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ABSTRACT 

Digital political communication in Indonesia increasingly unfolds through platform infrastructures that rank, recommend, 
and amplify morally charged content. In this environment, religious authority has become deeply entangled with electoral 
messaging, partisan identity, and the visibility dynamics of social media platforms. This article examines how algorithmic 
amplification interacts with religious authority to intensify electoral polarization in Indonesia. The article adopts a 
qualitative and theory-driven approach grounded in affective polarization studies, digital religion scholarship, and platform 
governance analysis. It draws on academic literature, policy materials, platform-related discussions, and publicly accessible 
digital political-religious communication relevant to Indonesian electoral contestation. Analytical attention is directed to 
algorithmic amplification, religious authority signaling, moral monism, network segregation, and strategic political 
mobilization. A mechanism-based synthesis is used to clarify how these processes reinforce one another in digitally 
mediated democratic conflict. Religious authority emerges as a powerful amplifier of partisan distinction when platform 
systems reward emotionally charged and morally coded political communication. Electoral polarization therefore becomes 
more intense when algorithmic visibility converts religious claims into recurrent signals of ethical belonging and political 
exclusion. The article contributes to the field by offering an integrated framework for understanding how digital 
infrastructures, moral authority, and democratic polarization interact in contemporary Indonesia. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Digital politics in Indonesia increasingly unfolds through platform infrastructures that sort, rank, 
and recommend information at scale. Electoral campaigns, religious preaching, policy debate, and 
everyday moral talk now circulate within the same competitive distribution environment, where visibility 
is scarce and attention is continuously contested (Hasan & Pasyah, 2022). Under these conditions, 
platform design choices do not remain technically neutral because ranking signals, engagement metrics, 
and creator incentives can shape what kinds of discourse become publicly salient. This matters especially 
in contexts where political contestation is framed through moral urgency rather than through policy 
disagreement alone. Religious language, symbolic cues, and claims of communal authenticity can 
therefore become unusually powerful vehicles of digital political influence. The broader background of 
the article is thus a media ecology in which political communication, religious authority, and algorithmic 
visibility are increasingly entangled (Fathurrahman & Prawiro, 2025). Indonesia provides a particularly 
important case because digital politics in the country is unfolding within a democratic setting marked by 
high platform use and strong religious civic organization.  
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The central problem emerges from the fact that polarization in Indonesia is no longer adequately 
explained by electoral competition or ideological division alone. Recent democratic cycles indicate a 
tighter coupling between partisan alignment and claims to religious authority, especially where moral 
language is used to mark enemies, define authentic community norms, and frame political rivalry as 
spiritually consequential (Lutfi, 2025). This problem has immediate real-world relevance because 
affective polarization can harden social boundaries beyond the sphere of public policy and enter everyday 
relations of trust, belonging, and civic coexistence. Digital platforms intensify that risk by creating 
environments in which emotionally loaded and morally coded messages gain circulation advantages. 
When such messages are attached to religious identities, they can appear not merely persuasive but 
obligatory to share, defend, or react against. The result is a political field in which religious authority 
claims do not simply interpret politics from the outside, but become active components of electoral 
mobilization and partisan sorting. The article therefore addresses a problem located at the intersection 
of democratic competition, digital infrastructure, and morally charged identity politics (Priantina & 
Sapian, 2023; Wardani et al., 2025).  

A considerable amount is already known about the three domains that structure this issue. 
Research on affective polarization has established that negative emotions, perceived threat, and identity-
based sorting can intensify antagonism even where policy disagreement remains limited. Work in 
computational and communication studies has also shown that algorithmic amplification tends to reward 
emotionally intense, morally loaded, and highly engaging material, often without explicit ideological 
intention from platform designers (Ahmad & Haq, 2025). At the same time, studies of digital religion 
indicate that religious authority online is increasingly produced through curation, aesthetic presentation, 
community management, and visible performance rather than through credentialed hierarchy alone. 
Indonesian scholarship further suggests that dakwah has become entangled with influencer logics and 
commodity forms, altering how legitimacy is recognized and how moral messages travel. These literatures 
already clarify that polarization, algorithmic systems, and religious authority are each significant in their 
own right. What they do not yet fully explain is how these domains interact under Indonesian electoral 
conditions.  

