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Abstract:  The publication examines the process of formation of a new field of sociological knowledge - the sociology 

of the digital society. Given that society is only being formed, we propose to consider the directions of analysis 

and evaluation as reference points. The first part of the article briefly outlines the milestones and directions 

of its formation in the world and in Russia. The second, using an approach identified as public arena analysis 

(Hilgartner and Bosk, 1988), evaluates the publications of a single subject-specific journal. Analyzing it since 

the beginning of its existence, the authors apply two methods of evaluation. With the help of the first one - 

general scientific - we evaluate the main directions of the new  brunch of sociology, including the presence 

of sociology itself as a subject of analysis in publications.  With the help of the second - sociological, proposed 

by D.V. Ivanov (Ivanov, 2021), we measure the depth of digitalization’ penetration into the life of an 

individual and society, which is carried out through an assessment of the degree of routinization of 

digitalization in social practices, as well as through the modernization of social institutions on the publication 

of the journal.

1 INTRODUCTION 

The sociology of the digital society (digital 

sociology) is a relatively new trend in the 

development of sociological science. Since both the 

society itself and the science that analyzes its social 

reality are at the stage of formation, we’ll try to 

identify it with rapper points by which to suggest 

directions for its systemic analysis. Being at the 

stage of its formation, it is difficult to single out 

even the criteria for analysis, therefore we propose 

this approach, taking into account, firstly, the rapper  

points are intended only to indicate a general 

guideline, secondly, they may be of a temporary 

nature and can be abandoned, replacing by more 

stable evaluative judgments, thirdly, they can be 

unevenly distributed over space, focusing on the 

possibilities of the real situation, but not on the final 

scientific accuracy. 

Translated from French, rapper (repere) is a 

starting point, mark, landmark, sign. Coming from 

                                                           
1  https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1468-1145 
2  https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1381-3310 
3  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2382-8201 

geology, where this term denoted signs, landmarks 

that help to estimate the height or direction of an 

object, it is currently used in psychology, business 

and other sciences as a method of preliminary 

assessment. “Rapper (fiducial)  points are points of 

reference  and estimation of something at the same 

time. There can be as many of them as you like and 

in completely different spheres of our existence. 

Since this is a reference point, it means that this 

point is somehow highlighted in space, marked with 

a tick in the mind or marked with a crossroads of 

roads, paths and directions of movement not only of 

the mind, but also of the physical body” (Shumina 

I., 2011). 

Recognizing the onset of the reality of a new 

digital society, scientists, no doubt, want to at least 

somehow, but systematically indicate the directions 

of its analysis, or, in the words of geologists, to 

make a leveling network, putting on it general 

coordinates for estimating the location and height of 

an object. 
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Our publication proposes two areas of 

assessment (points describing height/depth and 

direction): social reality, which is changing under 

the influence of digitalization, and sociological 

science, which describes and analyzes it. In relation 

to science, we would like to note the following 

guidelines: the ratio of social and technological 

analysis, the formation of theories and new research 

technologies; designate the stages of formation and 

density of scientific centers. As for the analysis of 

reality, we chose the method of evaluating it in 

public arenas, in particular, according to 

publications in the “ Digital Sociology” journal. 

2 THE GENESIS OF THE 

DIGITAL SOCIOLOGY 

FORMATION  IN RUSSIA  

Let’s give a definition proposed by one of its 

Russian researchers “Digital sociology is a direction 

in modern sociological science,he purpose of which 

is to study the digital society, the technological 

infrastructure of which is represented by the latest 

digital technologies (networks, big data, algorithms, 

platforms). They determine new social practices, 

identity features, everyday life experience of an 

individual and society as a whole. Digital sociology 

is called upon to carry out a theoretical 

understanding of the digitalization’ processes, 

datification, algorithmization and platformization, 

revealing their positive and negative social 

consequences. (Dobrinsraya, 2019, 175).  Vasilenko 

L.A. offers a certain deepening of understanding. 

