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Abstract: In contrast to the rapid digital transformation experienced in Tiirkiye, the theoretical response of the
domestic sociology scholarship to this change has remained limited. Despite Tiirkiye ranking high globally in
terms of digital transformation and social media usage, its digital sociology literature exhibits a fragmented
structure that is devoid of conceptual production and heavily dependent on Eurocentric theories. To document
and transcend this intellectual paradox, this article presents a systematic review of the digital sociology
scholarship produced in Tiirkiye between 2010 and 2025. Guided by the PRISMA 2020 protocol, a
comprehensive search was conducted across TR Dizin, DergiPark, and Google Scholar databases, yielding a
final corpus of 82 academic publications that were subjected to inductive thematic analysis. The thematic
mapping results reveal that the literature is structured around nine axes, with 25.6% of the publications heavily
clustered around "disciplinary positioning and field institutionalization" debates. Rather than indicating
scholarly maturity, this concentration exposes an unanchored institutional existence and an ongoing struggle
for self-validation. Furthermore, the field is sustained by a fragmented and transient pool of authors making
one-off contributions rather than an established community pursuing cumulative research programs. As a
structural finding, the current literature systematically avoids original conceptualization and positions Tiirkiye
merely as an empirical testing ground for Western theories, thereby reproducing the epistemic dependency that
Connell conceptualizes as "Southern Theory". Consequently, this article argues that Tiirkiye's unique digital
experiences—characterized by the simultaneous coexistence of hyper-connectivity, censorship, platform
dependency, and diasporic life—demand contextual frameworks that cannot be imported, thereby underscoring
the urgent necessity for "contextual theorization" rooted in local realities.

Keywords: digital sociology, digital society, thematic mapping, contextual theorization, Southern Theory.

Oz: Tiirkiye'de hizli yasanan dijital déniisiime karsilik, yerli sosyoloji yazinmin bu degisime kuramsal yanit:
smirh kalmistir. Sosyal medya kullanimi ve dijitallesmede 6n siralarda yer alan Tiirkiye'deki dijital sosyoloji
yazint; pargali, kavramsal lretimden uzak ve Bati merkezli teorilere bagimli bir yap1 sergilemektedir. Bu
makale, s6z konusu entelektiiel paradoksu belgelemek ve agmak amaciyla 2010-2025 yillar1 arasinda
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Tiirkiye'de tiretilen dijital sosyoloji yazininin sistematik bir derlemesini sunmaktadir. PRISMA 2020 protokolii
rehberliginde yiiriitiilen calisma kapsaminda TR Dizin, DergiPark ve Google Scholar veri tabanlar1 taranmuis;
kriterlere uyan 82 akademik yayin tiimevarimsal tematik analize tabi tutulmustur. Tematik haritalama sonuglari,
literatiiriin dokuz eksen etrafinda sekillendigini ve ¢alismalarin %25,6'sinin dogrudan "disipliner konumlama
ve alan kurulusu" tartismalarina y1gildigini géstermektedir. Bu durum, alanin olgunlagmasindan ziyade heniiz
koklesmemis kurumsal varolusunu ve kendini var etme c¢abasini agifa vurmaktadir. Ayrica literatiiriin,
birikimli arastirma programlar yiiriiten yerlesik bir topluluk yerine, ¢ogunlukla tek seferlik katkilar sunan
daginik bir yazar havuzu tarafindan tasindigi saptanmistir. Yapisal bir bulgu olarak mevcut yazin, Tiirkiye’yi
0zgiin kavramsal tiretim imkani barindiran bir cografya olarak gérmek yerine, Batili teorilerin mekanik bir
uygulama sahasi olarak konumlandirmakta ve Connell’in "giliney teorisi" adin1 verdigi epistemik bagimlilik
iligkisini yeniden iiretmektedir. Makale, Tiirkiye’nin agirt baglantisallik, sansiir, platform bagimliligi ve
diasporik yasam gibi 6zgiin dijital deneyimlerinin, ithal kavramlarla agiklanamayacagmi savunarak yerel
gerceklikten beslenen "baglamsal teorilestirme" ihtiyacini ortaya koymaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: dijital sosyoloji, dijital toplum, tematik haritalama, baglamsal teorilestirme, giiney teorisi.
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Structured Abstract:

Tirkiye ranks among the most rapidly and intensely digitalized societies in the world today,
characterized by advanced technological infrastructure, high mobile connectivity, and social media usage rates
that consistently surpass global averages. However, the speed and structural depth of this societal
transformation have not met an equally dynamic, critical, and original theoretical response within Turkish
sociological scholarship. When examining the academic literature produced on digital sociology in Tiirkiye, a
paradoxical picture emerges: despite the ubiquity of digital practices, the scholarship remains fragmented,
structurally disengaged from original conceptual production, and heavily reliant on theoretical frameworks
imported from the West. A systematic evaluation of the academic corpus produced between 2010 and 2025
under the guidance of the PRISMA protocol confirms this intellectual paradox. The empirical and theoretical
evidence demonstrates that the field is sustained by a transient and scattered pool of authors unable to construct
cumulative research agendas, contenting themselves with the surface-level application of Western analytical
models to local empirical data sets.

This condition of epistemic dependency directly reproduces the structural asymmetry that Raewyn
Connell conceptualizes as "Southern Theory." According to Connell, theoretical frameworks formulated within
the specific historical, economic, and institutional realities of Western metropoles are projected as universal
truths and exported to peripheral geographies. Consequently, non-Western societies are positioned merely as
empirical testing grounds or data repositories rather than sites of legitimate theoretical innovation. In Turkish
digital sociology, canonical references such as Deborah Lupton's digital sociology agenda, Manuel Castells's
network society framework, and Byung-Chul Han's psychopolitics are frequently mobilized. However, these
analytical models carry implicit, unexamined assumptions grounded in late-capitalist, secular, and
institutionally stable Western environments. In hybrid contexts like Tiirkiye—where state surveillance,
platform censorship, hyper-connectivity, diasporic life, and the digital reinforcement of traditional social
networks coexist simultaneously—imported concepts fail to fully illuminate local reality, effectively veiling
the specificities of local digital practices rather than explicating them.

A thematic mapping of the existing literature reveals that published works are clustered around nine
primary thematic axes. Yet, the most telling aspect of this distribution lies in its structural concentration: a
significant portion of the literature is heavily stacked within debates surrounding disciplinary positioning and
institutional field establishment. When a nascent academic field dedicates nearly a quarter of its total scholarly
output merely to defining its own boundaries and justifying its existence, it reflects an unanchored, institutional
struggle for self-validation rather than intellectual maturity. Furthermore, research focusing on artificial
intelligence and digital identity often favors descriptive overviews rather than methodologically rigorous
inquiries. The vast majority of evaluated publications consist of theoretical literature reviews lacking empirical
data collection, while contemporary methods such as netnography, digital ethnography, and platform API data
analytics remain virtually absent, revealing that the field suffers from acute methodological limitations
alongside its theoretical constraints.

This theoretical inertia and methodological uniformity cannot be dismissed as mere individual
scholarly oversight; rather, they are the direct products of the institutional evaluation and incentive regimes
governing Turkish academia. Performance-based academic incentive structures, which heavily prioritize
quantifiable citation metrics and rapid publication outputs within international indexes, discourage researchers
from undertaking the risks inherent in long-term field studies or original conceptualization. Instead, academics
are systematically incentivized to import ready-made Western frameworks and mechanically apply them to
domestic data sets, creating a culture of academic assembly. This structural reliance on external legitimacy
obscures the fact that Tiirkiye's digital landscape offers an extraordinarily rich empirical foundation capable of
generating impactful theoretical contributions to global sociology.

Overcoming this epistemic dependency requires neither a naive rejection of Western social theory nor
an uncritical embrace of local exceptionalism. Instead, it calls for provincializing metropolitan theories by
filtering them through local realities and advancing toward contextually grounded theorization. In this regard,
several middle-range theoretical concepts derived from Tiirkiye's specific digital experience offer viable
pathways forward. First, the dynamic of "trust within distrust” captures the rational ambiguity of users who
actively participate in digital platforms despite full awareness of state surveillance and algorithmic control.
Distinct from Western models of passive subjection or manufacturing consent, this practice reflects a strategic
adaptation to hybrid political regimes. Second, contrary to Castells's thesis that the network society inevitably
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dissolves traditional communal ties, the concept of "digital neo-asabiyyah" explains how kinship, regional, and
religious solidarities are re-architected and strengthened via digital channels like family instant messaging
groups. Third, "theo-digital habitus" articulates the complex synthesis between conservative Islamic religiosity
and neoliberal market rationality through digital avenues such as halal dating applications and Islamic lifestyle
influencers, extending secular Western theories of digital religion into non-Western contexts.

Ultimately, while digital sociology in Tiirkiye has generated a preliminary descriptive footprint, it has
failed to convert this empirical presence into theoretical leverage against global epistemic hegemony. For the
field to transition from a passive consumer of theory to an active generator of sociological knowledge,
researchers must take the intellectual risk of conceptualizing the specific contradictions of their own context.
Grounded knowledge produced from peripheral geographies possesses the transformative capacity to expose
the blind spots of metropolitan frameworks, thereby enriching, decentralizing, and renewing global
sociological thought from the margins.

