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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Information operations have become increasingly embedded in the conduct of modern warfare.
Digital platforms now give armed actors a way to narrate conflict in real time, shape how different
audiences understand violence, and influence the political pressures surrounding the use of force.
The information space has therefore become a central venue where conflict actors try to justify
their actions, weaken adversaries, mobilize supporters, and shape the constraints under which war
is fought.

This report examines these dynamics through the Gaza war and its regional spillovers between
January 2023 and August 2025, focusing on influence activity linked to Israel, Hamas, Iran, Hezbollah,
and the Houthis. Drawing on an original dataset of 291 publicly reported information operations and
cyber operations, alongside a cross-platform dataset of more than 1.7 million social media posts
linked to the principal actors in the conflict, the report maps wartime influence campaigns through a
common framework focused on actors, target audiences, strategic goals, and methods of influence.
The data captures publicly documented activity and provides evidence of the visible information war.
What enters the public record depends on what journalists, cybersecurity firms, platforms, govern-
ments, NGOs, and open-source researchers are able to detect and disclose. This approach provides
a systematic view of how influence operations evolved across the conflict and how they related to
broader wartime strategy.

Several patterns stand out. First, documented online influence activity expanded sharply as the
conflict intensified, with visible surges after October 7, 2023, and again during the June 2025 Israel-
Iran confrontation. Second, these campaigns were often directed at specific audiences. Messaging
aimed at enemy publics frequently sought to intimidate, demoralize, or drive wedges between civil-
ians and political leadership, while messaging aimed at international audiences more often sought to
garner sympathy, shape media coverage, and apply external pressure. Third, information operations
and cyber activity were often connected in practice, despite often being conceptualized as analyti-
cally distinct. Hacks, leaks, spoofed alerts, impersonation, official messaging, proxy amplification, and
Al-generated media were often folded into broader efforts to shape perceptions.

The June 2025 Israel-Iran escalation illustrates these dynamics especially clearly. Both sides moved
quickly to frame the conflict in terms of victimhood, legitimacy, and self-defense. Both targeted the
adversary’s public with messages designed to undermine confidence in political leadership. Both
paired cyber activity and threats with dramatic visual content, including synthetic or manipulated
media. The episode showed how quickly wartime influence campaigns can be deployed during a
fast-moving military crisis, and how closely they can track events on the battlefield.

The report shows how the struggle to shape narratives has become a regular feature of contempo-
rary conflict. The Middle East is the empirical focus here, but the broader development is not unique
to this case. Modern wars increasingly unfold in an environment in which coercion, diplomacy, cyber
activity, and information campaigns are closely intertwined. This creates a growing policy gap. The
cross-platform, multilingual, conflict-sensitive monitoring capacity needed to understand wartime in-

fluence operations is ever more difficult to sustain, even as these campaigns become more frequent
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and complex. Platforms also need policies that are better tailored to armed-conflict conditions,
including real-time response capacity, specific rules for labeling, limiting, or removing synthetic media,
and more transparent standards for official, semi-official, and proxy accounts during war.

This report does not settle the question of how effective these campaigns are in changing beliefs
or behavior. It does show that they have become a recurrent and strategic part of warfare. Under-
standing contemporary conflict therefore requires taking seriously the contest over how war is inter-
preted across audiences, and building the institutional capacity to study and respond to that contest
as it unfolds.
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INTRODUCTION

Modern warfare is not confined to the exchange of firepower on the battlefield. It is also fought,
sometimes just as fiercely, in the contest to shape perceptions and legitimacy. As a result, the infor-
mation space has become a widely contested battle space. Political leaders, militaries, and armed
groups now treat social media and digital platforms as a central front in conflict, with events unfolding
simultaneously on the ground and across global social media feeds.

A large part of this shift is the result of changes in how information is captured and shared. Never
before have there been so many cameras in the hands of so many participants and observers. The
prevalence of smartphones, internet connectivity, and social media platforms means that nearly
every act of war can be recorded and shared within seconds. In earlier eras, governments could
more effectively control or censor what the public saw from the battlefield; information that reached
external audiences was often filtered through official communiqués and news agencies. But in mod-
ern conflicts, that monopoly has eroded. In its place is a radically more transparent but also more
saturated information environment, crowded with competing narratives from state governments,
militant groups, civilians, and a range of informal online actors.'

For parties involved in these conflicts, this visibility has become a strategic tool. Combatants now
publicize their own operations, sometimes in real time, in order to intimidate enemies or rally sup-
porters. They coordinate messaging campaigns to undermine opponents’ credibility or sow confusion.
They tailor messaging to different audiences, such as domestic constituencies, adversary populations,
or international audiences, and distribute it through both overt media channels and covert online
networks. In effect, they are fighting on multiple fronts at once: on the ground, in cyberspace, and —
through both—in the minds of the audiences whose perceptions they hope to shape.

Nowhere have these dynamics been more visible than in the conflicts that unfolded across the
Middle East between 2023 and 2025, beginning with the war in Gaza and expanding into a broader
confrontation between Israel and the “Axis of Resistance” —Iran, Hamas, Hezbollah, and the Houthis.
Influence operations among these actors are not new; they have long been part of the region’s polit-
ical and military maneuvering. But since the Hamas-led attack on Israel on October 7, 2023, and the
escalation that followed across multiple theaters, these campaigns have intensified in sophistication
and reach. They have become a central feature of how the conflict has been interpreted and con-
tested by publics on all sides.

This report examines these operations in depth. It offers a structured framework for understanding
how influence campaigns are conducted during wartime, mapping the key actors involved, their stra-
tegic objectives, the audiences they target, the arenas in which they operate, and the tactics they
employ. Existing reporting has documented many individual influence campaigns in these conflicts, of-
ten in considerable detail. Journalists and investigators have uncovered specific networks, incidents,
and tactics used by different actors.? But this work is necessarily fragmented: It tends to focus on
particular episodes or single actors and thus does not offer a systematic account of how information
operations evolved across the broader regional conflict over time. One of this report’s central con-

tributions is to bring these efforts into a common analytic frame, which allows us to compare how
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multiple actors used information operations to target audiences across various phases of the conflict.

We adopt a broader lens than formal government communications and official media statements,
which typically reflect only a small segment of the influence activity surrounding armed conflict.
Instead, we include campaigns carried out by networks that support an actor’s agenda, whether they
are operating overtly or through more covert means. These may include affiliated media outlets,
cyber units, and networks of sympathizers that consistently amplify an actor’s messaging. Cyber and
influence operations do not always travel together. Some remain analytically distinct; others are tightly
fused, with hacks, leaks, or service disruptions folded into broader information campaigns to shape
perceptions and behavior. We distinguish between such coordinated efforts and the spontaneous
activity of individual users. Although any social media user who shares or reacts to content may, in
some sense, participate in an information campaign, our analysis focuses on organized operations —
those that exhibit some degree of coordination, repetition, or strategic intent. Attribution is not the
primary basis for inclusion in our analysis; indeed, many of the most high-impact campaigns blur the
lines between state-run operations and deniable proxies.®> When attribution can be established with
confidence—for example, in the case of official accounts or clearly affiliated networks —we note it
and treat it as substantively meaningful. But for analytical clarity, we focus on the structure and con-
tent of campaigns themselves, not on resolving authorship in every case.

We focus on campaigns directed at international audiences and the populations of direct adversaries.
For the actors involved in this conflict, these audiences often carry important strategic priority: Enemy
populations are key targets for efforts to erode morale, sow division, or undermine political leadership,
while international audiences can shape outcomes through diplomatic pressure or shifts in global opin-
ion. Although domestic populations are an important part of the broader influence ecosystem, we give
them less attention here, as tracking domestic influence is more difficult to do empirically. For instance,
nearly all domestic news broadcasts could, in principle, serve as vehicles of influence, making it difficult
to distinguish specific campaigns from routine media activity. Including them would risk overshadowing
the cross-border operations that are the central focus of this report. We thus pinpoint our attention on
enemy and international audiences, where it is easier to observe influence efforts.

The sections that follow proceed in four steps. First, we introduce a conceptual framework that
categorizes influence operations in armed conflict by their key components: actors, objectives, target
audiences, operational arenas, and tactics, which provides a basis for systematic comparison across
cases. Second, we provide a bird’s-eye view of campaigns conducted between January 2023 and August
2025, mapping them according to our framework. Third, we turn to detailed descriptions of each ac-
tor’s operations to illustrate patterns and innovations. Finally, we focus on a case study, the June 2025
escalation between Israel and Iran, in which the information war unfolded alongside kinetic exchanges
in ways that illuminate both the possibilities and the limits of contemporary influence strategies.

Our goal is not to adjudicate the legitimacy of any actor’s claims, but rather to document and
analyze how information operations function as a feature of modern warfare. In doing so, we hope to
paint a clearer picture of how the struggle for narrative control intersects with the physical conduct
of war, and to lay the groundwork for future research on the effectiveness, or limitations, of these

campaigns in achieving their intended outcomes.
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A FRAMEWORK FOR UNDERSTANDING WARTIME
INFORMATION OPERATIONS

If the information space is now a central front in warfare, then its “terrain” is measured not in square
miles but in audiences. Influence operations are designed to reach these audiences, shape what they
see, and ultimately condition what they do. The framework we use in this report maps this battle space
by focusing on three broad audience categories: domestic, adversary, and international, and the dis-
tinct objectives that actors pursue with each (Figure 1). Our framework structures each case around
four questions: who is conducting the operation, what their goals are and who they are targeting,

where they are operating, and how they seek to influence their target audiences.

If the information space is now a central front
in warfare, then its ‘terrain’ is measured not in
square miles but in audiences.

This approach builds on existing frameworks for the study of information operations, but adapts
them to the wartime context. Frameworks such as DISARM have helped standardize the description
of tactics, techniques, and procedures, while the ABC and ABCDE approaches help separate ques-
tions about actors, behavior, content, distribution, and effects.* We draw on these insights, but place
greater emphasis on how influence operations function within an ongoing conflict. In wartime, the
analytic question is not only what tactic was used or whether a message was deceptive. It is also which
audience the operation sought to reach; what perception or constraint it attempted to shape; how it
related to battlefield developments; and whether official messaging, proxy activity, cyber operations,
and synthetic media were operating together. The four-question schema used here is therefore help-
ful for identifying how individual campaigns fit into broader military and political strategy. We briefly

explain each dimension below.

WHO IS BEHIND THE OPERATION?

