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ABSTRACT 
 

This paper looks at how the new possibilities provided by the Internet amplify and facilitate 

dynamics of radicalization into violent extremism (RVE), accelerate catalysts for engaging in radicalizing 

cognitive processes, and enable or ease access to radical discourses. It conceptualizes RVE into three 

components (Background factors and ‘activators,’ issues of identity, and social network mechanism) and 

subsequently examines the Internet’s influence in those areas. In conclusion, the paper introduces an 

explanatory ‘three-circles model’ for Internet-facilitated radicalization into violent extremism. The model 

presents a conceptual symbiosis between the vulnerable, grieving and seeking individual stimulated by 

Web-based content and kinship offers, and the Internet-promoted ‘capacity building’ of extremist groups. 
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INTRODUCTION 
 

Since its emergence in the 1990s, the Internet has developed into a prime venue for social 

interaction (Mukherjee 2006, 16). Notwithstanding, it also had a sizeable impact on terrorism, creating a 

new space for political extremists. Available literature offers numerous accounts of individuals, whose 

trajectories to political violence were in some way linked to the online environment (see Conway 2012, 

1), which led law enforcement agencies such as Europol (2011, 11) to recognize the Internet as a “crucial 

facilitating factor.” This paper will look at how the new possibilities provided by the Internet1 amplify 

and facilitate dynamics of radicalization into violent extremism (RVE), accelerate catalysts for engaging 

in radicalizing cognitive processes, and enable or ease access to radical discourses.2 It will conceptualize 

violent radicalization as consisting of three components3 to subsequently examine the Internet’s influence 

in those areas. It concludes with suggesting a ’three circles model’ for Internet-facilitated RVE. 

 

RADICALIZATION INTO VIOLENT EXTREMISM 
 

Terminology in the field of terrorism and extremism studies is widely disputed (Weinberg et al. 

2004; Striegher 2015), therefore it is necessary to first set up a theoretical framework and state working 

definitions for this paper. Here, radicalism is understood as an aspiration for “fundamental socio-political 

changes” (Dalgaard-Nielsen 2010, 798), which, in itself, is not problematic. Radicalization, however, is 

seen as a developmental process by which individuals are “introduced to an overtly ideological message 

and belief system that encourages movement from moderate […] beliefs towards extreme views” (Smith 

2009, 1), whereby extreme beliefs are those “opposed to a society’s core […] values and principles” 

(Neumann and Rogers 2007, 12). This process is located in a “context of perceived injustice and 

alienation from society and the state” (Bhui et al. 2012, 1). Therefore, radicalization into violent extremism, 

or violent radicalization, is defined as a process of gradually adopting extreme views and ideas inducing 

a growing “willingness to directly support or engage in violent acts” (Dalgaard-Nielsen 2010, 798) to 

solve social and political conflicts.4 

                                                
1 Although there is a difference between the Internet and the Web (Beal 2016), the terms ‘Internet,’ ‘Web,’ ‘cyberspace’ 
and ‘online environment’ are used interchangeably in this paper for reasons of readability.  
2 For the purpose of this paper, the author will mostly focus on radicalization into Salafi-jihadi extremism in the ‘West.’ 
For similar work on other forms of extremism see De Koster and Houtman (2008) and Bowman-Grieve and Conway 
(2012). 
3 This partition has been largely inspired by Ducol et al.’s (2016) TSAS working paper on the nexus of violent 
extremism and the social psychology of the Internet. 
4 Radicalization has to be distinguished from recruitment, for which it is a prerequisite. Rather than only internalizing a 
radical mindset, recruitment means “going operational” (Jenkins 2007, 3). However, Davies et al. (2015, 107) argue that 
the Internet has blurred the lines between both as the extremists’ strategy online is to encourage self-recruitment 
through radicalization. 
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It is generally agreed upon in the literature that there is no standard set of factors for radicalization 

or an archetypal trajectory toward violent extremism. Reviewing relevant literature, one can identify at 

least six conceptual models presenting radicalization as a series of stages (see Table 1). Drawing from 

Borum (2003), Wiktorowicz (2004b), Moghaddam (2005), Silber and Bhatt (2007), Precht (2007), and 

Sageman (2008b), this paper classifies RVE into three main affairs: (1) Background factors and 

‘activators,’ (2) Issues of identity, and (3) Social network mechanisms.  
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Background Factors and ‘Activators’ 
 

Research suggests that radicalization is a transformation based on a social-psychological process 

(King and Taylor 2011, 609), and as such, it begins with the individual. Crenshaw (1981, 381) stresses the 

difference between factors setting the context for terrorism, ‘preconditions’ or root causes, and 

‘precipitants,’ situational factors or specific triggering events immediately preceding terrorist violence. 