Keywords: digital sociology, digital society, thematic mapping, contextual theorization, Southern
Theory.
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Résumé Structuré:

La Tiirkiye figure aujourd’hui parmi les sociétés ou la numérisation progresse le plus rapidement et
avec la plus grande intensité au monde. Elle se caractérise par une infrastructure technologique avancée, une
forte connectivité mobile et des taux d’utilisation des médias sociaux qui dépassent réguliérement les moyennes
mondiales. Toutefois, la rapidité et la profondeur structurelle de cette transformation sociétale n’ont pas suscité,
dans la recherche sociologique turque, une réponse théorique d’un dynamisme, d’une portée critique et d’une
originalité comparables. L’examen de la littérature académique consacrée a la sociologie numérique en Tiirkiye
fait apparaitre une situation paradoxale : malgré ’omniprésence des pratiques numériques, la production
scientifique demeure fragmentée, structurellement dissociée de 1’élaboration conceptuelle originale et
fortement tributaire de cadres théoriques importés de 1’Occident. Une évaluation systématique du corpus
académique produit entre 2010 et 2025, conduite selon le protocole PRISMA, confirme ce paradoxe
intellectuel. Les éléments empiriques et théoriques montrent que le champ repose sur un ensemble dispersé
d’auteurs aux contributions ponctuelles, qui ne parviennent pas a construire des programmes de recherche
cumulatifs et se contentent d’appliquer superficiellement des modéles analytiques occidentaux a des ensembles
de données empiriques locales.

Cette situation de dépendance épistémique reproduit directement I’asymétrie structurelle que Raewyn
Connell conceptualise dans sa « théorie du Sud ». Selon Connell, les cadres théoriques élaborés a partir des
réalités historiques, économiques et institutionnelles particuliéres des métropoles occidentales sont érigés en
vérités universelles, puis exportés vers les espaces périphériques. Les sociétés non occidentales se trouvent
ainsi cantonnées au statut de terrains de validation empirique ou de réservoirs de données, au lieu d’étre
reconnues comme des lieux légitimes d’innovation théorique. Dans la sociologie numérique turque, des
références canoniques telles que le programme de sociologie numérique de Deborah Lupton, le cadre de la
société en réseaux de Manuel Castells et la psychopolitique de Byung-Chul Han sont fréquemment mobilisées.
Toutefois, ces modeles analytiques véhiculent des présupposés implicites, non interrogés, ancrés dans des
environnements occidentaux caractérisés par le capitalisme tardif, la sécularisation et la stabilité
institutionnelle. Dans des contextes hybrides comme celui de la Tiirkiye, ou coexistent surveillance étatique,
censure des plateformes, hyperconnectivité, vie diasporique et renforcement numérique des réseaux sociaux
traditionnels, les concepts importés ne permettent pas d’éclairer pleinement la réalité locale. Ils tendent, de fait,
a occulter les spécificités des pratiques numériques locales plutdt qu’a les expliciter.

Une cartographie thématique de la littérature existante révele que les travaux publiés se regroupent
autour de neuf axes thématiques principaux. L’aspect le plus révélateur de cette répartition réside néanmoins
dans sa concentration structurelle : une part importante de la littérature se concentre sur les débats relatifs au
positionnement disciplinaire et a I’institutionnalisation du champ. Lorsqu’un champ académique émergent
consacre prés du quart de sa production scientifique totale a la seule définition de ses fronticres et a la
justification de son existence, cette situation témoigne davantage d’une lutte institutionnelle d’autolégitimation
dépourvue d’assises solides que d’une maturité intellectuelle. Par ailleurs, les recherches portant sur
I’intelligence artificielle et I’identité numérique privilégient souvent les présentations descriptives au détriment
d’enquétes méthodologiquement rigoureuses. La trés grande majorité des publications évaluées consiste en des
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revues théoriques de la littérature sans collecte de données empiriques, tandis que les méthodes
contemporaines, telles que la netnographie, 1’ethnographie numérique et I’analyse des données des plateformes
au moyen de leurs interfaces de programmation d’applications (API), demeurent pratiquement absentes. Ce
constat révele que le champ souffre de carences méthodologiques aigués, paralléelement a ses contraintes
théoriques.

Cette inertie théorique et cette uniformité méthodologique ne sauraient étre réduites a de simples
négligences individuelles de la part des chercheurs ; elles constituent plutét les produits directs des régimes
institutionnels d’évaluation et d’incitation qui structurent le monde universitaire turc. Les dispositifs
d’incitation académique fondés sur la performance, qui accordent une priorité marquée aux indicateurs
quantifiables de citations et a la production rapide de publications dans des revues indexées a 1’international,
découragent les chercheurs de prendre les risques inhérents aux enquétes de terrain de longue durée ou a
I’¢laboration de conceptualisations originales. Les universitaires sont, au contraire, systématiquement incités a
importer des cadres occidentaux préts a I’emploi et a les appliquer mécaniquement a des ensembles de données
nationales, favorisant ainsi une culture de 1’assemblage académique. Cette dépendance structurelle a 1’égard
d’une légitimité externe masque le fait que le paysage numérique de la Tiirkiye offre un socle empirique d’une
richesse exceptionnelle, susceptible de générer des contributions théoriques majeures a la sociologie mondiale.

Le dépassement de cette dépendance épistémique n’exige ni un rejet naif de la théorie sociale
occidentale ni une adhésion acritique a I’exceptionnalisme local. Il suppose plutdt de provincialiser les théories
métropolitaines en les confrontant aux réalités locales et de progresser vers une théorisation ancrée dans le
contexte. A cet égard, plusieurs concepts théoriques de moyenne portée, issus de I’expérience numérique
spécifique de la Tiirkiye, ouvrent des pistes fécondes. Premiérement, la dynamique de la « confiance au sein
de la défiance » saisit I’ambiguité rationnelle des utilisateurs qui participent activement aux plateformes
numériques tout en étant pleinement conscients de la surveillance étatique et du contrdle algorithmique. Se
distinguant des modéles occidentaux de sujétion passive ou de fabrication du consentement, cette pratique
traduit une adaptation stratégique aux régimes politiques hybrides. Deuxiémement, contrairement a la thése de
Castells selon laquelle la société en réseaux dissout inévitablement les liens communautaires traditionnels, le
concept de « néo-asabiyya numérique » explique comment les solidarités de parenté, d’appartenance régionale
et de religion sont reconfigurées et renforcées par des canaux numériques, tels que les groupes familiaux de
messagerie instantanée. Troisiemement, 1’« habitus théo-numérique » exprime la synthése complexe entre
religiosité islamique conservatrice et rationalité marchande néolibérale, a travers des dispositifs et des acteurs
numériques tels que les applications de rencontres halal et les influenceurs promouvant des modes de vie
islamiques. Ce concept étend ainsi les théories occidentales séculiéres de la religion numérique aux contextes
non occidentaux.

En définitive, si la sociologie numérique en Tiirkiye a établi une premicre présence descriptive, elle
n’est pas parvenue a convertir cette présence empirique en un levier théorique permettant de contester
I’hégémonie épistémique mondiale. Pour que le champ passe du statut de consommateur passif de théories a
celui de producteur actif de connaissances sociologiques, les chercheurs doivent prendre le risque intellectuel
de conceptualiser les contradictions spécifiques de leur propre contexte. Les savoirs ancrés dans les réalités des
espaces périphériques posseédent une capacité transformatrice a révéler les angles morts des cadres
métropolitains, contribuant ainsi a enrichir, a décentrer et a renouveler la pensée sociologique mondiale a partir
des marges.

Mots-clés: Sociologie numérique, société numérique, cartographie thématique, théorisation
contextuelle, théorie du Sud.

Resumen Estructurado:

Tiirkiye figura actualmente entre las sociedades que experimentan una digitalizacion mas rapida e
intensa a escala mundial, caracterizada por una infraestructura tecnologica avanzada, una elevada conectividad
movil y tasas de uso de las redes sociales que superan sistematicamente los promedios globales. Sin embargo,
la velocidad y la profundidad estructural de esta transformacion social no han encontrado una respuesta tedrica
igualmente dindmica, critica y original en la produccién socioldgica turca. El examen de la literatura académica
sobre sociologia digital en Tiirkiye revela un panorama paraddjico: pese a la ubicuidad de las practicas
digitales, la produccion cientifica sigue fragmentada, estructuralmente desvinculada de la elaboracion
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conceptual original y fuertemente dependiente de marcos tedricos importados de Occidente. Una evaluacion
sistematica del corpus académico producido entre 2010 y 2025, realizada conforme al protocolo PRISMA,
confirma esta paradoja intelectual. La evidencia empirica y teérica demuestra que el campo se sostiene sobre
un conjunto disperso de autores con una participacion transitoria, incapaces de construir agendas de
investigacion acumulativas y que se limitan a aplicar superficialmente modelos analiticos occidentales a
conjuntos de datos empiricos locales.