Armed conflicts today feature a wide range of actors conducting information campaigns: state mili-
taries, intelligence agencies, political leaders, armed groups, and affiliated networks of activists, pro-
pagandists, or covert online operatives. Identifying the actor is a matter of attribution, as well as a
matter of anchoring the campaign in its institutional and political context. Whether acting overtly or
covertly, directly or through intermediaries, different actors bring distinct capacities and styles to the

information space.
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WHAT ARE THEIR GOALS AND WHO ARE THEY TARGETING?

No campaign is audience neutral. Messaging is crafted with a specific public in mind, whether it is
the domestic population whose resilience and support are vital to sustaining the war effort, the
enemy population whose morale or cohesion the actor seeks to weaken, or the broader international
community whose perceptions can influence diplomatic, economic, or military interventions.> Goals
can vary widely, even within the same audience category, and may include intimidating opponents,
boosting morale, polarizing rival factions, mobilizing protests, or generating sympathy abroad.® Un-
derstanding the intended audience and the strategic goal helps us better understand the political and

military function of the campaign.

WHERE ARE THEY OPERATING?

The “where” of information operations refers not only to physical geography but also to the arenas
(online, offline, or hybrid) through which actors seek to shape perceptions and behavior. Operations
may unfold in highly visible digital channels such as social media or television; in the physical world,
where information might be transmitted by dropping leaflets or hacking billboards; or in a hybrid
format, where on-the-ground influence efforts are amplified online to reach broader audiences.’
Identifying the arena in which a campaign is conducted helps clarify its intended reach and the speed
at which messages can circulate. In this report, our focus is on the online sphere, and primarily on
social media.

HOW ARE THEY SEEKING TO INFLUENCE THEIR TARGET AUDIENCE?

The “how” captures the range of methods used to shape perceptions and behavior. This includes
what messages are conveyed, how they are framed, and how they are distributed (often referred to
as the analysis of tactics, techniques, and procedures).® Combatants may deploy overt messaging
campaigns such as speeches delivered through official channels to shape audience perceptions, or
may rely on more covert operations, such as the use of inauthentic accounts or false-front media
outlets, to obscure their involvement. They may also use other types of cyber operations, such as
denial-of-service attacks or database breaches, to intimidate audiences or demonstrate technological
capacity.” What distinguishes these tactics is their mode of delivery and their alignment with spe-
cific strategic aims. Although the same method—a video, a hack, an inauthentic account—can be
deployed through different channels, its function varies with its target and objective. Analyzing the
“how” thus helps reveal how different methods are adapted to serve specific ends in specific contexts.

By breaking each campaign down along these dimensions, our framework provides a common ana-
lytic language for comparing operations across actors and over time. It helps identify patterns, such as

recurring tactics targeting particular audiences, or shifts in operational arenas during different phases
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of the conflict, and helps us ground the examples that follow, which offer details on the influence
efforts of Israel, Iran, Hamas, Hezbollah, and the Houthis. The framework thus brings structure to
what might otherwise appear as a tangle of disconnected incidents and offers a clearer view of how

the struggle over narratives unfolds alongside the physical conduct of war.

Figure 1: Conceptual Framework for Analyzing Wartime Information Operations

ACTOR CONDUCTING INFORMATION CAMPAIGNS

Boost Intimidate Increase
morale sympathy

Demoralize
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Mobilize against

leaders
v v v
Domestic Adversary International
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MAPPING THE INFORMATION WAR

We begin with a systematic analysis of online influence operations conducted during the recent period
of escalating conflict in the Middle East. Our objective is to trace how these operations evolved over
time, in terms of both frequency and strategic intent, and how they responded to various develop-
ments in the war. The dataset spans from January 2023, through Hamas’s October 7, 2023, attack on
Israel, and to August 2025, shortly after the direct confrontation between Israel and Iran in June 2025.

This two-and-a-half-year period witnessed a dramatic expansion of regional conflict. The Hamas-led
assault on October 7, 2023, resulted in the deaths of more than 1,200 people in Israel and triggered
a large-scale military campaign in Gaza." By the summer of 2024, over 71,000 Palestinians had been
killed, and much of Gaza’s infrastructure lay in ruins.'" The conflict gradually spilled into Lebanon and
Yemen, with Hezbollah and the Houthis launching attacks and engaging in parallel information cam-
paigns. In June 2025, Israel and Iran entered the third round (and by far the most intense round of
the study period) of direct confrontation, in a series of escalations. The information war during this
phase expanded in volume, sophistication, and reach, with digital campaigns operating at a scale and
intensity that represented a quantitative leap in the region’s information warfare.

To analyze how these events unfolded in the digital domain, we compiled two complementary data-
sets. The first is a campaign-level dataset of publicly reported information and cyber operations during
this period, based on open-source intelligence investigations, publications, and media reports. Each
observation in this dataset is a distinct reported campaign or incident, which might involve multiple
accounts, posts, or platforms. For each campaign, we recorded the date of its execution or reporting,
the actor responsible, the intended audience, and the specific tactics employed to influence that au-
dience. We define information operations as coordinated efforts by state or non-state actors to shape
public opinion through digital media. Cyber operations, by contrast, refers to technical interventions
aimed at compromising information systems, such as hacks, leaks, espionage, or infrastructure dis-
ruption, that might or might not be coupled with messaging campaigns.'?

Within this framework, campaign tactics were coded according to their operational goal—for
example, intimidation, polarization, or mobilization against the enemy—and their delivery method
(see Figure 2). These methods were categorized into overt media campaigns (such as public state-
ments by leaders), covert media campaigns (such as coordinated networks that impersonate the
target audience using sock-puppet accounts), and cyberattacks designed to disrupt infrastructure or
steal information. In total, we identified and coded 291 distinct operations during this period.

The data captures publicly visible and publicly reported operations during the conflict. It should
therefore be treated as a record of documented activity, not as a complete census of all influence
efforts. What enters the dataset depends on the sources available to identify and disclose campaigns:
journalists, cybersecurity firms, platforms, governments, NGOs, and open-source researchers. Those
sources vary in their access, the languages and media environments they are able to monitor, technical
capacity, and disclosure practices, which means that the public record is likely uneven. Some opera-
tions leave clearer traces than others. Campaigns reported through platform takedowns, government

statements, threat-intelligence reports, or cybersecurity investigations are easier to document than
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campaigns that circulate through closed groups, temporary accounts, proxy channels, or local media
environments. The patterns below should therefore be interpreted as patterns in the visible and doc-
umented information war. They show where online influence activity could be identified and coded
with sufficient confidence, while likely understating activity in less observable arenas. The data we

collected can be accessed here.

To complement the campaign-level dataset, we also collected a second dataset that captures the
content of social media posts disseminated by official and unofficial networks affiliated with the five
principal actors: Iran, Israel, Hamas,"* Hezbollah, and the Houthis. This collection includes more than
1.7 million posts on Facebook, Instagram, Telegram, TikTok, X, and YouTube. We use this data to ana-
lyze the narratives and messaging strategies deployed by these actors over the course of the conflict.
Table 1 summarizes the number of accounts and their posts by actor. The Appendix provides more

details on the data collection.

Figure 2: Campaign Tactics Broken Down by Delivery Methods and Operational Goals
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Table 1: Number of Accounts and Posts by Actor

Actor Accounts Posts
Iran 120 406,750
Israel 97 182,448
Hamas 42 1,024,229
Hezbollah 32 149,369
Houthis 14 18,443

Figure 3 shows trends in influence operations during our study period. The bars represent the
number of campaigns launched each month (left y-axis), disaggregated by the actor whose narrative
they promoted, and the line shows the daily volume of posts (right y-axis) from accounts affiliated
with or supportive of these actors. We find several notable patterns. First, both data sources show
a sharp increase in online influence operations after October 7, 2023. Although activity was present
before then, averaging about 3.5 reported campaigns per month and roughly 100 posts per day, it
rose dramatically after that date. In October 2023 alone, we identified 38 different online influence
campaigns launched by Israel, Hamas, Iran, Hezbollah, and the Houthis or networks supporting them,
and nearly 40,000 posts disseminated by affiliated accounts across multiple platforms (Figure C1 in
the Appendix shows the volume of posts by actor).

Second, we find that all actors have been active in trying to influence other publics throughout the
period, but campaigns by Hamas, Iran, and Israel have been the most prevalent. Third, the activity
of Israel and Iran surged during the June 2025 escalation—the “12-Day War”—when the two sides
launched over 65 distinct influence operations and promoted an unprecedented volume of social
media content.

Columbia SIPA Institute of Global Politics 11



Figure 3: Trends in Information and Cyber Operations During the Conflict
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Sources: reports, publications, open-source investigations, and social media data.

In Figure 4, we illustrate patterns of who targeted whom during this period, focusing only on
cross-border campaigns. The figure groups campaigns by their origin—meaning the actor to which
they were attributed or with which they were alighed —on the left, and by their target audience on the
right, with connecting lines proportional to the volume of activity. In the publicly reported campaign
record, the Israeli public appears as the most frequent target, especially with operations linked to Iran
and Hamas. Among coded goals in campaigns targeting Israelis, the most common were intimidation
(27 percent), demoralization (23 percent), and efforts to mobilize against the Israeli government
(22 percent). Disruption and information theft, which were often associated with cyber operations,
together accounted for another 26 percent.

The second most common target was the international audience, which all actors sought to influence.
Campaigns directed abroad most often sought to mobilize opposition to an enemy (35 percent) or
increase sympathy for one’s side (24 percent). Campaigns targeting Iranian, Lebanese, and Palestinian
publics were less common in public reporting and originated primarily from Israel or pro-Israeli net-
works. These campaigns were most often coded as efforts to intimidate, disrupt, steal information, or
mobilize opposition to adversary leaders.

The limits of a publicly reported campaign-level dataset are especially important for this compar-
ison across target audiences. The large number of campaigns targeting Israelis reflects the visibility

of those campaigns in the documented record; it may also reflect differences in what public sources
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made visible. Similarly, the smaller number of documented campaigns targeting Iranian, Lebanese,
and Palestinian publics should be interpreted cautiously as an indicator of fewer existing campaigns,
because operations directed at those audiences may have been less reported on or harder to verify
using public sources. Figure 4 also excludes domestic propaganda and purely offline influence efforts,
such as leaflet drops by the Israel Defense Forces (IDF) in Gaza, which have long been part of wartime
communication. Even with these limitations, however, the broader trend is clear: Documented online
influence operations expanded sharply after the start of the Gaza war and surged again during the
June 2025 Israel-Iran escalation. This makes it important to examine these campaigns more closely,
both in their individual execution and in the broader patterns they reveal.