She writes:  We are talking about the saturation of 

the social space, about significant changes in the 

social structure, the features of social interaction, 

the integration of the communicative environment, 

i.e. conjugation of many types of communicative 

technical devices, technologies, software systems, 

information resources and related services 

[Vasilenko, 2020  3086]. 

Let’s keep these definitions as basic ones, 

pointing out that the degree of   technological factors  

inclusion in them seems disputable to us, i.e. 

overpriced. On the one hand, the new branch must 

remain sociology, i.e focus on social change. On the 

other hand, their dependence on technology is so 

great, and each new type of technological 

innovation forms the need for new social adaptation 

to them, that digitalization technologies should be 

present in the definition, and possibly listed. Society 

has just entered the digital era, it seems that now it 

is mastering / adapting to its initial manifestations - 

the Internet, the Internet of things is gradually being 

introduced, then will come the tern for artificial 

intelligence. It is still difficult to say how the 

process of adaptation will go: whether it will be 

single or discrete. 

Let's name three (rapper) points for the 

formation of a new field of sociology, fixing with 

them not so much the names of their creators, as new 

angles of including digitalization in society. First, 

the origin of the term "digital sociology" is 

associated with the work of the American researcher 

J. Wynn (Wynn, 2009), which discussed the role of 

information and communication technologies and 

new media in expanding opportunities for teaching 

sociology and conducting sociological research. 

Works that use the phrase "digital sociology" appear 

in the 2010s, mainly by researchers from the UK 

and Australia. 

The second point is the publication of the first 

full-length work on digital sociology by the 

Australian sociologist D. Lupton. In it, the author 

defines this new direction as a sociological "sub-

discipline", which focuses on research and 

theoretical description by sociologists of how digital 

technologies and digital data are used in a modern 

digital society (Lupton, 2014). It is noteworthy that 

digital sociology appeared "not as a marker of a new 

empirical approach - a new way of collecting data 

or implementing methods for conducting 

sociological research, but as a new way of 

communication in a sociological environment" 

(Marres, 2017, 96), which, in our opinion, focuses 

still  not on society, but on technology.  

The third point is the publication of a set of 

works whose subject is social change, including the 

formation of a new type of social inequality, social 

adaptation to new conditions, the transformation of 

social and management institutions (Selwyn N, 

2019), (Siebl T., 2019), (Schwarz Ori, 2021 ). Here, 

probably, it is necessary to include works that 

describe the digital society as a stage of the 

information society. 

The sociology of the digital society has become 

a popular global scientific direction. Its centers, 

periodicals and conferences are presented in the 

article (Dobrinsraya, 2019, 185) 

Russian sociologists practically did not lag 

behind world science. They have written interesting 

works of both theoretical and methodological 

aspects  on digital sociology. Attempts are being 

made to identify and describe the theoretical origins 

and foundations of digital sociology, its problem 

field and methodological possibilities (Orlova, 



Fomin, 2020). The tasks of social sciences in 

general and digital sociology in particular in the 

context of the digitalization are outlined (Osipov, 

Klimovitsky, 2018) There is a tendency to revise the 

ontological, epistemological and methodological 

principles of social sciences (Ashmanov, 

Kaspersky, 2020)   in connection with the 

introduction of digital methods of cognition of 

social reality, when the understanding of such basic 

categories as “thing, agent, time, context, causality” 

changes (Shchekotin, 2020) In addition, theoretical 

models of the digital society are being created as 

analytical tools for studying current social processes 

(Smirnov, 2021). It is impossible not to put the 

publication of Yu. V. Asochakov “Digital 

liberalization., Digital inequality. 

Cyberskepticism”, which deeply rls the formation 

of a new type of social inequality (Asochakov, 

2015). 

A new field of scientific knowledge is being 

institutionalized. Centers and scientific schools 

have been   and are being created in the country. 

New educational programs in the digital sociology 

are being opened at Universities, and conferences 

are being convened. Thus, new program according 

to the curriculum in digital sociology is being 

implemented at the Faculty of Social Sciences at the 

National Research University of Nizhny Novgorod. 

