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ABSTRACT

Social media activism is one of the central spheres of modern political activities where hybrid and
innovative linguistic practices develop collective voice, identity, and mobilization. Although the antecedent
scholarship has explored digital activism and sociolinguistic transformation, there has been an empirical
gap in exploring the systematic functioning of linguistic hybridity on various milieus and platforms of
activism. The current query will be used to fill this gap by carrying out a Systematic Literature Review
(SLR) based on the PRISMA framework, thus synthesizing the empirical results of 36 peer-reviewed articles
published in 2020-2026. The review synthesizes sociolinguistic and theoretical communication approaches
to challenge the practices of translanguaging, code-switching, multimodality, hashtag activism, and meme-
driven discourses on such platforms as Twitter/X, Instagram, TikTok, and YouTube. Thematic synthesis
produces four major patterns. (1) hybrid linguistic practices enable identity performance and collective
alignment; (2) linguistic innovation deepens affective engagement and visibility, (3) platform affordances
regulate the diffusion and normalization of activist discourse; and (4) structural inequalities limit
expressive agency despite manifest linguistic creativity. Results show that the language hybridity in social
media activism acts as a means of discursive power, which mediates the political activities in networked
publics. This piece of writing adds a synthesizing analytical framework that places linguistic innovation as
a major booster of digital activism, but provides a synthesis of analytical rigor to inform future
transdisciplinary research.
Keywords: Systematic literature review, Social media activism; Linguistic innovation; Hybrid language
practices; Translanguaging, Digital discourse; Hashtag activism; Multimodality, Political participation
1. INTRODUCTION

Digital platforms have radically restructured the terrain of activism by shifting the
processes of political ideas, identities, and resistance, as well as modes of expression and
circulation. It is against this background that social media activism is characterized by rapid
dispersion and networked mobilization, as well as dynamic linguistic practices that do not adhere
to traditional norms of linguistic activity. (Imran & Raza, 2023). Activists are also using much
more hybrid forms of language, including code switching, translanguaging, and multimodal
discourse, and adopting new forms of linguistic action, like neologisms, hashtags, memes, and
creative orthography. (Fife et al., 2023). These speech acts serve as a means of increasing visibility,
establishing solidarity, and gaining ideological location in digitally mediated publics. As a result,
the language has become one of the key analytical prisms of understanding the modern social
movements in the sphere of online spaces.
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The current sociolinguistics, discourse study, and digital media research predict the
growing significance of linguistic hybridization and innovativeness in the context of social media
activism. (Ali, 2023). Hybrid linguistic strategies provide the means to activate the identity,
inclusiveness, and resistance that transnational and multilingual environments, whereas linguistic
innovation facilitates the meaning-making processes at the affordances of particular platforms.
(Arshad et al., 2025). Digital social worlds promote brevity, innovation, and visibility of
algorithms, and, to achieve the greatest engagement and mobilization, activists resort to the
manipulation of language in a strategic way. (Bari, 2025). As a result, linguistic forms used in
digital activism are typified by fluidity, flexibility, and strong interconnection with technological
structures. Although increasingly the subject of scholarly attention, extant research remains
classified according to disciplinary lines and more often according to individual movements,
languages, or regions.

Even though a significant body of literature studies the use of language in online activism,
the field lacks a synthesizing and integrative structure that explains the role of hybridization and
linguistic innovation working together under social media activism. Earlier studies tend to use
similar notions, including code-mixing, translanguaging, and digital creativity, incoherently in
terms of theory and methodology. Furthermore, empirical evidence is disjointed, providing a weak
comparative understanding across platforms, language use, and the goals of activists. Such
discontinuity impedes the ongoing building of cumulative knowledge and a blurring of
generalizations of how linguistic practices are shaping digital activism. Lack of a thorough and
systematic literature review, then, is a massive gap in the existing research.

