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This document and the analysis it contains are the property of DIIGlobal.eu. No part of this publication may be reproduced,
redistributed, quoted, or transmitted in any form or by any means — electronic, mechanical, photocopying, recording, or
otherwise — without the prior written permission of DIIGlobal.eu, except for brief citations in editorial or academic commentary
with full attribution to "DIIGlobal.eu."

This briefing is based on an automated media-monitoring export (project reference NATO_98110) covering 56,395 public posts
and articles collected between 6-13 July 2026. Sentiment, state-affiliation, and disinformation labels referenced throughout
originate from the monitoring platform's own automated classifiers and are presented here as indicative signals for analytical
purposes, not as definitive legal or editorial determinations about any named publication, platform, or individual.

Findings, figures and interpretations in this document reflect the dataset and time window described above and should be read

as a snapshot of a fast-moving information environment, not a permanent characterization of any outlet.
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The Story in Five Numbers

NATO's Ankara summit (7—8 July 2026) was meant to project unity around a five-percent defence-spending
pledge. The media record tells a different story. We analysed 56,395 posts and articles referencing the
summit — across the open web, X/Twitter, Telegram, Facebook, TikTok, YouTube and VK — and found that
the coverage was reactive rather than agenda-setting, overwhelmingly negative in tone, and — most
consequentially — that a majority of the content formally tagged as "Western press" was in fact a single
disinformation network wearing twenty different national disguises.

56,395 63% 55%

posts and articles analysed across 7 of nominally "Western" web coverage of all coverage carried a negative
platforms, 6—13 July 2026 traced to one 42-domain propaganda sentiment tag; positive coverage: 7%
network

403

genuine Western outlets identified, producing 4,200 articles

Three things to know. First, coverage peaked exactly on the summit's working day (8 July, 4,969 web
articles), confirming that media followed events rather than shaping the narrative in advance. Second, the
dominant storyline in authentic Western media was not alliance unity but friction — a personalised,
transactional style of diplomacy built around one leader's public praise and public rebukes of individual
allies. Third, and most strikingly, the open information space that automated systems, search engines and Al
models actually "see" when they look for Western commentary on NATO is substantially populated by a
cloned propaganda network, not by the newsrooms usually assumed to set the agenda.

"The alliance's real communications problem wasn't what it
said at Ankara — it was who got to say what 'the West'

thinks about it."

DlIGlobal.eu analysis of the NATO_98110 monitoring corpus
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CONTEXT & METHOD

MM What We Analysed

NATO leaders met in Ankara on 7—-8 July 2026 against the backdrop of intensified Russian strikes on Kyiv
and a naval incident between a Russian surveillance aircraft and a British carrier group in the Norwegian
Sea. The summit's stated purpose was to review progress toward the 5%-of-GDP defence-spending target
agreed at the previous Hague summit.

To understand how this event actually travelled through the media, we obtained a full export from a media-
monitoring platform (project reference "NATO_98110"): 56,395 records spanning eight days and seven
platforms — web articles, X/Twitter, Telegram, Facebook, TikTok, YouTube and VK — each carrying
metadata on platform, content type, sentiment, and source characteristics, including the platform's own flags
for state affiliation and disinformation.

To isolate "Western press" coverage specifically, we filtered for web-platform articles whose source is
geographically tagged to a NATO, EU or close-partner country. Within that set, we further separated genuine
editorial outlets from a cluster of look-alike domains discussed in Section 3 — a distinction the raw geo-tag
does not make, and one that turns out to matter enormously.

Platform Records Share
Web (articles) 17,510 31.0%
X [ Twitter 11,996 21.3%
Telegram 11,476 20.3%
Facebook 7,571 13.4%
TikTok 7,351 13.0%
YouTube 306 0.5%
VK 185 0.3%
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Reactive, Not Agenda-Setting

Attention to the summit tracked the event itself almost perfectly. Volume rose from 6 July, peaked on 8 July
— the working session and leaders' dinner — and fell away steadily through 13 July. The same curve
appears whether we look at the full web-article set or the authentic Western-press subset alone.

Date All web articles Genuine Western press
6 July 2,579 618
7 July 3,402 861
8 July 4,969 1,229
9 July 2,993 707
10 July 1,477 381
11 July 1,055 194
12 July 660 166
13 July 375 44

Tone was consistently negative — 55.0% of all records (NEGATIVE), 37.2% neutral, and just 7.4% positive.
This is less a verdict on NATO's decisions than a function of framing: outlets used the concurrent war news
— missile strikes on Kyiv, the intercepted Russian aircraft — as the lead, turning the summit into a story
about danger and division rather than a story about strategy. The summit did not generate its own positive
news cycle; it borrowed a negative one already in progress.
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THE CORE FINDING

m Who Is Actually "The West" Here?

