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Longitudinal Sentiment Analyses for Radicalization Research
Intertemporal Dynamics on Social Media Platforms and their Implications

a Discussion Paper by Dennis Klinkhammer

Abstract Sentiment analysis is a sub-discipline in
the field of natural language processing and compu-
tational linguistics and can be used for automated or
semi-automated analyses of qualitative data. The pri-
mary context of application is to recognize an expressed
attitude as positive or negative as it can be contained
in qualitative data, such as comments on social me-
dia platforms. However, a cross-sectional perspective
regarding sentiments within social media comments
has proven to be error prone when it comes to the
detection of radicalization, extremism and hate speech.
Since these phenomena are processes over time, there
seems to be an increasing demand for longitudinal
perspectives in the context of radicalization research.
This discussion paper demonstrates how longitudinal
sentiment analyses can depict intertemporal dynam-
ics on social media platforms, what challenges are
inherent and how further research could benefit from a
longitudinal perspective. Furthermore and since tools
for sentiment analyses shall simplify and accelerate
the analytical process regarding qualitative data at ac-
ceptable inter-rater reliability, their applicability in
the context of radicalization research will be exam-
ined regarding the Tweets collected on January 6th
2021, the day of the storming of the U.S. Capitol in
Washington. Therefore, a total of 49,350 Tweets will
be analyzed evenly distributed within three different
sequences: before, during and after the U.S. Capitol in
Washington was stormed. These sequences highlight
the intertemporal dynamics within comments on social
media platforms as well as the possible benefits of a
longitudinal perspective when using conditional means
and conditional variances. Limitations regarding the
identification of supporters of such events and associ-
ated hate speech as well as common application errors
will be demonstrated as well. As a result, only under
certain conditions a longitudinal sentiment analysis
can increase the accuracy of evidence based predictions
in the context of radicalization research.
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(I) Introduction

Sentiment analyses can be used to capture the senti-
ment in qualitative data, such as comments on social
media platforms. Within comments on social media
platforms the polarity can be classified word by word
as positive or negative and in some cases as neutral via
basic sentiment analysis. In addition, different types
of emotional states can be classified via advanced
sentiment analysis by using the NRC Word-Emotion
Association Lexicon, the first word-emotion lexicon
with eight basic emotional states (Mohammad 2020).
Despite positive and negative sentiments, it is possible
to classify anger, fear, anticipation, trust, surprise,
sadness, joy, and disgust as well.

Furthermore, sentiment analyses have a sufficient
inter-rater-reliability with less time requirements. The
inter-rater-reliability is a degree of agreement among
independent observers who rate, code, or assess the
same phenomenon within qualitative data. While
scientist usually achieve an inter-rater-reliability up
to 80%, sentiment analyses can achieve up to 70%.
This appears to be an acceptable value, because even
if different types of sentiment analyses would agree
up to 100%, research indicates that scientists would
still disagree by 20% (Ogneva 2010). Therefore, sen-
timent analyses can be found in a broad application
context. However, the question regarding their accu-
racy in the context of radicalization research has not
yet been adequately answered, but sentiment analyses
are nevertheless increasingly used regarding related
phenomena on social media platforms (Torregrosa et
al. 2022).

Especially social media platforms like Twitter offer
several users a low-threshold opportunity to exchange
opinions and experiences. For example, these opin-
ions and experiences can affect various areas of society,
such as political and economical ones. Research in-
dicates that, for example, comments on social media
platforms can be used to capture social issues like
radicalization and extremism (Tanoli et al. 2022), sex-
uality (Wood et al. 2017), side effects of medication
and drugs (Korkontzelos et al. 2016) as well as for the
reflection of the offline political landscape (Tumasjan



et al. 2010). A well known use-case is the political
campaign of former U.S. president Barack Obama,
who used sentiment analysis back in 2012. There are
many possible use-cases, but also numerous challenges
in the application of sentiment analyses. Accordingly,
research in this area continues (Klinkhammer 2022;
Hamborg & Donnay 2021).

(IT) Theoretical Background

Social media platforms like Twitter have demonstrated
a continuous increase of active users over the most
recent years (Pereira-Kohatsu et al. 2019). An aver-
age of 500 million Tweets per day combined with a
low threshold regarding the participation leads to a
high diversity of opinions (Koehler 2015). As a result,
Twitter is not to be interpreted as one singular so-
cial network, but as several social sub-networks, who
enable users to exchange information with each other.