1.1 Research Objectives and Questions
The main aim of the research is to perform a systematic literature synthesis on the existing
literature on the topic of hybrid linguistic practices and linguistic innovation in social media
activism. Namely, the review aims at
(1) Outlining prevailing theoretical and methodological approaches.
(i1) Determining common patterns of language and how they are deployed with the purpose
of digital activism.
(ii1)  Highlighting major limitations and future research perspectives of the field.
In the achievement of these objectives, the research is informed by the following research
questions:
e RQI1: How are hybrid linguistic practices conceptualized and analyzed in studies of social
media activism?
e RQ2: What forms of linguistic innovation are most commonly employed across digital
activist contexts?
e RQ3: What gaps and methodological limitations characterize existing research on
language and social media activism?
2. BACKGROUND AND RELATED WORK
The following section presents the current study in the context of the available literature on social
media activism, hybrid acts, and linguistic innovation. The review does not see these areas as
isolated strands, but in fact, it previews their conceptual intersections and shows the role language
plays as one of the core resources of digitally mediated activism.
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2.1 Social Media Activism as a Linguistic and Discursive Practice

The social media activism has also been conceptualized as a way of discursively constituted
collective action, where political action is enacted using language, symbols, and stories circulating
on the internet. (Imran & Raza, 2023). According to scholars, online activism is heavily based on
some discursive practices, including framing, telling stories, and expressing emotions that
mobilize the participants and keep them going. (Nau et al., 2023). In contrast with the old types of
activism, social media activism is inbuilt into networked spaces, whereby visibility, circulation,
and participation are closely interwoven with communicative practices (Zur & Hatuka, 2023).
Therefore, language does not just exist as a tool of communication, but rather as a process where
political identities and shared meanings are in a process of constant production and negotiation.
2.2 Hybrid Linguistic Practices in Digital and Activist Contexts

In sociolinguistics, there is a growing interest in hybrid forms of linguistic practice, such as code-
switching, translanguaging, and multilingual mixing (especially in digitally mediated
communication) (Showden et al., 2025). Online spaces allow a free flow of movement across
linguistic borders that allows users to access a variety of linguistic and semiotic resources
contextually. Such hybrid practices are regularly strategically used to index authenticity,
inclusivity, and resistance, in particular, among transnational, marginalized, and diasporic
communities. (Jiang, 2023). By activating the heterogeneous audiences but retaining the local
relevance, such practices enable activists to increase the scope and influence of the activist
messages.

2.3 Linguistic Innovation in Social Media Communication

The study of linguistic innovation in social media has been approached with a significant amount
of research, which concentrated on the appearance of new communicative resources, including
hashtags, memes, emojis, abbreviations, and platform-specific vernaculars. (Rahmatdildaevna
Kurmanbekova et al., 2023). Such innovations are directly associated with technological
affordances, such as character constraints, algorithm indexing applications, and multimodal
interfaces. Linguistic innovation in the context of an activist plays significant discursive roles:
hashtags help to coordinate collective discourses, memes allow for criticism and satirization, and
emojis offer emotional coloring and positioning. (He, 2024). Collectively, these characteristics
allow reducing intricate political communication to very shareable and emotionally motivational
formats that make it easier to spread and engage in the long-term.

2.4 Platform Affordances and the Shaping of Activist Language

Platform studies inform research that shows that platform affordances and constraints influence
linguistic practices in social media activism. Various platforms favour different communicative
practices, which shape the way activism is verbalized. (lasade-anderson & Sobande, 2025). The
text-based platforms promote conciseness and hashtag conversations, whereas visually-based
platforms promote multimodal and semiotically blended expressiveness. (Li et al., 2024). These
affordances do not simply influence the linguistic decisions but also organize the participation,
visibility, and engagement. Activist language, therefore, is not merely defined by personal
communicative intentions, but it is created in the interplay between user agency and platform
architecture.
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2.5 Language, Power, and Inequality in Digital Activism

Critical scholarship points to the fact that social media activism has a structural context of power
and inequality, within which the voices that are listened to and legitimized are determined. Even
though digital platforms are usually presented as creating space for democracy, studies show that
the dominance of ideologies of language and governance through algorithms is inclined to support
the standardized and dominating languages in the world. (Mukherjee & Alapati, 2025). This
relationship may marginalize vernacular, minority, and non-Western language practices, even in
activist movements, which aim to achieve social justice. (Imran & Raza, 2023). Simultaneously,
hybrid and innovative language-related practices serve as resistance and allow activists to oppose
mainstream discourses and establish alternative identities and worldviews.