Of the 11,427 web articles the monitoring tool geo-tagged as coming from Western countries, we traced

7,227 — 63% — to a single cluster of 42 domains following the pattern "country.news-pravda.com":
nato.news-pravda.com, usa.news-pravda.com, trump.news-pravda.com, eu.news-pravda.com, uk.news-
pravda.com, germany.news-pravda.com, estonia.news-pravda.com, latvia.news-pravda.com, and more than
thirty others, one for nearly every NATO and EU member state. The monitoring platform's own classifiers
independently flag every one of these domains as REPORTEDLY_STATE_AFFILIATED and
DISINFORMATION. This cluster corresponds to what open-source investigators elsewhere have
documented as the "Pravda network" or "Portal Kombat" — a large-scale, pro-Kremlin content-laundering
operation.

Read that again: nearly two out of three articles this dataset would otherwise count as "Western press" reaction
to a NATO summit came from one coordinated network, not from Western newsrooms.

The technique exploits exactly the metadata most monitoring and search systems rely on: a country-styled
domain name is read as a national source. Content published on these sites often repeats verbatim across
multiple "national" domains within hours — a German-flagged and an Estonian-flagged site running the
identical sentence — which is a signature of centralised production, not independent local editing.

"Washington's demands on European NATO members to raise defence spending are less about abandoning
allied obligations than about shifting the financial and military burden onto Europe, a European source in
diplomatic circles told RIA Novosti."

usa.news-pravda.com, 6 July 2026

Once this network is removed, the authentic Western press footprint is far smaller and far more fragmented:
4,200 articles across 403 unique domains. The largest genuine sources are aggregators and
broadcasters, not the agenda-setting wire and legacy brands one might expect:

Outlet Type Articles
Yahoo News Aggregator 508
Big News Network Aggregator / syndication 235
CNN Broadcaster / news portal 154
CNBC Business news 68
Cyprus Mail National daily 63
AOL (UK) Portal 61
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BBC Broadcaster 55
The New Republic Opinion (left-leaning) 55
Army Recognition Defence trade press 51
Breitbart / Raw Story / Alternet / Mediaite Opinion (mixed spectrum) 37-41 each

NOTABLY ABSENT

Reuters, the Associated Press, The New York Times, The Washington Post, Bloomberg, The Guardian, The
Wall Street Journal and the Financial Times are essentially invisible in this open-web and social-media
capture. This is best read as an artefact of paywalls and crawl access, not evidence these outlets ignored
the summit — but the practical consequence is the same: the segment of the information space that is most
easily scraped, indexed and consumed by automated systems is dominated by aggregators, opinion outlets,
and the cloned propaganda network above, not by the outlets usually treated as authoritative.
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CONTENT ANALYSIS |

Inside the Authentic Coverage

a War as the frame

Nearly every major outlet opened its summit coverage with the overnight missile strikes on Kyiv or the
intercepted Russian aircraft near a British carrier — turning a diplomatic event into a story about imminent
danger.

a The 5%-0f-GDP ultimatum

The US ambassador to NATO publicly ranked allies into leaders (Poland, the Nordics, the Baltics) and
laggards (Germany, on track only by 2029) — turning burden-sharing into a public scorecard rather than a
private negotiation.

e Personalised, transactional diplomacy

The dominant storyline was not institutional but personal: public mockery of Italy's prime minister
("restraining order needed"), public doubt cast on Spain's figures, and a conspicuous reward for Turkey —
restored F-35 access and a $700m arms deal. Coverage read the summit as a series of individual report
cards issued by one leader, not a collective decision by 32 states.

"Trump has reignited his public attacks on Italian Prime Minister Giorgia Meloni... further deepening the
rupture between two leaders once regarded as close political allies.”

Brussels Signal, 6 July 2026

° The Secretary-General's "charm offensive"

France24 characterised NATO Secretary-General Mark Rutte's flattering management style toward the US
president in openly critical terms — a storyline about the internal balance of power inside the alliance as
much as about Russia.

a "Europe must take responsibility” goes mainstream

What used to be a fringe argument is now appearing in elite outlets. Foreign Affairs ran a piece titled "The
Transatlantic Alliance Can't Survive Without Trust"; NPR reported that the "illusion of appeasing Trump has
vanished" and that Europe is being pushed to take primary responsibility for its own defence.

G Ukraine at the margins of its own war's summit

Zelensky's meeting was scheduled last on the leaders' agenda; coverage of Ukraine centred almost entirely
on requests for Patriot air-defence systems rather than on Ukraine's institutional standing within the alliance.
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a Turkey's rising informational dividend

Coverage of host-nation Turkey was conspicuously more positive than coverage of European capitals —
F-35 reinstatement, new arms deals, and public confirmation of Article 5 commitments framed Ankara as an
alliance member on the rise.

e An American domestic lens

Right-leaning US outlets framed the summit as a personal foreign-policy win for the president; left-leaning
opinion outlets framed it as chaotic and alliance-straining. NATO, in the American media, became a proxy
battleground for domestic politics rather than a subject in its own right.
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CONTENT ANALYSIS 11

The Parallel, Coordinated Narrative

Content on the news-pravda.com cluster — and amplified through Telegram channels such as "RT and
Sputnik News" and "Pravda EN / Pravda USA," and, for Chinese state media, CGTN on X — followed a
small set of recurring, near-identical talking points:

» Burden-shifting: US pressure on European spending reframed not as alliance strengthening but as
Washington offloading its financial and military burden onto Europe — sourced to RIA Novosti.

