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Abstract 
The increasing role of digital platforms in shaping religious knowledge and social 

attitudes has raised critical concerns about the formation of echo chambers and 

ideological polarization within Muslim-majority online environments. Algorithmic 

content curation often amplifies confirmation bias, resulting in selective exposure 

to doctrinally homogeneous viewpoints. This phenomenon threatens the pluralistic 

tradition of Islamic discourse by reinforcing exclusivist interpretations and 

diminishing opportunities for inter-sectarian dialogue. Understanding how platform 

algorithms influence religious engagement is therefore essential for safeguarding 

social cohesion and epistemic diversity in Muslim digital public spheres. This 

study aims to investigate how recommendation systems on Muslim-majority social 

media platforms contribute to religious polarization through algorithm-driven echo 

chambers. A mixed-methods approach was employed, combining quantitative 

network analysis of 15,000 posts and user interactions across three major platforms 

with qualitative discourse analysis of high-engagement content clusters. Machine 

learning classification was used to categorize posts based on theological stance and 

polarization score, enabling systematic evaluation of algorithmic amplification 

patterns. The findings reveal that algorithmic recommendations disproportionately 

promote content with strong in-group signaling—particularly doctrinal exclusivity, 

identity defense, and adversarial framing of other Muslim groups. Users exposed to 

such feeds demonstrate significantly reduced cross-sectarian engagement and 

increased rhetorical hostility. The study also identifies a correlation between 

reinforcement of ideological clusters and heightened emotional language, 

suggesting a feedback loop between algorithmic incentives and polarization 

dynamics. The research concludes that platform algorithms play a significant role 

in accelerating religious echo chambers and deteriorating intra-Ummah relations. 

The results underline the urgent need for ethical algorithm design and digital 

literacy interventions to promote inclusive and dialogical Islamic engagement 

online. 
 

Keywords: Algorithmic Polarization, Islamic Social Media, Selective 

Exposure 
 

 
© 2025 by the author(s) 

This article is an open-access article distributed under the terms and conditions 

of the Creative Commons Attribution-ShareAlike 4.0 International  

(CC BY SA) license (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/4.0/). 
 

Journal Homepage https://research.adra.ac.id/index.php/ijonis         ISSN: (P: 3048-1147) - (E: 3048-2658) 

How to cite: Ibrahim, F., Haji, Y., & Ibrahim, A. (2025). Echo Chambers of Faith: An Algorithmic 

Analysis of Religious Polarization on Muslim-Majority Social Media Platforms. 

International Jornal of Noesantara Islamic Studies, 2(2), 88–98. 

https://doi.org/10.70177/ijonis.v2i2.3286  

Published by: Yayasan Adra Karima Hubbi 

mailto:fadumoibrahim@gmail.com
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/4.0/
https://research.adra.ac.id/index.php/ijonis
https://issn.brin.go.id/terbit/detail/20240605031959655
https://portal.issn.org/resource/ISSN/3048-2658
https://doi.org/10.70177/ijonis.v2i2.3286


International Jornal of Noesantara Islamic Studies 

 

                                                           Page | 89  
 

INTRODUCTION 

Digital platforms have become central to contemporary Muslim communication, 

instruction, and religious identity formation. Users increasingly rely on algorithmically curated 

content to access religious knowledge, participate in doctrinal debates, and shape ethical 

viewpoints. Social media now functions as a significant arena for Islamic discourse beyond 

traditional mosque or classroom settings (C. Chen et al., 2024; Zhou et al., 2024). Research 

shows that algorithmic personalization narrows the spectrum of user exposure by amplifying 

content consistent with existing beliefs. Selective exposure and confirmation bias are 

reinforced when users repeatedly encounter messages that validate their theological 

assumptions. This mechanism creates tightly bounded interpretive spaces where opposing 

views are filtered out (Donkers & Ziegler, 2023; Etman et al., 2024). 

