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Abstract
Social media networks have amplified the reach of social and po-
litical movements, but most research focuses on mainstream plat-
forms such as X, Reddit, and Facebook, overlooking Discord. As a
rapidly growing, community-driven platform with optional decen-
tralized moderation, Discord offers unique opportunities to study
political discourse. This study analyzes over 30 million messages
from political servers on Discord discussing the 2024 U.S. elections.
Servers were classified as Republican-aligned, Democratic-aligned,
or unaligned based on their descriptions. We tracked changes in
political conversation during key campaign events and identified
distinct political valence and implicit biases in semantic association
through embedding analysis. We observed that Republican servers
emphasized economic policies and Democratic servers focusing on
equality-related and progressive causes. Furthermore, we detected
an increase in toxic language, such as sexism, in Republican-aligned
servers after Kamala Harris’s nomination. These findings provide a
first look at political behavior on Discord, highlighting its growing
role in shaping and understanding online political engagement.
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1 Introduction
Social networks have become a powerful tool for amplifying social
movements, such as protests [37] and political campaigns [16],
allowingmessages to reach audiences as large as those of traditional
media like television – all without relying onmainstream outlets [7].
Due to these reasons, researchers have identified the important role
of social media in political success. Indeed, during the 2008 U.S.
presidential elections, Barack Obama’s use of social media as part
of his campaign strategy was already regarded as a key factor in
his victory [20].

Since then, social media’s influence on politics has only inten-
sified. The spread of fake news, misinformation and bot-driven
manipulation during the 2016 and 2020 elections [11, 17], raised
significant questions about the need for regulation and moderation
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on these platforms. As a result, platforms such as Facebook and
X (formerly Twitter) [38] implemented interventions to curb the
potential harm caused by these strategies. Despite these efforts,
social media continues to enable harmful activities, such as spread-
ing conspiracy theories and organizing events like the January
2021 Capitol riot [29]. This highlights the importance of studying
political discussions on social media platforms.

Most research so far has focused on mainstream platforms, such
as YouTube, X, Facebook, Instagram, and Reddit. However, other
platformsmay hold significant influence in shaping voters’ opinions
during the electoral process, still remaining under-explored. One
of these platforms is Discord, which has experienced significant
growth since the pandemic. Originally designed for gaming and
related topics, it has since been adopted by many other communi-
ties [21]. The platform is structured into user-created and managed
groups, which are called servers, where they can share text, images,
videos, and voice-chat. Unlike mainstream social media platforms,
moderation and guidelines on Discord are primarily determined by
server creators 1, meaning they may vary across different servers.
This decentralized structure fosters less-moderated and unfiltered
discussions, including those in public community servers.

Discord’s unique characteristics make it a compelling subject for
study. Its semi-private servers are similar to platforms like Telegram,
but its recent controversies – such as child abuse networks uncov-
ered in Brazil [13] and its role in mental health discussions [6] –
show both its potential and risks. The growing presence of alt-right
extremism on the platform [15] further highlights the importance
of studying its impact on political discussions. Despite these emerg-
ing concerns, there remains a significant gap in scientific research
regarding the political dimensions of this network, particularly its
role in influencing political discourse and the presence of already
established ideological communities.

To the best of our knowledge, this study represents the first
in-depth political analysis of Discord, focusing on the 2024 United
States presidential election. Specifically, we aim to explore how the
platform’s unique characteristics shape political discussions and
user interactions. We address the following research questions:

(1) RQ1: How does the discourse on Discord servers vary across
different political spectra and electoral periods, particularly
in response to major political events?

(2) RQ2: What is the level of toxicity in political discussions on
Discord, and which groups are the primary targets of hate
speech across different political spectra and key electoral
moments?

We find that (1) by tracking shifts in political conversations dur-
ing key campaign events, we identified distinct political valences
and implicit biases in semantic associations through embedding
analysis. Republican-aligned servers emphasized economic policies,
while Democratic-aligned servers focused on equality-related and
progressive causes. The volume of political messages surged sig-
nificantly during pivotal events such as Biden’s exit from the race
and the presidential debates.

Additionally, we note that (2) the discussion on Republican-
aligned servers was considerably more toxic than on Democratic-
aligned servers, especially in the period just after Kamala Harris

1https://discord.com/community-moderation-safety

was announced as the Democrat candidate, which was correlated
with increased toxicity and sexism on the Republican servers.

2 Related Work
The influence of social media on political engagement has been
widely discussed, particularly in the context of mainstream plat-
forms such as X and Facebook. For example, Fujiwara et al. [14]
examined the role of Twitter in the 2016 and 2020 U.S. presiden-
tial elections and found that increased Twitter usage in certain
counties contributed to a significant reduction in the Republican
vote share. In addition, Allcott et al. [2] investigated the effects
of deactivating Facebook and Instagram accounts during the 2020
U.S. election. Their study revealed that while Instagram had no
measurable impact on political outcomes, Facebook significantly
increased user awareness of general news but also led to greater
exposure to misinformation.

