons, while realistically
weighing their current performance limitations
against leading US- and China-based models for
demanding analytical tasks.

9. Promote sustained
interdisciplinary and cross-system
collaboration

Build durable working relationships among
media scholars, IR experts, data scientists, and
policymakers — including local or diaspora
experts for authoritarian and closed-information
contexts — to develop and maintain reliable
early-warning systems for emerging foreign-
policy and information-security challenges.

7. BpaxoByBaTH KOHKYPEHTHI
MOsICHIOBAJIbHI PAMKH Ta BUMAraT
TEOPETUIHOI IIPO30POCTi

3abesneunTH, MO0 AUIUIOMATHYHI, CTPATETIYHI
Ta HAYKOBI OI[IHKU NPSAMO PO3KPHUBAIU CBOIO
3aCa/THIYY TEOPETUYHY YU OHTOJIOTIYHY IIPU3MY
(manpukIaz, peasicTUYHY IIPOTH JTiOEpPaTBHOI B
MB) i cucTreMaTHYHO PO3IVIAAATN KOHKYPEHTHI
TIPUYUHOBI pamku, o6 3MEHIINTU
YIEPEMKEHICTh MiATBEPAIKEHHS Ta MOJIMIITATH
PO3YMIHHSI TOTO, fIK BifHY IIPOYHTYIOTH Di3Hi
MI?)KHAPO/IHI ayAuTOpil.

8. BuBa:xeHO nNpocyBaTHu
€BPOIIEUCHKHI cyBepeHiTeT y cdepi
Jill|

[MigTpuMyBaTH TIO/TJTBIITA N PO3BUTOK
eBporrericbkux iHcrpymentie 11 (Hampuksiazn,
Mistral Le Chat, Lumo) 3 wMipKyBaHb
PE3UIEHTHOCTI JaHUX, BiIMIOBIIHOCTI BUMOTaM i
HE3aJIESKHOCTI Bi/I MOCTaYaIbHIKA, PETICTUYHO
3BKYIOUM  IXHI  HHUHIIIHI  0OMEXEHHS
Pe3yJIbTaTUBHOCTI IIPOTHU IIPOBITHUX MO/IesIel 31
CHIA Tta Kurao y CKJIaJHHX aHAJTITHYHUX
3aBJJaHHSX.

9. CIpuATH CTAJIH
MIiKIUCITUILTIHAPHIN Ta
MI»KCHCTEMHIHN crmiBmparti
Po30ynoByBaTn TPUBKI pobOOdi 3B’SI3BKM MixK
MeniafocmigHuKaMu, — daxiBugmMu 3 MB,
HAyKOBISIMU 3 JIJAHUX 1 IOJIITHKAMH — 30KpeMa
i3 BajgyueHHSAM MicleBux abo JiacImOpHUX
€KCIIEPTIB /711 aBTOPUTAPHUX Ta iHPOpMAIIHHO

3aKPUTHUX KOHTEKCTIB — 3aJjis CTBOPEHHsA U
MiTPUMaHHS HAAIUHUX CHCTEM PaHHBOTO
TIOTepeKEHHS 11010 HOBHUX

30BHIITHBOMIOJIITUYHUX Ta iH(OpMAIiHHO-

0€e3IIeKOBUX BUKJIMKIB.
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