The three factors reviewed here are deprivation, grievances, and a personal crisis. 

                                                
5 Drawn from Borum (2011b), King and Taylor (2011), and Dzhekova et al. (2016). 
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Moghaddam and Borum both place relative deprivation at the beginning of the radicalization process. The 

fact that feelings of perceived injustice resulting from the interpretation of material conditions in 

comparison to others may lead to political violence is one aspect of the wider debate on root causes of 

terrorism (see Bjørgo 2005). In Borum’s (2003) pathway model, the comparison of social and economic 

conditions provokes an attribution of blame for the perceived inequality. This in return leads to the 

generalizing and dehumanizing reaction of targeted aggression (‘you are evil’). Precht (2007, 43) also sees 

relative deprivation as a background factor rendering radical Islam as a possibility to regain dignity. 

Moghaddam’s (2005, 163) staircase begins with an individual’s perception of deprivation at the 

‘foundational’ ground floor and individual intragroup and ‘fraternalistic’ intergroup comparisons 

(Runciman 1966, 96). However, moving up to the ‘first floor’ in search for options to fight unjust 

conditions seems to be more likely to occur in a group than at an individual level, as Moghaddam (2005, 

163) indicates evidence of relative deprivation on the former resulting in collective action (see Martin et 

al. 1984).  

Materializing grievances as a motive for terrorism can also be personal or collective. McCauley 

and Moskalenko (2008) found that suicide terrorists are often driven by a sense of personal victimization 

and revenge. Nevertheless, those personal rationales are “unlikely to account for group sacrifice unless 

the personal [grievance] is framed and interpreted as representative of group grievance” (Ibid., 419). In 

the context of Salafi-jihadism,6 those grievances are embedded in the perceived oppression and alienation 

of Muslims (Brachman 2008, 11). 

As grievances alone are not sufficient to explain radicalization, some authors postulate the need 

for a trigger event to link grievances to an enemy (Schmid 2013, 36). Frequently cited as an essential 

factor in radicalization is the idea of a crisis moment creating the impetus to join an extremist group. 

Wiktorowicz (2004b, 7) begins his conception of ‘joining the cause’ with a “cognitive opening,” 

disrupting the “certainty in previously accepted beliefs” and leaving individuals “more receptive” to 

alternative views. Silber and Bhatt’s (2007, 30) NYPD model also determines a crisis to function as a 

catalyst for ‘religious seeking’ and for Sageman (2008b, 225) a “sense of moral outrage” initiates the 

radicalization process. These ‘activating’ events, e.g. witnessing violence that is perceived as unjust, might 

provoke a strong longing for retribution. As Silke (2008, 114) has shown, being exposed to such events 

on the media rather than in the ‘real world’ appears to be sufficient for creating a stimulus to join an 

extremist organization, if the individual can somehow identify with the victim. 

 

 

 

                                                
6 For in-depth analyses of Salafi-jihadist ideology see Maher (2016), Khosrokhavar (2009), and Brachman (2008). 
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Issues of Identity 
 

Events which can trigger the radicalisation process are often related to identity issues (King and 

Taylor 2011, 611) and religious seeking (Wiktorowicz 2004b). In the search for identity and community 

amongst the Muslim diaspora youth in Europe (Cilluffo et al. 2007, 9), radical Islam might provide an 

answer in the form of a coherent belief system and an ummah identity (Dalgaard-Nielsen 2010, 800; CI 

2008, 37). Positive identification with Islam has been found to offer stability in a time of uncertainty 

(Slootman and Tillie 2006, 54) and Precht (2007, 42) mentions how a Muslim identity crisis can lead to a 

shift to more radical interpretations of Islam. The following engagement with radical and extremist 

discourses on religious issues already gradually migrates into the digital domain (Ghaffar and Saltman 

2014, 38). 