Figure 4: Who Targets Whom with Information Operations and Cyber Operations

300

__ International
audience
Iran
200 Iranian public
Israel
100 Israeli public
Hamas
- Lebanese public
o L LnEEmlEL -F Palestinian public

Attributed/aligned actor Target audience

Number of operation-audience links

Line thickness reflects the number of actor-audience links in the campaign-level data. Campaigns with multiple target audiences are represented once for each audience.
Left—side categories group operations by the actor to which they were attributed or with which they were aligned, including official actors and supportive networks.
Includes covert activities, cyber attacks, and social media campaigns.

Sources: reports, publications, and open—source investigations.
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THE ACTORS AND THEIR OPERATIONS

Building on the framework and descriptive patterns outlined above, we now turn to the five main
actors in this conflict—Israel, Hamas, Iran, Hezbollah, and the Houthis—and examine how each
engaged in cross-border information operations. The discussion draws on the campaign and social
media datasets introduced above, using specific examples to illustrate broader patterns in each
actor’s messaging and tactics. Although their strategies varied in scale and sophistication, all five used
digital tools in an effort to intimidate adversaries, shape international perception, and reinforce their
broader wartime goals. These campaigns drew on a diverse mix of tactics, including official messaging,
covert impersonation networks, cyberattacks, and the circulation of battlefield footage, adapted to

the narrative and operational needs of each actor.

ISRAEL’S WARTIME INFLUENCE EFFORTS

From the earliest days of the conflict, Israel’s messaging was shaped by two central objectives: to
consolidate international support for its military campaign and to erode the morale and cohesion of
its adversaries. These goals were pursued through a constellation of media and government offices,
including the prime minister’s office, the IDF spokesperson’s unit, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, and
affiliated diplomatic and cyber teams, as well as looser networks of unofficial accounts aligned with
the Israeli side. Messaging was calibrated to different audiences and disseminated in Arabic, Hebrew,
English, and Persian, using a mix of official and unofficial content, and covert influence campaigns.

To international audiences, Israel’s messaging focused on efforts to frame its military campaign
in Gaza as morally justified and conducted in accordance with international law. This imperative took
on particular urgency as global media coverage increasingly highlighted the humanitarian toll of the
war. In response, Israeli officials and affiliated media outlets adopted a narrative structure that high-
lighted the brutality of Hamas, portrayed Palestinian suffering as either staged or manipulated, and
emphasized Israeli efforts to minimize harm to civilians.™

A centerpiece of this campaign was the production and international screening of Bearing Witness
to the October 7th Massacre, a 47-minute compilation of footage documenting Hamas’s attacks on
civilians.”™ The film, shown to diplomats, journalists around the world, and Hollywood executives,
was designed not only to document atrocities but to situate Israel’s military response within the
broader narrative of the global war on terror. The rhetorical equation of “Hamas is ISIS” often served
as the backbone of this messaging strategy, linking Israel’s actions to a familiar moral framework and
attempting to forestall criticism by placing the conflict within a shared security lexicon.®

At the same time, Israeli messaging worked to discredit visual evidence of civilian casualties in Gaza
(see Figure 5). Accusations that such documentation was fabricated (a trope widely referred to as
“Pallywood”) were circulated by official spokespeople and media allies.” Content also sought to show-
case the ideological threat posed by Hamas. In one instance, the IDF reported discovering an anno-

tated copy of Mein Kampf in a child’s bedroom in Gaza,® a detail emphasized in Hebrew-language and
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English-language outlets as emblematic of the group’s ideological extremism.” These narratives did
not explicitly deny the existence of civilian suffering, but seem to have sought to reframe its meaning
as either the result of Hamas’s tactics, or an unreliable signal shaped by manipulation and propaganda.

A related strand of messaging focused on Israel’s efforts to comply with international law, often
framed through references to civilian protection. Israeli officials repeatedly emphasized that ad-
versaries had embedded military infrastructure in civilian areas, leaving Israel with no choice but to
strike targets that would inevitably do collateral damage.?® These claims were supported with visual
evidence drawn from military operations: intercepted phone calls allegedly revealing the misuse
of ambulances,?' videos of tunnels beneath hospitals,?? and satellite images identifying Hamas and
Hezbollah positions near schools and mosques.?® Such materials were disseminated in multiple lan-
guages, including Arabic and Persian, and served to frame Israeli strikes as acts of military necessity.

In tandem, Israeli messaging campaigns employed direct-to-civilian communication that also seemed
to function as a public signal of restraint in Israel’s military conduct. On October 9, 2023, for example,
the IDF spokesperson posted in Arabic urging Gaza residents to evacuate areas expected to see ground
operations.** These warnings were repeated in subsequent weeks via various media outlets, and could
be read as part of a broader effort to present Israel as taking steps to reduce civilian harm. At the same
time, Israeli channels accused Hamas of blocking civilian evacuations, reinforcing a recurring theme in
Israeli communications that Hamas bore responsibility for civilian casualties in Gaza.?®

Beyond official messaging, networks supporting the Israeli side also engaged in covert online
influence operations that targeted global publics—especially in the United States. In June 2024, for
example, reporting revealed that Meta and OpenAl uncovered a campaign run by STOIC, a Tel Aviv-
based political marketing firm, which launched shortly after October 7, 2023. The campaign deployed
more than 160 fake and Al-generated accounts impersonating Jewish students, Black Americans, and
concerned citizens.?® These accounts posted pro-Israel content, discredited campus protests, and
criticized the United Nations Relief and Works Agency (UNRWA), the UN body responsible for hu-
manitarian aid and services in Gaza.”” Although it was difficult to trace with precision, The New York
Times reported that the campaign was carried out at the direction of Israel’s Ministry of Diaspora
Affairs and targeted Democratic lawmakers in an effort to bolster support for Israel’s military cam-
paign and promote pro-Israel messaging through inauthentic accounts on social media.?®

In addition to global audiences, Israel targeted enemy publics with messaging intended to intim-
idate, often carrying implicit signals for enemy leaders. These campaigns relied on visible demon-
strations of military capability and operational reach. Following high-profile assassinations of senior
Hamas figures, for instance, Israeli officials released statements and imagery to Arabic-language chan-
nels emphasizing the IDF’s ability to strike operatives wherever they were located.?® After a July 2024
strike that killed Hamas commander Mohammed Deif, Prime Minister Netanyahu warned that “all of
Hamas’s leaders are marked for death,” a statement repeated across various platforms.*°

Operational demonstrations reinforced this intimidation strategy. One of the most dramatic, and
widely reported, examples occurred on September 17, 2024, when hundreds of pagers distributed
to Hezbollah operatives across Lebanon and Syria exploded nearly simultaneously. Prime Minister

Netanyahu officially claimed responsibility for the operation two months after its occurrence.?'
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Hezbollah reported substantial casualties, including fighters, civilians, and the Iranian ambassador to
Lebanon, while Lebanese officials confirmed the death toll and injuries. In a statement, Hezbollah’s
leader vowed to retaliate against Israel; this was followed by a period of intensified rocket fire by the
organization.* Reporting and expert commentary emphasized that the operation was intended both
to degrade Hezbollah’s operational capacity and to demonstrate Israel’s ability to infiltrate secure
supply chains and internal communications.*

Israel also sought to drive wedges between enemy leaders and the broader publics they claimed to
represent. These campaigns combined direct appeals from Israeli officials with other messages that
sought to encourage civilians to question the motives of the Iranian regime, Hamas, and Hezbollah.

Targeting the Iranian public. In multiple speeches, Prime Minister Netanyahu addressed the |
ranian public directly (sometimes in Persian), voicing support for anti-regime protesters and blaming
the Islamic Republic for the Gaza war and broader regional instability.** He repeatedly emphasized
that Israel’s conflict was with the regime, not the people, asserting that “the day of your liberation
is close,” and suggesting that Iran could even join the Abraham Accords “if the people rise.”* Other
Israeli officials amplified these messages, framing Israel as an ally of the Iranian people in their struggle
against repression. These efforts invoked widely recognized symbols of dissent, such as the Woman,
Life, Freedom movement,* and sought to portray Supreme Leader Ali Khamenei as a “bloodthirsty
dictator” and the Islamic Republic as a “murderous regime” that oppresses its own citizens.*

Messaging aimed at Lebanese and Palestinian publics. Similar influence efforts targeted
Lebanese and Palestinian civilians. In August 2024, for instance, media outlets reported that an Israeli
drone flew over southern Lebanon broadcasting Arabic-language messages through a loudspeaker,
urging residents to “turn against Hezbollah” and blaming the group for the attacks on southern
Lebanon.® In Gaza, Israel dropped thousands of leaflets seeking to undermine Hamas’s authority
and encouraging civilian cooperation. Some urged residents to turn against Hamas and inform on its
members,* while others offered financial incentives or mocked Hamas leaders for living in comfort

while Gazans suffered.*
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Figure 5: Israeli Official Messaging Targeting International Audiences
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HAMAS’S INFLUENCE CAMPAIGNS

Hamas, like Israel, treated the online information ecosystem as an extension of the battlefield. But
whereas Israel relied on a large institutional apparatus spanning government ministries, military spokes-
person units, and diplomatic channels, Hamas’s strategy leaned heavily on semi-official outlets and
social media-based unofficial networks. Across these channels, Hamas pursued two main goals: to
intimidate and demoralize the Israeli public, and to increase global sympathy for its cause. These efforts
escalated rapidly after October 7, 2023, and evolved in tandem with developments on the ground.
Toward Israeli publics, Hamas’s first major information effort unfolded in the opening stages of the

October 7 attack. Many militants carried helmet-mounted cameras or recorded footage on mobile
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devices that captured first-person videos of the breach of the border, the attacks on civilians, and
the abduction of hostages. These materials were posted to Hamas-linked Telegram channels within
minutes and circulated widely on other platforms.*’ In some cases, Hamas fighters used victims’ own
Facebook, Instagram, and WhatsApp accounts to post graphic content or livestreams.* While the
footage later figured prominently in Hamas’s international messaging, its initial impact seemed to
have been directed at Israeli audiences. The images highlighted the scale of the security failure and
the penetration of civilian areas, and helped shape the informational context in which Israelis first
encountered the attack.*?