What remains less clearly specified is the mechanism through which platform distribution systems 
elevate religious authority claims during periods of electoral contestation. Existing work often analyzes 
polarization, digital ranking systems, and online religious authority as if they were parallel developments 
rather than mutually reinforcing processes (Marcellina & Arsyianti, 2025). Such separation limits 
explanatory power because it obscures the way platform incentives can amplify morally charged content, 
while contested authority claims stabilize group boundaries and intensify partisan feeling. It also under-
specifies the conditions under which digital religious messaging deepens affective hostility rather than 
facilitating deliberation or civic reasoning. The unresolved issue is therefore not whether platforms 
matter, whether religious authority matters, or whether polarization matters. It is how the interaction 
among these three domains generates distinctive political effects in Indonesia’s contemporary 
democratic environment (Karyani et al., 2024). A more integrated explanation is needed in order to clarify 
both causal pathways and practical intervention points.  

The research gap becomes sharper when viewed through the article’s theoretical anchors. The first 
is moral monism, understood as the tendency to treat one moral framework as exhaustive and to 
delegitimize competing vocabularies of value, thereby turning disagreement into contamination rather 
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than contestation. The second is dialogical pluralism, which treats moral disagreement as durable and 
seeks to manage it through reciprocity, dialogue, and institutional coexistence rather than exclusionary 
boundary work. These concepts are important because they provide a normative and analytical 
vocabulary for distinguishing between forms of digital religious politics that intensify polarization and 
those that preserve democratic plurality. Yet the current literature does not adequately connect these 
theoretical resources to the operational logics of ranking systems, influencer incentives, and identity-
based mobilization (Jalaluddin et al., 2024). The gap therefore lies not only in empirical fragmentation but 
also in theoretical under-integration. A framework is needed that can connect platform design, authority 
formation, and moral-political conflict within a single analytic model.  

Filling this gap is theoretically justified because the interaction between algorithmic amplification 
and religious authority cannot be captured by purely technical or purely cultural explanation. A platform-
centered account alone would miss the locally specific moral repertoires through which polarization 
becomes persuasive. A religion-centered account alone would miss the distribution mechanisms that 
make certain cues, frames, and authority performances more visible than others (Alam et al., 2025; Rahim 
et al., 2025). The article’s mechanism-based orientation is therefore coherent because it separates and 
then reconnects distribution effects, identity dynamics, and organizational strategy. Such an approach 
allows the analysis to explain why emotionally charged religious-political content becomes efficient within 
attention markets, why certain authority claims stabilize partisan boundaries, and why strategic actors 
can exploit these tendencies at scale. It also provides a stronger basis for identifying governance 
responses that do not reduce the problem to censorship or misinformation alone. The need for synthesis 
is thus both conceptual and practical, because effective analysis depends on understanding how technical 
design and moral contestation mutually condition one another. 

From this foundation, the article is guided by a set of closely related research questions. What 
mechanisms link platform distribution systems to the salience of religious authority claims during 
electoral contestation in Indonesia (Herdiansah & Sumadinata, 2019). Under what conditions do these 
mechanisms intensify affective polarization rather than support deliberation or plural coexistence. How 
do ranking systems, authority signaling, network segregation, and strategic mobilization interact rather 
than operate independently. What forms of governance can reduce harms associated with digital 
amplification without undermining free expression, pluralism, and legitimate religious participation in 
public life. These questions shift the discussion away from isolated technological features and toward a 
more relational account of democratic vulnerability (Abdullah et al., 2024). They also direct attention to 
the practical consequences of authority formation under algorithmic conditions. The article’s analytical 
agenda is therefore organized around mechanisms, scope conditions, and governance options rather 
than around descriptive enumeration alone.  

The urgency of these questions is heightened by Indonesia’s scale, democratic significance, and 
dense social media environment. Distribution dynamics on major platforms can affect very large publics, 
while shifts in religious authority have consequences for mobilization, institutional trust, and the 
interpretation of electoral legitimacy (Al-Zaman & Alimi, 2021). Regulatory debates in Indonesia and 
beyond increasingly focus on misinformation, content moderation, and platform accountability, yet these 
debates often remain under-specified about how algorithmic systems interact with locally specific 
religious and moral fields. The article contributes by consolidating literatures that are often cited 
separately, developing a mechanism-based framework that clarifies how amplification, authority, and 
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polarization reinforce one another, and proposing a governance agenda attentive to both state capacity 
and religious civil society resources. Its broader significance lies in showing that electoral polarization in 
Indonesia cannot be adequately understood without analyzing the platformed circulation of religious 
legitimacy. This makes the article relevant not only for Indonesian democratic studies, but also for wider 
debates about digital politics, moral conflict, and the governance of algorithmically mediated publics. The 
paragraphs that follow therefore build from this premise that platform design, authority claims, and 
affective polarization must be studied together rather than in disciplinary isolation. 