 

Social Network Mechanisms 
 

The last of Sageman’s (2008b, 227) four prongs of radicalization, social network mobilization, 

emphasizes the ‘about who one knows’ factor in the process. Interaction with like-minded others and 

‘natural group dynamics’ amplify personal grievances and intensify social bonds, resulting in the 

formation of an ‘echo chamber’ (Sageman 2008b, 227). In this regard, Sageman (2008a, 69) refers to the 

phenomenon of self-radicalized groups, or ‘bunches of guys,’ also introduced as ‘lone wolf pack’ 

terrorism (Pantucci 2011, 24). Wiktorowicz (2004a, 12; 2005, 115), furthermore, highlights the 

importance of social networks in “high risk activism” and movement’s recruitment efforts through 

preexisting kinship and friendship architectures. He also acknowledges the relevance of socialization in 

terms of gradual indoctrination and identity construction (Wiktorowicz 2004b, 1). Movements, therefore, 

act as “signifying agent[s],” constructing shared meaning of a collective identity (Wiktorowicz 2004b, 15; 

Fominaya 2010, 396). As radical ideas flow through those networks, small clusters of individuals turn to 

processes of groupthink, which Silber and Bhatt (2007, 37) incorporate in their last stage, ‘jihadization.’ 

 

THE ROLE OF THE INTERNET IN VIOLENT RADICALIZATION 
 

The emergence of the Internet has revolutionized modern communication. It has evidentially 

influenced terrorist communication, recruitment, and financing (Weimann 2006; Musawi 2010; Shaffer 

2005; Zanini and Edwards 2001). Hence, some scholars have argued that the Internet plays a comparable 

role in violent radicalization (Precht 2007, 56; Dalgaard-Nielsen 2010, 810; Silber and Bhatt 2007, 8). 

‘Cyberspace’ has featured in every instance of homegrown terrorism in the West since 2002, leaving a 

“digital footprint” (King and Taylor 2011, 618), and Brachman (2006, 150) claims that it has “enabled 
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[al-Qaeda] to radicalize […] new recruits by shaping their general worldview.” The following section 

examines the contribution of the Internet to radicalization processes and aims to explore how and where 

its functions link in with the conceptualizations of RVE above. First, it will demonstrate how the 

emergence of the Internet led to an increased exposure rate of extremist content online, facilitating access 

to possible triggers of moral outrage. Second, it will outline how the Web environment might assist 

identity construction. Third, it will illustrate how online communities can consolidate the radicalization 

process.  

 

Exposure 
 

The increased potentiality of exposure to extremist content provided by the Internet might initiate 

an individual’s entry and sustain his or her continuation on a path of radicalization.7 The Internet allows 

extremist groups to disseminate their messages to a much broader audience than other forms of media, 

increasing their visibility (Sieber and Brunst 2007, 33). Jihadists started using the Internet around the time 

it became available in the 1990s (Coll and Glasser 2015) and their applications have since evolved from 

the use of simple webpages and the utilization of chatrooms and forums in the early 2000s8 to the 

increased use of social media and encrypted communication software (Weimann 2015; Khayat 2015; 

Klausen 2015). Tsfati and Weimann (2002, 321) identified general information about groups and 

ideologies to be the most common content on traditional terrorist websites, the most popular of which 

attracted tens of thousands of visitors each month (Maura Conway 2002).9 Social media sites, on the 

other hand, provide groups like the Islamic State with the possibility of drawing a more holistic picture 

of their activities (see Maggioni and Magri 2015; Zelin 2015) and training potential ‘self-starters’ in the 

terrorist craft (Katz 2007; Stenersen 2008). 

However, apart from broadening their outreach, the Internet equally allows extremist groups to 

tailor their messages to specific target audiences, a strategy termed “narrowcasting” (Torok 2011, 85). 

Jihadists are accused of ‘preying’ on children and the youth, taking advantage of the environment of the 

so-called Web 2.0 (Bott et al. 2009, 3) in addition to traditional publications and youth-themed lectures 

online.10 Al-Fateh,11 ‘the conqueror,’ a Disney-like online magazine designed for children, has been 

attributed to Hamas (Mozes and Weimann 2010, 217) and Islamic State reportedly launched a jihadi-

themed Android application to learn the Arabic alphabet (Weiss 2016). Similarly, through video games 

                                                
7 Ducol (2015, 87) on the other hand notes that arguing In favour of a connection between the availability of Web-based 
extremist content and “anecdotal cases” of terrorists with known online exposure “assumes a ‘magical bullet’ 
association between the Internet and […] radicalization.” For critical evaluations of the lack of research done on the 
effect of extremist material consumption see Lennings et al. (2010, 435) and Edwards and Gribbon (2013). 
8 For an examination of terrorist Internet fora, see Torres-Soriano (2013). 
9 On the challenge of quantifying terrorist or extremist content online see Ramsay (2013, 11). 
10 See for example http://kalamullah.com/youth.html. 
11 Available at http://www.al-fateh.net. 