Esta condicion de dependencia epistémica reproduce directamente la asimetria estructural que
Raewyn Connell conceptualiza en su «teoria del Sur». Segtiin Connell, los marcos teéricos formulados a partir
de las realidades historicas, econdmicas e institucionales especificas de las metropolis occidentales se presentan
como verdades universales y se exportan a las geografias periféricas. En consecuencia, las sociedades no
occidentales quedan relegadas a la condicion de meros espacios de contrastacion empirica o repositorios de
datos, en lugar de ser reconocidas como ambitos legitimos de innovacion teodrica. En la sociologia digital turca
se recurre frecuentemente a referencias candnicas como la agenda de sociologia digital de Deborah Lupton, el
marco de la sociedad red de Manuel Castells y la psicopolitica de Byung-Chul Han. No obstante, estos modelos
analiticos incorporan supuestos implicitos, no examinados, arraigados en entornos occidentales caracterizados
por el capitalismo tardio, la secularidad y la estabilidad institucional. En contextos hibridos como Tiirkiye,
donde coexisten la vigilancia estatal, la censura de las plataformas, la hiperconectividad, la vida diaspoérica y
el reforzamiento digital de las redes sociales tradicionales, los conceptos importados no logran esclarecer
plenamente la realidad local y, de hecho, ocultan las especificidades de las practicas digitales locales en lugar
de explicarlas.

Una cartografia tematica de la literatura existente revela que los trabajos publicados se agrupan en
torno a nueve ejes tematicos principales. Sin embargo, el aspecto mas revelador de esta distribucion radica en
su concentracion estructural: una proporcion significativa de la literatura se concentra en debates sobre el
posicionamiento disciplinar y la constitucion institucional del campo. Cuando un campo académico incipiente
dedica casi una cuarta parte de su produccion cientifica total inicamente a definir sus propias fronteras y
justificar su existencia, ello refleja una lucha institucional por la autolegitimacion carente de un anclaje s6lido,
mas que una madurez intelectual. Asimismo, las investigaciones centradas en la inteligencia artificial y la
identidad digital suelen privilegiar las exposiciones descriptivas frente a las indagaciones metodologicamente
rigurosas. La gran mayoria de las publicaciones evaluadas consiste en revisiones teéricas de la literatura que
carecen de recopilacion de datos empiricos, mientras que métodos contemporaneos como la netnografia, la
etnografia digital y el analisis de datos de las plataformas mediante interfaces de programacion de aplicaciones
(API) permanecen practicamente ausentes. Esto pone de manifiesto que el campo presenta profundas
limitaciones metodoldgicas, ademas de sus restricciones teoricas.

Esta inercia tedrica y esta uniformidad metodoldgica no pueden atribuirse a simples descuidos
individuales de los investigadores; constituyen, mas bien, productos directos de los regimenes institucionales
de evaluacién e incentivos que rigen el ambito académico turco. Las estructuras de incentivos académicos
basadas en el rendimiento, que otorgan una marcada prioridad a los indicadores cuantificables de citacion y a
la produccion acelerada de publicaciones en medios incluidos en indices internacionales, disuaden a los
investigadores de asumir los riesgos inherentes a los estudios de campo de larga duracién o a la
conceptualizacion original. En su lugar, se incentiva sistematicamente a los académicos a importar marcos
occidentales predisefiados y aplicarlos mecanicamente a conjuntos de datos nacionales, lo que genera una
cultura de ensamblaje académico. Esta dependencia estructural de la legitimidad externa oculta el hecho de
que el panorama digital de Tirkiye ofrece una base empirica extraordinariamente rica, capaz de generar
contribuciones tedricas de gran repercusion para la sociologia mundial.

Superar esta dependencia epistémica no exige un rechazo ingenuo de la teoria social occidental ni una
adhesion acritica al excepcionalismo local. Por el contrario, requiere provincializar las teorias metropolitanas,
sometiéndolas al contraste con las realidades locales, y avanzar hacia una teorizacion contextualizada. En este
sentido, varios conceptos teéricos de alcance medio derivados de la experiencia digital especifica de Tiirkiye
ofrecen vias viables para avanzar. En primer lugar, la dindmica de la «confianza en medio de la desconfianzay
capta la ambigiiedad racional de los usuarios que participan activamente en las plataformas digitales pese a ser
plenamente conscientes de la vigilancia estatal y del control algoritmico. A diferencia de los modelos
occidentales de sujecion pasiva o de fabricacion del consentimiento, esta practica refleja una adaptacion
estratégica a los regimenes politicos hibridos. En segundo lugar, frente a la tesis de Castells de que la sociedad
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red disuelve inevitablemente los vinculos comunitarios tradicionales, el concepto de «neoasabiyya digital»
explica como las solidaridades de parentesco, regionales y religiosas se reconfiguran y refuerzan mediante
canales digitales, como los grupos familiares de mensajeria instantanea. En tercer lugar, el «habitus teodigital»
articula la compleja sintesis entre la religiosidad islamica conservadora y la racionalidad neoliberal de mercado
a través de vias digitales, como las aplicaciones de citas halal y los influenciadores que promueven estilos de
vida isldmicos, ampliando asi las teorias occidentales seculares de la religion digital hacia contextos no
occidentales.

En ultima instancia, aunque la sociologia digital en Tiirkiye ha establecido una presencia descriptiva
preliminar, no ha logrado convertir esta presencia empirica en una herramienta tedrica para cuestionar la
hegemonia epistémica global. Para que el campo pase de ser un consumidor pasivo de teoria a convertirse en
un generador activo de conocimiento sociologico, los investigadores deben asumir el riesgo intelectual de
conceptualizar las contradicciones especificas de su propio contexto. El conocimiento arraigado en las
realidades de las geografias periféricas posee la capacidad transformadora de revelar los puntos ciegos de los
marcos metropolitanos y, con ello, enriquecer, descentrar y renovar el pensamiento sociolégico mundial desde
los margenes.

Palabras clave: sociologia digital, sociedad digital, cartografia tematica, teorizacion contextual,
teoria del Sur.
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CTpyKTypHpOBaHHAasi AHHOTALUSA:

Ceronus Typuust OTHOCUTCS K YUCITy OOIIIECTB ¢ HanboJee OBICTPHIMU U HHTEHCUBHBIMH MTPOIIECCAMHU
mudpoBuzanuu B mupe. E€ oTnuyaroT pasBuTas TeXHOJIOTHMYecKas WH(PACTPYKTypa, BBICOKHI YPOBEHb
MOOMIIEHOW TOJKITFOYEHHOCTH U ITOKA3aTeIN HCIIOIB30BAHUS COIMAIBHBIX CETEeH, YCTOHYHNBO MPEBHIIIAIOIINE
cpeqHeMHUpoBbIe 3HaUeHUA. OHAKO CKOPOCTh M CTPYKTYpHAs TIyOHHA 3TOH O0IECTBEeHHON TpaHC(OpMaIUH
HE TOJIyYUJIM CTOJNb K€ JTUHAMUYHOIO, KPUTHUECKOTO U OPUTMHAIBHOTO TEOPETHYECKOIO OCMBICICHUS B
TYpPEIKOH COITMOJOTHYCCKON Hayke. AHallM3 akaJeMHUYECKOW JHUTEpaTyphl MO IH(POBOI COLMOIOTHH B
Typuun BBIABISCT MapaJOKCaIbHYI0 KapTHHY: HECMOTpPSI Ha MOBCEMECTHOE PaCIPOCTPaHCHHE HMUPPOBBIX
MPaKTUK, HaydHas MPOAYKIUSA OocTaéTcs (pparMeHTHPOBAHHOW, CTPYKTYPHO OTOPBAaHHOM OT IPOM3BOICTBA
OPUTHHAJIBHBIX KOHIIENITOB M B 3HAYMUTENBHOW CTENEHM 3aBUCHUMOIl OT TEOPETHUECKHMX PpaMOK,
3aMMCTBOBaHHBIX Ha 3amane. CucteMaTndeckas OleHKa KOpIyca akaaeMuuecKux myomukarmii 3a 2010-2025
TOfbI, NMPOBEJAEHHAS B COOTBETCTBHM C IpoTokojioM PRISMA, moaTBep:kmaeT 3TOT HHTENIEKTYalbHBINA
Mapagokc. OMIUPUYECKHE U TEOPETHYECKHe CBHJCTEIhCTBA IOKA3hIBAIOT, 4YTO JaHHAs 00JacTh
MOJICP)KUBACTCA PA3pO3HEHHBIM KPYIOM aBTOPOB C SMH30JHYECKHUM YYacTHEM, KOTOpPBIE HE CIOCOOHBI
BBICTPAaWBaTh KyMYJSTHBHBIE HCCIIEOBATEILCKUE MPOrpaMMBl M OTPAHHYMBAIOTCS ITOBEPXHOCTHBIM
MPUMEHEHUEM 3allaJIHbIX aHAJTUTUUYECKUX MOJIENIE K MAaCCUBaM JIOKAJbHBIX SMIIUPUUECKUX JAHHBIX.