N.I. Lobachevsky). The Department of Digital 

Sociology and laboratory on the same problems  

were opened on the basis of the Higher School of 

Modern Social Sciences at Moscow State 

University. M.V. Lomonosov. At least 2 textbooks 

(Kravchenko, 2021), (Gorelova, Korableva, 2019) 

and 3 monographs on the topic (Ashmanov, 

Kasperskaya, 2020), (Vasilenko, Mesherikova, 

2020), (Digitalization of society, 2018) have been 

written. Since 2018, the journal "Digital Sociology" 

has been published, In 2020, two sections "Digital 

Sociology" and "From Artificial Intelligence to 

Artificial Sociality: New Problems and Tasks of 

Sociology" were held as part of the X Grushin 

Sociological Conference. A center for studying the 

Sociology of the Digital Society is being created at 

the Russian Academy of Sciences, see {Bulletin of 

the RC SDC ROS, 2019.].  

3 JOURNAL "DIGITAL 

SOCIOLOGY" AS THE 

CENTER OF THE THEMATIC 

PUBLIC ARENA 

To concretize the Russian scientific field, or rather 

its public arena on the named topic, let’s use the 

concept of S. Hilgartner and C. Bosk,   explaining  

the process of forming social problems. Scientists 

conclude that not only reality itself, but the media, 

researchers and journalists, acting as propagandists 

of their views, form public opinion. At the same 

time, they can increase the attention of society to 

certain aspects of social life, making them problems 

that need to be resolved, but they can also hush them 

up, thereby minimizing the sharpness of perception. 

In this case, we are interested in the practical 

proposals of the authors, in particular, in evaluating 

the public arena according to qualifier criteria: the 

number of periodicals, the frequency of television 

broadcasts, etc. It seems that, in relation to our 

study, we can add such criteria as the involvement 

of well-known and authoritative scientists in the 

publication, the level of publication, its popularity 

in the regions and the presence of articles by 

regional authors, its openness to readers. 

To assess the scientific field in digital sociology, 

the specialized journal “Digital Sociology”  was 

used. It has been published quarterly since 

December 2018, i.e. 17 issues have been published 

so far. It is financed by the State University of 

Management (Moscow) and is included in the list of 

the Higher Attestation Commission - a circle of 

journals, publications in which are mandatory for 

the defense of candidate and doctoral dissertations 

in a number of scientific specialties. The editor-in-

chief of the journal is a highly respected Russian 

researcher Kryshtanovskaya OA. The editorial 

committee includes foreign professors. Reviews of 

journal publications were identified (Torotaeva, 

2022) 

In addition to general information about the 

journal, its assessment as a thematic public arena is 

based on our content analysis of its publications. 

The purpose of the analysis was to assess the 

directions of the   Russian digital sociology 

formation.  The headings proposed by the journal 

were taken as the basis for the analysis of the 

content structure, but supplemented: areas of 

research and the digital environment. The division 

of the first one into issues of theory and a 

description of new research methods was retained. 

In the second rubric “digital environments”, those 



that became the subject of study most often were 

singled out: public administration, self-government 

and political activity, education, IT environment, 

networks (media). Those publications that were not 

included in them were taken into account in the 

heading “other”. In addition, we added the “other” 

heading, which included publications that were not 

quite specialized for the journal, although they were 

undoubtedly interesting, as well as reviews of books 

and monographs.  We acknowledge that some 

publications could be assigned to several headings 

at the same time, in such case the priority was given 

to the opinion of the editors, i.e. identified by its 

placement in the journal issue. During the analysis, 

the number (and volume) of publications in each 

issue was estimated, the results were summarized 

for presentation in an annual format, and the share 

(in percent) was calculated by the volume 

parameter. The results of the work done are 

presented in table 1.  

 

Table 1: Topics of articles in the Digital Sociology journal, where N is the number of publications, P. is the number of pages, 

% is the share of publications on topics in the annual volume. 