 8 

such as Hezbollah’s Special Forces series, Islamic State’s modifications, or Global Islamic Media Front’s 

Night of Bush Capturing, the Internet helps extremist groups disseminating their messages to specific 

audiences, be it young people in the Middle East or ‘armchair jihadists’ and ‘fanboys’ in the West (Saber 

and Webber 2016; Lieberman and Collins 2008; Saifudeen 2015). 

Around 2003, jihadist information strategies began including video content in what has been a 

largely text-based business up to this point (Maura Conway and McInerney 2008). Since then, videos 

have continued to feature prominently in jihadists’ propaganda. Islamic State alone distributed an average 

of three videos and fifteen photo reports per day, including brutal imagery of ultraviolence among other 

themes (Winter 2015, 5, 22). Being exposed to extremely violent content might trigger a “moral shock,” 

or sense of outrage (Jasper 1997, 106), which may prompt people to engage in politically motivated 

violence and, as we have seen above, comprises an initial step on the path of radicalization. As viewing 

violent videos has been proven to desensitize individuals (Willis and Strasburger 1998, 324), Neumann 

(2013, 435) adds that “online radicalization results from individuals being immersed in extremist content 

for extended periods of time, the amplified effects of graphic images and video, and the resulting 

emotional desensitization.” It is this desensitization to violence, or extensive toxic “online disinhibition” 

(Suler 2004), that can normalize extremist thinking and facilitate group polarization. 

Thus, Mellen (2012, 244) cites the possible early exposure of would-be jihadists to a group’s 

material as the crucial influence of the Internet. Extremist groups present a carefully constructed picture 

of the theatre of terrorism. Being introduced to the provoking rhetoric of online clerics and a selective 

rendering of events in the Muslim world might produce some kind of “awakening,” or cognitive opening, 

within an individual (Ducol et al. 2016, 24) and an awareness about the injustices done to the Muslim 

‘ummah,’ which will then be interpreted through the prism of a “war against Islam” (Sageman 2007, 2-4; 

2008a, viii). An individual’s Internet experience thus gets limited to ‘jihadi filter bubbles’ (Musawi 2010, 

19; Pariser 2011) of one-sided interpretations of the world. Exposure to death-related imagery and 

messages promoting martyrdom can further evoke a sense of mortality, generally referred to as “mortality 

salience effects,” which, if connected to a group identity, might lead to increased support for extremism 

(Silke 2010, 36) or suicide terrorism (Pyszczynski et al. 2006).  

 

Identity Formation and Social Identification 

 
Following the above-mentioned observations on the involvement of identity issues in 

radicalization processes and further remarks on their significance as a motivator for terrorism (Arena and 
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Arrigo 2005; Schwartz et al. 2009), the Internet offers an “easy access to ideological structures”12 which 

can provide individuals with “semblance of order, a renewed sense of self, and greater meaning to 

troubled realities” (Halverson and Way 2012, 148). Those realities, marked by perceived deprivation and 

grievances, are addressed by extremist groups through various framing processes (see Snow and Byrd 

2007), proposing alternative narratives as part of a broader belief system, thus, attracting recruits with 

“promises of friendship, acceptance and a sense of purpose” (Ducol et al. 2016, 27). The Internet 

functions as a catalyst for re-shaping identities. 

Drawing from Social Identity Theory and Identity Theory, we can distinguish two aspects of 

identity development. ‘Identity formation’ describes the cognitive and social processes of constructing 

an individual’s identity, while ‘social identification’ labels the influence social categories and group 

belonging have on identity construction (Stets and Burke 2000; Tajfel and Turner 1979). The Internet’s 

digital environment can play an important role in those dynamics since it offers both a platform for 

alternative ideologies as well as new opportunities for joining social groups (McKenna and Bargh 1998; 

Amichai-Hamburger and Hayat 2013). The ubiquitous uncertainty about true identities within the Web 

and the resulting ‘deindividuation’, a loss of inner restraints, leads to more impulsive and irrational 

behaviour (McKenna and Bargh 2000, 61). This instigates a shift towards more group-related behaviour 

and shared social identities (Tanis and Postmes 2005, 421). 