In addition to footage from the attack, Hamas activists and supporters targeted the Israeli public
with a wave of cyberattacks that appeared designed to intimidate. Shortly after the attack, pro-Hamas
hackers defaced or disrupted the websites of municipal governments, media outlets, and prominent
institutions such as the Maccabi Tel Aviv basketball team, albeit for a short time.** In other Israeli
towns, digital billboards were hijacked to display Palestinian flags and slogans in Hebrew, including
“Palestine has returned and will be victorious.”* A few weeks later, thousands of Israelis received text
messages, emails, and links to counterfeit news websites designed to spread panic. Messages claimed,
for example, that a power plant had been hit by Hamas’s rockets, and urged people to take pills for
protection against a “chemical incident.”® In another case, a fake version of an Israeli news website
was created to spread inauthentic headlines, such as “IDF Spokesperson: Chemical Population Alert in
Dimona.” Indeed, cybersecurity firms monitoring Israeli websites reported sharp surges in malicious
traffic during this period, with some sites experiencing attack volumes that reached into the millions
of access requests per second.®

But perhaps the most widely recognized component of Hamas’s digital influence campaigns targeting
the Israeli public involved the strategic release of hostage videos. Beginning within days of the attack,
Hamas and its allied group Palestinian Islamic Jihad disseminated videos featuring Israeli hostages. The
videos were typically filmed in confined spaces and varied in tone: Some included direct appeals to the
Israeli government, while others showed visible signs of duress. Other clips included unverified claims
that hostages had been killed during Israeli strikes.* Although the specific triggers for each release
remain uncertain, reporting indicates that many videos were issued during moments of heightened
political pressure inside Israel, often overlapping with periods of negotiation and public debate over
the government’s handling of the war.*® Figure 6 shows the monthly number of hostage-video releases
between October 7, 2023, and September 2025. It illustrates how Hamas sustained a steady stream
of such content over nearly two years. These videos received wide coverage in Israeli and international
media.®’ The recurring release of these videos contributed to growing public pressure on Israeli leaders
to reach a ceasefire with Hamas and became a focal point in debates about the government’s priori-
ties and conduct of the war.>

Hamas’s ability to disseminate these materials widely was amplified by its rapidly expanding digital
footprint. The group’s main Telegram channel, for example, more than tripled in followers within
days of the attack, reaching over 670,000 subscribers by late October 2023.>* That growth was inter-
rupted on October 26, when Telegram suspended the account for violating its content guidelines.>

In response, Hamas relied on a combination of surrogate accounts, reposting networks, and affiliated
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media outlets to continue circulating its materials, often with slight modifications designed to evade
platform moderation systems. One important node in this broader ecosystem was the Telegram
channel Gaza Now, which the Atlantic Council’s DFRLab describes as “Hamas aligned.” The chan-
nel consistently circulated Hamas-produced content throughout the war, including hostages videos
filmed by the organization, while also expanding its own reach to more than 1.3 million subscribers.
Because channels such as Gaza Now predated the war and presented themselves as news sources
covering events in Gaza, they could lend a degree of legitimacy to Hamas-aligned content and help it

circulate beyond explicitly branded Hamas channels.>

Figure 6: Monthly Releases of Hamas Hostage Videos After October 7, 2023
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Toward international audiences, Hamas’s digital messaging sought to frame the October 7 attacks
as a historic act of resistance and to position the group as a national liberation movement and a dis-
ciplined military force confronting an occupying power.*® The same first-person footage that alarmed
Israeli viewers was used abroad to present the breach of Israeli defenses as a significant tactical
achievement. These videos, disseminated across platforms like X, TikTok, and Instagram, were edited
to emphasize the success and audacity of the operation and circulated widely due to their scale and
graphic content.”” The use of live footage, distributed almost immediately after the attacks, marked
a shift from past conflicts. It allowed Hamas to seize control of the global narrative before traditional
news outlets or Israeli authorities could respond, which may have helped shape how the operation

was understood around the world.*®
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Hamas’s messaging, in addition to portraying military success, sought to frame the attackers as
principled actors adhering to wartime norms. Some clips, for example, depicted Hamas fighters of-
fering water to children or calming civilians, in an apparent attempt to sanitize the violence.*® Online
networks supporting Hamas sought to humanize the group by portraying the abduction of Israelis
to Gaza Strip as a legitimate means of securing the release of Palestinian prisoners from Israeli jails.
These claims referenced prior incidents of Israeli violence against worshippers at Al-Agsa Mosque,
framing it as the trigger for Hamas’s attack.®

As the war progressed and the humanitarian toll in Gaza mounted, Hamas’s messaging pivoted
toward empbhasizing the scale of Israeli military retaliation. Social media channels affiliated with the
group amplified images of bombed hospitals, displaced families, and wounded children.®' This ap-
proach built on a long-standing effort to present Hamas’s violence internationally as resistance to
occupation, and to shift external attention from terrorism to the legality and proportionality of Israel’s
conduct, including claims about civilian harm and war crimes.®? These themes became a dominant
component of Hamas’s international outreach in the following months, where they appeared consis-
tently across its main Telegram channels and affiliated media accounts.

IRAN’S DIGITAL OPERATIONS

While Hamas focused on overt propaganda and Israel emphasized official narratives aimed at shap-
ing international opinion, Iran often pursued a more covert strategy. Its operations frequently used
inauthentic accounts, impersonation, and threatening cyber activity to bolster Hamas’s campaign
against Israel and position the Iranian regime as the regional vanguard of anti-Israel resistance. After
October 2023, these efforts expanded in both scale and coordination, combining messaging from
state-run and semi-official outlets with digital operations attributed to cyber actors linked to the
Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps (IRGC).

The great majority of Iran’s campaigns during this period targeted Israeli publics. These campaigns
included cyber intrusions, hack-and-leak operations, coordinated text messaging campaigns intended
to intimidate, and social media campaigns aimed at sowing division and eroding public confidence in
the government. Iran’s activity began immediately after the Hamas attack. On October 7, 2023, for ex-
ample, an IRGC-affiliated media outlet claimed that Iranian cyber actors had disabled an Israeli power
plant, resulting in a local outage, though this was not independently verified.®® In another case, an
Iranian state broadcaster aired footage it presented as showing Hamas’s capture of Israeli command-
ers. The video, which circulated widely, was later identified as footage from an unrelated incident
in Nagorno-Karabakh, involving Azerbaijani forces detaining separatist leaders.®* These episodes
reflected an effort to amplify perceptions of Hamas’s military effectiveness, even when based on mis-
leading or repurposed visual material.

These early efforts soon gave way to more direct targeting of Israeli publics through Hebrew-
language messaging. On October 26, 2024, just weeks after the second wave of Iranian missile strikes

on Israel, a Hebrew-language account attributed to Supreme Leader Khamenei was launched on X.%
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The account posted messages in Hebrew declaring that “the Zionist regime made a mistake and mis-
calculated regarding Iran.”®® Around the same time, the regime erected a large billboard in Tehran’s
Palestine Square bearing the message: “Another Storm Is Coming,” a phrase widely seen as echoing
the October 7 assault, which Hamas named the “Al-Agsa Flood.”®” Messages of this kind, delivered
in Hebrew and directed at Israeli audiences, continued over the following weeks and months. They
frequently expressed support for Hamas, framed developments as victories over Israel, and appeared
designed to intimidate and demoralize.

One particularly notable tactic was the combination of cyberattacks with threatening messages. For
instance, in September 2024, Israeli authorities reported that Iran and Hezbollah were behind a mass
campaign that sent intimidating text messages to millions of Israeli citizens, using phone numbers
obtained through a prior hack.®® Some messages impersonated Israel’s Home Front Command (the
military unit responsible for civil protection), ordering recipients in broken Hebrew to seek immediate
shelter. Others contained explicit threats such as “Say goodbye to your loved ones; don’t worry, you'll
hug them in hell in a few hours,” and included malware links (see Figure 7). In a separate incident in
January 2025, an Iran-linked hacker group breached the emergency alert systems of an Israeli secu-
rity firm and triggered Red Alert sirens—audio warnings for incoming rocket fire—at approximately
20 daycare centers across the country. Through the same system, the hackers also broadcast mes-

sages expressing support for anti-Israel militant groups.®®

Figure 7: Text Messaging Campaigns Targeting the Israeli Public
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Alongside these intimidation efforts, Iran sought to exacerbate social and political divisions within
Israeli society. These campaigns relied on covert networks operating across social media platforms
and sought to deepen internal polarization. Rather than pushing a uniform ideological message,
Iranian-linked accounts amplified opposing views tailored to different segments of the population.
Some posed as left-leaning Israeli activists criticizing the government for abandoning hostages,”
while others mimicked ultranationalist voices calling for violent retribution and denouncing dissent-
ers as traitors.”” The goal seems to have been to fuel discord and weaken the cohesion of the Israeli
public—a strategy that echoes tactics seen in covert operations by other actors, such as Russia.”®

One prominent example is the network known as “Tears of War,” a covert influence campaign oper-
ating across multiple social media platforms that impersonated Israeli activists. Its messaging focused
on undermining Prime Minister Netanyahu and amplifying criticism of his wartime leadership, often
highlighting the human and economic costs of the conflict as a tool of demoralization. Much of this
content circulated through inauthentic accounts that used Al-generated profile images and carefully
crafted messages to inflame public anger toward the government. Some posts invoked existential
threats—warning of “a second Holocaust,” predicting mass casualties from Iranian missiles, or alleg-
ing catastrophic failures of Israel’s defense systems—while others spread fabricated news, including
claims that the defense minister had been assassinated.”® A notable feature of this campaign is that it
sought to exert influence beyond the digital sphere. In some cases, it mobilized Israeli citizens to hang
posters inside Israel calling for Prime Minister Netanyahu’s impeachment and to join protests against
the government.”

In addition to Israeli publics, Iran’s information operations targeted international audiences. These
messaging efforts sought to shape global perceptions of the war in ways that would delegitimize Israel
and increase sympathy for Iran and its allied militant organizations.

Several high-profile operations combined technical breaches with public-facing messaging. In
December 2023, for example, Iranian-linked hackers disrupted streaming platforms in Canada, the
United Arab Emirates, and the United Kingdom, replacing live broadcasts with segments about the war
in Gaza. According to Microsoft Threat Intelligence, the segments featured an Al-generated anchor
delivering news-style bulletins about Palestinian casualties and prison conditions, accompanied by
graphic imagery.”® Viewers in the UAE described being surprised: One reported watching BBC News
when the screen froze and cut to the fabricated broadcast, while another recalled being unable to
shield her children as “every channel we switched to displayed the same content.””’