2.6 Research Gap

Although interest in the use of language in social media activism has increased, there are some
notable gaps in the literature. To begin with, the current literature often addresses both the topic of
hybrid linguistic practices and linguistic innovation as independent entities, in which these two
concepts are only intermittently integrated into a single analytical system. Second, a large part of
the research is dispersed among platforms, movements, and disciplinary lines, producing disrupted
discoveries instead of cumulative knowledge. Third, systematic literature reviews synthesizing
empirical and theoretical studies on the issue of language in social media activism are still found
to be lacking significantly. Lastly, the relationship between language use, platform qualities, and
power relations has not been studied extensively in various sociopolitical and linguistic settings.
In order to fill these gaps, the current research uses a systematic literature review guided by
PRISMA to integrate the recent literature on the topic of hybrid linguistic practices and linguistic
innovation in the context of social media activism. Using a combination of sociolinguistic, digital
activism, and platform-based approaches, the paper offers a fully-fledged and theoretically-based
insight into the role of language as a focal point of contact within digital politics.

3. METHODOLOGY

This study uses a Systematic Literature Review (SLR) to review literature on the topic of hybrid
language practices and linguistic creativity in social media activism. The review is conducted in
accordance with PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items to Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses)
guidelines to be able to make the process methodologically transparent, rigorous, and reproducible.
The PRISMA framework assisted in every step of the review process, such as literature
identification, screening, eligibility assessment, and qualitative synthesis.

3.1 Review Design and Protocol

A review protocol was put together before data collection to reduce the possibility of selection bias
and improve consistency. The protocol stipulated the aim of the research, search plan, inclusion
and exclusion criteria, and the methods of analysis. To adhere to the PRISMA guidelines, the
review followed four consecutive steps, namely identification, screening, eligibility, and inclusion,
which were reported to give a clear description of the decision-making in the course of the review.
3.2 Data Sources

The literature review has been carried out in the large academic databases, which have been
recognized to have high-quality research in the fields of linguistics, communication, and digital
media studies. These were Web of Science, Scopus, and Google Scholar. The databases were
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sampled to ensure that there would be a wide coverage in disciplines and that the databases were
academic. Peer-reviewed journal articles were taken into consideration because only high
reliability and scholarly relevance of the studies were required.
3.3 Search Strategy
A detailed search plan was used in a mix of keywords and Boolean operators. The key search terms
included social media activism, digital activism, hybrid language, code-switching,
translanguaging, linguistic innovation, hashtags, memes, and digital discourse. Depending on the
database, search strings were modified to the database syntax. The search was restricted to 2020-
2026 because it was necessary to follow current trends in the research of digital communication
and activism.
3.4 Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria
Studies were included if they met the following criteria:

(1) Focused on social media—based activism.

(i)  Examined hybrid linguistic practices and/or linguistic innovation.

(111)  Employed qualitative, quantitative, or mixed-methods approaches.