Takoe cocTosiHME SMUCTEMUYECKON 3aBHCUMOCTH HETOCPEICTBEHHO BOCIPOU3BOJIUT CTPYKTYPHYIO
acUMMeETpHUI0, KoHuentyanusupyemyto PaiiBun Konnemn B pamkax «reopuu FOra». Cormacno Kouuens,
TEOPETHICCKHE KOHCTPYKIHH, CHOPMYIHMPOBAHHBIC B CICHU(PUUSCKUX HCTOPHYCCKUX, IKOHOMHUYCCKHX U
MHCTUTYLUMOHAJBHBIX YCIOBHSIX 3alaHbIX METPOIIOINM, IPEACTABIAIOTCS B KAU€CTBE YHUBEPCAIbHBIX UCTUH
1 OKCTIOPTUPYIOTCA B TepUQepHiiHbIe PETHOHBI. B pe3yibTaTe He3amaIHbIM 00IIeCTBaM OTBOUTCS JIMIIH POJTh
TUIOMIAIOK JJIT AMIIUPUYECKOW MPOBEPKM WM XPaHWIHIL JAaHHBIX, @ HE JIETUTUMHBIX TPOCTPAHCTB
TEOPETUIECKUX MHHOBAIMH. B Typerkoit mudpoBoil CONMOIOTHH YaCTO UCTIOJIB3YIOTCS TaKHe KAaHOHUIECKHE
OPUEHTHUPHI, KaK UCCIie0BaTEIbCKas MOBECTKA U(PoBOH corponoruu Jlebopsl JIanToH, KOHIIETIINS CETEBOTO
obmectBa Manyans Kacrenbca n ncuxononuruka bér-Uxoms Xana. OmHAKO 3TH aHATUTHYECKHE MOJEIH
coliep)KaT HesBHbIE, HepeQIeKCHpyeMble TPEANOCHUIKH, YKOPEHEHHBIE B 3alaJHBIX YCIOBUSX IO3THETO
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KallUTaIN3Ma, CeKYJIIPHOCTH W MHCTHUTYLHOHAIBHOW CTaOMIBHOCTH. B THOpHAHBIX KOHTEKCTax, HOJOOHBIX
TYpelLKOMYy, TZ€ OIHOBPEMEHHO COCYLIECTBYIOT TOCYAApCTBEHHOE HaOJIIofeHHe, LeH3ypa Iiathopm,
THIEPIIOKIIOYEHHOCTD, THACIIOpajIbHas )KH3Hb M IU(PPOBOE YKPEIUICHHE TPAAUIIMOHHBIX COLIUATIBHBIX CeTeH,
3aMMCTBOBaHHBIC TIOHATHS HE O3BOJIIOT B IIOJHOM MEPE PacKPhITh JIOKAUIBHYIO peIbHOCTh. DaKTHYECKH OHU
CKOpee CKPBIBAIOT CIICU(PUKY MECTHBIX IA(POBBIX IPAKTHK, YeM OOBSICHSIOT €€.

TemaTHdyeckoe KapTHPOBAaHHE CYNIECTBYIOIIEH JIUTEPATyphl IOKa3bIBACT, YTO OITyOIMKOBAaHHbIC
paboThl TPYNIMPYIOTCS BOKPYr JEBATH OCHOBHBIX TeMaTHYeCKMX HamnpasieHnd. OpHako HamOolee
MOKa3aTeIbHOI XapakTepHUCTUKOM 3TOr0 paclpeneseHHs SBISAETCS €ro CTPyKTypHas KOHLEHTpalus:
3HAa4YUTENbHAs YacTh JIUTEPATYPhl COCPENOTOUEHA HAa JUCKYCCHSIX O JUCIUIUIMHAPHOM MO3UIIMOHHUPOBAHUU U
MHCTHTYIIMOHAJILHOM CTAaHOBJICHUM HCCienoBaTelabckoro nois. Korma ¢opmupyromasicst akagemudeckas
00J1acTh TOCBSIIAET IOYTH YETBEPTh COBOKYITHOM HAYYHOH IPOXYKLIMHM HCKIIOYHTENIBHO OIpENeIICHHIO
COOCTBEHHBIX TIpaHHI[ M OOOCHOBAaHHUIO CBOETO CYLIECTBOBAaHMS, 3TO CBHUJIETEILCTBYET CKopee 00
WHCTUTYLMOHANBHOW OOppO€ 3a CaMOJETUTHMAINIO, IJWIIEHHOH YCTOMYMBBIX OCHOBAaHWH, dYeM 00
MHTEJUIEKTyanbHON 3penoctu. Kpome TOro, mccienmoBaHns HCKyCCTBEHHOTO HHTEIUIEKTA M LIU(POBOH
WICHTUYHOCTH 329aCTYI0 OT/AAIOT NMPEANIOYTCHUE ONMCATEIEHBIM 0030paM, a He METOIOJIOTHIECKH CTPOTOMY
aHanuzy. [lomaBisiomee OOJNBIINHCTBO PACCMOTPEHHBIX ITyOJIHMKAIIMHA COCTAaBISIOT TEOPETUYECKHE 0030pHI
JUTEpaTyphl, HE TIPeIoIaraoIne coopa SMIMPHIECKUX JaHHBIX, TOTIa KaK COBPEMEHHBIE METO/IBI, BKIIFOUast
HeTHOrpaduio, mudpoByo 3THOrpaduio W aHANIM3 JAHHBIX IUIATGOPM € HMCHONB30BAHHEM HHTEpQEHcoB
IpUKIagHoro mporpammupoBanus (API), mpakTuyecku OTCYTCTBYIOT. DTO CBHICTEIBCTBYET O TOM, YTO
Hapsily C TEOPEeTHYECKUMH OTPaHUYCHUSIMM JaHHass O00JacTh MWCIBITBIBAET OCTPBIH  JeuuuUT
METO0IOTHYECKOT0 HHCTPYMEHTAPHSL.

DTy TEOPETHYECKYI0 MHEPIHIO M METOJ0JIOTHYECKOEe €IUHO00pa3ue Helb3sl CBECTH K OTJEIbHBIM
YIIYIIEHUSIM HCCIIEI0BATENICH; HAPOTUB, OHU SBJISIOTCS IPSIMBIM CJIECTBUEM HHCTUTYIIMOHAIBHBIX PEKIMOB
OIICHUBAaHHWA W CTUMYJHPOBAaHUS, pETYIHPYIOIMHUX TYpPeIKyr akaJaeMudeckyio cpermy. CucreMsr
aKaZeMUYeCKOTO CTUMYJHPOBAaHWS, OCHOBAaHHBIE HAa pE3yNBTATHBHOCTH M OTAAOMINE Oe3yCIOBHBIN
MIPUOPUTET KOJHMYCCTBEHHBIM ITOKA3aTesIM IIUTUPOBAHHA M OBICTPOMY BBIMYCKY MyONHKAluil B W3MaHUAX,
BKITIOYEHHBIX B MEKIYHAPOIHBIC HHACKCHI, TIPEMATCTBYIOT TOTOBHOCTH HCCIIEOBATENe MPUHUMATh PUCKH,
MPUCYIIHE JIATEIBHBIM TIOJIEBBIM HCCICIOBAHUSAM WM OPUTHHAIBHOW KOHIENTyalu3alud. Bmecto sToro
VYEHBIX CHCTEMATHYEeCKH IOOYKIAl0T 3alMCTBOBATH TOTOBBIC 3alaJHBIE TCOPETHYCCKHE PAMKH |
MEXaHUYECKH TPUMEHITh UX K OTEUYECTBEHHbIM MAacCHBaM JAaHHBIX, (OPMHUPYs TeM CaMbIM KYJIbTYpY
akageMudeckoil coopku. Takast cTpyKTypHast 3aBUCUMOCTb OT BHEIIHEH JETUTHMMHOCTH 3aTyIIEBBIBAET TOT
(akr, uto udposoit JanamapT TypHuu NPEeIOCTABIIET HCKIIIOUUTENBHO 0OTaTYI0 AIMIUPUIECKYIO OCHOBY,
CIOCOOHYI0 00€CTIEYNTh 3HAYUMBIH TEOPETHUECKUIT BKJIAJ B MUPOBYIO COIIMOJIOTHIO.

[Ipeononenue 3TOH AMUCTEMUYECKON 3aBHCUMOCTH He TpeOyeT HM HAaMBHOTO OTKa3a OT 3aIlaJHOH
COHHaHBHOﬁ TCOPUHN, HU HCKPUTUYCCKOT'O MPUHATHUA UAEU JIOKAJIbHOM UCKIIFOYUTEILHOCTH. OHO npeamnojgaract
MPOBHHIMAIN3AINIO TEOPHH METPOIOJIMH TIOCPEICTBOM HX COOTHECEHHS C MECTHBIMU pealusiMH M
NPOJBIDKEHNE K KOHTEKCTYalbHO YKOPEHEHHOMY TEOPETH3MPOBAaHMIO. B 3TOH CBSI3M HECKOJBKO
TEOPETHYECKNX KOHILIENITOB CPEIHETO YPOBHS, BRIBEICHHBIX M3 crienuduyeckoro mudposoro onsita Typuuny,
OTKPBIBAIOT NEPCIEKTUBHBIEC HAITPABICHHS AalbHEHIIEro pa3BUTHs. Bo-TIepBbIX, TMHAMHKA «IOBEPHsI BHYTPH
HEJIOBEpUs» IO3BOJISIET CXBATHTh PAIlMOHAJBHYI0 HEOJHO3HAYHOCTH IOBEIEHMS MOJIb30BaTesei, aKTHBHO
YYacTBYIOUIHX B ITU(POBBIX IIATGOpPMax, HECMOTPS Ha MTOJTHOE OCO3HAHHUE TOCYAapCTBEHHOTO HAOIIOICHUS 1
AJITOPUTMHUYCCKOTO KOHTPOJIA. B oTnnuune ot 3alaaHbIX Moueneﬁ MMaCCUBHOT'O MMOJYNHCHUA UM ITPOU3BOACTBA
COTJIacHsl, 3Ta MPAKTHKA OTPa)XaeT CTPATErHIECKYIO aJalTallI0 K THOPHIHBIM OJIUTHYECKUM pekumam. Bo-
BTOPBIX, BONPEKH Te3ucy Kacrenbca 0 TOM, YTO ceTeBOE OOLIECTBO HEM30EKHO paspyllaeT TPaAUIHOHHBIE
OOIMHHBIE CBS3M, KOHIENT «IH(poBoii Heoacabuiim» OOBICHAET, KaKMM OOpa3oM pOJCTBEHHAs,
pEerHOHANbHAS W PEINTHO3HAS COJIMAAPHOCTh HEPECTPAMBAETCS W YKPEIUIIeTCS IOCPEICTBOM IHU(PPOBBIX
KaHaJIOB, TAKUX KaK CEMEWHBIC TPYMIBI B MECCEHIKepax. B-TpeTbux, «TeoundpoBoil raburyc» BeIpakaeT
CIIOKHBIH CHHTE3 KOHCEPBAaTUBHON MCIaMCKOH pENUTHO3HOCTH W HEOJHOepaibHOM  pBIHOYHOM
panMoHaIBLHOCTH, pean3yeMbIi depe3 Takue U(poBbIe POPMBI, KaK XaJSUTbHbIE TPHIIOKEHHS ISl 3HAKOMCTB
U MHQIIOCHCEPHI, IPOJBUraloIIfe HCIAMCKHH 00pa3 >ku3HH. TeM caMblM 3TOT KOHLENT pacIIHpseT
NPUMEHUMOCTb 3aIla/IHBIX CEKYJISIPHBIX TEOPHUil U(POBOH pEMTruy K He3aIaHbIM KOHTEKCTaM.