In more recent work, Balasubramanian et al. [5] collected a
dataset from X that highlighted the prominence of keywords such
as Biden, Trump, and MAGA, as well as the widespread use of hash-
tags like #trump2024, #maga, and #bidenharris2024. This dataset
reflected public engagement with key candidates and movements
and underscored the significant influence of multimedia platforms
such as YouTube and X. Moreover, the data illustrated how media
outlets, including Fox News and Breitbart, shape political discourse
online.

Regarding discourse analysis, several studies have employed
various methodologies to explore political polarization and social
media rhetoric. For instance, Stefanov et al. [34] utilized a combina-
tion of supervised and unsupervised learning techniques to detect
political polarization on Twitter. Their approach incorporated mea-
sures such as valence, graph theory, and contextual embeddings
to predict political biases. Similarly, Magno and Almeida [23] em-
ployed word embeddings to explore cultural and social values on a
global scale by analyzing large datasets of online communications.
Their findings revealed correlations between online sentiment and
offline cultural traits, as captured in the World Values Survey.

Hate speech on social media platforms has been extensively
explored in various studies. For example, Alkomah and Ma [1]
provided a comprehensive review of textual hate speech detection
methods and datasets, while Davidson et al. [10] focused on auto-
mated hate speech detection and the challenges posed by offensive
language. Additionally, Saha et al. [31] proposed novel techniques
for hate speech detection that extend beyond traditional methods. In
this context, Ottoni et al. [27] concentrated on right-wing YouTube
channels by examining the prevalence of hate speech, violence, and
discrimination in both video content and user comments. Their lay-
ered methodology, which included lexical analysis, topic modeling,
and implicit bias detection, revealed patterns of negative language
and discriminatory bias in political discourse.

While most studies on social networks have focused on tradi-
tional platforms, there is a noticeable gap in the literature regarding
the influence of Discord, particularly within the political context.
Although Discord was originally designed as a communication
platform for gamers, it has evolved into a multifaceted environ-
ment that accommodates a broad spectrum of social and political
groups, including far-right organizations. These groups have used
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Table 1: Statistics of user and bot posts across server categories. Most of the messages belong to unaligned servers. The unique
users and unique bots columns do not sum to total, as some users participate in discussion on multiple server categories.

Alignment Unique Users User Messages Messages/User Unique Bots Bot messages

Democratic 10,149 520,614 51.29 69 47,123
Unaligned 71,686 31,603,712 440.86 618 2,102,070
Republican 4,255 555,750 130.61 35 76,412

Total 83,611 32,680,076 390.85 675 2,225,605
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Figure 1: Volume of messages shared on Discord political servers, categorized by metadata. The first plot shows total daily
messages across all servers. The second plot shows daily mentions of “Trump”, “Biden”, and “Kamala”.

Discord to organize events, such as the “Unite the Right” rally in
Charlottesville, as discussed by Roose [30], leveraging its private
and community-driven nature for communication and recruitment.
Moreover, Heslep and Berge [19] demonstrate how hate networks
exploit Discord’s moderation gaps and third-party tools.

Although numerous studies have investigated political debates
on platforms such as Twitter and Telegram, to the best of our knowl-
edge, no comprehensive investigation into political discourse on
Discord has been conducted. Given Discord’s growing prominence,
this study aims to perform an extensive analysis of political dis-
course on the platform, using the 2024 U.S. presidential election as
a case study.

3 Dataset
3.1 Data Collection
To analyze political discussions onDiscord, we followed themethod-
ology in [32], collecting messages from politically-oriented public
servers in compliance with Discord’s platform policies.

Using Discord’s Discovery feature, we employed a web scraper
to extract server invitation links, names, and descriptions, focusing
on public servers accessible without participation. Invitation links
were used to access data via the Discord API. To ensure relevance,
we filtered servers using keywords related to the 2024 U.S. elections
(e.g., Trump, Kamala, MAGA), as outlined in [5]. This resulted in
302 server links, further narrowed to 81 English-speaking, politics-
focused servers based on their names and descriptions.

Public messages were retrieved from these servers using the
Discord API, collecting metadata such as content, user ID, username,
timestamp, bot flag, mentions, and interactions. Through this pro-
cess, we gathered 33,373,229 messages from 82,109 users across
81 servers, including 1,912,750 messages from 633 bots. Data
collection occurred between November 13th and 15th, covering

messages sent from January 1st to November 12th, just after the
2024 U.S. election.

3.2 Characterizing the Political Spectrum
A key aspect of our research is distinguishing between Republican-
and Democratic-aligned Discord servers. To categorize their po-
litical alignment, we relied on server names and self-descriptions,
which often include rules, community guidelines, and references to
key ideologies or figures. Each server’s name and description were
manually reviewed based on predefined, objective criteria, focus-
ing on explicit political themes or mentions of prominent figures.
This process allowed us to classify servers into three categories,
ensuring a systematic and unbiased alignment determination.