Rubrics 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 

N P % N P % N P % N P % N P % 

Methods of  

sociological 

researches   

2 13 29 4 36 21 1 7 4 1 9  1   3  34 9 

Questions on 

theory 

2 16 36 4 26 15 4 37 22 6 56 22   3  30 8 

 Digital 

environments 

(others) 

2 15 34 2 18 11 6 50 30 5 48 19   4  42 11 

 Public 

Administratio

n 

   1 13 8 1 8 6 5 53 20   1    2 1 

Education    2 16 9 4 33 20 3 21   8 12 126 33 

Networks, 

mass media 

   5 35 21    4 36 13  3   25  7 

Self-

government 

and political 

activity 

      2 16 10 3 31 11   5  50 13 

IT sphere          1 7  3  3   29 8 

Reviews of 

book 

         1 7  3  3   12  3 

Others    4 26 15 2 15 9     3 26  7 

Total 6 44 100 22 170 100 20 16

7 

10

0 

29 267 100 40 376 100 

 

Summarizing the obtained results, we can draw 

the following conclusions. The journal is 

undoubtedly developing, which is reflected both in 

the growth of  the volume of issues and in the 

expansion of subject fields. So, comparing 2019 and 

2022, it is clear that its volume has more than 

doubled; new research areas appeared in it: self-

government / political activity, IT sphere, reviews. 

It is impossible not to note the general 

sociological orientation of the journal. There are no 

publications of a technocratic nature, social reality 

(its individual problems or areas) are the basis of all 

articles. It is especially gratifying to note the 

preservation of a high proportion of theoretical and 

methodical works, which account for almost a 

quarter. 

Table 2. The structure of articles in the summary format 

(by the number of publications, their volume and 

percentage). 

Rubrics Total  

N C % 

Methods of  

sociological researches   

11 99 10 

Questions on theory 19 165 17 

 Digital environments 

(others) 

19 173 17 

 Public Administration 8 76 7 



Education 21 196 19 

Networks, mass media 12 96 10 

Self-government and 

political activity 

10 99 10 

IT sphere 4 36 3 

Reviews of book 4 19 3 

Other 9 67 6 

 Total  117 1026 100 

 

As the summary analysis of all 17 numbers 

shows, see Table 2, it is dominated by the analysis 

of problems related to education (students, digital 

competencies). A large proportion is occupied by 

theoretical articles of a general direction (17%). We 

will not evaluate the heading "digital 

environment!", since part of it is allocated to other 

popular areas. 

 3 JOURNAL ARTICLES AS 

MARKERS OF THE LEVEL OF  

SOCIETY’ DIGITALIZATION  

The second angle of  the journal's publication 

analyses was their application to assess the degree 

of digitalization of society. First of all, it should be 

noted that so far research has been dominated by the 

impact of the Internet and networks, and not by 

other, higher levels of digitalization. So, if the 

influence of these technologies can be traced in 

almost every article, then the possibility of using 

big-data is described only in two: O.V. Yarmak, 

T.V. Zharkova, D.G. D. G. Sarkisova "The use of 

big data on the example of the macro-region of the 

Greater Mediterranean" (2022, No. 3, p. 24-30) and 

A. A. Grebenyuk, A. S. Maksimova, L. G. Lemer 

“Study of social tension based on big data of 

electronic social networks (2021 No. 4, p. 4- 13. 

One article describes the use of artificial 

intelligence (A.N. Timokhovich, O.S. Bulycheva 

“Technologies for personalizing brand marketing 

communications using artificial intelligence”, 2019, 

No. 1, p. 19-24) 

Of particular interest are methodical works. 

These include publications: Kibakin M.V.  

“Webometrics as a diagnostic tool of digital 

sociology: content, purpose, experience of use” 

(2020, No. 1, pp. 12-18), Krzhizhanovskaya O.V. 

“Non-Contact Sociology: New Forms of Research 

in the Digital Age” (2020, №1, pp. 12-19), as well 

as M.A. Panarina and O.A. Kulikova “Social 

networks and biographical method” ( 2019, No. 4, 

pp. 11-16). They describe the advantages and 

disadvantages of new forms of research, confirming 

this with examples. 