B koneynom cuére, XoTs nudposas courosorus B Typuuu copMupoBaia nepBoHayalIbHbIH I1ACT
ONHCATENbHBIX HCCIENIOBAaHWN, €W He yHanoch Ipeodpa3oBaTh 3TO HSMIHMPHYECKOE MPUCYTCTBHE B
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TEOPETHIECCKUN pecypc NMPOTHBOJACHCTBUS TIOOANBHOW SMUCTEMHUYECKON rereMoHmu. s mepexoma OT
MACCHBHOTO TTOTPEOJICHNSI TEOPHH K AKTUBHOMY MPOM3BOJCTBY COLMOIOTHYECKOTO 3HAHUS HCCIIEIOBATEISIM
HEOOXOANMO TIPHHATh WHTEIUIEKTYalbHBIH PHCK KOHIENTYAIN3allMH CHENH(PUUCCKUX MPOTHBOPEUHUI
COOCTBEHHOT'O KOHTEKCTa. Y KOPEHEHHOE B KOHKPETHBIX PEAIMSIX 3HAHUE, IPOU3BOJUMOE B MEpHEPUITHBIX
peruoHax, 001agaeT mpeodpa3yomyM MOTEHIINATIOM, TIO3BOJISIFOIINM BBISIBIISITH CIIETIBIC 30HBI TEOPETHUECKUX
PaMOK METPOIIOIHI M TEM CaMbIM 00O0TaIlaTh, AEHEHTPHPOBATh U OOHOBISTE MHPOBYIO COIHOJIOTHIECKYTO
MBICJIb ¢ IepUDEpUn.

KiaroueBble cioBa: IlI/I(l)pOBaﬂ COLMOJIOrus, HI/I(l)pOBOG O6IH€CTBO, TECMAaTUYCCKOEC KapTUPOBAHUC,
KOHTCKCTYaJIbHOC TCOPETU3UPOBAHUE, TCOPUS IOra.
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Yapilandirilmis Ozet:

Tiirkiye, gelismis teknolojik altyapisi, yliksek mobil baglantililik diizeyi ve kiiresel ortalamalar
istikrarl1 bigimde asan sosyal medya kullanim oranlartyla giinlimiizde diinyanin en hizli ve yogun bigimde
dijitallesen toplumlar1 arasinda yer almaktadir. Bununla birlikte, s6z konusu toplumsal déniisiimiin hiz1 ve
yapisal derinligi, Tiirkiye’deki sosyoloji ¢alismalarinda ayni 6l¢iide dinamik, elestirel ve 6zgiin bir kuramsal
karsilik bulamamustir. Tiirkiye’de dijital sosyoloji alaninda {iretilen akademik literatiir incelendiginde
paradoksal bir goriiniim ortaya ¢ikmaktadir: Dijital pratiklerin her alana yayilmasina karsin akademik iiretim
pargali kalmakta, 6zgiin kavramsal {iretimden yapisal olarak kopuk bir nitelik tagimakta ve Bati’dan aktarilan
kuramsal ¢ergevelere biiyiik 6l¢iide bagimli bulunmaktadir. PRISMA protokolii rehberliginde, 20102025
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yillar1 arasinda iiretilen akademik kiilliyatin sistematik olarak degerlendirilmesi, bu entelektiiel paradoksu
dogrulamaktadir. Ampirik ve kuramsal kanitlar, alanin birikimli arastirma giindemleri olusturamayan, yerel
ampirik veri setlerine Batili analitik modelleri yiizeysel bicimde uygulamakla yetinen, alana katilimi siireklilik
gostermeyen daginik bir yazar toplulugu tarafindan siirdiiriildiigiinii gdstermektedir.

Bu epistemik bagimlilik durumu, Raewyn Connell’mn “Giliney Kurami1” c¢ergevesinde
kavramsallastirdig1 yapisal asimetriyi dogrudan yeniden iiretmektedir. Connell’a gore Batili metropollerin
Ozgiil tarihsel, ekonomik ve kurumsal gergeklikleri igerisinde olusturulan kuramsal gergeveler, evrensel
hakikatler olarak sunulmakta ve ¢evre cografyalara ihra¢ edilmektedir. Dolayisiyla Bati dis1 toplumlar, mesru
kuramsal yenilik alanlar1 olarak degil, yalnizca ampirik sinama sahalar1 veya veri depolari olarak
konumlandirilmaktadir. Tiirkiye’deki dijital sosyoloji ¢alismalarinda Deborah Lupton’m dijital sosyoloji
giindemi, Manuel Castells’in ag toplumu cercevesi ve Byung-Chul Han’in psikopolitikasi gibi kanonik
referanslara siklikla bagvurulmaktadir. Ancak bu analitik modeller, geg kapitalist, sekiiler ve kurumsal agidan
istikrarli Batili ortamlarin kosullarina dayanan, ortiilk ve sorgulanmamis varsayimlar tagimaktadir. Devlet
gbzetiminin, platform sansiiriiniin, hiperbaglantililifin, diasporik yasamin ve geleneksel toplumsal aglarin
dijital yollarla pekistirilmesinin es zamanli olarak bir arada bulundugu Tiirkiye gibi melez baglamlarda, ithal
kavramlar yerel gercekligi biitiiniiyle aydinlatmakta yetersiz kalmakta; yerel dijital pratiklerin 6zgiilliiklerini
aciklamak yerine fiilen perdelemektedir.

Mevcut literatiiriin tematik haritalandirilmasi, yayimlanmis ¢aligmalarin dokuz temel tematik eksen
etrafinda kiimelendigini ortaya koymaktadir. Bununla birlikte, bu dagilimin en agiklayict yonii yapisal
yogunlagsmasinda yatmaktadir: Literatiiriin 6nemli bir boliimii, disipliner konumlanma ve alanin kurumsal
kurulusuna iligkin tartigmalarda yogunlasmaktadir. Yeni gelisen bir akademik alanin toplam bilimsel
tiretiminin yaklasik dortte birini yalnizca kendi smirlarmi tanimlamaya ve varligini gerekcelendirmeye
ayirmasi, entelektiiel olgunluktan ziyade saglam dayanaklardan yoksun, kurumsal bir kendini mesrulagtirma
miicadelesini yansitmaktadir. Ayrica yapay zeka ve dijital kimlik odakli arastirmalar, ¢ogu zaman yontemsel
acidan titiz incelemeler yerine betimleyici genel degerlendirmeleri tercih etmektedir. Degerlendirilen
yaymlarin ¢ok biiylik bir bolimii, ampirik veri toplama igermeyen kuramsal literatiir incelemelerinden
olusurken netnografi, dijital etnografi ve platformlarin uygulama programlama araytizleri (API) iizerinden veri
analizi gibi cagdas yontemler neredeyse hi¢ kullanilmamaktadir. Bu durum, alanin kuramsal kisitlarinin yant
sira ciddi yontemsel sinirliliklar tagidigini da gostermektedir.