The decentralized and anonymous nature of the Internet has therefore conditioned a specific 

targeting policy of extremist groups, which are seeking to radicalize and recruit particularly vulnerable 

individuals. Sought after are primarily isolated, disaffected, and marginalized young Muslims, who are 

rather striving for ‘fantasy narratives’ than religious inspiration (Seib and Janbek 2011, 61; Torok 2013, 

7).13 One outcome of this occurrence is the phenomenon of ‘jihadi cool,’ the attempted rebranding of 

jihadist terrorism as a trendy subculture (Huey 2015). Offering the alternative of an interactive jihadi 

culture is arguably the reason for Islamic State’s popularity and recruitment success among young 

individuals online compared to ‘tedious’ and traditional al-Qaeda. The Internet has become a hub for the 

isolated and marginalized, as well as a useful device for approaching them.14 The online environment 

fosters ‘self-imposed’ social isolation that acts as “insulation from pervasive outside influence, particularly 

alternative ideas and competing rationalities” (Torok 2013, 6). Horgan (2008, 27) describes this as a 

twofold process of “socialization into terrorism” and “socialization away from […] the person’s former 

life.” This pattern will re-appear when examining group-based seclusion in the subsequent section. 

                                                
12 Among Australian Muslims the dictum of ‘Sheikh Google’ is popular to describe the trend of obtaining religious 
guidance online (Aly 2010, 2). See Ahmed and George (2016) on the unchallenged accessibility of extremist content in 
the “wider online landscape. 
13 For an overview of radical Islamic idioms and visual motifs online see Fighel (2007) and Winter (2017). 
14 See Sanchez (2014) on how the Internet enables radicalization of women in Arab countries. 
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This isolation is not synonymous with solitude. In his typology of lone wolves, Pantucci (2011, 

34) finds indications of social alienation in studied individuals and concludes that the “the community 

provided by the Internet can act as a replacement social environment.” Similarly, Weimann (2015) 

discovers “virtual packs” behind tracked online lone wolves, proving the significance of digital social ties. 

Self-radicalization or self-recruitment into an extremist cause without any outside influence rarely occurs 

(Neumann and Stevens 2009, 13). Therefore, the influence of virtual collective entities must be examined 

in an effort to explain the Internet’s contribution to radicalization processes. 

 

Virtual Communities and Social Networks 

 
Radicalization and terrorist violence are not products of isolation (Malthaner and Waldmann 

2014, 979), but an outcome of a social process. Relevant for our understanding of the online 

environment’s influence on RVE is the question of the Internet’s ability to replace or transcend face-to-

face interaction and relationships (see Waldmann 2008, 27). Much like Laqueur (1999, 418–19), who did 

not believe in a possible translation of virtual power into real power, for some scholars and commentators 

up to a decade later the primacy of physical contact is still essential (Rogan 2006, 30; Bartlett 2015). The 

Internet is seen as lacking “fundamental aspects of collectivity” (Conway 2012, 4) and Burke (2011) states 

that social media, although aiding communication, “is not much use in a firefight.” So, is there no online 

proxy for ‘real world’ social space or a surrogate for social activism? 

Akin to Halverson and Way’s (2012, 140) characterization of the Internet as a “contact point” 

facilitating relationship formation, many authors have argued that the Internet reinforces a shared sense 

of belonging to an “imagined community” (Anderson 1983) and in the case of Islamist extremism, an 

envisaged unity of the ummah (Silke 2010, 34; Egerton 2011, 92-94). Sageman (2004, 161) highlights the 

Web’s ability to generate social bonds between the individual and a “virtual Muslim community,” which 

even leads him to conclude that “face-to-face radicalisation has been replaced by online radicalisation” 

(Sageman 2009). 15  In fact, the Internet has been found to facilitate the formation of new virtual 

relationships in many instances (Bargh and McKenna 2004; Mesch and Talmud 2006). Thus, the Internet 

offers the chance for “new forms of sociability,” compensating for its lack of physical proximity with the 

benefits of anonymity and possible self-disclosure (Ducol et al. 2016, 35). 