Some of these sub-networks are so-called echo cham-
bers (Bright 2017). Echo chambers can arise through
an accumulation of thematically related Tweets,
replies, likes and followers. Since Twitter as social
media platform allows its users to switch quickly and
uncomplicated from one social sub-network into an-
other (Prior 2005), it is to be assumed that echo
chamber are most likely to arise and unfold their dy-
namics. As a result, users usually participate within
echo chambers, which correspond with their own opin-
ion and the so called echo arises. Within an echo
chamber the own opinion can be confirmed and this
confirmation bias can lead to distortions regarding the
perception of social phenomena outside a social media
platform like Twitter (Cinelli et al. 2021; Jacobs &
Spierings 2018).

It has already be confirmed that these confirmation
biases within echo chambers with a political agenda
can lead to a gradual accumulation from radical to
extreme to anti-constitutional opinions (O’Hara &
Stevens 2015). According to Neumann (2013), extrem-
ism is a context-specific term and must be compared
and adapted to the accepted socio-political realities
of the observed society. Extremism emerges from the
process of radicalization and can be divided into cogni-
tive and violent extremism (Neumann et al. 2018): It
can also be stated that extremism is characterized by
a willingness to act in order to endanger life, freedom
and rights of others.

Furthermore, these echo chambers enable users to
perform a continuing defamation of dissenters and in
some cases these defamation strategies follow the aim
of political influence (Glaser & Pfeiffer 2017). This
negative communication is called hate speech and

aims at the exclusion of single persons or groups of
persons, because of their ethnicity, sexual orientation,
gender identity, disability, religion or political views
(Pereira-Kohatsu et al. 2019; Warner & Hirschberg
2012). According to Kay (2011) and Sunstein (2006),
extremist networks show a low tolerance towards in-
dividuals and groups who think differently and are
generally less cosmopolitan.

As a result of these echo chambers, hate speech as well
as radicalizing elements show an increasing number on
social media platforms (Reichelmann et al. 2020; Bar-
bera et al. 2015). Therefore, Twitter is often accused
of being a platform for polarizing, racist, antisemitic
or anti-constitutional content (Awan 2017; Gersten-
feld et al. 2003). This content is usually also freely
accessible to children and young people (Machackova
et al. 2020). It could now be hypothesized that cer-
tain messages will get more attention, even if only
a small minority of activists uses the echo chambers
accordingly.

However, such social media elements could also be
used to investigate communications patterns inside
social networks and social sub-networks, in order to
focus the role of individual users and what influence
the content of their comments and actions might
have on the underlying structures of a social net-
work (Klinkhammer 2020). Therefore, social media
platforms could also become a sensor of the real world
and provide important information for criminologi-
cal investigations and predictions (Scanlon & Gerber
2015; Sui et al. 2014). Corresponding research papers
have been published recently (Hamachers et al. 2020)
and five studies represent the scientific efforts regard-
ing the identification of hate speech and extremism
on Twitter (Charitidis et al. 2020; Mandl et al. 2019;
Wiegand et al. 2018; Bretschneider & Peters 2017;
Ross et al. 2017).

Some of these research papers refer to mathemati-
cal and statistical methods in order to identify hate
speech as well as radicalizing elements. Regression
models and classification models are most commonly
used in machine learning based approaches and a few
approaches are based on deep learning via logistic
regression models as basis for simple neural networks
(Schmidt & Wiegand 2017), whereas more sophisti-
cated approaches make use of convolutional neural
networks as well as sentiment analyses (Hamachers et
al. 2020).

While methodologically it is feasible to count the
number of hate speech and radicalizing elements
and, for example, to study the impact of anti-
hate laws regarding social media platforms by using



semi-automated and merely descriptive approaches
(Wienigk & Klinkhammer 2021), the process of auto-
mated identification without human supervision has
proven to be error-prone. For example, mean val-
ues and variance values as used as reference values
in many of these approaches only lead to a correct
identification in the short term (Klinkhammer 2020).
However, the same approaches can lead to false pos-
itive or false negative results when conducted again
at a later point in time. The decisive factor could be
the intertemporal dynamics on social media platforms,
which also could impact approaches based upon senti-
ment analyses (Grogan 2020). Accordingly, in respect
to the changing size and topics of echo chambers over
time and considering that radicalization is a process, a
longitudinal perspective seems recommended (Greipl
et al. 2022). As an intermediate result, two hypotheses
can be derived for this discussion paper:

(1) Patterns of communication on social media plat-
forms can be subject to intertemporal dynamics.