Bu kuramsal atalet ve yontemsel tekbi¢imlilik, yalnizca arastirmacilarin bireysel akademik ihmalleri
olarak degerlendirilemez; aksine bunlar, Tiirkiye’deki akademik yasami yoneten kurumsal degerlendirme ve
tesvik rejimlerinin dogrudan iiriinleridir. Olgiilebilir atif gdstergelerine ve uluslararasi dizinlerde yer alan
yayinlarin hizla iretilmesine biiyilk 6lgiide Oncelik veren performansa dayali akademik tesvik yapilari,
aragtirmacilar1 uzun siireli saha ¢aligmalarinin veya 6zgiin kavramsallastirmanin igerdigi riskleri iistlenmekten
uzaklastirmaktadir. Bunun yerine akademisyenler, hazir Batili ¢ergeveleri ithal etmeye ve bunlari {ilke i¢indeki
veri setlerine mekanik bigimde uygulamaya sistematik olarak tegvik edilmekte; boylece bir akademik montaj
kdiltiirii olugmaktadir. Digsal mesruiyete yonelik bu yapisal bagimlilik, Tiirkiye nin dijital manzarasinin kiiresel
sosyolojiye etkili kuramsal katkilar iiretebilecek, olaganiistii zengin bir ampirik temel sundugu gercegini
goriinmez kilmaktadir.

Bu epistemik bagimliligin agilmasi, ne Batili toplumsal kuramin naif bi¢imde reddedilmesini ne de
yerel istisnaciligin elestirisiz benimsenmesini gerektirmektedir. Bunun yerine, metropol kuramlarinin yerel
gergekliklerin siizgecinden gegirilerek tasralastirilmasini ve baglama dayali kuramsallagtirmaya dogru
ilerlenmesini gerektirmektedir. Bu dogrultuda, Tirkiye’nin 6zgiil dijital deneyiminden tiiretilen gesitli orta
menzilli kuramsal kavramlar, ilerlemek icin uygulanabilir yollar sunmaktadir. Ilk olarak, “giivensizlik i¢inde
giliven” dinamigi, devlet gozetiminin ve algoritmik denetimin biitlinliyle farkinda olmalarina ragmen dijital
platformlara etkin bicimde katilan kullanicilarin rasyonel miiphemligini kavramaktadir. Batili edilgen tabiiyet
veya riza iretimi modellerinden farkli olarak bu pratik, melez siyasal rejimlere stratejik bir uyarlanmay1
yansitmaktadir. ikinci olarak, Castells’in ag toplumunun geleneksel topluluk baglarmi kaginilmaz bigimde
¢ozdiigli yoniindeki tezinin aksine, “dijital yeni asabiyet” kavrami; akrabalik, bolgesel aidiyet ve din
temelindeki dayanismalarin, aile i¢i anlik mesajlasma gruplar gibi dijital kanallar araciligryla nasil yeniden
yapilandirildigin1 ve giiglendirildigini agiklamaktadir. Ugiincii olarak, “teo-dijital habitus”, helal tanigma
uygulamalar1 ve Islami yasam tarz1 etkileyicileri gibi dijital kanallar iizerinden muhafazakar Islami dindarlik
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ile neoliberal piyasa rasyonalitesi arasinda kurulan karmasik sentezi ifade etmekte; boylece dijital dine iligskin
sekiiler Batili kuramlarin kapsamini1 Bat1 dis1 baglamlara genisletmektedir.

Sonug olarak, Tiirkiye’de dijital sosyoloji baslangi¢ diizeyinde betimleyici bir iz birakmis olsa da bu
ampirik varlig1 kiiresel epistemik hegemonyaya karsi kuramsal bir etki giiciine doniistiirememistir. Alanin
edilgen bir kuram tiiketicisinden etkin bir sosyolojik bilgi iireticisine doniisebilmesi i¢in aragtirmacilarin, kendi
baglamlarinin 6zgiil celiskilerini kavramsallastirmanin entelektiiel riskini iistlenmeleri gerekmektedir. Cevre
cografyalarda {iretilen, somut gercekliklere dayali bilgi, metropol gergevelerinin kor noktalarini agiga
¢ikarabilecek doniistiiriicii bir kapasiteye sahiptir. Boylece kiiresel sosyolojik diisiinceyi ¢evreden hareketle
zenginlestirebilir, merkezsizlestirebilir ve yenileyebilir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Dijital sosyoloji, dijital toplum, tematik haritalandirma, baglamsal
kuramsallastirma, Giiney Kurama.
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Digital Sociology Beyond the West: A Systematic Review of Turkish Scholarship and the
Case for Contextual Theorisation

The Paradox Between Digital Acceleration and Theoretical Stagnation

Turkey ranks among the world's most intensely digitalized societies. Eighty-five percent of
the population uses the internet; social media participation rates consistently top global comparisons.
Mobile connectivity has embedded itself across nearly every dimension of daily life, fundamentally
restructuring social relations. Yet the velocity of this transformation has not generated an equivalent
theoretical response within Turkish sociology. Digital sociology stands as the field tasked with
mapping, interrogating, and conceptualizing this shift. When we examine existing Turkish-language
digital sociology scholarship, however, it appears thematically fragmented, methodologically
uniform, and theoretically dependent on frameworks produced elsewhere. This article begins from
this paradox and offers an assessment of digital sociology scholarship.

The precursors to contemporary digital sociology research emerged in the 1990s within
cybersociology and internet studies. Early academic inquiry addressed how digital technologies
affected societies and individuals. Those initial studies centered on virtual communities and identity
construction. By the early 2010s, digital sociology emerged as a distinct subdiscipline. Foundational
work drove rapid expansion. Lupton (2015) identified four requirements for digital sociology
research: using digital tools, examining digital technology use, analyzing digital data, and engaging
critically with digital knowledge politics. Castells (1996), the Spanish sociologist who laid much of
digital sociology's theoretical foundation, mapped the structural logic of the transition from industrial
to network society. He traced how technological networks reshaped social movement organization.
His core argument held that information flows became the primary organizing logic of social life.
Han (2017), working from a different philosophical angle, analyzed the emergence of psychopolitical
regimes in which digital platforms do not merely surveil subjects but conscript their interiority as
productive force. These three theoretical clusters together comprise contemporary digital sociology's
intellectual horizon.

Yet all three share a feature: geographic imagination rooted in the West. Lupton writes from
Australia but theorizes from Silicon Valley. Castells draws on experience from the United States,
Europe, and East Asia. Han, born in Seoul and South Korean, produces philosophy from Berlin.
Turkey, where authoritarian platform governance intersects with mass migration, diaspora digital
existence meets deep class fragility, algorithmic inequality compounds historical political
polarization, and all unfold within distinctive public formations—Turkey does not appear in these
canonical accounts. This absence is not merely empirical gap but theoretical gap. When Turkish
researchers turn to digital sociology, as this review will show, they have largely proceeded by
importing Western concepts and applying them to Turkish data, thereby reproducing what Connell
(2007) termed "southern theory"—a condition of epistemic dependence in which peripheral societies
function as data mines for metropolitan frameworks rather than generating concepts from their own
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distinctive experience. Connell argues that general sociology theory as taught in universities today—
from Marx, Weber, Durkheim through Bourdieu, Giddens, and Coleman—is not universal. These
theories represent local experience of Northern metropoles (Western Europe and North America)
imposed globally as universal truth.

This article presents a systematic review of digital sociology scholarship produced in Turkey
between 2010 and 2025. The review serves two simultaneous purposes. First, a cartographic one: it
traces the field's first comprehensive thematic map, documenting what subjects receive attention,
how they are approached, and through which theoretical lenses. Second, having completed that
mapping, it critiques the present state, identifying structural gaps and arguing that Turkey's
distinctive digital experience—the simultaneity of hyperconnectivity with censorship, platform
dependency with political mobilization, diaspora digital life with algorithmic governance—demands
concepts that cannot be imported from elsewhere.

The analysis follows these research questions:

What are the dominant thematic clusters in Turkish digital sociology writing during 2010—
20257

What theoretical frameworks structure this scholarship, and what are their geographic and
intellectual origins?

Where do conceptual and methodological gaps exist, and what would contextually grounded
Turkish digital sociology look like?

Digital Sociology as Western Project: Precursors and Limits
Theoretical Foundations of Digital Sociology

Digital sociology emerged as one response to a fundamental question: how do sociological
theory and method comprehend a moment when social life interpenetrates with digital technologies?
Lupton (2015) defines the field across four practical axes: deploying digital tools for professional
practice; establishing academic identity within digital environments; using digital data for
sociological inquiry; and critically analyzing the role of digital technologies in social life. This
framework positions digital sociology not merely as a new research subject but as a methodological
project requiring sociology to rethink itself. For Lupton, digital sociology constitutes not cumulative
expansion, adding social media platforms or algorithms as objects of study, but rupture: it demands
that researchers redefine their own position, data, and methods under digital conditions.

The field's second pillar rests on Castells's (1996) theory of network society. Castells argues
that in the information age, the basic unit of social organization shifts from hierarchical institutions
to fluid networks, restructuring space, time, and power relations. The network society thesis rests on
the assumption that traditional bonds weaken, replaced by interest-based, flexible connections.
Power no longer concentrates in central institutions but becomes immanent to networks themselves.
Since the late 1990s, this thesis has become nearly inevitable starting point for digital sociology;
most subsequent scholars have accepted it without interrogation.

The third theoretical source lies in Han's (2017) concept of psychopolitics. Han contends that
in the digital age, power no longer operates as external compulsion but as internalized performance
imperative, inciting subjects toward self-exploitation. Surveillance transforms from externally
imposed monitoring into a relation reproduced through voluntary participation. Han's argument
marks conscious break from Foucault's disciplinary power model: in disciplinary society, the subject
takes form under the injunction "you must not"; in performance society, the subject exhausts itself
under the promise "you can."
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The Problem of Western Centrality

All three theoretical sources share one feature: each emerged from a specific historical and
geographic context, the late capitalist, secular, institutionally stable social structures of North
America and Western Europe. Lupton's digital sociology program assumes an environment where
academic infrastructure operates relatively freely, where legal and technical access to digital data is
possible. Castells's network society thesis emerges from societies where traditional bonds have
already weakened substantially, where individualization has advanced considerably. Han's
psychopolitics achieves meaning within a context where external coercion remains relatively
invisible, where neoliberal performance culture predominates.