• Republican-aligned: Servers referencing Republican and
right-wing and ideologies, movements, or figures (e.g., MAGA,
Conservative, Traditional, Trump).

• Democratic-aligned: Servers mentioning Democratic and
left-wing ideologies, movements, or figures (e.g., Progressive,
Liberal, Socialist, Biden, Kamala).

• Unaligned: Servers with no defined spectrum and ideologies
or opened to general political debate from all orientations.

To ensure the reliability and consistency of our classification,
three independent reviewers assessed the classification following
the specified set of criteria. The inter-rater agreement of their clas-
sifications was evaluated using Fleiss’ Kappa [12], with a resulting
Kappa value of 0.8191, indicating an almost perfect agreement
among the reviewers. Disagreements were resolved by adopting
the majority classification, as there were no instances where a
server received different classifications from all three reviewers.
This process guaranteed the consistency and accuracy of the final
categorization.
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Through this process, we identified 7 Republican-aligned
servers, 9Democratic-aligned servers, and 65 unaligned servers.

Table 1 shows the statistics of the collected data. Notably, while
Democratic- and Republican-aligned servers had a comparable num-
ber of user messages, users in the latter servers were significantly
more active, posting more than double the number of messages
per user compared to their Democratic counterparts. This suggests
that, in our sample, Democratic-aligned servers attract more users,
but these users were less engaged in text-based discussions. Addi-
tionally, around 10% of the messages across all server categories
were posted by bots.

3.3 Temporal Data
Throughout this paper, we refer to the election candidates using
the names adopted by their respective campaigns: Kamala, Biden,
and Trump. To examine how the content of text messages evolves
based on the political alignment of servers, we divided the 2024
election year into three periods:Biden vs Trump (January 1 to July
21), Kamala vs Trump (July 21 to September 20), and the Voting
Period (after September 20). These periods reflect key phases of
the election: the early campaign dominated by Biden and Trump,
the shift in dynamics with Kamala Harris replacing Joe Biden as
the Democratic candidate, and the final voting stage focused on
electoral outcomes and their implications. This segmentation en-
ables an analysis of how discourse responds to pivotal electoral
moments.

Figure 1 illustrates the distribution of messages over time, high-
lighting trends in total messages volume and mentions of each
candidate. Prior to Biden’s withdrawal on July 21, mentions of
Biden and Trump were relatively balanced. However, following Ka-
mala’s entry into the race, mentions of Trump surged significantly,
a trend further amplified by an assassination attempt on him, so-
lidifying his dominance in the discourse. The only instance where
Trump’s mentions were exceeded occurred during the first debate,
as concerns about Biden’s age and cognitive abilities temporarily
shifted the focus. In the final stages of the election, mentions of
all three candidates rose, with Trump’s mentions peaking as he
emerged as the victor.

4 Methods
In this section, we discuss the methodology used to analyze the
characteristics of political discourse on Discord. Political discourse
is broadly understood as the communication of ideas, opinions, and
debates related to political ideologies, often reflecting the values,
beliefs, and actions of different political groups.

4.1 Analysis of Political Discourse
4.1.1 Political Valence of Messages. The concept of political valence
helps to understand how specific words, phrases, and references
align with political ideologies. In this analysis, we use it to iden-
tify words that are associated with Democratic- and Republican-
aligned servers. This metric, introduced in [9] for hashtags, has been
adapted for general terms in subsequent studies [22]. Unlike topic
modeling, which clusters discussions into broad themes without
capturing ideological stance, political valence directly quantifies the

ideological bias of terms, making it more suitable for analyzing frag-
mented and short-form political discourse on Discord. By exploring
political valence, we aim to uncover the distinct characteristics of
the content shared by different groups.

For this work, political valence is defined as:

𝑉 (𝑡) =
𝑁 (𝑡,𝑅)
𝑁 (𝑅) − 𝑁 (𝑡,𝐷 )

𝑁 (𝐷 )
𝑁 (𝑡,𝑅)
𝑁 (𝑅) + 𝑁 (𝑡,𝐷 )

𝑁 (𝐷 )

where 𝑁 (𝑅) and 𝑁 (𝐷) denote the total occurrences of all terms in
Republican-aligned and Democratic-aligned servers, respectively,
while 𝑁 (𝑡, 𝑅) and 𝑁 (𝑡, 𝐷) refer to the frequency of a specific term
𝑡 in these servers. Additionally, we define 𝑁 (𝐷) = ∑

𝑡 𝑁 (𝑡, 𝐷) for a
given leaning 𝐷 . This metric ranges from [−1, 1], where a score of
−1 indicates that a term is exclusively used in Democratic-aligned
servers, while a score of +1 indicates exclusive usage in Republican-
aligned servers. A score close to 0 suggests that the term is used
relatively equally across both groups.

We calculate political valence for words and websites shared by
Discord users to better understand how political discourse varies
between the two opposing groups.