RESEARCH METHOD 

This article employs a qualitative, theory-building research design to examine how algorithmic 
amplification, religious authority, and affective polarization interact in Indonesia’s digital electoral 
environment. A qualitative approach is appropriate because the object of analysis consists of meanings, 
authority claims, symbolic cues, distribution logics, and moral-political narratives that cannot be 
adequately reduced to numerical indicators alone (Given, 2008). The analytical framework combines a 
mechanism-based perspective with the concepts of moral monism and dialogical pluralism in order to 
explain how platformed religious communication can either intensify exclusionary polarization or sustain 
plural democratic coexistence.  

This framework is suitable because it allows the analysis to move beyond single-cause explanations 
and to trace how ranking systems, authority signaling, networked circulation, and strategic mobilization 
operate in relation to one another (Santiago-Delefosse et al., 2015). The design works well for this 
research because the central issue is not simply whether platform algorithms affect political behavior, 
but how religious legitimacy becomes amplified, interpreted, and weaponized under particular electoral 
and communicative conditions. A qualitative strategy makes it possible to analyze these processes as 
socially embedded and politically contextual rather than as abstract technical effects. It also supports 
close attention to the interaction between local moral repertoires and platform infrastructures, which is 
essential in a setting where religious discourse and democratic contestation are tightly intertwined. Such 
a design is therefore well suited to a research problem concerned with authority formation, digital 
visibility, and the moral dynamics of polarization in Indonesia. 

The data consist of academic literature, policy documents, platform governance materials, media 
reports, public commentary, and publicly accessible digital content relevant to algorithmic amplification, 
online religious authority, and electoral polarization in Indonesia. Data collection was conducted through 
purposive selection of materials directly related to ranking systems, religious-political messaging, 
influencer and preacher visibility, partisan digital mobilization, and debates on moderation, 
misinformation, and democratic governance (Chand, 2025). The units of analysis are not individual users 
as survey respondents, but public religious authority claims, digitally circulated political-religious content, 
platform-mediated interaction patterns, and the institutional narratives through which these are 
interpreted and governed.  

A qualitative coding matrix served as the primary instrument for organizing the material according 
to key analytical dimensions, namely algorithmic amplification, authority signaling, moral monism, 
dialogical pluralism, network segregation, strategic mobilization, affective polarization, and governance 
response. These dimensions functioned as the principal variables for tracing how platform distribution 
systems and religious legitimacy become linked in electoral settings (Bhangu et al., 2023). 
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Trustworthiness was strengthened through source triangulation, conceptual consistency in coding, and 
explicit alignment between the research questions, theoretical framework, and analytical categories, 
while reliability was supported by maintaining a transparent audit trail of source selection and thematic 
classification. Validity was enhanced by restricting the analysis to materials directly relevant to Indonesian 
digital politics and by interpreting them through the same mechanism-based framework across cases and 
sources (Priya, 2020). Because the study relies on publicly accessible documentary and digital materials 
and does not involve direct interaction with human participants, formal informed consent was not 
required; nevertheless, ethical standards were maintained by avoiding unnecessary reproduction of 
harmful content, treating politically sensitive and religiously charged material with caution, and 
preserving confidentiality wherever non-public individual information could otherwise be inferred. 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

Electoral polarization in Indonesia is intensified when platform distribution systems amplify 
religiously coded political communication and align it with partisan identity. Political disagreement does 
not circulate in a neutral media environment, because ranking systems reward content that generates 
strong reaction, frequent engagement, and rapid repetition. Under these conditions, religious authority 
claims acquire a wider political role than simple moral commentary. They become visible as markers of 
ethical alignment, communal belonging, and political legitimacy(Rosana et al., 2025). Platformed 
circulation therefore alters the social meaning of religious speech during electoral competition. Moral 
language becomes more salient when it is embedded in clips, captions, reposts, and influencer 
ecosystems that reward certainty and public positioning. Polarization is consequently shaped by the 
interaction between platform visibility and the symbolic force of religious authority rather than by 
electoral rivalry alone. 