(iv)  Were published in English in peer-reviewed journals.
The exclusion criteria were that a study should not be focused on offline activism, it should not
deal with social media alone and not through linguistic analysis, it should not be in the form of an
editorial or book review, and also, it should not be without enough methodological description.
There were duplicate records that were eliminated in the screening.
3.5 Screening and Selection Process
The search of the databases initially gave many records, which were filtered in several phases.
Initial screening was done in terms of titles and abstracts to filter out those studies that were
obviously irrelevant. The rest of the articles were subjected to full-text evaluation to determine the
relevance of the articles and the quality of the methods used. After this procedure, 36 studies were
identified to fit all inclusion criteria and were carried on to qualitative synthesis. The overview of
the selection process is presented in Figure 1 (PRISMA Flow Diagram).
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Figure 3.1 PRISMA Flow Diagram
3.6 Data Extraction
A standardized coding framework was utilized to extract the data so as to have uniformity in the
studies. Among the extracted information, there were publication information, research context,
platforms under investigation, linguistic focus, theoretical framework, data type, methodology
approach, and key findings. This systematic derivation made it possible to compare a wide range
of studies.
3.7 Analytical Approach
Thematic synthesis was used in the review to combine the results of the studies that were included.
In this method, the process of coding was done repeatedly in order to discover common concepts
and trends concerning hybrid linguistic practices and linguistic innovation. Constant comparison
was then made to group codes into higher-order themes. The last themes capture generic analysis
trends within the research, though maintaining variations in context. Section 4 provides the results
of this synthesis and is accompanied by thematic summary tables.
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4. Results and Findings
After the screening procedure based on the PRISMA principles, 36 studies were included to qualify
for the synthesis of the qualitative research. A thematic analysis was then carried out to identify
common trends in the conceptualization and empirical analysis of hybrid linguistic practices and
linguistic innovation in the context of social media activism. There were four analytically different,
but interconnected themes on platforms, movements, and approaches to methodology.
4.1 Hybrid Linguistic Practices and Collective Identity Formation
Hybrid linguistic practices, namely, code-switching, translanguaging, and multilingual mixing, are
also found in all the reviewed literature as the paramount way to build activist identities and
promote collective alignment. Through these, the activists can represent their experiences with
reference to the locality and at the same time reach transnational audiences. Instead of being
incidental phenomena, the hybrid language use is described as a purposeful sociopolitical practice
indexing authenticity, solidarity, and resistance, especially in the marginalized and youth-based
movements.

Table 3.1 Hybrid Linguistic Practices and Their Activist Functions

Linguistic Primary Evidence Base (Representative Studies)

Practice Function in
Activism

Code-switching Identity (Cortés-Ramos et al., 2021; Darvin & Hafner, 2022;
positioning, Hasan & Benny, 2025; Hultgren & Molinari, 2022;
authenticity Lovett, 2022; Macleroy et al., 2024)

Translanguaging | Inclusion,

. (Darvin & Hafner, 2022; Fatima et al., 2025; Ho &
resistance to

Tai, 2024; Hultgren & Molinari, 2022; Oliveira et al.)

norms
Multilingual Global-local (Aiseng, 2024; Ho & Tai, 2024; Hromko; Macleroy
discourse mediation et al., 2024; Stamou, 2023; Tacchi, 2020)
Hybrid semiotic | Community (Darvin & Hafner, 2022; Fatima et al., 2025; Literat
forms bonding & Kligler-Vilenchik, 2023; Postill, 2024)

4.2 Linguistic Innovation as Discursive Mobilization

The second theme concerns the issue of linguistic innovation in the reorganization of activist
discourse. Empirical research records the role of hashtags, memes, emojis, and platform-specific
vernaculars that align with the definition of discursive technologies that reduce the complexity of
political meanings to shareable forms of discursive technologies that are affectively charged
formats. Hashtags, especially, are organizing tools that make scattered manifestations into
recognizable shared stories. Therefore, language innovation can be used to mobilize through
increased visibility, coherence, and affect.
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Table 3.2 Forms of Linguistic Innovation and Discursive Roles

Innovative | Discursive Dominant Key Studies

Form Function Platforms

Hashtags Framing, Twitter/X (Bennett & Segerberg, 2023; La Rocca,
aggregation 2020; Machado et al., 2023; Nghipondoka,

2020; Postill, 2024)

Memes Humor, critique, | Instagram, (Abidin; Alalem, 2023; Azeema & Ansari,
persuasion Reddit 2025; Moreno-Almeida, 2021)