(2) Phenomena in the context of radicalization re-
search can be superimposed by intertemporal
dynamics.

Therefore, it seems necessary to consider these hy-
potheses, not only to perform a longitudinal senti-
ment analyses, but also in order to implement the
outcomes of sentiment analyses as independent vari-
ables for evidence based predictions in the context of
radicalization research.

(III) Software Requirements

This discussion paper bases upon previously published
working papers and tutorials on arXiv: Analysing So-
ctal Media Network Data with R: Semi-Automated
Screening of Users, Comments and Communica-
tion Patterns (Klinkhammer 2020) and Sentiment
Analysis with R: Natural Language Processing for
Semi-Automated Assessments of Qualitative Data
(Klinkhammer 2022). Both are based on R, an object
based programming language. Therefore, datasets,
variables, cases, values as well as functions can be
applied as a combination of objects. This longitudinal
approach for sentiment analyses requires six addi-
tional packages in order to expand the range of basic
R functions, which are listed here in order to make the
requirements and the process of data pre-processing
and the subsequent analysis more transparent:

(1) Since the analysis of comments on social media
platforms requires a focus on every single element
that is to be analysed, it is necessary to break
down the underlying data structure into manage-

able little pieces. A package that is specifically
designed to do so is called dplyr. It can split,
apply and combine qualitative data for further
analytical steps (Wickham 2022).

The second package is called stringr. Since quali-
tative data, like social media comments, is repre-
sented by character variables in R, a package that
can process and - if necessary - manipulate indi-
vidual characters within the strings of a character
variable is required (Wickham 2019); A string
is marked either by single quote signs or double
quote signs.

Another necessary package is called textdata. It
contains several words as references and senti-
ment libraries, such as the NRC Word-Emotion
Association Lexicon (Mohammad 2020), as well
as the Bing Sentiment Lexicon (Hu & Liu 2004).

Sentiment analysis is a text mining technique
and the package tidytext is required in order to
convert, conventional qualitative data into tidy
formats, such as single words without punctu-
ation or spaces (De Queiroz et al. 2022). This
allows scientists to focus on paragraphs or oth-
erwise separated content word by word. As a
result, the tidy text format lists and counts all
words individually and assigns them a number
according to the original Tweet.

The package tidytext provides a connection be-
tween most commonly used packages like dplyr
and ggplot2 by using their basic formulas and
commands. The latter is responsible for the de-
tailed visualisation of sentiments and other types
of results, based on “The Grammer of Graphics”
(Wickham et al. 2022). In particular, defining
the details of a visualisation enables scientists to
create informative as well as attractive plots.

Finally, the package gridExtra enables scientists
to arrange multiple visualizations at once and
to create dashboards for an intuitive display of
relevant information (Auguie & Antonov 2017).

The previously mentioned working papers and tutori-
als provide a step by step guide through the process
of data pre-processing as well as the analysis. Further-
more, the process of collecting data regarding social
media networks and comments is demonstrated as
well.

(IV) Dataset and Data Pre-Processing

Data pre-processing is used to check datasets for irrel-
evant and redundant information present or noisy and



unreliable data. In a first step, 49.350 Tweets from
January 6th 2021, the day the U.S. Capitol in Wash-
ington was stormed, have been transformed into a
tibble. Tibbles are plain and simple datasets that can
be processed by R. Furthermore, sentiment analyses
require a tidy data set. In a tidy data set, each word
within a Tweet is separated without losing connection
to related words in the same Tweet. As a result, the
tidy dataset can be described as a listing of all words
within different Tweets. This allows the sentiment
analysis to be performed word by word for each Tweet.
Since non-essential words, such as and or is, may be
included in this list, they need to be eliminated. In
addition, custom words and duplicates can also be
excluded from this object.

In a final step of data pre-processing, the dataset
(49.350 Tweets) will be splitted into three evenly dis-
tributed sequences: Before (16.450 Tweets), during
(16.450 Tweets) and after (16.450 Tweets) the storm-
ing of the U.S. Capitol in Washington. This subdivi-
sion is necessary because each point in time is marked
by different contextual conditions which might have
impact on the underlying dynamics of Tweets and
thus for intertemporal sentiment analyses. For ex-
ample, if there is a strict social norm about a topic
at a given point in time, one might expect smaller
variance than when there are weak norms about a
topic. However, social norms can vary over time and
in relation to acute events. Or one might observe
that people who highly identify with a group have a
smaller variance than those who are weakly identified
with that group. Again, it must be taken into account,
that the identification with groups might be subject
to temporal fluctuations as well.