A central pattern concerns algorithmic amplification itself. Platform recommendation systems 
privilege content that performs well within attention economies, and morally charged religious-political 
messages are especially compatible with that logic. Such messages often combine emotional clarity, 
recognizable identity cues, and easily shareable formulations of threat, virtue, or betrayal. Their 
circulation is strengthened by repeated exposure across multiple accounts, formats, and interaction 
chains. Content framed through religious authority appears especially potent because it can be received 
not merely as opinion, but as guidance anchored in moral obligation. Amplification thus does more than 
increase reach. It changes the social weight of certain messages by making them recurrent, familiar, and 
increasingly difficult to ignore. Political salience becomes tied to platform logic, and religiously coded 
conflict becomes one of its most efficient outputs. 

This amplification becomes politically consequential because religious authority claims are not only 
informative but boundary-making. Once moral claims circulate through platform environments, they may 
function as signals of who belongs within the morally legitimate community and who does not. Authority 
claims attached to electoral issues can transform political choice into an ethically loaded act rather than 
a contest among policy alternatives. This changes the structure of polarization because disagreement 
becomes fused with suspicion of moral deviance. Religious authority in this setting no longer appears 
solely as a source of communal guidance or personal discipline. It also becomes a digital resource for 
reinforcing partisan distinction (Taqwa & Lubis, 2025). Platform visibility allows such claims to travel 
beyond their original communities and to acquire a wider political force through repetition and public 
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reaction. Electoral politics is thus shaped by religious authority not only through persuasion, but through 
the symbolic production of in-groups and out-groups. 

The role of moral monism becomes especially important in explaining this process. When one 
moral framework is treated as exhaustive and uniquely legitimate, political opposition can be interpreted 
not simply as difference but as corruption, contamination, or threat. In digital environments, this mode 
of moral closure is intensified because short and emotionally forceful messages are easier to circulate 
than dialogical or context-sensitive forms of reasoning. Religious-political content framed through moral 
monism narrows democratic space by reducing plural disagreement to a struggle between righteousness 
and moral failure. Opposition then appears as something to be resisted ethically rather than debated 
politically. This dynamic deepens affective polarization because it encourages hostility grounded in moral 
suspicion rather than merely ideological distance. Platform circulation strengthens the effect by 
repeatedly presenting adversaries in morally charged and decontextualized forms. Democratic pluralism 
is weakened when morally absolute framings become more visible than dialogical alternatives. 

Network segregation further intensifies this pattern. Platform users are not only exposed to 
religious-political messages, but increasingly encounter them within clustered networks shaped by 
follows, shares, group affiliations, and creator ecosystems. These clustered environments limit cross-
cutting engagement while reinforcing interpretive coherence within moral-political communities. 
Religious authority claims can thus circulate inside echoing networks where repetition confirms legitimacy 
and dissent appears increasingly alien (Zayyadi et al., 2025). Strategic actors benefit from this because 
networked segmentation reduces the need for broad persuasion. It becomes sufficient to consolidate a 
morally aligned base and activate emotional responsiveness within already sympathetic publics. 
Segregated circulation therefore magnifies the interaction between algorithmic visibility and partisan 
identity. The result is not simply informational separation, but a narrowing of the social conditions under 
which common democratic language can be maintained. 

These dynamics can be summarized through the interaction of amplification, authority signaling, 
moral monism, and network segregation. 