4.1.2 Embedding Analysis. Away to understand political discourse
on Discord is by examining implicit biases and the semantic con-
texts of key terms across different ideological spectra. This can
be effectively achieved through word embeddings, such as those
generated by the Word2Vec model[24, 25]. These embeddings map
words into a high-dimensional vector space, where semantically
similar terms are positioned closer together, capturing contextual
relationships in the data.

To investigate these biases, we trained separateWord2Vecmodels
for Democratic- and Republican-aligned servers, further segmented
by the temporal phases of the election. This approach enables us to
analyze how key terms are represented within each context, reveal-
ing shifts in their connotations and associations across ideological
boundaries and over time.

However, the dataset segmentation reduces the amount of data
available for each model, potentially affecting training effectiveness.
To address this limitation, we initialized the training process with
a neutral pre-trainedWord2Vec model. This model was trained on
a diverse dataset comprising Wikipedia articles, OpenCrawl data,
and movie subtitles [33].

To assess the semantic representation of politically charged terms
(e.g., socialism), we adopt the methodology of the Word Embedding
Association Test (WEAT) [8]. This approach quantifies the asso-
ciation between target words and reference terms with positive
(e.g., good, important) and negative (e.g., bad, terrible) connotations
by leveraging the cosine similarity metric in the word embedding
space. For a target word𝑤 and two sets of attribute words 𝐴 (posi-
tive) and 𝐵 (negative), the normalized association score 𝑠 (𝑤,𝐴, 𝐵)
is calculated as:

𝑠 (𝑤,𝐴, 𝐵) = mean (cos(𝑤, 𝑎), ∀𝑎 ∈ 𝐴) −mean (cos(𝑤,𝑏), ∀𝑏 ∈ 𝐵)
stddev (cos(𝑤, 𝑥), ∀𝑥 ∈ 𝐴 ∪ 𝐵) ,

where cos(𝑤, 𝑎) is the cosine similarity between𝑤 and 𝑎. This score
quantifies the association of𝑤 with 𝐴 and 𝐵, identifying implicit
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biases in word embeddings based on semantic proximity to pos-
itive or negative terms. A positive 𝑠 (𝑤,𝐴, 𝐵) indicates a stronger
association of 𝑤 with the positive attribute set 𝐴, while a nega-
tive 𝑠 (𝑤,𝐴, 𝐵) indicates a stronger association with the negative
attribute set 𝐵.

In addition to candidate and party names, we arbitrarily selected
politically relevant target words, such as capitalism, feminism, and
market. For each target word, a set of three positive and three nega-
tive reference words was defined based on its context, following the
approach outlined in [28]. The selection of positive reference words
was informed by previous studies, ensuring coverage of different
topics within political discussions [23]. For candidate and party
names, a comprehensive set of terms was included to reflect the
full spectrum of the debate.

4.2 Hate Speech
The analysis of hate speech within political discourse provides
critical insights into the nature and dynamics of discussions, partic-
ularly during charged periods such as election campaigns. For this
study, we aim to evaluate the prevalence of toxic speech over the
course of the electoral cycle and across different political spectra.
This approach allows us to understand how toxicity levels fluctuate
with key events and how they vary between ideological groups.

In addition, we seek to identify those most targeted by discrimi-
natory discourse in political discussions on Discord. By doing so,
we aim to investigate sociopolitical biases in the marginalization of
these individuals and examine how such intolerance is intertwined
with political debate and the electoral period.

To achieve these objectives, we utilize a RoBERTa-based clas-
sification model specifically trained for multi-class hate speech
detection [3]. This model is designed to classify text into the fol-
lowing categories: Sexism, Racism, Disability, Sexual Orientation,
Religion, Other and Not Hate. The classifier was trained on an
extensive dataset of tweets, which closely resembles the Discord
environment due to its informal context and the prevalence of
short messages. We chose RoBERTa over other options, such as the
Perspective API, because of its multi-class classification capability,
which enables a more nuanced analysis by covering a broader range
of hate speech categories rather than a binary or toxicity-based
classification.

5 Results
In this section, we present the findings of our study, addressing the
research questions (RQs) outlined in the introduction.

To answer RQ1, we investigate user discourse to uncover im-
plicit biases and identify thematic shifts across different political
spectra and electoral periods. Specifically, we analyze two aspects
of textual content from messages shared on Discord servers: in
subsection 5.1, we examine the political valence of specific terms
used in discussions, and in the subsection 5.2, we present the em-
beddings obtained by training Word2Vec models on our dataset.
Both techniques enable us to explore the ideological leanings of
discourse over time.

Furthermore, to address RQ2, we assess the level of toxicity in
political discussions in subsection 5.3. We identify the primary
targets of hate speech and analyze how these dynamics vary across

political groups and key electoral moments, using a multi-class
speech classifier.

5.1 Political Valence of Messages
We categorize political valence into five groups, ranging from
highly-Democratic to highly-Republican, based on a scale from
[−1, +1]. We opt to make the center interval range [-0.33, 0.33] to
account for terms that are used by both sides. Figure 2 illustrates
the top-8 most frequent terms and top-3 most shared URLs within
these groups in each period, highlighting discourse shifts during
the election year. This analysis excludes links to embedded images,
videos, and GIFs, focusing on textual content. We opted to use the
most frequent words since we believe that those better represent
the subjects commonly discussed on these categories.