(V) Methodological Approach

In order to highlight the dynamics regarding the ap-
pearance of sentiments and emotional states over time,
a smoothed slope will be used. A smoothed slope
does not represent actual values, e.g. mean values,
but expected values based upon statistical modelling,
e.g. conditional mean values. The conditional ex-
pectation can be either a random variable, noted as
E[X]|Y], or a function, noted as E[X|Y = y], where
Y respectively Y = y represent the conditions. If a
random variable can take on only a finite number of
values, the conditions are that the variable can only
take on a subset of those values which the slope of
the function would depict accordingly. One of the
advantages of expected values is their robustness to
statistical outliers. Readers interested in the history
of statistics will recognize parallels to the underlying
work of Pierre-Simon Laplace, which was formalized

by Andrey Kolmogorov using the Radon-Nikodym
theorem (Feller 1991).

Applying conditional expectations for longitudinal
sentiment analyses is necessary, because the slope of
a function based on actual values could be irratic
due to sporadic occuring values. Nevertheless, only
few longitudinal sentiment analyses consider condi-
tional values (Jacobs & Spierings 2018), although this
method was suitable to depict the dynamics of Tweets
regarding politicians from populist parties. Consid-
ering the large amount of Tweets (here: 49.350) that
are to be analyzed, sporadic occuring values are to be
expected and will be compensated by applying condi-
tional expectations. Conditional expectations will be
calculated for each sequence of Tweets (here: 16.450)
to establish intertemporal contextuality. It is to be
assumed that applying more small-stepped sequences
could increase the accuracy of the analysis further.
The accuracy refers to the identification of individual
data points that could be relevant in the context of
radicalization research, e.g. radical comments regard-
ing the storming of the U.S. Capitol in Washington.
The analysis will highlight that conditional means and
conditional variances are more suitable for that task
than mean values and variance values.

In the actual analysis, not only the number of used
sentiments over time is to be analyzed, but also their
summative score. The first analytical step focuses
the conditional mean values and conditional variance
values regarding the number of used sentiments over
time, for which the NRC Word-Emotion Association
Lexicon is a suitable basis (Mohammad 2020). The
NRC Word-Emotion Association Lexicon differenti-
ates between positive and negative sentiments as well
as eight emotional states: Anger, fear, anticipation,
trust, surprise, sadness, joy, and disgust. Since a
Tweet can consist of zero up to several sentiments,
the expected values must be greater than or equal to
zero within each sequence of Tweets. Another way
of analysing the intertemporal use of sentiments and
emotional states is based upon summative scores. A
sentiment score results from the sum of positive (1)
and negative (-1) values in respect to the underlying
sentiment. Since the NRC Word-Emotion Association
Lexicon from the first analytical step differentiates
between positive and negative sentiments as well as
eight emotional states, a validating lexicon can be
added that differentiates only between positive and
negative sentiments: The Bing Sentiment Lexicon
(Hu & Liu 2004). For each Tweet with sentiments
the score of these sentiments is assigned as sum of
all positive (1) and negative (-1) sentiments and the
conditional mean values and conditional variance val-



ues will be plotted as smoothed slope again. Thus,
the number of used sentiments over time is to be ana-
lyzed via smoothed slopes and based upon the NRC
Word-Emotion Lexicon as well as their summative
scores based upon the Bing Sentiment Lexicon, each
applied on all three sequences of the dataset in order
to frame the intertemporal dynamics. The possibility
of a specific identification of individual comments on
social media platforms will be demonstrated by com-
paring the values of means and variances within each
sequence with their expected values of the smoothed
slope.