Emojis Affect and | Instagram, (Cho & Kim, 2025; Literat & Kligler-
stance-marking | TikTok Vilenchik, 2023; Machado et al., 2023)

Textisms Brevity and | Twitter/X (Aiseng, 2024; Hromko; Stamou, 2023;
virality Uktamovna & Shuxrat, 2025)

4.3 Platform Affordances and Linguistic Configuration

The synthesis means that the language practices in social media activism are co-built using
platform affordance. Text-based platforms favor condensed linguistic expressions and hashtag-
based communication, and visually oriented platforms favor multimodal and semiotically hybrid
expressions. Not only do these affordances determine the way activism is articulated, but they also
affect the patterns of participation and the circulation of messages.

Table 3.3 Platform Affordances and Dominant Linguistic Patterns

Platform Salient Dominant Supporting Studies
Affordance Linguistic
Features
Twitter/X Character Hashtags, lexical | (Bennett & Segerberg, 2023;
limitation compression Nghipondoka, 2020; Stamou, 2023;
Uktamovna & Shuxrat, 2025)
Instagram Visual primacy | Text-image (Abidin; Azeema & Ansari, 2025; Cho
hybridity & Kim, 2025; Yepez-Reyes et al., 2023)
TikTok Audio-visual Multimodal (Literat & Kligler-Vilenchik, 2023;
storytelling discourse Supriyadi & Makatita, 2025)
Multi- Cross-platform | Hybrid linguistic | (Bajde et al., 2024; Jiang, 2023;
platform use | circulation repertoires Moreno-Almeida, 2021; Rahardi et al.,
2024)

4.4 Language, Power, and Structural Inequality

The last theme touches on the theme of the connection between language, power, and inequality
in digital activism. Although hybrid and creative lingual practices allow a counter-hegemonic
discourse to take place, various researches indicate that platform algorithms and a prevailing
language ideology favor standardized and globally dominant languages systematically. This, in
turn, causes the less visible nature of vernacular, minority, and non-Western ways of speaking, thus
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revealing the paradoxical aspect of social media being both empowering and limiting at the same
time.

Table 3.4 Power Relations and Linguistic Inequality in Social Media Activism

Dimension Core Finding Representative Studies

Algorithmic Dominant languages | (Bajde et al., 2024; Fuchs, 2021; Viera Magalhaes

visibility amplified & Couldry, 2021)

Linguistic Vernaculars (Imran & Raza, 2023; Lovett, 2022; Tacchi, 2020)

marginalization devalued

Ideological Discourse shaped by | (Boulianne, 2020; Fuchs, 2021; Ozkula, 2021;

regulation power Vanhala, 2017)

Resistance Hybrid language as (Darvin & Hafner, 2022; Fatima et al., 2025;

strategies counter-discourse Hultgren & Molinari, 2022; Imran & Raza, 2023;
Postill, 2024)

4.5 Summary of Findings

Altogether, the findings prove the idea that hybrid linguistic practices and linguistic innovation are
the main pillars of modern social media activism. Language is also a tool of identity formation, a
mobilizing tool, a resultant affordance of platforms, and an object of ideological struggle. The
findings are a solid empirical foundation on which to pursue the academic investigation of
sociolinguistics and digital activism.

S. DISCUSSION

The systematic review was conducted to assess the conceptualization and empirical
research on the topic of hybrid linguistic practices and linguistic innovation in the context of social
media activism. The review combines the results of 36 studies, making its contribution to the
theoretical and empirical understanding of digital activism focus on language as a key activating
factor of mobilization, identity formation, and power negotiation.

The findings offer an extension of sociolinguistic theories of translanguaging, code-
switching, and superdiversity by showing that social media activism via hybrid linguistic practices
is not only a communication option but a conscious political strategy. In line with translingual and
critical sociolinguistic models, this form of hybrid use of language helps activists to oppose the
standardization of language and to express various identities, which are multi-layered and
complex. This affirms that digital activism is a unique sociolinguistic space whereby linguistic
boundaries are negotiated as opposed to being reproduced.