Let's name the general theoretical articles on the 

subject: Chernavin Yu.A. «Digital Society: 

Theoretical Outlines of the Emerging Paradigm» 

(2021, No. 2, pp. 4-13), V.V. Zotov, L.A. Vasilenko 

"Digitalization of public administration in Russia: 

risks, incidents, problems" (2020, No. 2, pp. 4-16), 

V. R. Nitsevich "Digital sociology: theoretical and 

methodological origins and foundations" (2018, No. 

1, pp. 18-28), D. V. Shchelokov "The state of the 

digital society: modeling of institutional 

transformations "( 2020, No. 4, p. 4-11). Our 

analysis of the research field showed that all of these 

publications have become highly cited, since they 

create a methodological basis for understanding the 

digital society. 

Let's name the publications that raise acute 

issues in the field of public administration. These 

include articles by V.V. Zotov and others 

“Converting the dangers of sociotechnical 

convergence into digitalization risks”, (2022, No. 2, 

pp. 4-20), K. V. Isaev “Management lag: does social 

management keep up with digital technologies 

"(2022, No. 1, pp. 4-14)  Our analysis allows to 

judge that digitalization is being institutionalized in 

this area, but in relation to Russian realities - slowly 

and insufficiently, as a number of articles criticize 

the work of state platforms.  Certain interest 

contains an article where describes the practice of 

introducing social passports in China (A.P. 

Klimovich "The impact of digital technologies on 

modern society. An example of a social credit 

system in China", 2020, No. 3, p. 35-44) 

Digitalization significantly changes the 

possibilities of self-government. So, in the 

publications “Media communications as a factor in 

the self-organization of diasporas”, T. N. Kameneva 

and others (2022 No. 4, pp. 56-66). self-

organization of diasporas is described$ in “The role 

of local initiatives and social networks in solving the 

problems of waste disposal in the cities of Apatity 

and Kirovsk”, M. A. Koldobskaya, (2022 No. 4, p. 

67-77) - the struggle of the population with waste. 

In a number of articles, it is proposed to consider 

network activity as a kind of political activity and 

attempts are made to assess trends in its 

development (S.B. Abramova “Digital 

participation: conceptualization of the concept in 

foreign practice of civic activity 2022”, 2022,  No. 

4, pp. 4-14) and a number of others. 

When evaluating articles from the “digital 

environment” rubric, the inequality in the spread of 

digital practices is obvious. Scientists name some 



areas where it has become a routine, for example, 

M.P. Sukharkova “Online interaction of Olympic 

volunteers after the games” (2021, No. 3, 53-64) or 

Yu.V. Sinchuk, V.P. Zhuravel, B.E. Vlasov “The 

World Cup; implementation of digital 

technologies”, (2019, No. 2, 41-48), but at the same 

time they also name those where it is extremely in 

demand, but is rarely implemented, in particular in 

the communication of people with disabilities, 

which the authors of three publications draw 

attention to. 

Growing inequality in society is described by 

A.G. Tertyshnikova, U.O. Pavlova, M.V. Tsymbal 

(“Social exclusion as a by-product of neurolearning 

mechanisms”, 2022, No. 4, pp. 23-30). Attention is 

drawn to the risk of memory impairment in 

adolescents in the article by V.E. Baryshnikova et 

al. “Study of social network interference of memory 

processes in adolescents (2022, 34, pp. 31-37) 

4 CONCLUSION  

In the course of the study, we proposed and, as part 

of the content analysis of the Digital Sociology 

journal, implemented two planes for evaluating 

digitalization: the first is the changes in social 

reality (through institutions that modernize society 

and through the degree of routinization of digital 

behavior practices), using the publications   The 

second is the analysis of the scientific field   on the 

publication structure of the named journal. 

The article proposes and substantiates the 

discrete course of the digitalization process, in 

which basic technologies, replacing each other, 

form new opportunities, new problems and new 

forms of inequality, which predetermine an ongoing 

adaptation period. 

Having carried out a content analysis of 

publications, it should be noted that the journal  is 

indeed a center for research in the field of digital 

sociology, although one cannot but see  its excessive 

orientation towards the capital: its editorial 

committee consists of foreign and Moscow 

scientists, and Moscow authors absolutely dominate 

in publications. 
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