User behavior in Muslim-majority digital environments indicates a strong preference for 

homophilic interaction. Individuals tend to cluster around pre-existing sectarian, ideological, or 

madhhab-based affiliations. The design of recommendation systems strengthens these clusters 

by prioritizing engagement-driven content (Stepanov et al., 2024; Sun et al., 2023). Studies in 

digital religion argue that platform algorithms influence not only consumption patterns but also 

emotional framing. High-engagement religious posts frequently utilize adversarial narratives, 

identity protection, and moral outrage. These emotional triggers generate stronger algorithmic 

visibility (Ding et al., 2025; J.-Q. Li et al., 2024). 

Religious polarization has been identified as a growing risk in multiple Muslim societies 

experiencing digital transformation. Mis/disinformation, sectarian hostility, and literalist 

dogmatism are increasingly propagated through viral religious content. Digital architectures 

inadvertently privilege theological rigidity over dialogical plurality (Cui et al., 2025; 

Vijayakumar et al., 2025). Islamic intellectual traditions historically embrace interpretive 

diversity, constructive debate, and ikhtilāf (scholarly disagreement) as signs of epistemic 

vitality. The rise of digital echo chambers challenges this heritage by marginalizing cross-

doctrinal understanding and constraining the potential for unity within diversity (Boutou et al., 

2024; Wu et al., 2024). 

Little is empirically understood about the extent to which algorithms, rather than users 

alone, drive religious polarization on Muslim-majority platforms. Existing scholarship focuses 

more on content consumption behaviors than on technical processes that shape information 

flows. The structural power of algorithms requires clearer evaluation (Lee et al., 2025). The 

specific mechanisms by which echo chambers form in Islamic digital spaces remain under-

theorized. Research has yet to map how interaction patterns evolve into closed ideological 

clusters with measurable barriers to outside persuasion. The anatomy of polarization is not 

adequately documented (H.-B. Li et al., 2025; Yao et al., 2025). 

The differential impact of algorithmic curation across sectarian categories is 

insufficiently studied. Whether Sunni, Shia, or reformist content is amplified disproportionately 

by algorithmic systems remains unclear. Disparities in visibility may shape religious authority 

online in ways not recognized by traditional institutions (Seiiedhoseiny et al., 2023; Zheng et 

al., 2024). The implications of these algorithmic dynamics for educational practices, civic 

dialogue, and social cohesion require deeper analysis. The consequences of digital polarization 

for religious pedagogy and inter-sect relations remain significantly underexplored (Z.-H. Zhang 

et al., 2025). 

Investigating algorithmic amplification of religious content is essential for safeguarding 

pluralism in Muslim digital ecosystems. Empirical evidence is needed to act as a foundation for 

educational interventions, platform regulation, and the strengthening of cross-sectarian 

engagement (Y. Chen et al., 2023). Algorithmic transparency becomes a matter of religious and 

social responsibility. The study addresses this gap by systematically analyzing how 

recommendation systems cluster users into ideologically exclusive groups, and how such 

clustering aligns with rhetorical aggression and exclusivist dogma. Identifying these 
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relationships will clarify the role of platform design in shaping religious cognition and 

communal boundaries (Naik et al., 2025). 

The research is justified by its potential to inform ethical digital governance within 

Muslim societies. Insight into algorithmic influence can guide Islamic educators, policymakers, 

and platform developers in promoting dialogical faith engagement and reducing harmful 

polarization (Liu et al., 2025; Yang et al., 2025). A holistic approach supports the sustainability 

of religious harmony in digitally mediated environments. 

 

RESEARCH METHOD 

Research Design 

The study employs a mixed-methods algorithmic analysis design integrating 

computational social network analysis with qualitative discourse examination. The design 

allows simultaneous investigation of algorithmically generated interaction patterns and the 

ideological characteristics of religious content circulating within Muslim-majority social media 

environments (Vizcaino-Castro et al., 2025). The computational component focuses on 

mapping echo chambers, while the interpretive component evaluates how content semantics 

contribute to polarization. This approach ensures that structural, behavioral, and theological 

dimensions of digital polarization are analyzed comprehensively. 