Table 1. Comparative Dimensions of Algorithmic Amplification, Religious Authority, and Polarization 

Analytical Dimension Main Pattern Political Implication 
Algorithmic 
amplification 

Emotionally charged religious-political 
content gains visibility 

Polarizing narratives become more salient 
and recurrent 

Religious authority 
signaling 

Moral claims are attached to partisan and 
communal identity 

Electoral choice becomes ethically charged 

Moral monism Opponents are framed as morally suspect or 
contaminating 

Democratic disagreement narrows into 
exclusionary conflict 

Network segregation Clustered circulation reinforces in-group 
confirmation 

Cross-cutting dialogue becomes weaker 

 
Table 1 clarifies that polarization is not generated by a single variable, but by a mutually reinforcing 

structure of distribution, legitimacy, and identity sorting. Algorithmic amplification determines what 
becomes repeatedly visible, while religious authority signaling explains why some messages are received 
as morally weighty rather than merely rhetorical. Moral monism intensifies the consequences of that 
visibility by turning disagreement into a threat to communal integrity. Network segregation then stabilizes 
these dynamics by concentrating circulation within aligned publics and reducing opportunities for 
dialogical correction. The table supports the broader argument that platformed polarization in Indonesia 
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is produced through the interaction of digital infrastructures and moral-political authority claims rather 
than through ideological competition alone. It also clarifies why governance responses focused only on 
misinformation or isolated content removal may remain inadequate. The issue concerns the structure of 
circulation and legitimacy as much as the factual status of individual posts. 

This interpretation is consistent with existing scholarship on affective polarization and digital 
political communication while extending it in important ways. Prior research established that hostility 
between political groups can intensify even where policy distance remains limited, especially when 
identity and perceived threat become central. Work on algorithmic visibility likewise demonstrated that 
emotionally engaging material is structurally advantaged within platform systems. Studies of digital 
religion added that religious authority online is increasingly shaped by visibility, audience engagement, 
and performative presence. The present discussion brings these strands together by showing how 
algorithmic amplification and religious authority jointly intensify partisan moral sorting in Indonesia’s 
electoral environment. This integration matters because it explains why digital polarization can acquire 
specifically moral force in a society where religious legitimacy remains publicly consequential. The 
contribution lies in connecting distributional mechanisms to authority formation rather than treating 
them as separate developments. Indonesian digital politics thus reveals how platform logic and religious-
public authority can reinforce one another in democratic contestation. 

The implications for democracy are substantial. Electoral competition depends on the possibility 
that opponents can be recognized as legitimate rivals rather than as morally dangerous outsiders. When 
religious authority claims become entangled with amplified partisan conflict, the boundaries of legitimate 
democratic disagreement begin to contract. Public trust is weakened because political actors and their 
supporters are judged not simply by their policy stance, but by whether they appear morally acceptable 
within a digitally circulated framework of communal authenticity. This affects not only campaign rhetoric 
but also everyday civic relations, because moralized polarization can shape how citizens interpret 
neighbors, colleagues, and social institutions. Religious public life is also altered, since moral guidance 
becomes increasingly entangled with the incentives of visibility and partisan signaling. The challenge is 
therefore not to remove religion from public life, but to prevent religious authority from being structurally 
harnessed by amplification systems that reward exclusionary conflict. Democratic pluralism depends on 
maintaining a distinction between moral participation and partisan moral weaponization. 

These patterns also carry direct relevance for platform governance and public policy. Regulatory 
debate often concentrates on misinformation, hate speech, or election disinformation in narrow terms, 
yet the Indonesian case indicates that amplification of morally charged authority claims can intensify 
polarization even without clearly false content. Platform companies therefore face a challenge that is 
simultaneously technical and normative. Recommendation systems, engagement metrics, and 
monetization incentives may encourage escalation without any explicit design for polarization. Electoral 
institutions and civil society actors likewise confront a problem that cannot be reduced to censorship or 
simple fact-checking. More attention is needed to the circulation patterns through which emotionally 
resonant religious-political content acquires disproportionate salience. Religious organizations also 
matter here because they can function as counterweights to moral monism by reinforcing dialogical 
pluralism and publicly rejecting exclusionary appropriations of authority. Governance responses must 
therefore extend beyond takedown logic and address the structural conditions that make polarizing 
authority claims highly visible and politically profitable. 
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The discussion also reveals notable strengths and limitations. One strength lies in the mechanism-
based framework, which allows platform design, authority formation, and partisan sorting to be analyzed 
within a single explanatory model. Another strength lies in the use of moral monism and dialogical 
pluralism to distinguish between religious participation that narrows democracy and religious 
participation that can sustain plural coexistence. At the same time, the analysis is limited by variation 
across platforms, campaign periods, and local political contexts, all of which may alter the intensity and 
form of these mechanisms. Publicly visible content also cannot fully reveal backstage coordination, 
strategic planning, or private circulation pathways that may further intensify polarization. Another 
complexity is that legitimate religious expression and polarizing authority signaling may overlap in ways 
that are difficult to regulate without overreach. This means that the problem cannot be solved by treating 
all religious-political communication as inherently harmful. The challenge lies in understanding when 
digital visibility transforms moral language into exclusionary partisan force. 