In a related incident, IRGC-affiliated cyber actors exploited vulnerabilities in programmable logic
controllers used in water systems, including devices manufactured by Israeli firms and deployed
abroad. In one case, attackers defaced control system interfaces with anti-Israel slogans such as “Down
with Israel.”’® The campaign prompted a joint cybersecurity advisory from the US Cybersecurity and
Infrastructure Security Agency, which warned that these actors were targeting critical infrastructure
and using public defacements to signal political motivations.”

Beyond cyberattacks, Iranian-affiliated networks also deployed covert influence campaigns seeking
to support the growing anti-Israel protest movement in various countries, particularly in the United

States. According to a statement by the US director of national intelligence, Iranian government actors
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posed as activists online to encourage demonstrations, spread infllmmatory content, and in some
cases tried to offer financial support to protest participants.®’ As part of this effort, Supreme Leader
Khamenei published an open letter in May 2024 addressed to American university students, praising
them as “a branch of the Resistance Front” and encouraging their “honorable struggle” against US
support for Israel.®" Time magazine later reported that the letter was widely promoted online using
hashtags like #LetterFromlLeader and #LETTERA4U, with signs of coordinated inauthentic behavior

among newly created social media accounts.®

INFLUENCE OPERATIONS BY HEZBOLLAH AND THE HOUTHIS

Compared to other actors, Hezbollah and the Houthis operated with smaller digital infrastructures,
but both used information campaigns to target various audiences, primarily in Israel. Much of their

messaging focused on public threats, claims of military action, and intimidation.

Hezbollah

Hezbollah often relied on speeches by its leader, Hassan Nasrallah, to present the group as a disciplined
deterrent force shielding Lebanon from Israeli aggression.® In these addresses, Nasrallah described
Hezbollah’s engagement along the northern border as part of a broader effort to pressure Israel to
alter its campaign in Gaza, emphasizing the imposition of military, economic, and societal costs.®*

Additionally, the group conducted a series of intimidation campaigns directed at the Israeli public,
including mass text messages to civilians during escalations that were intended to erode morale and
signal the costs of continued fighting. Israeli media reported campaigns targeting border-city mayors
with threatening messages that urged them to press the government to end the war.®*> Hezbollah-
affiliated hacktivist groups also claimed responsibility for several cyber operations. These included a
reported breach of the Israeli parliament’s website, which was publicized through mass text messages
linking to the site, as well as a separate incident in which threatening messages were sent to Haifa Port
workers warning of missile strikes and alleged system compromises.®

Hezbollah also adopted covert influence tactics similar to those used by Iran, although on a smaller
scale. Investigations by Meta and others identified fake social media profiles and fictitious news enti-
ties tied to actors in Lebanon, including outlets linked to the pro-Hezbollah Al Mayadeen network.®
One such platform, Dofek TV, launched in January 2024, published divisive and demoralizing Hebrew-
language content aimed at Israeli audiences. Its messaging focused on deepening internal polariza-
tion, spreading anti-government narratives, and weakening public morale by emphasizing battlefield

losses and the economic and human costs of the war (see Figure 8).%
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The Houthis

Houthi influence operations during the war centered on public threats and repeated claims of military
action tied to developments in Gaza and the Red Sea. To international audiences, the group framed
its naval actions as a blockade intended to pressure Israel and as an expression of solidarity with Gaza.
This messaging emphasized the Houthis’ portrayal of themselves as defenders of the Muslim nation
against Israel and its Western allies, and sought to elevate their standing within the regional resistance
camp by presenting attacks on commercial shipping vessels as politically justified.®

Toward Israeli audiences, Houthi messaging took a more direct and threatening tone. Senior offi-
cials increasingly incorporated English- and Hebrew-language messages aimed explicitly at intimidation.
Hezam al-Asad, a member of the Houthi political bureau, repeatedly posted short, threatening messages
in Hebrew on X, often in awkward or broken phrasing, warning of impending attacks on Israeli cities. In
one widely noted instance early in the war, al-Asad posted a single word —“Eilat” (the name of an Israeli
town) —shortly after the IDF announced an expansion of ground operations, a message widely inter-
preted as a direct threat.”® Senior Houthi leader Abdul-Malik al-Houthi similarly issued public warnings
intended to influence Israeli and US decision-making, threatening missile and drone attacks in response
to potential developments in the war, such as the mass displacement of Palestinians from Gaza.”"

Many of these campaigns relied on unverifiable or false claims. On multiple occasions, Houthi
spokesmen announced large-scale missile or drone strikes on Israel, asserting that targets had been
hit. Israeli officials consistently denied these claims, reporting interceptions or failures.” In other
cases, Houthi-affiliated accounts circulated fabricated visual evidence, including video game footage
repurposed to depict the downing of US aircraft or attacks on American naval assets.”> One widely
circulated message claimed that a Houthi missile strike had sunk the USS Dwight D. Eisenhower; the
message was accompanied by doctored videos showing an aircraft carrier exploding. US Navy officials
publicly refuted these reports.®*

In addition to overt messaging, the Houthis have reportedly engaged in covert campaigns targeting
Israeli publics. These included fake Hebrew-language Facebook pages that redirected users to counter-
feit news websites.”> According to cybersecurity researchers, the campaign relied on a long-standing
infrastructure of inauthentic accounts, Facebook groups, and cloned websites that copied real Israeli
news and gossip content and seeded it into large, legitimate community groups.®® Figure 8 shows some
examples from these campaigns.
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Figure 8: Examples of Counterfeit News Sites Linked to Hezbollah and the Houthis
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The examination of actors and their operations above highlights the range of tactics and audiences
involved in influence operations since the October 7 attack. Viewed in isolation, however, these
campaigns make it harder to see how information campaigns unfold over time: how narratives are
introduced and taken up as events develop, and how messaging adapts in response to adversaries’
communications. To address this limitation, we shift from an actor-by-actor perspective to examining

influence activities during a single round of confrontation.
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A CASE IN FOCUS: ONLINE INFLUENCE AMID THE
ISRAEL-IRAN ESCALATION OF JUNE 2025

The June 13-24, 2025, escalation between Israel and Iran offers an opportunity to observe how war-
time influence operations function under conditions of rapid escalation. Over the 18 months following
October 7, 2023, online influence activity by regional actors expanded steadily in scale and sophistica-
tion. The 12-day Israel-Iran confrontation, however, produced the most intense burst of coordinated
information and cyber operations in our dataset, both in the number of campaigns launched and in
the volume of content disseminated across platforms (see Figure 3). The concentration of activity
into a brief window brings to view the dynamic process in which narratives are introduced and con-
tested alongside developments on the battlefield.

Consistent with the framework we presented earlier, this episode can be understood as a com-
petition over audiences, particularly international publics and the adversary’s population. To reach
these audiences, both actors combined official messaging, amplification by networks of affiliated and
proxy accounts, and cyber-enabled actions. Below, we trace this competition through three promi-

nent themes in the online campaigns of both sides.

1. COMPETING CLAIMS OF VICTIMHOOD AND LEGITIMACY

The first battle was over the basic moral structure of the escalation: Who is the victim, and who is
the aggressor? Israel’s official messaging often framed the June 13 strike as preemptive self-defense
against an imminent nuclear threat, emphasizing necessity and urgency. Israeli leaders and official
military accounts described Iran as a rapidly escalating threat with implications beyond Israel. In one
widely circulated post, for example, the IDF articulated this position in explicitly international terms,
warning that “Iran is a global threat” and that Israel was “not the end goal,” and emphasizing that it had
“no other choice but to act” before the threat escalated further.*’

Iran’s response echoed the structure of Israel’s claim, but reversed its moral valence. Iranian officials
and state-aligned accounts framed Israel as the aggressor and Iran as the victim exercising legitimate
retaliation. In public statements, Iran’s leadership described the June 13 strike as an unprovoked act
of aggression and emphasized Iran’s right to respond in self-defense. Ali Khamenei condemned Israel’s
actions and warned that Israel would not escape unscathed, while the Foreign Ministry framed Iran’s
response as lawful retaliation under international law. Senior political figures reinforced this framing,
portraying Iran’s actions as showing restraint and having been undertaken to deter further attacks

rather than to escalate the conflict.?®
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Figure 9: Israeli and Iranian Leaders’ Statements Legitimizing Military Action
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Israel (left): Statement by Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu announcing the launch of a targeted military operation against
Iran, framing the action as necessary self-defense to counter an existential threat.*® Iran (right): Televised address by Iran’s Supreme
Leader Ali Khamenei following Israeli strikes, framing Iran as the victim of aggression and emphasizing the need for retaliation.'®

What’s interesting is that both sides sought to anchor interpretation early. Benjamin Netanyahu
posted a public speech on X less than two hours after the attack, describing it as “a targeted military
operation to roll back the Iranian threat to Israel’s very survival.”’®" Ali Khamenei responded shortly
afterward, accusing Israel of having “committed a crime in our dear country today at dawn with its
satanic, bloodstained hands” (see Figure 9).°* The speed of these statements signals the strategic
value of early framing, for both international audiences, whose reactions can translate into diplomatic
constraints, and domestic and enemy publics.

Figure 10 shows the rapid rise in posts during the escalation by Iranian-affiliated and Israeli-
affiliated accounts on X, Telegram, Facebook, Instagram, TikTok, and YouTube, across the languages
most commonly utilized: English, Persian, and Hebrew. Both sides sharply increased their average
daily messaging volume on June 13, the moment the escalation began. English-language posts by Iran-
linked accounts rose by 130 percent, while Israeli-affiliated accounts increased their English posting by
123 percent in the days following the start of the war, compared with prior weeks. Targeting of enemy
publics was also substantial. Iran’s messaging in Hebrew, likely directed at Israeli audiences, rose by
127 percent during the escalation, while Israeli messaging in Persian increased by 343 percent, a sharp

change from the levels of the preceding weeks.
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Figure 10: Sharp Rise in Posting Activity with the Start of the Iran-Israel War
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Note: Posts are from X, Telegram, Facebook, Instagram, TikTok, and YouTube in 2025.
Light blue shading indicates the 12-Day War, June 13-24, 2025.