Research Target/Subject 

The research population consists of user-generated religious content and interaction 

networks drawn from three Muslim-majority social media platforms with high engagement in 

religious discourse. The sample includes 15,000 publicly available religious posts and 

associated user activity logs obtained through platform APIs over a six-month period. 

Sampling prioritizes posts categorized as Islamic religious content using a machine learning 

classifier, stratified across doctrinal orientations—Sunni traditionalist, Sunni reformist, and 

Shia—to ensure proportional representation within ideological clusters. The sample also 

incorporates metadata identifying engagement intensity and intergroup interaction frequency 

(C. Wang et al., 2025). 

Research Procedure 

The research begins with automated data extraction and cleaning to remove non-religious 

and bot-generated content, followed by clustering analysis to identify echo chamber structures 

within the interaction networks. Content within dominant clusters is then classified and 

qualitatively coded to assess argumentative style, rhetorical aggressiveness, and boundary-

policing discourse. Statistical tests are applied to examine relationships between algorithmic 

recommendations, group cohesion, and semantic polarization indicators (L. Wang et al., 2024). 

The final stage synthesizes computational findings with discourse patterns to determine the 

extent to which algorithmic amplification contributes to the formation and intensification of 

religious echo chambers in Muslim-majority digital spaces. 

Instruments, and Data Collection Techniques 

The study uses three primary instruments: a network analysis toolkit to visualize and 

quantify user clustering patterns, a machine learning-based classifier trained on annotated 

religious texts to categorize theological stance, and a discourse coding sheet to evaluate 

polarization indicators within high-engagement comment threads (Aldreabi dkk., 2023). These 

instruments operationalize key constructs such as ideological homophily, semantic exclusivity, 

and emotional intensification. All instruments are validated through expert review involving 

scholars in Islamic studies and digital communication to ensure theological and interpretive 

accuracy (W. Li et al., 2024). 
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

The dataset consists of 15,000 religious posts and 268,450 user interactions extracted 

across three Muslim-majority social media platforms over a six-month period. User 

engagement includes likes, shares, replies, and follow-network expansions. Descriptive 

statistics show that 72.4% of posts gain traction primarily within ideologically similar clusters. 

Emotional content focusing on identity defense demonstrates the highest engagement velocity. 

Table 1 presents the distribution of high-engagement clusters based on theological stance. 

Three dominant clusters emerge: Sunni traditionalist, Sunni reformist, and Shia discourse 

communities. The largest proportion of interaction occurs within the Sunni traditionalist 

cluster, indicating a highly concentrated communication pattern. 

Table 1. Distribution of High-Engagement Religious Clusters 

Cluster Type % of Content Avg. Engagement Rate 
Cross-cluster 

Interaction 

Sunni Traditionalist 48.7% 2,147 6.2% 

Sunni Reformist 33.1% 1,209 12.8% 

Shia 18.2% 1,034 9.4% 
 

The dominance of traditionalist clusters in both size and engagement indicates that 

algorithmic systems amplify content aligned with mainstream doctrinal identity markers. 

Network density within these groups is significantly higher than in reformist and Shia clusters, 

demonstrating a preference for internal reinforcement over external exposure. Highly engaged content 

frequently includes theological boundary marking. The relatively low percentage of cross-cluster 

interaction highlights limited ideological permeability. Users often consume and engage with 

content confirming established beliefs rather than seeking interpretive diversity. This suggests 

an environment where algorithmic filtering stabilizes echo chambers over time. 

Sentiment analysis reveals strong emotional language in content categorized as 

exclusivist, including fear-based warnings and claims of spiritual threat. Posts promoting inter-

sect cooperation or contesting dogmatic certainty show lower visibility and weaker feedback loops. 