(VI) Intertemporal Use of Sentiments

Focusing the intertemporal use of sentiments is sup-
posed to reveal the intertemporal dynamics within
Tweets. Each sequence will compare the mean values
(red line) against the conditional mean values (blue
slope). As can be seen, the intertemporal dynamics
of each sequence would not be represented by one
mean value for each sequence, whereas conditional
means vary clearly below and above average. Fur-
thermore, two important points for such analyzes are
revealed: Intertemporal dynamics, as can be seen by
focusing the below and above average fluctuations,
tend to be small-stepped. For example, the mean
values between the three sequences vary from 1.56 to
1.70 and finally 1.50. In the present data, the second
sequence stands for the storming of the U.S. Capi-
tol in Washington. Such an event is reflected in the
intertemporal dynamics by an increase in the use of
sentiments. The conditional means fluctuate a little
bit more and run below and above the mean values,
covering a below average use of sentiments as well as
an above average use of sentiments. Corresponding
analyzes must therefore be very sensitive in order to
cover these fluctuations. Based on these sequences,
it can now be examined which topic is depicted on
Twitter with which intertemporal use of sentiments.
Finally, individual Tweets and their positioning along
the smoothed slope can be identified in order to specify
the patterns of communication.

The first sequence is determined by two general top-
ics: The necessity of measurements regarding the
COVID-19 pandemic as well as the elections won by
the Democratic Party in the federal state of Georgia.
The lowest values of the slope inidcate COVID-19 as
dominant topic, whereas the highest values represent
the point in time the results of the elections in Georgia
and their confirmation were publicly announced. It be-
comes clear that the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic as
topic is characterized by a lower use of sentiments on
Twitter than the elections in Georgia. An example for

that specific event and the associated intertemporal
dynamics is a Tweet that can be located at the local
maximum of the slope ([a] Tweet 8.022): “jon ossoff
will stand for all of georgia in the fight for health-
care jobs justice and our nation will be all the better
for having him congratulations”. However, when it
comes to the use of sentiments, differences between
democratic and republican voters can hardly be iden-
tified within the first sequence. Pro-democratic as
well as pro-republican voters vary regarding the use
of sentiments only within the confidence interval of
each sequence (grey area). Furthermore, the course
of the slope, as well as the amplitude, seem also to
be influenced by other topics, as will be illustrated in
the second and third sequence.

Plot A: Intertemporal Use of Sentiments
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As expected, the use of sentiments increases within the
second sequence and during the storming of the U.S.
Capitol in Washington. As a result, the amplitude
increases and leads to two local maxima right after
each other. An intensive use of sentiments can be
monitored, either to support or to oppose this event.
As a result, when it comes to evaluating the use of
sentiments from a numerical point of view, supporters
and opponents seem hardly to differ regarding their
patterns of communication. The following supportive
Tweet is representative for these developments ([b]
Tweet 12.105): “we the people love you mr president
we admire your courage and determination to listen to
us and defend our rights thank you president trump for
defending the constitution respecting us and fighting
for us you are our president all 50 states are red”.
Another Tweet represents the opponents ([c] Tweet
12.183): “this isnt a peaceful protest this is an attack
on our democracy and domestic terrorism to try to
stop certifying elections this should be treated as a coup
led by a president that will not be peacefully removed
from power”. The majority of Tweets speaks out
against the storming of the U.S. Capitol in Washington
and the use of sentiments increases even more if people



are directly affected by the events ([d] Tweet 12.326):
“1 just had to evacuate my office because of a pipe bomb
reported outside supporters of the president are trying
to force their way into the capitol and i can hear what
sounds like multiple gunshots”. Again, all Tweets from
supporters and opponents seem to vary within the
confidence interval of the sequence.

The third sequence is characterized by many sooth-
ing and thus less emotionally charged Tweets. As a
result, the intertemporal use of sentiments descends
to the lowest values of the slope. Instead of emo-
tional outbursts, argumentative Tweets appear on
both sides. At the beginning of the third sequence
some supporters of the storming of the U.S. Capitol
in Washington compose emotionally charged Tweets,
but it is important to note that they do not affect
the course of the slope ([e] Tweet 778): “the corrupt
democrats and educational system efficiently spread
their antiamerican cancer republicans stood around
like deer in the headlights you are the only one who
fought it total destruction of our democracy is ahead
unless you continue fighting” Instead, the course of
the slope is distorted by other topics, such as sexual
content ([f] Tweet 13.961): “seems my sub is ready for
a good dicking if i get 100 retweets maybe ill upload
my video of how i fucked his ass fuck interracial bdsm
slave master”. The fact that such content has very dif-
ferent patterns of communication than socio-political
topics seems to shape a corresponding intertemporal
dynamic, which is illustrated by the amplitude. As a
result, individual Tweets as well as radical or extreme
actors can be overshadowed on Twitter and a case sen-
sitive inspection seems required. The intertemporal
sentiment score can further clarify this.