2. YOUR LEADERSHIP IS AGAINST YOU: OPERATIONS AIMED AT THE
ADVERSARY’S PUBLIC

Both Israel and Iran not only made claims of legitimacy targeting international audiences, but targeted
the adversary’s population in an effort to undermine trust in leadership and heighten internal unrest.

Israeli-linked Persian-language messaging focusing on Iranian audiences combined ridicule and
moral indictment to undermine confidence in the clerical leadership. A prominent strand of this mes-
saging relied on mockery and delegitimation of senior figures, particularly Khamenei. Posts circulated
by Israel’s official accounts in Persian portrayed the Iranian regime as weak, absurd, or fraudulent,
often using visual satire. One widely shared post, for example, mocked the regime as “the first power
in the region—in the field of Photoshop,” pairing the caption with manipulated imagery that cast
official Iranian claims of strength as artificial and hollow. Other posts depicted the regime as iso-
lated and fearful, asserting that the Islamic Republic “is much weaker than they think” and “fears its
own people.”'%

Alongside ridicule, Israeli-linked accounts promoted narratives of solidarity with the Iranian people
and sought to encourage internal dissent. For example, in an English-language speech translated to
Persian targeting the Iranian people, Benjamin Netanyahu framed the attack on Iran as not only pre-
venting a nuclear threat, but also paving the way for the Iranian people to “achieve their freedom”
from the oppression of the Iranian regime. In this speech, he used symbols employed by Iranian pro-
testers since 2022, and said, “This is your opportunity to stand up and make your voice heard.”’*

Other official posts by Israeli government accounts emphasized a people-regime divide, accusing

Iran’s leaders of having “spent tens of billions of dollars from your youth and your life” on nuclear and
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military ambitions, before concluding with messages such as “Do not let them kill your dreams” and
“We stand with you,” often accompanied by imagery combining Israeli symbols with pre-revolutionary
Iranian motifs associated with the Shah.’® Other content originating from pro-Israel accounts went
further, circulating Al-generated videos purporting to show pro-Israel demonstrations inside Iran,
with captions claiming that Iranians were “shouting ‘We love Israel” in the streets.” (see Figure 11)'%
One prominent X account presenting itself as the Mossad’s Persian-language spokesperson called on
Iranians to revolt, offered financial and medical assistance, and shared Al-generated videos depicting
more prosperous lives under a new regime.’”” Similar efforts at mobilizing the Iranian people against
the regime were reported around Israel’s strike on Evin prison in Tehran.'®®

Iran pursued a similar strategy when targeting the Israeli public. The goal seems to have been to
redirect wartime fear and disruption into opposition to the government. A large part of the related
content was distributed by unofficial Iranian-affiliated networks that relied heavily on impersonation
of Israeli citizens and activists. These accounts adopted Israeli names and symbols, and circulated
imagery styled after Israeli newspapers and protest visuals to enhance credibility.'®

Much of this messaging focused on ridiculing Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu and framing civil-
ian vulnerability as the direct result of his decisions.'® Some posts mocked his absence during attacks,
asking “Where is Netanyahu now? Does he also have no shelter?”'"" while others depicted crowded
shelters and communications breakdowns, warning Israelis that they were being left with “only pain,
destruction, and hatred,” and concluding pointedly, “Thank you, Bibi.”""? Other messages also made
this attribution explicit, warning Israelis that they were “paying the price for Netanyahu’s stupidity,”
urging them to “bring him down,” or describing civilians as “cannon fodder” for a leadership insulated
from the consequences of its decisions.””® Some impersonated content circulated short videos (many
of which appeared Al-generated or manipulated) showing dramatic explosions or protest scenes,
suggesting that escalation and suffering were inevitable consequences of the government’s actions.”
These efforts appear to have sought to activate existing grievances and channel wartime fear into

political opposition against Israel’s leadership.

Figure 11: Al-Generated Videos of Iranian and Israeli Protests
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Left: Al-generated video depicting an Iranian protest scene saying “We love Israel,” circulated by impersonating accounts to simulate do-
mestic unrest and amplify perceptions of internal dissent.'™ Right: Al-generated video depicting an Israeli protest scene calling for an end
to the war with Iran, circulated by social media accounts to amplify perceptions of internal dissent and distrust in Israeli government.®
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3. EFFORTS TO INTIMIDATE AND DEMORALIZE

The June 2025 escalation was accompanied by an unusually visible surge in intimidation-oriented activity
directed at enemy publics, spanning cyber operations by proxy organizations and official threats. In
the opening days of the confrontation, cybersecurity firms and government sources reported a sharp
increase in malicious cyber activity linked to both sides.”” Israeli authorities documented a dramatic
rise in attempted intrusions, denial-of-service attacks, and disruption campaigns targeting civilian infra-
structure, with some estimates suggesting a several-hundred-percent increase in attack volume relative
to the levels of prior weeks.'"®

For example, a cyber hacker group supporting Israel announced that it had attacked Iranian financial
institutions. One of the most visible incidents involved Bank Sepah, a state-owned Iranian bank with
close ties to the defense sector. In mid-June, pro-Israel cyber accounts claimed responsibility for a
cyberattack against Bank Sepah, asserting that the group had destroyed the bank’s data and portray-
ing the institution as vulnerable to further cyber action.' Later reporting noted that Bank Sepah’s
website was offline and that customers were experiencing difficulties accessing their accounts; Iranian
authorities described the outages as temporary disruptions and did not publicly confirm the cause.'

Similarly, pro-lranian hacker groups announced a series of attacks targeting Israeli civilian and
commercial systems. Iranian-aligned collectives publicly claimed responsibility for denial-of-service
attacks against Israeli government portals, transportation-related websites, and private companies,
framing these operations as retaliation for Israel’s military actions.'" Israeli authorities confirmed the
surge, with the Israel National Cyber Directorate warning of widespread social-engineering opera-
tions, spoofed emergency alerts, and intrusions into civilian camera systems that officials described as
efforts to sow public fear.'?

Beyond cyber operations, intimidation became increasingly explicit in official and semi-official mes-
saging. Israeli government and military accounts circulated material emphasizing Israel’s operational
reach inside Iran and its capacity to strike sensitive targets. Posts attributed to Israeli official channels
highlighted intelligence penetration and operational access, sometimes pairing warnings with imagery
or language suggesting that Iranian military and security assets were fully exposed.'® Iranian official
messaging, by contrast, relied on more direct and overtly threatening language aimed at Israeli pub-
lics. Khamenei issued a series of public statements warning that Israel had committed a “grave mis-
take” and would face a “bitter and painful fate,” while English- and Hebrew-language posts from his
official accounts warned that attacks on Iran would impose heavy costs.'** Posts by channels linked to
the Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps echoed these threats, frequently pairing them with images of
missiles and references to future retaliation.'®

These intimidation messages were often accompanied by dramatic visual depictions using Al-
generated media, which increased with the start of the escalation (see Figure 12 and “Detecting
Al-Generated Multimedia” in the Appendix). Accounts linked to both sides circulated synthetic or
heavily manipulated visuals designed to exaggerate damage and heighten fear.'? Iranian state-aligned
outlets and affiliated accounts shared fabricated or altered videos depicting large-scale devastation

inside Israel, including scenes of explosions, missile strikes, fires, and urban collapse.'’ Israeli-linked
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networks employed similar techniques, circulating Al-generated or heavily stylized visuals portray-
ing strikes inside Iran and emphasizing the vulnerability of the Iranian regime.'?® The prominence of
Al-generated content during the escalation was sufficiently visible to attract widespread public atten-

tion.’® Some examples from Al-generated media shared by official channels are shown in Figure 13.

Figure 12: The Use of Al-Generated Media Rose During the Escalation
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Note: Light blue shading indicates the 12-Day War between Israel and Iran, June 13-24, 2025.

What this episode reveals is how much importance actors believe online influence efforts have
during rapid military escalation. The diversity of tactics used—combining cyber operations, official
messaging, covert impersonation, and Al-generated content—alongside many efforts to reach key
audiences showcases the value both sides placed on shaping perceptions and legitimacy. The fast
deployment of these efforts from the first hours of the escalation also signals the premium placed on
determining the narrative early. The concentration of activity during this brief window suggests that
at least on the information side, a great deal was at stake. What remains an open question is whether

these efforts had any effect; we discuss this point more directly in the final section.

The fast deployment of these efforts from
the first hours of the escalation also signals
the premium placed on determining the
narrative early.
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Figure 13: Al-Generated Media Shared by Official Iranian and Israeli Accounts
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CONCLUSION: LESSONS FROM
THE INFORMATION FRONT

The conflicts that unfolded across the Middle East between 2023 and 2025 make clear that informa-
tion operations are no longer peripheral to warfare. They have become a regular and often highly
visible component of how armed actors pursue strategic goals. Across the campaigns documented
in this report, states and non-state actors alike used digital media to shape how conflict events were
understood by different publics. They did so to justify violence, erode morale, mobilize supporters,
intimidate adversaries, and influence how outside audiences interpreted the war. The information
space, in other words, was not merely a venue for wartime commentary. It was itself an active front.

Several broader patterns stand out. First, influence operations in this conflict were often directed at
specific audiences, with actors adapting messages across languages and channels depending on which
publics they sought to reach and what strategic purpose they hoped to serve. Second, the material
examined here shows the value of analyzing these operations in context. Repetition across accounts,
coordination across platforms, alignment with military or political developments, and consistent tar-
geting can reveal patterns that are less visible when content is viewed in isolation.

This wider view also helps clarify the relationship between information operations and cyber ac-
tivity. Although the two remain analytically distinct, the cases examined here suggest that they were
often connected in practice. In some instances, cyber activity enabled broader messaging efforts by
generating spoofed communications that were then spread through compromised channels. In other
instances, strategic messaging around cyberattacks increased their visibility and helped them reach
broader audiences. At times, the cyber incident itself appeared to carry a communicative function,
serving to intimidate civilians, demoralize adversaries, or project capability. These patterns suggest
that the intersection of cyber and influence operations warrants greater scholarly and policy attention
than it has so far received. They also point to how wartime information contests are shaped not only

by offensive campaigns, but by efforts to expose and counter them.

The intersection of cyber and influence
operations warrants greater scholarly and policy
attention than it has so far received.