0.66 < v ≤ 10.33 < v ≤ 0.66 -0.33 ≤ v ≤ 0.330.66 ≤ v < -0.33 -1 ≤ v < -0.66
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Figure 2: Political valence of top terms and URLs shared and
discussed in Democratic and Republican-aligned Discord
servers across the studied time period.

5.1.1 Candidates and Politicians.
In the Democratic side, we observe that throughout all periods
the term “Biden“ is relevant, while Kamala Harris gained more
prominence in the discussions only post her presidential campaign
announcement, in July 21st, date after Kamala continued to be a
top-3 most frequent political term in the moderately-Democratic
valence. Also, during the voting period Tim Walz had his first
appearance, which is logic since he was then running for the vice-
president position.

Even Donald Trump, the main candidate for the Republican
Party, appears in the center or slightly Democratic in the valence
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range depending on the period, likely due to his highly divisive and
controversial nature, which sparks discussions on both sides.

Furthermore, the elected vice-president, Vance, appears on the
highly-Democratic valence, despite being a Republican. This is in-
triguing as Vance is often seen as an unpopular choice for vice pres-
ident when compared to other recent candidates [18]. It’s notewor-
thy that the left has seized on this situation to generate discussions
about him, while he has largely been ignored on the Republican
side. Another interesting appearance in the latest periods is from
terms related to Robert Kennedy Jr. in the Republican side of va-
lence, possibly due to him dropping out of the presidential race in
support of Trump, and later being picked to be the secretary of the
Department of Health and Human Services.

Lastly, Milei shows up as a highly-Republican term during the
voting period, referring to Javier Milei, president of Argentina. He
is the only non-American politician in the table, and has previously
shown support to Trump, being the first foreign leader to meet him
since his victory in the elections.

5.1.2 Political and Economical Ideologies.
Democratic Spectrum:
Up to the first semester, Democratic-aligned servers focused on
Communist and Socialist discourse related terms, such as comrade,
Lenin, Stalin, capitalism and revolution while also sharing websites
likemarxists.org. As the year progressed, however, these discussions
and references to Marxist figures and ideals decreased in frequency.

Discussions about the Israel-Palestine conflict were highly rele-
vant throughout all periods, with terms such as Israel, war, genocide,
and Palestine appearing in the moderately-Democratic valence.
Also, the prevalence of pronouns and appearance of feminism in
highly-Democratic discourse also emphasize an endorsement of
equality-related and progressive causes, particularly with respect
to the LGBTQIA+ community and women rights.

Republican Spectrum:
When examining the Republican side of the discourse, we observe
a focus on economical and capitalism related issues, with terms
such as libertarian, crypto, property, market, taxes and economy, as
well as websites like mises.org (an institute focused on economics
and libertarianism), all displaying moderate to highly-Republican
valence. One possible explanation for the prominence of these
terms could be Donald Trump’s proposals and general campaign
rhetoric, particularly related to taxes, tariffs, and trade, which likely
sparked discussions among his supporters. Another notable aspect
is that the government-related discussions are more prevalent on
the Republican-side, with terms like state, government, and law
appearing frequently.

Additionally, terms often used as politically incorrect insults,
such as retarded are among the most commonly used in the highly-
Republican valence, while no insults appear even in the top-100
terms for the highly-Democratic valence.

5.1.3 News Sources and Associated URLs.
As previously mentioned in 5.1.2, marxists.org and mises.org were
commonly shared respectively by the Democratic and the Republi-
can, aligning precisely with left-wing and right-wing ideals.

Democratic-aligned servers also referenced to news outlets such
as The Guardian, Reuters, Associated Press and New York Times,
with the latter publicly endorsing Kamala Harris campaign [35].

Meanwhile, Republican-aligned servers were surprisingly associ-
ated with two well-known Argentinean media channels, Infobae
and DerechaDiario (an auto-declared right-wing news outlet 2),
tying together with Milei’s Valence, mentioned before in 5.1.1. An-
other influential source was Infowars which raise concerns about
misinformation sharing 3.

Additionally, there was a slight deviation from New York Post
links to the Republican side, but it also appears in the balanced
Valence during the Voting Period. Other sources such as NBC News,
BBC and Wikipedia also stood in the middle-ground of the Valence
table, showing no preference from any of the polarized alignments
in the Discord platform. Overall, the position of each of the news
outlets somewhat reflects the popular perceptions of these sources 4.

5.1.4 Social Media and Digital Platforms.
A few of the URLs found in the table contained hyperlinks to posts
on other social media platforms, and their Valence values help us
understand the landscape of the preferences from each spectrum.

The first and most important observation is the intriguing posi-
tioning of the social media “X”, previously known as “Twitter”, as
the terms “x.com”, “twitter.com” and “tweet” appear heavily related
to the Republican. Directly contradicting previous beliefs and stud-
ies indicating that Twitter was a predominantly Liberal-leaning
platform, with some even saying it affected previous elections by
benefiting Democratic candidates [14].