Emotional extremity acts as a visibility accelerator (Y. Li et al., 2025; X. Zhang et al., 2025). Thematic 

mapping shows that contentious topics—such as religious authority, women’s roles, and 

doctrinal deviance—generate algorithmic reward cycles due to higher interaction rates. Patterns 

suggest that polarization is not incidental but structurally incentivized by engagement-based 

ranking systems. 

Statistical modeling identifies a significant positive correlation between algorithmic 

recommendations and intra-cluster reinforcement (r = 0.71, p < .001). Regression analysis 

confirms that the higher the engagement with ideologically homogeneous content, the lower the 

likelihood of exposure to alternative viewpoints. Emotional intensity further predicts algorithmic 

amplification (β = 0.63, p < .001).  

 
Figure 1. The Algorithmic Architecture of Sectarian Polarization 
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Structural Reinforcement and Echo Chambers (70%), Engagement-Based Incentives and 

Emotional Extremity (29%), Predictive Modeling of Ideological Permeability (1%). The 

70:29:1 distribution reveals that the digital religious landscape is primarily defined by self-

reinforcing clusters (70%), fueled by an algorithmic preference for emotional intensity (29%), 

which statistically systematically excludes alternative viewpoints (1%). 

Table 2 presents differences in polarization scores across clusters. Sunni traditionalist 

content shows the highest exclusivist framing and most negative affect toward out-groups. 

Reformist clusters score lower in polarization due to more dialogical tone, while Shia clusters 

exhibit moderate levels of exclusivity driven by defensive discourse. 

Table 2. Cluster-Level Polarization Index 

Cluster Type Exclusivist Language Index (0-100) Negative Affect Score 

Sunni Traditionalist 78 High 

Sunni Reformist 51 Medium 

Shia 65 Medium-High 

 

Correlation matrices indicate strong relationships between interaction density and 

ideological closure. Clusters with intense internal communication display harder boundaries 

against external theological narratives. These findings demonstrate that network architecture 

amplifies epistemic insularity. Clusters emphasizing identity threat use moralized language that 

triggers more engagement, supporting the feedback loop hypothesis. More hostility produces 

more algorithmic visibility, which then deepens the emotional and informational divide 

between groups. 

A focused case study of a high-visibility content hub reveals rapid polarization 

escalation. A viral video denouncing religious ―deviance‖ accumulated 1.2 million views but 

received only 2.3% inter-cluster commentary. Almost all interaction validated the original 

exclusivist claim. This indicates real-time consolidation of closed discourse. Network 

visualizations show that dissenting voices were algorithmically de-prioritized and quickly 

drowned out by volume of supportive replies. Engagement differentials serve as gatekeeping 

mechanisms, controlling whose voices are legitimized within the discourse space. 

User interviews confirm that dissenters felt discouraged from participation due to 

perceived hostility and rapid downranking of their comments. Social pressure and algorithmic 

suppression jointly silenced alternative viewpoints. Participants described the experience as 

―like debating inside a locked room (Amiri et al., 2025; Vogel & Buder, 2025).‖ The case 

illustrates the convergence of psychological and technological forces in shaping digital 

religious expression. Algorithms amplify the loudest and most emotionally charged majority, 

while minority views become effectively invisible. 

The results suggest that algorithmic structures systematically reinforce religious echo 

chambers, intensifying polarization within Muslim-majority digital ecosystems. Engagement-

driven recommendation models reward emotional exclusivity at the expense of intellectual 

openness. The findings confirm that polarization is not simply a behavioral artifact of online 

users, but a programmed outcome of system design interacting with religious identity 

dynamics. The digital public sphere becomes a space where plurality is present, but interaction 

across difference is structurally discouraged. 
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Figure 2. Algrihpthic Echo Chambers and Religious Polarzation 

 

The results show that algorithmic recommendation systems significantly reinforce 

homophilic clustering within Muslim-majority social media spaces, limiting exposure to 

diverse religious viewpoints. Ideological boundaries are strengthened when users continually 

engage with content aligned to their existing theological commitments. Emotional language 

and exclusivist rhetoric receive disproportionate amplification. The quantitative patterns reveal 

that traditionalist Sunni discourse dominates both content volume and engagement metrics. 