The cases examined here also make clear that once the information space becomes an active front,
it becomes a site of response and contestation. Actors across the conflict did not simply launch influ-
ence operations; they also sought to contain or discredit the operations of their adversaries. Some-
times this took the form of restricting the flow of information, whether through extensive internet
shutdowns and tighter control over communications, as in Iran, or through narrower wartime limits
on what could be publicly circulated or discussed.™° In other cases, the response was to expose hostile

campaigns by identifying fake accounts, spoofed messages, or covert influence efforts and framing
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them as manipulation.™' Elsewhere, actors turned to countermessaging, including public rebuttal
and efforts to combat hostile narratives with alternative ones.’ These responses varied substantially
across settings, and the evidence assembled here is not sufficient to provide a systematic accounting
of all such measures across actors and theaters. A fuller understanding of wartime countermeasures,
and of the conditions under which they are adopted, would require more focused research.

At the same time, important questions remain about the effects of these campaigns and the
responses they provoked. Mapping narratives, tactics, and patterns of coordination is not the same
as demonstrating influence. This report shows how actors sought to shape beliefs and behaviors, and
how their adversaries sometimes attempted to counter those efforts, but it remains much harder
to determine when such operations succeeded, for whom, and under what conditions. Future work
should move beyond documentation alone to examine the reach and reception of wartime influence
operations, including the role of synthetic media and other emerging tools.

These findings carry several implications for practitioners. The first is institutional. The kind of mon-
itoring called for by this report cannot be built ad hoc during a crisis. It requires standing capacity to
collect public data across platforms, preserve evidence before it disappears, work across languages,
combine regional and technical expertise, and interpret online campaigns in relation to military and
political developments. Yet this public-interest monitoring infrastructure has weakened at precisely
the moment when wartime influence operations have become more complex. CrowdTangle, long
used by journalists and researchers to monitor public content on Facebook and Instagram, was shut
down in August 2024."** Meta’s Content Library and API provide an alternative source of platform data,
but access is reviewed and limited to approved academic and public-interest research institutions.™*
Major academic efforts in the field have also faced legal and political pressure, with Stanford’s Internet
Observatory reportedly shedding most of its staff and the Election Integrity Partnership concluding
its work.'®

This creates a gap between the scale of the problem and the institutions available to study it. Gov-
ernments, foundations, universities, and platforms should invest in durable, independent monitoring
capacity for conflict-related information operations. This should include emergency data-access ar-
rangements during armed conflict, support for multilingual and regional expertise, legal protections for
public-interest researchers, and mechanisms for preserving evidence of coordinated campaigns before
accounts or posts are removed. Platforms should not be the only actors able to see crises as they unfold.

The second implication concerns platform governance. Wartime influence operations often cut
across platform policy categories, including misinformation, coordinated inauthentic behavior, manip-
ulated media, state-linked activity, and terrorist or militant organization content. The cases examined
in this report suggest the need for conflict-specific policies that can be activated during fast-moving
crises. These policies should include real-time review capacity for coordinated campaigns during
armed conflict; clearer labeling rules for realistic synthetic media that purports to show battlefield
events, civilian harm, protests, or military success; stronger systems for identifying cross-platform
impersonation and proxy amplification; and publicly articulated standards for how platforms treat
official state accounts, semi-official channels, and deniable affiliated networks during war. This is espe-

cially urgent for Al-generated media. Meta’s Oversight Board recently reached a similar conclusionina
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case involving Al-generated content during the 2025 Israel-Iran War, calling for stronger provenance
standards, detection tools, and labeling practices for deceptive Al-generated content in conflicts
and crises.'*

More broadly, responding to wartime influence operations requires more than debunking isolated
claims after the fact. It requires the capacity to track campaigns across platforms, interpret them in
relation to conflict dynamics, and recognize when seemingly separate informational and cyber inci-
dents form part of the same broader effort. The central challenge is therefore more than identifying
false or manipulated content; it’s also building the institutional and platform-level infrastructure

needed to understand how narrative contests unfold during war.

[Responding to wartime influence operations]
requires the capacity to track campaigns across
platforms, interpret them in relation to conflict
dynamics, and recognize when seemingly separate
informational and cyber incidents form part of
the same broader effort.
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APPENDIX

DATA COLLECTION METHODOLOGY

This section provides additional detail on the construction of the two datasets used in the analysis.
The first is a campaign-level dataset of publicly reported information and cyber operations conducted
by the five principal actors examined in the report: Israel, Hamas, Iran, Hezbollah, and the Houthis.
The second is a post-level dataset of public social media content disseminated by official and unofficial
accounts affiliated with those actors. The two datasets capture different units of analysis. The first re-
cords discrete reported campaigns or incidents. The second captures the underlying stream of posts

disseminated over the same period.

Campaign-Level Dataset of Reported Operations

The campaign-level dataset was constructed to capture discrete information and cyber operations
conducted during the period under study. The dataset includes operations attributed to Israel, Hamas,
Iran, Hezbollah, and the Houthis, including both officially attributed campaigns and operations con-
ducted by unofficial actors or groups aligned with their cause. Cases were identified through a mul-
tilingual search strategy combining keyword searches and iterative source tracing. We searched in
English, Hebrew, Arabic, and Persian, using combinations of actor names, platforms, audiences, and
operation types. Searches drew on domestic and international media coverage, OSINT (open source
intelligence) investigations, platform transparency materials, cybersecurity reporting, think tank pub-
lications, NGO and government reports, and references uncovered through already identified cases.

The unit of observation in the campaign-level dataset is a distinct reported campaign or incident.
When the same campaign appeared across multiple reports, we matched cases by actor, platform,
type, and date, and sought multiple sources to verify that they referred to the same underlying op-
eration. When one incident spanned multiple platforms, it was coded as a single operation. When an
operation unfolded over multiple days or weeks, it was treated as one campaign and dated using the
first observed day of the operation.

Inclusion in the campaign-level dataset required that a case match our definition of a discrete in-
formation operation or cyber operation and that it could be linked to one of the focal actors, either
through official attribution or through a sufficiently clear connection to unofficial actors aligned with
that actor’s agenda. We excluded cases that could not be verified, unattributed or weakly sourced
claims, and campaigns for which no plausible link to one of the focal actors could be established. We
also excluded domestic information operations, because the report focuses on campaigns targeting
enemy or international audiences.

For each campaign, we coded the date of execution or reporting, the actor responsible, the in-
tended target audience, and the tactics used. Tactic categories were developed through an initial

inductive review of the cases and then applied deductively using the project’s broader theoretical
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framework. Campaigns could receive multiple tactic codes. In the final version used for analysis, the
main substantive categories included operations aimed at disrupting systems, stealing information,
polarizing or demoralizing audiences, mobilizing against the enemy, intimidating targets, and increas-
ing sympathy. The underlying coding protocol used by the research team also distinguished among
broader campaign types and specific methods, including cyber, overt media, and covert operations.
The date variable records the first date of the campaign as reported in the sources used for coding.
When the execution date could not be identified, we used the date on which the campaign was re-
ported. All cases were reviewed by more than one person, and disagreements were resolved through

deliberation and consensus.

Post-Level Social Media Dataset

The second dataset captures public social media content disseminated by official and unofficial ac-
counts affiliated with the same five actors over the same period. It includes content from Facebook,
Instagram, YouTube, X, Telegram, and TikTok. All six platforms were covered across the study period,
although the amount of available data differed across platforms.

We constructed the account list in two stages. First, we identified official accounts belonging to
governments, organizations, or formal actor-linked entities on each platform. Second, we expanded
outward to identify unofficial affiliated accounts using information from the campaign-level dataset,
outside reporting, and our own platform investigations. This produced a broader set of accounts that
included aligned media outlets, cyber units, semi-official channels, and other accounts of influencer-
sympathizers that consistently amplified the actor’s messaging.

We classified official accounts conservatively. Accounts were coded as official only when direct
institutional ownership or control was clear. Accounts that supported an actor’s goals but did not
clearly belong to the actor institutionally were coded as unofficial. In ambiguous cases, accounts were
treated as unofficial, and accounts were removed altogether when the link to the actor was not suf-
ficiently clear. Our analysis distinguishes organized networks from the broader universe of organic
supportive posting. Not every sympathetic user was included. Rather, the post-level dataset focuses
on accounts that exhibited some degree of coordination, repetition, or strategic intent, or that were
identified in secondary reporting as part of a broader actor-linked network.

We collected public posts from these accounts prospectively using a third-party API."¥” For each
post, we retained all available metadata, including account ID, post ID, post text, publication date,
engagement measures, and attached media. The dataset includes original posts as well as reposts,
retweets, and forwards. Deleted or inaccessible posts were not included, though because we col-
lected data prospectively, it likely captured a substantial amount of content that was later removed.
After collection, posts from all platforms were harmonized into a single combined dataset. Table A1

shows the list of accounts by actor and platform.
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Detecting Al-Generated Multimedia

We analyzed all visual media in the dataset using Sightengine, a commercial detection system de-
signed to identify Al-generated content. The model analyzes the visual (pixel-level) properties of im-
ages and video frames and does not rely on metadata such as Exchangeable Image File Format (EXIF)
information. For each image or frame, Sightengine produces a continuous score between 0 and T,
with higher values indicating greater confidence that the content was generated by an Al model. The
system was trained on a large corpus of human-created and artificially generated images spanning a
wide range of content types, including photography, drawings, artwork, and memes, and is designed
to detect images produced by major generative models currently in use, such as Stable Diffusion,
Midjourney, Adobe Firefly, Flux, and related systems.'*® We classified content with a score of 0.9 or
higher as Al-generated.

To evaluate the classifier’s ability to identify Al-generated media, we assessed its performance using
a benchmark dataset of 1,000 synthetic images. These images were generated using a text-to-image
model that was publicly available during the study period, with the explicit goal of matching the state
of generative image technology as it existed in June 2025. To implement this validation, we generated
images programmatically using Flux, drawing on generic, randomly generated prompts rather than
conflict-specific content. Applying the same detection threshold used in the main analysis (0.9), the

classifier correctly identified 96.8 percent of Al-generated images in this validation set.