(VII) Intertemporal Sentiment Score

The same three sequences will be analyzed regard-
ing the intertemporal sentiment score. This is not
about how many sentiments are used, but whether
they have a positive or negative connotation when it
comes to their sum within a Tweet. As a result, the
first sequence shows that the COVID-19 pandemic
has more negative connotations than the outcome of
the elections in the federal state of Georgia. With
a view to the first part of the analysis, this means
that fewer Tweets contain sentiments on the subject of
COVID-19, but their intertemporal score is quite neg-
ative. Overall, the mean values within each sequence
are negative, whereas the first sequence contains the
weakest negative mean value, because of the outcome
of the elections in Georgia. Again, the mean values
do not cover the dynamics of the sequences, as the
amplitude of conditional means suggests.

For example, supporters and opponents of a strict
COVID-19 policy slightly use negative sentiments, as
can be demonstrated for the supporters ([a] Tweet
1.717):  “when do all the right wing accounts and
pundits paid by right wing billionaires apologize for
underplaying the covid virus”. This can be shown for
the opponents as well ([b] Tweet 1.616): “the new
lockdown is primarily about giving the police leeway to
be more draconian in enforcing it expect many more
examples of wanton authoritarianism and brutality to
follow”. A moderate, but nevertheless slightly nega-
tive use of language can be detected by focusing the
sentiment score. With regard to the outcome of the
elections in Georgia, not only more sentiments can be
detected within Tweets, but these are also significantly
more positive overall, as could be shown in the previ-
ous step of the analysis. The low confidence interval
over the course of the slope within the first sequence
seems remarkable. This could mean that the patterns
of communication of supporters and opponents are
similar regarding these topics.

Plot B: Intertemporal Sentiment Score
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The second sequence confirms that the storming of
the U.S. Capitol in Washington goes along with the
local minimum of the slope regarding the intertem-
poral sentiment score. Accordingly, the amplitude is
strongest in this sequence. The dominant emotional
state at the local minimum of this sequence is fear, as
can be demonstrated with two examples of opponents
of the storming of the U.S. Capitol in Washington
([c] Tweet 12.500): “¢ am in the capitol i am safe and
my team and i are sheltering in place the president
of the united states has incited a riot that has now
stormed the capitol there are rioters roaming the halls
of the capitol i saw them with my own eyes our coun-
try deserves better” as well as ([d] Tweet 12.770) “
am safe we are sheltering in place make no mistake
president trump and his enablers are directly respon-
sible for this violence”. Accordingly, the lowest values
of the slope are not to be detected after the storming



of the U.S. Capitol in Washington, but almost simul-
taneously. Again, the intertemporal sentiment score
shows a parallel between opponents and supporters
when it comes to the intensity of shown sentiments
and the underlying emotional states as well as their
variance around the slope. For example, supporters
also refer to fear and trust as emotional state and use
it within their Tweets at a comparable rate ([e] Tweet
12.689): “no matter what happens today stay strong
do not waiver do not walk in fear no matter what it
looks like hold the line of faith trump is our president”.
However, there is no difference between the Tweets of
the so-called Trumpists and other supporters of the
event. Their patterns of communication vary only in
accordance with the course of the slope.

One of the most significant dynamics is revealed in
the third sequence. The confidence interval around
the slope seems to increase significantly. This does not
primarily indicate that supporters and opponents after
the storming of the U.S. Capitol in Washington tend
to have more differences regarding their intertemporal
sentiment score, but can rather be interpreted as a
signal for more emerging topics within the Tweets.
As illustrated in the previous step of the analysis,
the intertemporal use of sentiments decreases in this
sequence. Therefore, the amplitude has decreased
as well compared to the previous sequence. This
is another indication that sensitivity is required for
corresponding analyses. On the one hand, Twitter
users seem to make use of fewer sentiments, on the
other hand, they seem to differ more clearly regarding
the strength of the sentiments expressed. This can
be interpreted as a slight after-effect in respect to
the current events. Furthermore, the length of the
Tweets decrease and the topics return to the topics of
the first sequence, e.g. the necessity of measurements
regarding the COVID-19 pandemic in combination
with the storming of the U.S. Capitol in Washington
([f] Tweet 13.987): “not a mask to be seen at the
trump sore loser rally”. The contents of the Tweets
also seem to be devoted more to a substantive debate
([g] Tweet 14.069): “if masks are so great why do
the mask mandates show growth in the graphs after
implementation”.