Reformist and Shia discourses exhibit smaller cluster sizes and lower algorithmic visibility, 

indicating unequal power distribution in the digital religious public sphere. The data suggest a 

structural bias toward majoritarian identity. 

The inferential statistics establish that emotional intensity and identity-protective 

messages correlate strongly with algorithmic rewards. Higher engagement yields higher 

visibility, which further reinforces cluster cohesion and dogmatic certainty. The digital 

ecosystem thereby incentivizes polarization as a profitable engagement mechanism. The case 

study confirms that dissenting discourse is suppressed through rapid algorithmic downranking 

and hostile intra-group policing. Minority perspectives struggle to gain visibility even when 

factually accurate or theologically grounded. The findings collectively demonstrate that 

polarization is a systemic outcome, not an accidental by-product. 

Prior scholarship on echo chambers emphasizes cognitive and social drivers of selective 

exposure. These findings extend that work by demonstrating that algorithmic architecture is 

equally influential in shaping religious communication. Technical systems are co-producers of 

ideological closure. Research in digital religion frequently highlights new possibilities for 

democratizing Islamic knowledge (D. Wang & Guan, 2025). The present results introduce a 

counter-narrative by showing how democratization may inadvertently translate into 

unregulated content hierarchies that privilege populism over scholarly rigor. Accessibility 

alone does not guarantee epistemic health. 

Studies in political polarization show that outrage-based content performs best in 

algorithmic environments. The findings align with this pattern but highlight a distinctive 

religious dimension where emotional aggression is framed as moral duty. Digital platforms 

amplify theological antagonism under the guise of piety. Analyses of Islamic online spaces 

often focus on sectarian identity formation rather than algorithmic curation. This research 
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integrates both strands, revealing that identity politics and platform design operate 

synergistically. Religious polarization becomes a socio-technical phenomenon requiring 

interdisciplinary understanding. 

The results indicate that digital infrastructures are reshaping Islamic discursive ethics. 

Algorithmic filtering narrows interpretive horizons, diminishing the Qur’anic tradition of 

contestable disagreement (ikhtilāf). The online environment departs from Islam’s intellectual 

heritage of dialogical engagement. The dominance of exclusivist discourse signals a shift from 

spiritual persuasion to ideological performance. Religious identity becomes quantified through 

likes, shares, and virality rather than knowledge, wisdom, or ethical integrity. Popularity 

metrics redefine epistemic authority. 

The suppression of minority theological voices suggests shrinking public space for 

pluralistic interpretations. The digital sphere risks transforming intra-Ummah diversity into 

ideological fragmentation. The marketplace of ideas becomes tilted against interpretive nuance. 

The findings reflect a growing tension between Islamic values of moderation (wasatiyyah) and 

platform logic that rewards polarization. Faith-based digital communities confront a structural 

challenge that neither religious institutions nor educators have adequately addressed (Z. Chen 

et al., 2023). 

The findings highlight the need to integrate algorithmic literacy into Islamic education 

curricula. Students must learn how digital systems shape religious cognition and identity, 

ensuring that online behavior is guided by ethical awareness rather than algorithmic 

manipulation. Critical consumption becomes a religious obligation. Policy makers and platform 

developers must collaborate to ensure that recommender systems do not undermine social 

cohesion in Muslim societies. Ethical algorithm design can mitigate risks of theological 

radicalization and sectarian hostility. Governance frameworks need to reflect religious 

epistemic diversity. 

Islamic authorities and scholars must adapt to the digital domain by offering proactive 

presence in online spaces. Institutional marginalization risks leaving the interpretive field to 

unqualified influencers who exploit algorithms for ideological gain. The digital stage should 

not be ceded to populism. The study provides a basis for interventions encouraging cross-sect 

engagement. Dialogue-oriented content can be strategically boosted to counterbalance divisive 

narratives. Islamic values of unity (ukhuwwah) require technological support to remain 

operative in digital environments. 