This raises the question whether the Internet functions as a radicalizing environment. By looking 

at the “immediate social environment” of terrorist groups, Malthaner and Waldmann (2014, 983) outline 

the concept of a radical milieu, a social space characterized by highly committed individuals sharing a 

                                                
15 Five years earlier, Sageman (2004, 157) still took the view that exposure to jihad-related content on the Internet 
might leave young Muslims “receptive to its appeal,” direct participation, however, would necessitate a face-to-face 
element.  
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collective identity, common perspective, and approval of violent means, from which (violent) radicals 

emerge and within which they maneuver. Drawing from this idea, Conway (2012, 4-5) adds the possibility 

of a violent online radical milieu, the virtual community equivalent, which matured out of the once mostly 

broadcasting use of the Internet by terrorist groups. These social spaces encourage producers and 

consumers alike to disseminate and construct extremist narratives and ideological discourses condoning 

or supporting terrorism (Ducol 2015, 86). In the context of violent Salafi-jihadi extremism, this online 

community of advocates and supporters has been termed ‘jihadisphere’ (Conway et al. 2012, 52). 

However, as engagement in high-risk activism like terrorism or violent extremism requires trust in social 

networks (Wiktorowicz 2004a, 12; Diani 2000, 397), it becomes questionable, if online communities are 

able to establish this kind of relationship. In analyzing jihadi online forums, Hegghammer (2014, 31) 

noticed a vast degree of distrust and paranoia among users, although they highly trusted the credibility of 

propaganda due to intra-community vetting mechanisms. 

Nevertheless, many scholars underline the importance of those online collectifs as digital “echo 

chambers” (Neumann 2013, 446; Neumann and Stevens 2009, 5-14; von Behr et al. 2013, 15-21). Those 

radical online communities reaffirm and strengthen selective views and beliefs, largely because, as 

Geeraerts (2012, 26) points out, the homogenous density of like-minded opinions and the absence of 

dissenting thoughts results in a loss of moderating sentiments. The isolation from alternative input 

cultivates an increase in channeling to extremist narratives. This ‘insular’ character of online jihadi 

communities favors the emergence of all kinds of mutually bolstering group dynamics including ‘group 

polarization,’ irrational decision-making known as ‘groupthink,’ and biased perceptions of the in-group 

compared to the out-group (Borum 2011a, 20–21). Paradoxically, while the Web is crowded with 

different views and beliefs, it presents itself to some as “self-imposed castles” (Torok 2013, 7) of 

radicalizing influence. Networked mobilization, as Sageman (2008a) describes it, enables individuals to 

take the last step towards the violent act. The Internet functions as a ‘gateway device,’ much like gateway 

organizations such as the UK’s al-Muhajiroun (see Neumann and Rogers 2007, 31; Lowles and Mulhall 

2013).16 

 

  

                                                
16 Ramsay (2009, 35) remarks that extremist online activity on the contrary replaces the desire to take violent action with 
“jihad of the tongue” by “jihobbyists.” 
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THE ‘THREE CIRCLES MODEL’ OF IF-RVE 

 
Acknowledging the breadth of existing research on radicalization and the Internet, there is still 

no prominent graphical model illustrating the links and influences of the online environment on RVE 

dynamics. Therefore, this paper introduces an explanatory ‘three-circles model’ for Internet-facilitated 

radicalization into violent extremism (IF-RVE) resulting from a structured literature analysis of current 

research in extremism and terrorism studies, identity theory, and Internet studies.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The model presents a conceptual symbiosis between the vulnerable, grieving and seeking 

individual stimulated by Web-based content and kinship offers and the Internet-promoted ‘capacity 

building’ of extremist groups. It allows to quickly identify relevant issues and procedural elements of IF-

RVE, where to locate those in a broader conception of radicalization, and how are intertwined. 
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CONCLUSION 
 

This essay has shown that an artificial separation between online and offline environments 

regarding RVE does not correspond with the reality of pathways into violent extremism. Rather, 

radicalization appears as a blend of interconnected social processes in the ‘real’ as much as the ‘virtual’ 

domain. In this context, the Internet should be understood as a platform for these mechanisms, offering 

a socializing setting through engagement with radical discourses exploiting vulnerabilities and hedging 

into social communities. Increased exposure to jihadi content due to higher accessibility online is not 

sufficient to explain offline extremism.  

Further research should examine comparisons of the Internet’s contribution to RVE between 

different groups or ideological strands as well as incorporate approaches from other academic fields and 

explore dynamics in various world regions and cultural contexts. Other studies could investigate how 

authorities might be able to use the capacities of the Internet to counter violent extremism online and 

limit the significance of extremist Web activities.  
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