* Delegitimising Ukraine: Kyiv referred to as "so-called Ukraine," its requests for funding cast as
reaching "deeper into Europe's pocket."

» Devaluing European peace rhetoric: European statements about peace framed as "cover for building
weapons against Russia" — quoting Russian Deputy Foreign Minister Mikhail Galuzin directly.

 Unverified claims seeded at scale: an identical, uncorroborated claim that the US was withdrawing
troops from Estonia appeared, worded almost identically, on the NATO-, USA- and EU-branded domains
within hours of each other.

* Repackaged Russian military content: digests from the Russian Telegram channel "Rybar"
republished wholesale under Western-sounding branding.

* Mockery and selective amplification: jabs at allied leadership transitions (Keir Starmer's resignation)
and selective, out-of-context amplification of anti-NATO protests in Ankara.

Separately — and independent of the disinformation question — Turkish state and pro-government outlets
(Anadolu, TRT World, Daily Sabah, Yeni Safak) dominated the social conversation about the summit on X/
Twitter by sheer volume, a natural consequence of host-nation status that nonetheless shifts whose "voice"
is loudest in the alliance's own social feed.
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m What This Means for Transatlantic Cohesion

Short term: every personalised episode — the Meloni jab, the doubts about Spain — is a highly shareable
fact that undercuts the institutional unity message a summit communiqué is designed to project, regardless
of what the communiqué actually says.

Medium term: the "European strategic autonomy" argument has moved from the margins into mainstream
elite media (Foreign Affairs, NPR). The debate is shifting from whether Europe should take primary
responsibility for its own defence to how fast it can. That can accelerate European defence-industrial
integration — but it also hands ammunition to both populist-right and anti-militarist-left voices in Europe who
question the value of an alliance anchored to an unpredictable partner.

The sharpest risk: the hostile network is not pushing random content — it is pushing exactly the two claims
most likely to erode both transatlantic and intra-European cohesion: that the US is abandoning Europe, and
that Ukraine is a bottomless financial demand. These narratives gain traction not because they are
persuasive on their own merits, but because they resonate with doubts already visible in authentic Western
coverage (Sections 4.2—4.5). Left unanswered, that resonance is the mechanism by which a fringe narrative
becomes a mainstream one.

A structural upside worth tracking: Turkey's rising informational and diplomatic profile is a real shift in the
alliance's internal balance, not a one-off story — and it will likely shape how the southern and eastern flank
negotiates its position at future summits.

The summit's substantive outcomes — the spending
pledges, the communiqué text — risk being remembered
less than the personality-driven storyline and the

information operation exploiting it. That is a
communications management problem, not a policy one —
and it is solvable.
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WHAT TO DO ABOUT IT

OF@ Five Actions for Decision-Makers

1. Stop trusting the geo-tag.
Any automated system that scores "Western media sentiment" using self-declared source country is exploitable by

design. Build and maintain a verified source allow-list before drawing conclusions from open-web monitoring.

2. Close the authoritative-source gap.
Open-web crawls systematically under-represent paywalled wire and legacy brands. Pair open monitoring with
licensed access to Reuters, AP, Bloomberg, and the FT to see the fuller picture, especially for anything Al systems

will later learn from.

3. Pre-empt the two exploited fault lines.

Publish concrete, verifiable data on burden-sharing progress and on Ukraine support outcomes ahead of the news

cycle — before hostile networks fill the vacuum with unverifiable claims.

4. Detect coordination, not just content.

Treat near-identical text appearing across many "national” domains within hours as a standing detection signal, not a

one-off discovery — it is a reliable fingerprint of centralised production.

5. Track Turkey's rising information dividend structurally.

Host-nation visibility gains are becoming a recurring feature of NATO's internal politics and should be planned for in

future summit communications, not treated as noise.
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APPENDIX

Methodology & Caveats

« All sentiment, state-affiliation and disinformation labels are automated outputs of the monitoring platform
itself, used here as indicative signals rather than final determinations about specific outlets.

 The analysis window is limited to 6-13 July 2026; longer-run persistence of narratives (e.g., "strategic
autonomy") would require follow-on monitoring.

» The absence of major wire and legacy outlets from this dataset most likely reflects paywall and indexing
limits in the monitoring tool's web crawl, not an absence of coverage by those outlets.

« All records in the export are tagged with language "en," which likely reflects automatic translation by the
monitoring platform rather than the original publication language.

* This is an analytical briefing, not a forensic or legal determination; conclusions about specific domains
should be corroborated independently before operational use.
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