Table A1: List of Accounts by Actor and Platform

Actor Platform Account Names

Iran official Facebook Foreign Ministry, Islamic Republic of Iran

Iran official Instagram Dr. Masoud Pezeshkian; Foreign Ministry of the I.R.IRAN; IRhebrew; Pars Today; <Jgs ilw, bl oloL; s
Gy eaall; Olgllsuesiol Guws sugidd

Iran official Telegram Islamic Republic of Iran; # IRGC olylawl (spmbw oluw; PTIRGC ;hlawl srolw obuw; Guud) @bl sw; )Ll JUS
B bl ol B sl ol JUIS

Iran official TikTok Khamenei Quotes

Iran official Twitter E==naghizadeh; Ajatollah Khamenei; Government of the Islamic Republic of Iran; Government of the
Islamic Republic of Iran==; H.Amirabdollahian ;lgllsuc,uol; Iran Defense (unofficial); Iran Defense
commentary (unofficial); Iran Defense | ylul okl (5)980> o slag,u; Iran Military; IRAN Military; Iran
Military ( Commentary); Islamic Iran Military; Khamenei Media; Khamenei Site Web; Khamenei TV;
Khamenei.ir; KHAMENELIR | L, ==; Khamenei.ir Hebrew; Masoud Pezeshkian; Pars Today English;
ParsToday English; Saeed Khatibzadeh | esljadas sumuw; Gy papbal suw; Gilosd Gy BLB j8bansw; W)lie
anno (slogys Giluiin g gl6s

Iran unofficial Facebook Press TV Highlights; SimayAzadi; 0'k0"1270 NUTN; 17 N"3; 17 N%; 1'Wn N

Iran unofficial Instagram Press TV; Tasnim News Hebrew; & 0781w n1'i7y; IRNA News | Lyl )l8557 @i )87 0m)ld ()18
H Slwy; 3T H8

Iran unofficial Telegram ZZ0'01ML9 DTRIWTE; NN K77 =; Attack Alarm | norn npvix; Bring Them Home Now ! Dnix o™nn
1wy nnan; CAR ONLINE; PARS TODAY " T10 DIX9; Press TV; PressTV; seculars of israel; -q0j7 wia - qnax
AN DNN; ITX; 7177 1; IDNT0N NYDT; 10137 1MYN 781Y DMINYn 04710 DRND; Y 0un KaY; s)LSus
Unly uiaass ()87 06 ()13 0333 SudamiS JUIS

Iran unofficial TikTok =IRANTEHRANEZ W; Iran Military; Israel.news; jewishfist
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Iran unofficial Twitter = Ue s (5 031D 2905 T Loyule =55 (1800 Eb'; ALIgenab.; Attack Alarm | no'7n nj7vix; CARONLINE;
Cyber Court; Cyber Flood; CyberAv3ngers; Daily Iran Military; Daily Iran News; Daily Iran News Commentary;
Fars News Agency; Global Affairs; Gonjeshke Darande; Iran Defense Forces; Iran International English; Iran
Military; IRAN Military; Iran Military Monitor; Iran Military Watch; Iran News; Iran News Daily; Iran News Daily
Commentary; Iran News™; Iran Updates; IRAN WATCH; IranRadio 171 |X1'X; IRNA News Agency;
KhameneiNews; MonitorX; MonitorX; Moses Staff; Noon; Saeed Al-Samahiji; Sahar Emami; SilencedSirs;
SilencedSirs M ; Simay Azadi; Tasnim News Agency; TasnimNews Hebrew; 111 0™7'0 [XT'N; 'WDV NITTNM2; 1T
17j7; D0V NIYTN; NN 7RI, M7IXI07; (') 7YY, Un 7RI €>Ua.ll 9 gaby .NOUNI TRD; 71177 DD;
TN ,J.n.o.”g_vl u»l)J}“)L;L — {5).2»Uo > Gyl ,5)[)5», — ‘o.u.uu ,5)|)§);> — | AI NEWS Pu.u.u l5)|)§,u>
0§85 K dilw); @2 pla 4oljg); (593l Hlwm 3 Hg3 83l 381 Lles IRGC | hlawwly ol JULS; Loysamo
6M>wd5

Israel official Facebook MIXD 7N

Israel official Instagram Benjamin Netanyahu - 1n"1n1 1"0"13; Israel; Israel Defense Forces; Israel Ministry of Foreign Affairs;
Israelpersian; Yariv Levin - 117 211, Yoav Gallant 0172 aN1Y; Israel Katz | ¥ 7R, dyyelly Jsbasl; elds i)l
)l 4 Jhul

Israel official Telegram 1NN 101Y; L)y @ JuShuwl

Israel official TikTok @Israel; Benjamin Netanyahu - 1n1n3; IDF; Yariv Levin - 117 2177 J5baw! elés (i)l

Israel official Twitter Benjamin Netanyahu - 10111 1'"012; COGAT; Embassy of Israel to the USA; Embassy of Israel to the USA |
#IsraelUSA75; Gideon Sa'ar | W0 IVT3; Government Press Office =; Israel; Israel Defense Forces; Israel
Foreign Ministry; ISRAEL STRONGER; Israel 787; Israel 78w =; Israeli Air Force; Mossad Farsi; Prime
Minister of Israel; Ron Dermer - 10T 117; 121 12 IDNY; 'Y"M0VIN0 7X7X2; Yoav Gallant - 01721 ANTT; 11X 7NY?
Isaac Herzog; Israel Katz y"> ‘781w 11n0"an Twn; Amichai Chikli - *7i7'w My; 78IWY7 NN XaY; Lelds Gis)l
IDF Farsi | Jahuwl; Guyld 4 Jibhul; 6ol sl Captain Ella bl (olS; Julwo] )9S pjg s

Israel official YouTube Israel Defense Forces; Julywl elds L)l

Israel unofficial Facebook Noa Tishby; StandWithUs; The Times of Israel; Times of Israel Persian; Yair Netanyahu; ynet; N12 - mwTnn

Israel unofficial Instagram C14; Shirion Collective; The Times of Israel; Yair Netanyahu - 101101 7'~7; ynet; ynetnews; N12 - nuTnn; | 182
7RI NTWN TIRN

Israel unofficial Telegram N12 0andn LX'Y; Yair Netanyahu 10101 1'XY; ynet mwTN; Ynetnews - Latest Stories; Luw)l 4 Jishuwl jaols

Israel unofficial TikTok Hananya Naftali; ILTV news; N12; Ynet News; XD

Israel unofficial Twitter (((noa tishby))); Aaliyah Martinez Paul; Ambassador Gilad Erdan 17X TV7); C14; David Saranga; Eylon Levy;
Hananya Naftali; ILTV Israel News; ISRAEL MOSSAD; Mossad Commentary; Noa Tishby; Shirion Collective;
The Jerusalem Post; The Moral Alliance; The Times of Israel; Times of Israel AR; Yair Netanyahu; Yair
Netanyahu=; ynet "1107Y; Ynetnews; yolan cohen 112 |717; Yollan cohen 102 171%; N12 - m@TNN; NIINNX NY'TY,;
720D 1127 1XD; A MW | IXD; A NWA | MWTN |XD; 720 N'pYy; Amit Segal 720 ny; Jles Lil>

Israel unofficial YouTube mako IL

Hamas official Instagram 095l Godlel Cusall

Hamas official Telegram ¥ sxSunall pdedl v Maludll CSLS @l (5pSanadl b S ol; oodedl cuSall - Gubauld 8 edlwdl slgl 45)>;
oles &) ol pdedl Guadll bl (douyll) onadl pdledl Goaall Dy 12831 8U8; alundll all e suganll CSUS;
"du bl aluwdll (pall e gl CIUS; 83¢ Jagglauwlall douall 8)l50; Olad dlSg

Hamas official TikTok didnuwlall douall 8)lj9

Hamas official Twitter Palestine Info Center; Quds News Network

Hamas unofficial Facebook o0l 3 deodldl Lal8g 3l 8)51s; Lolgad AlSg

Hamas unofficial Instagram Quds network | Lwad dSub; a3l Olgd dlSy

Hamas unofficial Telegram GAZA NOW IN ENGLISH; Global Resistance News; ISNAD - Palestine Media; Quds News Network; Resistance
News Network; Resistance Trench; ResistanceTrench; Jsi>3l uwusé)mxl)bl iolid S3s | Lg,&hfzjl >l;|
‘:l.m.nJl CSUS |5 w8 d8ud - dypue Olazys; )Ll pwad dSuh; Gaza Now - ;31 83¢; Lago uad

Hamas unofficial TikTok 4d4mk; Palestinel=S; Vikkibonbikki

Hamas unofficial Twitter v TG Wilson ¥ ; Motasem A Dalloul; Suppressed News; Suppressed News.; Suppressed Nws; Suppressed
Nws.; Suppressed Voice; Suppressed Voice.; T.G. Wilson; T.G. Wilson ¥ ; TG Wilson; TG Wilson v ; The
Palestine Chronicle; The Saviour; Warfare Analysis; L3l (w8 dSui; dyyadl g3

Hezbollah unofficial Facebook Al-Akhbar English; Ramia al Ibrahim - esol)3l Lel,

Hezbollah unofficial Instagram Al-Akhbar English; Ramia Al Ibrahim

Hezbollah unofficial Telegram Al-Akhbar English; Global Politics; Hezbollah Martyrs; Hezbollah.ru | Xe36onna |; Lebanese News and
Updates; ManarTV-EN; War Monitor; yiblwell ol jgill delil; )lsl-)gill dell; GiopSIBl dll Qo) )bl - s Gl
= sgaadl; Al Manar TV - ) Lell 8L3; Luagw - pglaell adedl ailo

Hezbollah unofficial Twitter Al Mayadeen English; Al-Akhbar English; Ali Hashem eils le; Hadi; Hadi Nasrallah; Leb Now; ramia al

ibrahim - as0l31 Loly; Sitio Al Manar; War Monitor; yoill delsf; Al-AKhbar - )Ll 830y>; Lol 8L3; dobolé 595
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Hezbollah unofficial YouTube Al Mayadeen English; Lebanon On; wluasud

Houthis official Twitter Yahya Sare'e; sw3l i) Glexdl Gle sosve; pole (uall yuas; Nasruddin Amer | yole (pall juas

Houthis unofficial Facebook Ofoq Foundation (561 duuwge

Houthis unofficial Instagram Ofoq Foundation (§sf dwuwge

Houthis unofficial Telegram Almasirah English; Yemen Military; Yemeni Army; Yemeni Army | Houthis; elidl Gaso - dbgajals Jlacl
Houthis unofficial Twitter Branall 20l olidl dlll Caps; 8ypunall 8LiS; 8)S9 dunnso Ofoq Foundation L§§T dwwgo

Note: Channel names are reported as they appeared in the source data. Some channels used more than one display name over time,
including minor variations in punctuation or spelling; these variants are retained to reflect how the accounts presented themselves

at collection.
ADDITIONAL RESULTS
Figure C1: Daily Number of Posts by Actor
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