This may be explained by the brand’s recent “rebranding”, which
might have attracted a new audience from different political align-
ments, and is directly corroborated by [5], in which is shown that
the volume of “hashtags” supportive of Republicans, such as #MAGA
and #Trump far outweighed the ones related to Democratic backing,
as of early 2024.

In contrast, Instagram remains largely non-aligned politically. Its
focus on lifestyle, entertainment, and visual content tends to limit
its engagement in political discourse, resulting in a more neutral
stance in terms of ideological positioning, as backed up by previous
studies [2]. Meanwhile, particularly in the Discord space, Reddit
seems to have become more associated with Democrat-aligned
communities, as supported by it’s Valence values.

5.2 Embedding Analysis
The Word Embedding Association Test (WEAT) was conducted to
uncover implicit biases and semantic associations in the political
discourse on Discord servers, seen on Figure 3. The purpose of
this analysis is to explore how key politically relevant terms are
perceived and connected to positive or negative connotations across
different ideological contexts and electoral periods.

To ensure comprehensive coverage of political topics, we se-
lected terms spanning a wide range of themes. These terms were
organized into five categories: Civil Rights and Liberties, Social
Issues, Economic Policy, Governance and Democracy, and Candi-
dates and Party Names. For each term, we defined three positive
and three negative reference terms to capture its associations in
2In their YouTube channel description ’https://www.youtube.com/c/LaDerechaDiario’,
they call themselves “An alternative media to the left-wing hegemony.”
3Infowars, known for spreading conspiracy theories and fake news, is concern-
ing due to its influence on political discourse in Republican-leaning communities.
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-63243981
4https://www.allsides.com/media-bias/media-bias-chart
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different contexts. The only exception was the Candidates and Party
Names category, where, due to the diverse scenarios and topics
these names appear in, we used an extensive list of positive and
negative reference terms. This approach ensures a more robust
analysis, capturing a wide variety of political themes and contexts.
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Figure 3: Visualization of S-values computed using models
trained on servers with Democratic and Republican align-
ment for each period of the electoral campaign. The baseline
model corresponds to the used pre-trained model. A positive
S-value indicates closer alignment with positive terms, while
a negative S-value indicates closer alignment with negative
terms.

The first issue concerns Civil Rights and Liberties. Terms related
to sexuality and LGBTQIA+ rights appear to be more positively bi-
ased on the Democratic side, while being mostly neutral to negative
on the Republican side. A notable observation is that the Demo-
cratic party, known for its stricter stance on gun laws and more
open approach to immigration, has gradually shifted over time,
developing a bias more similar to the Republicans on these issues.

New trends emerge in the analysis of Social Issues, bringing sev-
eral key topics to the forefront, as demonstrated in the hate speech
analysis. The term feminism stands out, with a predominantly neg-
ative bias on Republican-aligned servers. It’s also noteworthy that
after Kamala Harris entered the race, both Democratic and Republi-
can servers shifted significantly toward a negative bias on the topic

of diversity, which correlates with the observed increase in sexist
hate speech during this period.

On economic policies, the trends are largely as expected. Words
related to market or economy tend to have a more positive conno-
tation on the Republican side. One notable situation is relating to
inflation. During Biden’s presidency, many of the critiques against
him focused on inflation, which was an issue in late 2022 and early
2023. Interestingly, when Biden was the candidate, the bias towards
the term inflation in Democratic servers was positive, possibly re-
flecting that his supporters defend his decisions or the state of the
economy. However, once Kamala entered the race, inflation shifted
to a negative bias, mirroring the Republican perspective.

Governance and Democracy reveal a few notable trends. The
term democracy saw a sharp increase in positive bias on Demo-
cratic servers when Kamala entered the race. This likely reflects
her campaign’s strong focus on democracy and freedom, which
were central to her messaging. Another noteworthy term is climate.
Until the election, climate was largely viewed positively, but as the
election approached, its bias turned negative. This shift may be
tied to the intensifying discussions around climate change and the
evolving political climate.

Finally, we analyze the sentiment dynamics surrounding can-
didates and party names. In this category, the broader range of
terms analyzed resulted in less pronounced differences across the
sentiment spectra. However, we can still identify some notable
differences. While Joe Biden was the Democratic candidate, both
parties exhibited a relatively neutral stance toward Walz. However,
upon Walz’s nomination as the vice-presidential candidate, sen-
timent on the Republican side became markedly more negative.
Interestingly, during the voting period, which coincided with the
vice-presidential debate, sentiment on the Republican side shifted
back toward a more positive view of Walz. Similarly, Vance ex-
perienced a smaller but noticeable shift, where the bias toward
him became more positive over time on both the Democratic and
Republican sides.