As a result, and in accordance with the first part of the
analysis, events deviating from the current events with
more sentiments and emotional states can lead to a
significant distortion of the slope. This makes it harder
to spot promoters of events like the storming of the
U.S. Capitol in Washington. Likewise, it seems harder
to differentiate between supporters and opponents by
relying solely on quantitative indicators.

(VIII) Summary

The analysis has shown that differences between sup-
porters and opponents of relevant social affairs, like
the storming of the U.S. Capitol in Washington, can
be similar in their patterns of communication. In
fact, they can even be so similar that it seems almost
impossible to differentiate them solely based upon
quantitative characteristics. This similarity was de-
termined via the number of sentiments and emotional
states used over time, but also via their associated
summative score. As a result, the values of individual
Tweets vary most likely within the conditional mean
values and conditional variance values, even if their
content supports such events. Therefore, all Tweets
from supporters and opponents vary within the confi-
dence interval of each sequence. This is due to the fact
that the intertemporal dynamics are affected by social
affairs and corresponding Tweets vice versa. The as-
sumption that extremist Tweets or hate speech can be
identified by above-average quantitative values would
therefore be wrong. Furthermore it would be wrong to
use mean values and variance values without consider-
ing the intertemporal dynamics framed by the context.
This could result in false-positive identifications in the
context of radicalization research.

Furthermore, the analysis demonstrated that intertem-
poral dynamics influence the course as well as the
amplitute of the slope. This influence is not exclu-
sively due to social affairs or similar events. Topics
with different patterns of communication, like sexual
content, can significantly influence the intertemporal
dynamics as well. Especially the permeability of so-
cial media platforms like Twitter and the interaction
between different echo chambers could not only affect
the course of the slope globally (Cinelli et al. 2021),
but also the intertemporal dynamics partially within
the echo chambers. Thereby, relevant phenomena for
the context of radicalization research can be overshad-
owed.

This confirms the two hypotheses that intertemporal
dynamics can be traced and obscure relevant phe-
nomena in the context of radicalization research. As
a result, longitudinal sentiment analyses seem less
suitable for the targeted identification of individual
Tweets, but more suitable for depicting a develop-
ment over time in the sum of all Tweets. This is
in accordance with the findings of Grogan (2020) as
well as the suggestion made by Greipl et al. (2022)
to conduct longitudinal analyses in radicalization re-
search. The developments can be mapped almost in
real time, which offers the possibility for qualitative
inspections of Tweets, which seems necessary. Ac-



cordingly, the importance of qualitative perspectives
was appropriately emphasized in the anthology of
Hamachers et al. (2020). Finally, the question arises,
whether the similarities found between the supporters
and opponents of the storming of the U.S. Capitol in
Washington are not a result of the predefined struc-
tures of social media platforms. As a social media
platform, Twitter specifies the same input format for
all its users, whereby their patterns of communication
can be influenced as well.

(IX) Recommendations

Taking into account the permeability of echo cham-
bers on social media platforms and their intertemporal
dynamics, a longitudinal approach seems necessary
in order to depict process-based phenomena in the
context of radicalization research. With regard to
sentiment analysis and in accordance with current
research, it can be stated that this methodological ap-
proach seems not suitable for a precise identification of
these phenomena outside their echo chambers, either
in a cross-sectional nor in a longitudinal perspective.
However, sentiment analyses seem rather suitable for
depicting the intertemporal dynamics on social media
platforms in general. By doing so, the use of several
sentiment analysis dictionaries in order to validate
the findings has shown to be a beneficial factor.

It could also be shown that phenomena relevant for
the context of radicalization research do not necessar-
ily have the strongest influence on the intertemporal
dynamics, but other phenomena could rather superim-
pose them. Therefore, it would be negligent to identify
radicalization, extremism and hate speech solely on
the basis of above-average quantitative values. The
distribution of these phenomena seems rather to de-
pend on the fact that they are within the range of
conditional mean values and conditional variance val-
ues. One could also say that these users seem to have
mastered the rules of social media platforms. As a
result, in this example, the Tweets from Trumpists,
Republicans and Democrats are quite similar regard-
ing the storming of the U.S. Capitol in Washington.
If a social event elicits increased activity from one
side, it appears to do the same for the other side. Ac-
cordingly, the highs and lows of these intertemporal
dynamics should be a reminder for a deeper insight
via qualitative research and human expertise.
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