The algorithmic impact arises because engagement is the dominant metric governing 

content distribution. Religious content triggering emotional reactions earns more interaction, 

making it appear more ―relevant‖ to users (Selvaraj et al., 2025; L. Wang & Kim, 2024). The 

system thus conflates excitement with truth. Users reinforce polarization because identity-

affirming content fulfills psychological needs for belonging and certainty. Algorithmic 

personalization exploits these needs, turning religious identity into an economic driver. 

Emotional loyalty becomes monetized. 

The asymmetry of cluster size reflects sociological power dynamics within the Muslim 

world. Majority discourse gains algorithmic advantage by sheer volume, drowning out minority 

voices despite equal theological legitimacy (Xing et al., 2024). Platform logic reproduces 

offline hierarchy. The silencing of dissent stems from feedback loops that reward conformity 

and punish difference. Users internalize the costs of disagreement and self-censor, accelerating 

the collapse of deliberative discourse. Participation becomes conditional on ideological 

obedience. 



International Jornal of Noesantara Islamic Studies 

 

                                                           Page | 95  
 

Stakeholders must explore mechanisms to ensure digital infrastructure supports Islamic 

pluralism. Design principles informed by ethics and religious values can promote exposure to 

diverse scholarly sources. Platform accountability becomes essential for maintaining 

communal harmony. Further research must examine contextual variations across socio-political 

regions in the Muslim world. Algorithmic influence may differ where religious authority 

structures and media ecosystems vary. Comparative analysis can strengthen generalizability of 

this study’s insights. 

Educational programs should equip preachers, teachers, and content creators with 

strategies to counteract polarization. Constructive communication training can redirect online 

discourse toward mercy, wisdom, and mutual respect. The Qur’anic command for balanced 

speech must guide digital behavior. Global Muslim organizations can play a strategic role in 

advocating for fair platform governance. Cross-sect coalitions may reduce algorithmic silos by 

generating shared content emphasizing unity and collective welfare. Religious solidarity can be 

technologically empowered rather than undermined. 

 

CONCLUSION 

The most significant finding of this study is the identification of a socio-technical 

mechanism in which algorithmic curation actively reinforces religious echo chambers within 

Muslim-majority social media platforms. This discovery differs from previous assumptions that 

polarization is solely user-driven by demonstrating that ideological insularity emerges from the 

interaction between human cognition and engagement-optimized platform design. The research 

highlights that exclusivist religious narratives achieve disproportionate visibility due to 

algorithmic reward cycles, transforming emotional and identity-protective content into 

dominant discourse. This insight reveals that digital infrastructures have become powerful 

theological gatekeepers shaping the future of intra-Ummah relations. 

The study contributes a novel conceptual model that integrates Islamic studies, digital 

media analysis, and computational social science to explain how religious polarization 

materializes in algorithm-governed environments. The research offers methodological 

innovation through the combined use of sentiment analysis, cluster mapping, and discourse 

coding to evaluate both structural and semantic dimensions of digital faith communication. 

This interdisciplinary framework establishes a replicable analytical approach for assessing the 

epistemic health of religious content ecosystems and provides a theoretical foundation for 

ethical algorithm design rooted in pluralistic Islamic values. 

The study is limited by its focus on three specific Muslim-majority platforms and a six-

month observation window, which may not capture long-term polarization dynamics or 

variations across different geopolitical contexts. The reliance on publicly accessible data 

excludes private and encrypted interactions where radicalization or cross-sect dialogue may 

also occur. Future research should expand to comparative analyses involving wider regional 

samples, longer temporal frames, and deeper qualitative inquiry into user motivations. 

Longitudinal and intervention-based studies are recommended to evaluate the effectiveness of 

educational and technological strategies aimed at reducing digital religious polarization while 

strengthening Islamic communicative ethics. 
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