The case of Biden presents an intriguing case. Prior to his with-
draw of the race, many within his own party members were urging
him to step down. As a result, his bias was notably more nega-
tive on the left during the first half of the year. However, after he
stepped out, his bias became more positive and stabilized toward
the middle. Conversely, Donald Trump exhibited a similar trend.
Even on the Democrat alignment, Trump’s bias became more sta-
ble after Biden’s exit, likely due to an increase in his popularity.
Interestingly, Kamala bias remained relatively stable throughout
the entire electoral cycle.

5.3 Hate Speech Analysis
By applying the multi-class hate speech classifier in our dateset,
Figure 4 displays the average levels of hate speech across Demo-
cratic and Republican-aligned and unaligned servers during the
periods of interest. The figure provides an overview of the presence
of hate speech across multiple classes, offering a general perspec-
tive on its distribution. The figure reveals a higher prevalence of
hate speech in Republican-aligned and unaligned servers compared
to Democratic-aligned servers.
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Figure 5: Radar charts displaying the percentage of hate
speech messages by period. The highest value, 0.55%, oc-
curred in the ’Sexism’ category during the Kamala vs. Trump
race.

5.3.1 Hate Speech on Unaligned Servers.
Figures 5 and 6 provide a detailed analysis of the distribution of
hate speech across multiple categories throughout the electoral
campaign. The weekly-segmented plot reveal a striking trend in
unaligned servers: a consistently high proportion of hate speech
across all analyzed categories throughout the observed period. A
particularly notable trend is the persistent presence of hate speech
in the “Other” category, which remains at a significant level over
time. Together, these trends, illustrated in Figure 4, demonstrate
how all categories cumulatively drive the high global rate of hate
speech observed in unaligned servers, especially during the Biden
vs. Trump and Voting Periods.

Additionally, it is plausible to hypothesize that unaligned servers,
due to their lack of a clear political alignment, function as open
forums where diverse opinions and groups converge, helping to
explain the consistently high levels of hate speech observed in these

servers, unlike explicitly aligned servers (Democratic or Republi-
can), where a greater uniformity of opinions might be expected.
Moreover, unaligned servers seems to engage in discussions be-
yond the scope of the American presidential race. This broader
scope is reflected in the significant increase in Religion-related hate
speech in early September, as seen in Figure 6. We hypothesize that
this surge is linked to the ongoing Israel-Palestine conflict, which
ignited political discussions worldwide, further fueling divisive
discourse.

5.3.2 Hate Speech on Republican and Democratic Servers.
On Republican servers, a significant shift in the distribution of
hate speech becomes evident following Joe Biden’s withdrawal
from the campaign and Kamala Harris’s entry as the Democratic
candidate. As illustrated in Figures 5 and 6, Kamala Harris’s candi-
dacy coincides with a notable rise in hate speech targeting sexism,
an increase that persists throughout the Kamala vs. Trump period.
Notably, a similar, though less pronounced, increase in sexist hate
speech is also observed on Democratic servers following her entry.

It is noteworthy that while sexism has risen, racism did not. This
disparity is interesting considering that United States has yet to
elect a woman as president. Social media platforms often act as
mirrors of societal attitudes, amplifying latent sociocultural biases
and hate-driven behaviors. These biases, reflected in the volume
and nature of hate speech, are closely associated with political
narratives and may ultimately impact electoral outcomes.

Another notable trend in the figure is the significant increase in
sexist hate speech observed from the secondweek ofMay to the first
week of June, evident on both Republican and Democratic servers.
We hypothesize that this behavior may be linked to the events of
May 16, 2024, during a U.S. House Oversight Committee hearing,
where a heated exchange occurred between Representatives Mar-
jorie Taylor Greene (MTG) and Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez (AOC).
The confrontation was sparked by a comment from Greene directed
at Representative Jasmine Crockett. Greene criticized Crockett’s ap-
pearance, claiming her false eyelashes hindered her ability to read.
Such remarks, when amplified within politically charged groups on
social media, may contribute to the rise in online sexism. Discus-
sions in these spaces often devolve into misogynistic attacks and
disparaging comments aimed at women in politics 5.

Through this analysis, we find that Republican-affiliated servers
consistently exhibit higher rates of hate speech related to racism
and sexism over the observed period. This trend is clearly illus-
trated in Figure 4, which also highlight another significant point:
the notably low incidence of hate speech related to sexuality in
Democrat-affiliated servers. This difference aligns with the histori-
cally progressive stance of Democrats, who actively advocate for
LGBTQIA+ rights. These findings provide a quantitative basis for
explaining the higher overall rates of hate speech in Republican-
affiliated servers, driven predominantly by the prevalence of racism
and sexism. In contrast, Democrat-affiliated servers demonstrate
a stronger commitment to inclusive values, particularly regarding
sexuality, further emphasizing the distinction between the two
political groups in terms of hate speech dynamics.

5https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/article/2024/may/17/aoc-v-mtg-house-
hearing-chaos
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Figure 6: Heatmap of Hate Speech Categories Across Weekly
Periods.