When transferred to semi-peripheral societies like Turkey, the mismatch between the theory's
context of production and its context of application goes largely unexamined. In Turkey, digital
participation interlocks with direct and visible state intervention: platform access restrictions, content
removal demands, digital surveillance legislation. This differs substantially from Han's predicted
model of internalized, invisible power. Traditional bonds do not dissolve as Castells forecasted; they
reproduce and even strengthen in digital space. Academic production conditions signal not Lupton's
assumed free research environment but an academic field shaped by performance metrics and
structural constraint.

This discrepancy is not merely empirical difference but deep epistemological problem, one
that challenges the validity conditions of the theories' fundamental assumptions. In social science, no
theory arises in history-free or geography-independent vacuum; rather, it bears traces of the social
and cultural ecosystem within which it was constructed. Every theory harbors numerous structural
presuppositions that remain implicit because they appear "given" in their context of production.
Which state-citizen relations count as normal or normative, what level of rationalization and
individualization is expected of persons, what degree of academic freedom and institutional
autonomy prevails—these constitute the invisible spine of Western-centered theory. Because these
hidden premises remain unformulated, when theory transfers to another geography, they persist as
structural blind spots; the conceptual apparatus gets mechanically applied as though it were universal,
timeless, neutral analytic tool.

When this tacit contextuality and ontological incommensurability pass unexamined and
copied, the imported conceptual sets become screens obscuring local reality rather than illuminating
it. Turkey's digital experience and digital sociology field exemplify this concretely. The theoretical
frameworks Global North developed through surveillance mechanisms, public sphere dynamics, and
platform capitalism miss Turkey's distinctive state tradition, modes of articulation to network society,
polarization dynamics within digital publics, and cultural capital codes. Applying Western theory
directly to local terrain without critical examination leaves Turkey's own digital practices, resistance
formations, and structural transformations entirely invisible in the literature, producing theoretical
desolation.

The Necessity of Contextual Theorization

Connell's (2007) Southern Theory: The Global Dynamics of Knowledge in Social Science
demonstrates that nearly all social theory has been produced in a handful of Global North metropoles
and exported to the rest of the world under claims of universal validity. For Connell, this constitutes
not merely representation deficit but epistemological problem: Southern experience gets read through
Northern categories, not through its own concepts. This renders the distinctive dimensions of such
experience systematically invisible. Connell terms this "generalization of metropolitan theory." She
argues it is not merely a justice question but analytical impoverishment. Southern experience
represents a potentially extraordinarily rich resource for understanding world societies' diversity, yet
existing theoretical apparatus renders this richness invisible.
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This article identifies the same structural problem in digital sociology specifically, within
Turkey's context, and proposes contextual theorization as its solution. Contextual theorization does
not mean rejecting Western theory. Rather, it entails determining the conditions under which theory
holds, the conditions under which it fails, and generating new questions from local experience where
that failure appears. Bhambra (2014) and Go (2016) characterize this approach as effort to correct
sociology's own foundational Euro-centrism. This correction does not require rebuilding theory from
scratch. It requires mapping theory's blind spots systematically and permitting the periphery's
experience to speak in its own voice at those points. The sections that follow systematically examine
whether Turkish digital sociology scholarship has pursued this correction.

Methods
Research Design

This study draws on the reporting logic of PRISMA 2020 protocol developed by Page et al.
(2021), but detaches it from its validation function in clinical research and positions it as a framework
oriented toward transparency and auditability. The protocol functions here not as "proof that correct
conclusions were reached" but as "declaration that the review process remains auditable." This
distinction matters: PRISMA is deployed not to validate objective, reproducible reality as in natural
science, but to lay open to readers the concrete steps through which a qualitative interpretive process
unfolds.

This positioning choice clarifies a tension frequently encountered when systematic review
methods transfer to social science. PRISMA was originally developed to standardize cumulative
evidence synthesis in medical research. In that context, indicators like "number of included studies"
and "effect size" serve measurement of relatively stable realities such as treatment efficacy. In social
science, the research object itself—here, Turkish-language digital sociology scholarship—is not
static but historically variable, constructed through interpretive reading. This study adopts PRISMA's
systematicity while declining its positivist foundations. It preserves transparency of the review
process while explicitly situating interpretation within an interpretive framework.

Databases and Search Protocol

The search was conducted across three primary sources. TR Dizin is the official directory
of peer-reviewed Turkish journals. DergiPark hosts the majority of these journals. Google Scholar
captured early-access and republished content the other two sources did not cover. This three-source
approach reflects how sociology scholarship produced in Turkey actually gets indexed.

Keywords appeared in both Turkish and English. Some Turkish sociology scholarship is
published in English, and Turkish articles routinely use English keywords. The English search
deployed "digital sociology" AND Turkey, "digital society" AND Turkey, "social media" AND
sociology AND Turkey, and "algorithmic" AND society AND Turkey. Turkish searches used "dijital
sosyoloji", "dijital toplum" AND sosyoloji, "sosyal medya" AND sosyoloji, "algoritma" AND
toplum, and "platform kapitalizmi".

The review period runs from 2010 to 2025. This timeframe is not arbitrary. Social media
use became mass phenomenon in Turkey around 2010, and scholarly writing began responding at
that moment. 2025 marked the final complete year before the review started.

Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria

Five axes structured the inclusion and exclusion decisions. For publication type, peer-
reviewed articles and book chapters entered the review. Newspaper pieces, reports, and theses were
excluded. Theses warrant separate mention because they could fuel their own review.
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For temporal scope, publications between 2010 and 2025 were included. Work from 2009
and earlier was excluded. For language, publications in Turkish or English were included. Research
published in German or other languages was excluded. This means Turkey-originated research
appearing in other languages may be missed.

For disciplinary scope, sociology-focused studies went in. Work oriented exclusively toward
communication engineering or information technology stayed out. This distinction required
interpretive judgment where boundaries blurred, as between communication sociology and media
studies. The judgment hinged on whether the study's research question centred on social structure,
relations, or change.

For geographic scope, studies containing substantive content about Turkey were included.
Studies making no reference to Turkey were excluded.

Search Results and Flow Diagram

PRISMA 2020 requires reporting record counts throughout the review and screening
process. The diagram below traces the pathway from records identified across three databases to the
final corpus.
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Records identified through database search
TR Dizin + DergiPark + Google Scholar (n = 439)

|dentification

After duplicate removal
n = 360 (79 duplicates removed)

Screening \I'

Excluded at title/abstract review

n=234
outside discipline, outside time period, outside language y

|

Remaining after title/abstract review
n=126

l

Assessed for full-text review
n=126

Eligibility l

Excluded at full-text review

n=44
full text inaccessible, outside context

|

Included in systematic review
n =82

Inclusion

This review focuses on local and emerging academic ecosystems, databases like TR Dizin
and DergiPark, mapping non-Western digital sociology practices. It does not extend to Web of
Science or Scopus. Future research should broaden this scope, incorporating global databases to
capture scholarship beyond Turkish indexing platforms.

Thematic Analysis Process

The corpus underwent inductive coding without imposing categories on the data beforehand.
The process unfolded in three stages. In the first stage, each study yielded distinct conceptual units
through open coding. The research question, methods employed, theorists cited, and proposed
concepts were recorded separately. The second stage grouped these units into higher-order themes
by proximity. Similar research subjects, digital religion and digital community, for instance, were
consolidated under common thematic clusters. The third stage synthesized these themes in relation
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to the review's research questions (thematic synthesis). Each cluster was then reassessed along three
axes: theoretical dependence, methodological diversity, and conceptual originality.

This process treats the thematic map itself as a finding. The thematic distribution is not
merely a descriptive tool; it is evidence of the field's internal structure. Which topics receive
substantial attention and which receive little. Which authors dominate the landscape. These gaps and
concentrations are themselves analytical results.

Reflexive Positioning

This reading process is not decontextualized. As Haraway (1988) notes, no knowledge
production occurs from a view from nowhere. This study's author occupies a dual position: outside
the reviewed scholarship, but also inside, subject to the same academic production conditions. This
position has not been concealed. It has been stated explicitly.

This reflexive stance constitutes an epistemological objection to Western social science's
claim to objectivity (Davies, B., & Harré, R. 2007). In this approach, the researcher's position is not
a flaw compromising knowledge validity. It is a component whose conditions must be transparently
disclosed. The author of this study is embedded in the same academic incentive system, publication
pressure, and institutional hierarchy as the scholars reviewed. This means the structural dependence
thesis discussed in section 5.1 is not external critique. It is lived observation from within. This
positioning does not diminish the study's validity. Rather, it fulfills academic transparency by
showing readers the standpoint from which findings were generated.