Future inquiry would benefit from closer comparison across elections, platforms, and religious 
actor networks in order to identify how these mechanisms vary under different communicative and 
political conditions. More research is also needed on audience reception, particularly how users interpret 
religiously coded political messages and how those interpretations differ across class, region, age, and 
organizational affiliation. Comparative work on moderation design could clarify whether some 
governance strategies reduce amplification harms without undermining legitimate public participation. 
There is also strong practical relevance for civic education, especially in strengthening dialogical pluralism 
within digital religious publics rather than leaving moral interpretation to the logic of engagement 
markets. Indonesian digital governance would benefit from a more explicit recognition that electoral 
polarization is partly a problem of authority circulation and not only of content falsity. Platform design, 
civil society response, and religious-public leadership must therefore be treated as connected domains 
of democratic resilience. The broader significance of the discussion lies in showing that the future of plural 
politics in Indonesia will depend in part on how algorithmic systems shape the visibility, credibility, and 
contestability of moral claims in public life. 

CONCLUSION 

Algorithmic amplification has become a central mechanism through which religious authority 
claims acquire heightened political salience during electoral contestation in Indonesia. The discussion has 
emphasized that polarization is not produced by electoral rivalry alone, but by the interaction of platform 
distribution systems, morally charged authority signaling, and identity-based partisan sorting. 
Recommendation logics and engagement incentives make religious-political content more visible and 
more recurrent, while religious authority gives such content an additional layer of ethical weight that can 
transform political choice into a morally charged act.  

Under these conditions, moral monism narrows democratic disagreement by framing opponents 
as ethically suspect rather than politically different, and network segregation stabilizes these dynamics 
by concentrating circulation within already aligned publics. Religious authority therefore functions not 
only as a source of guidance, but also as a potential digital boundary marker that intensifies affective 
polarization. The broader implication is that Indonesia’s electoral polarization must be understood as a 
platformed and morally mediated process in which democratic contestation, public religion, and 
algorithmic visibility are deeply entangled. 
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The article contributes to the field by integrating scholarship on affective polarization, algorithmic 
amplification, digital religion, and Indonesian democratic politics into a single mechanism-based analytical 
framework. Its conceptual contribution lies in showing that platform systems and religious authority 
claims should not be treated as parallel developments, but as mutually reinforcing processes that shape 
the structure of public conflict. The use of moral monism and dialogical pluralism further strengthens the 
analysis by distinguishing between forms of religious public engagement that deepen exclusionary 
hostility and those that remain compatible with democratic coexistence. This perspective extends existing 
studies of digital politics by demonstrating that algorithmic distribution alone does not explain escalating 
polarization unless it is linked to locally resonant moral repertoires and authority structures. It also 
extends studies of religious authority by placing online legitimacy within the political economy of platform 
visibility and partisan contestation. In this sense, the article offers a more precise vocabulary for 
understanding how digital infrastructures transform moral claims into politically consequential forces in 
contemporary Indonesia. 

Future research should extend the analysis through comparative study across electoral cycles, 
platforms, and religious actor networks in order to clarify how different communicative environments 
shape the relationship between amplification and moral authority. Greater attention to audience 
reception is also necessary, particularly in understanding how users interpret religious-political messages 
and how those interpretations vary across region, class, age, and organizational affiliation. Comparative 
work on moderation systems and governance design would be especially valuable for identifying 
interventions that reduce amplification harms without undermining legitimate religious participation in 
public life. Further inquiry into the role of religious civil society could also illuminate how dialogical 
pluralism may be strengthened in digital environments increasingly structured by engagement metrics 
and reputational competition. Practical relevance lies in developing governance strategies that move 
beyond narrow concerns with misinformation and instead address the circulation patterns through which 
morally charged content becomes politically polarizing. Advancing this agenda remains important for 
protecting democratic pluralism in Indonesia as electoral politics becomes ever more deeply embedded 
in algorithmically mediated religious publics. 
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