5.3.3 Challenges of Moderation on Discord.
Although Discord has not been extensively studied in academic
literature and there is a noticeable gap in analyses of its dynamics,
the work [19] explores the unique challenges of moderation on the
platform. They investigate how Discord, in combination with the
Disboard website, facilitates the organization of distributed hate
networks, exposing significant vulnerabilities in its moderation
practices. Unlike more traditional social networks such as Twit-
ter and Facebook [36], Discord operates on a decentralized model
where each community functions autonomously. This decentraliza-
tion makes centralized moderation extremely limited and creates
loopholes for the proliferation of toxic networks. Furthermore, Dis-
cord explicitly delegates much of the moderation responsibility
to its users, particularly to the administrators and moderators of
individual servers 6.

6 Conclusion
On this study, we examine political servers on Discord, highlighting
consistent differences between Republican- andDemocratic-aligned
communities throughout 2024. Our findings show that Trump was
farmore discussed than Kamala Harris, based on the number ofmen-
tions. Conversations about Democratic candidates – Kamala and
Biden – were mostly limited to Democratic-aligned servers, while
Trump dominated discussions across all categories of servers, elicit-
ing both positive and negative reactions. While Kamala’s discourse
stayed confined to Democratic-leaning spaces, Trump’s polarizing
presence drove high engagement across both sides, engaging his
voter base and contributing to his strong turnout, as presented in
Section 5.1.1.

Although Discord is primarily used by younger people, who
generally lean Democratic [26], we found that Republican-aligned
6https://discord.com/safety/360044103531-role-of-administrators-and-moderators-
on-discord

servers had higher engagement per user. On average, users in these
servers posted twice as many messages as their Democratic-aligned
counterparts, resulting in a similar total volume of messages across
both categories. Combinedwith Trump’s significantly higher visibil-
ity, this suggests that Republicans were more effective in mobilizing
their voter base on Discord.

Our analysis reveals that Republican-aligned servers were signifi-
cantly more toxic than Democratic-aligned ones, with non political
correct insults among the most frequently used terms in those
spaces. Some instances of hate speech, including racism and sexism,
were notably higher in Republican servers. This trend may have
been influenced by Kamala Harris’s identity as a Black woman of
Jamaican and Indian descent, making her a target for attacks based
on race and gender – vulnerabilities not as easily exploited against
figures like Biden or Trump. Interestingly, while sexist hate speech
spiked after Harris officially entered the race, racial hate speech
remained stable and even declined slightly over the election cycle.
These findings, though preliminary, raise important questions. The
U.S. has never elected a woman president, and this pattern might
suggest that sexism, often less visible than other forms of bias, could
play a larger role than previously understood.

As younger generations increasingly engage in politics, studying
the platforms they use to communicate will be critical for under-
standing modern political movements – not just in the U.S., but
globally. This is essential to addressing challenges like radicaliza-
tion and polarization that have characterized recent years. This
study offers a first look at Discord’s role in contemporary polit-
ical discourse. Future research should expand on these findings
by exploring the broader Discord ecosystem, moving beyond self-
identified political leanings and keyword-based filtering to gain
deeper insights.

6.1 Future Works and Limitations
One of Discord’s distinctive features is the extensive use of bots,
future research could focus on investigating the use of bots in the
political context on Discord, examining how these automated sys-
tems influence discourse, facilitate the spread of political ideologies,
or potentially exacerbate the dissemination of hate speech.

Additionally, a more in-depth analysis of the Word Embedding
Association Test (WEAT) could be conducted, further exploring the
intriguing implicit biases identified in this study. Future work could
aim to uncover how these biases are shaped and reinforced within
political discussions on Discord. This exploration could provide
valuable insights into themechanisms bywhich sociopolitical biases
emerge and propagate through online interactions.

Despite the large amount of servers and messages collected from
public groups using political keywords, it’s important to note that
political discussions may also be occurring on public servers that
don’t explicitly identify with politics or even on private servers. As
a result, we cannot fully capture how the platform, as a whole, is
engaging with political topics.

Additionally, Discord does not release any user demographic
data through its API, such as gender, age, or race – only usernames
are available. This lack of demographic information makes it chal-
lenging to fully understand the context of our dataset, as we are
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unable to analyze the characteristics of the users participating in
these discussions.

7 Ethical Considerations
The data we collected from Discord is accessed via publicly avail-
able invitation links, in full compliance with Discord’s terms of
service7 8. To protect the privacy of users, we employed several
anonymization techniques. Specifically, we refrained from identify-
ing individual users or focusing on any hate speech tied to specific
users.

8 Dataset Availability
The dataset used in this study, which contains messages from pub-
lic Discord servers during the 2024 U.S. presidential election, is
publicly available for further research. It is anonymized to ensure
user privacy and organized in a server-specific format, aligned
with other relevant literature [4], with each server’s data stored in
an individual JSON file. The dataset is published on Zenodo with
DOI: 10.5281/zenodo.148075019. For further details, refer to the
Discord API documentation10. We encourage researchers to use
this dataset for future studies on political discourse, social media
dynamics, or related areas.
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