Synthesis predicts linguistic novelty, namely, using hashtags, memes, emojis, and platform
vernaculars as a discursive mobilization force. These results are congruent with theories of
affective publics and networked communication and depict the association between emotionality
in a language and semiotically squeezed forms of language in enabling quick circulation and shared
alignment. Notably, the review shows that linguistic innovation is not a peripheral part of activism
but is organized in the framework of digital space, supplying and maintaining political
participation.

The findings make a contribution to the platformization theory by showing how linguistic
repertoires are constituted by technological architecture through foregrounding platform
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affordances. As much as social media sites allow expression of hybrid and multimodal expressions,
they also present limitations in favor of some forms of language compared to others. This dual
position makes the celebratory descriptions of digital activism more difficult, as the need to know
language use as something co-created between activists and platform infrastructures, and not
something completely agentic.

The review also pushes towards the critical viewpoints on the topic of digital activism by
showing how linguistic inequality continues to exist in the ostensibly open online spaces. Even
though hybrid linguistic practices provide space in which counter-hegemonic expressions can be
made, dominant ideologies of language and algorithmic government still relegate vernacular and
non-Western voices. This observation supports the most important sociolinguistic premises that
digital media do not wipe out the power inequalities but reposition them on less observable levels.

There are three main theoretical contributions in this review. To begin with, it positions
language as an ingredient part of social media activism as opposed to a secondary or stylistic
feature. Second, it brings together the sociolinguistic theory and digital activism, and platform
studies, which offer a cross-disciplinary approach to studying online political action. Third, it
redefines linguistic innovation as a political work that maintains the visibility, participation, and
sense-making collectively.

The results indicate that there are various areas for future studies. There is a need to pay
more attention to those linguistic contexts that are underrepresented, especially in the Global
South, to address the Western-centric biases in current literature. Comparative and longitudinal
studies would also shed light on the evolution of the hybrid linguistic practice in movements and
platforms. Lastly, mixed-method solutions based on combining computational and qualitative
analysis can improve the comprehension of high-level patterns in linguistics without losing the
context.

6. CONCLUSION AND LIMITATIONS
6.1 Conclusion

The given systematic literature review is a synthesis of the modern research on the topic of
hybrid linguistic practices and linguistic invention in the framework of social media activism.
Based on 36 peer-reviewed articles released between 2020 and 2026, the review will show that
language is more than a medium of digital activism; it is a constitutive force that is used to create
identity, mobilise, and challenge ideologies. The compromise of local and global affiliations with
the activists allows negotiating the linguistic practices of the hybrid, and the linguistic innovations
of the hashtags, memes, and multimodal expressions allow aligning and maintaining engagement
across platforms.

Through its interdisciplinary approach to sociolinguistics, digital activism studies, and
platform theory, this review contributes to a cross-disciplinary perspective of the workings of
linguistic practices within the current networked movements. The results show the duality of social
media as a space of linguistic diversity and a location of structural inequalities and dominant
ideologies of language. In general, the research highlights the necessity to appreciate the fact that
language plays a critical role in the organisation and success of digital activism.
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6.2 Limitations
This review has a number of limitations in spite of its systematic nature. To begin with, the

review is limited to articles that were published in English, and this may limit the representation
of activism in non-Western and linguistically different cultures. Second, the use of peer-reviewed
journal articles leaves out possibly useful information contained in monographs, reports, and
materials created by activists. Third, the methodological approaches of the studies included in the
sample do not allow a direct comparison of the empirical results. Lastly, the review is qualitative
and does not give quantitative effect sizes or cause inferences of the effect of particular linguistic
practices on activist outcomes. These limitations provide a promise of what research can be done
in the future using multilingual, mixed-method, and longitudinal designs in refining our
understanding of linguistic dynamics in social media activism.
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