Findings: A Thematic Map of Digital Sociology in Turkey Data Collection Method Thematic
Clusters and Structural Patterns

. Article Percentage
Thematic cluster count (n) (%)
Interdisciplinary work and
field establishment 21 256
An|f|C|a| |nte|||genFe and 14 171
social transformation
Digital identity and culture 10 12.2
Platform capitalism and 10 122
labor
Digital religion 7 85
Digital epistemology 7 85
Psychopolitics 7 85
Algorithmic surveillance

. 3 37
and environment
Digital media 3 37
Total 82 100.0
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The analyzed articles are distributed across nine thematic clusters derived from content
analysis. However, the nature of this distribution speaks to the structure of the field prior to its
content. While an equal share in a nine-cluster distribution would be eleven percent, the largest
cluster alone gathers twenty-five percent. The first two clusters together occupy 42.7% of the
literature. The remaining seven clusters spread across a progressively thinning space that tapers from
twelve percent down to four percent. What the table reveals is neither the absence of themes nor a
random branching out. The weight is distinctly clustered at one end, while the tail is dispersed. The
main issue is not the lack of a focus, but rather where that focus lands.

The first and heaviest link in this concentration consists of discussions on disciplinary
positioning and field establishment, which alone gather a quarter of the articles (Mammadova, 2023).
These studies discuss what digital sociology is, where it fits within sociology, and through which
methodology it should advance. That is to say, rather than analyzing digital social reality, they
concern themselves with laying the ground for analysis. While it is possible to read the dedication of
a quarter of a field’s literature to its own definition as intellectual maturity, an interpretation
considering this table a sign of a desire for interdisciplinary expansion can also be constructed.
However, given that a sub-field typically concentrates around a few theoretical axes and has long left
behind the burden of self-definition, the concentration here points not to maturity, but to an
institutional existence that has not yet taken root. In Turkey, digital sociology is largely preoccupied
with establishing its own existence.

The second point of concentration is studies on artificial intelligence and social
transformation. The size of this cluster suggests that the field is fed by a topical agenda rather than
an accumulated theoretical vein!. In most studies, artificial intelligence, rather than being handled
within an original sociological framework, turns into the repackaging of a topic that attracts public
attention under the label of sociology. The seven clusters following these two links are where the
true fragmentation of the field takes place. Digital identity and culture along with platform capitalism
and labor share a similar middle ground with ten articles each. Digital religion, digital inequality,
and psychopolitics thin out further with seven articles each. Meanwhile, algorithmic control and
environment alongside digital media remain at three articles each, rendering them virtually
unrepresented. The fact that the theme of algorithmic power and control, which stands at the center
of critical digital sociology in international literature, falls to the very end of the tail here indirectly
reveals which debates the field is late to join.

! Artificial intelligence applications have become widespread across all fields of social science research. For a
more comprehensive discussion, see also: Erdem and Demiryakan (2025), Civelek (2025), Giinay (2025), Onen
(2025), Ozdemir (2025), Sandiker and Soy (2026), Ardug Kara (2026), Ertan (2026), Uygun (2026), Yilmaz (2025), Kan
Celik (2026), Bayat Arslan and Cuma (2026), Koksal and Zorlu Kale (2025), Varol (2025), Ahmed and Hamod (2026),
Efendioglu (2023), Sert (2026), and Gtigliiten (2026), Denizci et al. (2018), Baran (2022), Keles and Keles (2018), Karadag
(2025), Coskun (2025), Ahmed and Hamod (2026), Aric1 and Karaci (2013), Keles and Keles (2017), Keles et al. (2017),
Bekil (2018), Keles (2018), Sergemeli (2018), Akyildiz and Akyildiz (2020), Isik and Dar1 (2023), Abdulrazagova et al.
(2025), Argin (2025), Tetik Kiiciikelgi (2025), Cakmak (2025), Yildirim Altun (2025), Zan and Zan (2025), Mazlum and
Mazlum (2025), Efendioglu (2023), Sert (2026), and Giigliiten (2026), Denizci et al. (2018), Baran (2022), Keles and Keles
(2018), Karadag (2025), Coskun (2025), Ahmed and Hamod (2026), Arici and Karaci (2013), Keles and Keles (2017),
Keles et al. (2017), Bekil (2018), Keles (2018), Sercemeli (2018), Akyildiz and Akyildiz (2020), Isik and Dar1 (2023),
Abdulrazagova et al. (2025), Argin (2025), Tetik Kiigiikelgi (2025), Cakmak (2025), Yildirim Altun (2025), Zan and Zan
(2025), Mazlum and Mazlum (2025), Yildiz (2025), Basar (2025), Tugcu (2025), Ozdemir (2026), Cora et al. (2026),
Biiyiikboyaci and Yozcu (2026), Ardaturk (2026), Ardug Kara (2026), Ertan (2026), Ahmed and Hamod (2026), Efendioglu
(2023), Celik et al. (2025), Dogru and Hacimiiftiioglu (2025), Kogakoglu and Kogakoglu (2025), Ekinci (2025), Sakin and
Tiirk (2025), Askun (2024), Yener and Kose (2023), Romya Bilgin and Kiigiiksabanoglu (2023), Cark (2020), Kanat
(2020), Altindis (2020), Zenginaloglu (2026), Dalmis (2026), Olger (2025), Saribas (2025), Karakus et al. (2025), Giizel
(2024), Kizildag (2023), Odacioglu (2022).
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Alongside the thematic distribution, a second structural pattern intertwined with it is the
author profile. The analyzed articles stem not from a narrow core group, but from the pens of
numerous independent authors. At first glance, this breadth might be interpreted as the vitality of the
field. Yet, the majority of authors visit the topic once and depart; a continuity where the same names
return to the field and build upon it is not observed. What sustains the field is not an established
community executing cumulative research programs, but a crowded and dispersed pool of authors
consisting mostly of one-time contributions. This breadth fails to transform into depth, making the
field resemble a ground touched by many hands, yet held onto for long by none. The shift of content
concentration toward self-definition and the dispersion of production across an unestablished crowd
of authors are two sides of the same coin. Both paint the profile of a field that is not yet settled and
lacks a supporting institutional backbone. Therefore, author dispersion is not a detail independent of
thematic distribution, but the second proof of the very same problem of institutionalization.

Critical Analysis: Structural Deficiencies
Theoretical Dependence: Conceptual Import and Assembly Industry

In all of the 82 analyzed articles, citations were made to Western-originated authors, while
the number of citations to Turkish academicians remained extremely limited. This situation reveals
a third structural trend that operates independently of the articles' citation structures, contents, and
author profiles. Citations to an original theoretical framework originating from Turkey could be
identified in only three articles; even in these three articles, the citations remained at a methodological
rather than a theoretical level. In other words, even when a name from Turkey was referred to, this
reference was made not to adopt a conceptual framework, but rather to borrow a technique or a scale.
Theoretical authority is positioned entirely on the outside, while domestic production is reduced
merely to an executor role.

This asymmetry is neither a coincidence nor a singular characteristic of the sample. This
picture observed in digital sociology literature is merely the manifestation in a new field of a broader
trend that Turkish social sciences have long carried. In this division of labor between where theory
is produced and where it is applied, the academician in Turkey, even while analyzing their own social
reality, imports the analytical tools and settles into the position of the consumer of the concept rather
than its producer. While citations to Western theorists function as an intellectual obligation, turning
to domestic scholarship is often considered unnecessary or even risky, because the source of
legitimacy lies not on the inside, but on the outside. This attitude is not a random pattern emerging
from the sum of individual author preferences, but the expression of a structural dependence that
largely ties the legitimacy criteria of the academic field to the production of core countries. Indeed,
the fact that scientific evaluation in Turkish academia increasingly operates through competitive
indexes and citation culture transforms this dependence into an institutional necessity (Yalkin &
Ozbilgin, 2026). The fact that digital sociology is a young field has not created this dependence; it
has merely rendered it visible in a starker manner.

A significant portion of the fourteen-year literature analyzed relied on theory transfer and
adaptation rather than original theory production. Conceptualizations developed in the West were
attempted to be empirically applied to the Turkish context, and this trend manifested itself in two
distinct patterns. The first can be termed the "Example Y in the context of Concept X" formula. The
structural design of the articles frequently takes the following form: smart city applications in Turkey
within Zuboff's framework of surveillance capitalism, or Twitter in Turkey along the axis of
Habermas's public sphere theory. In this design, theory tends to be handled not as a flexible tool
reprocessed to make sense of data, but rather as a closed-to-testing premise that is expected to be
verified. Prominent theoretical references concentrate around Castells (network society), Lupton
(digital sociology program), Giddens (structure-agency), Foucault (panopticon), and Han
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(psychopolitics). This picture suggests that selective and reduced versions of a broader theoretical
framework have been borrowed.

The second pattern is conceptual thinning. For instance, while the concepts of "echo
chamber" (Sunstein, 2001) and "filter bubble" (Pariser, 2011) are largely explained through
algorithmic architecture and personalization in Western literature, it is observed that in some studies
in Turkey, these concepts are detached from their algorithmic background and read as the reflection
of the country's historical and political polarization onto the digital medium. In this mode of reading,
the unique agency role of technology remains relatively in the background. Another striking point is
that a portion of the theoretical references is conveyed not directly from the primary source, but
through the interpretations of Turkish researchers. For example, Han's concept of psychopolitics is
used in some studies through the accounts of another commentator rather than Han's own text. This
situation points to a second layer of theoretical dependence: relying not on direct access to core
theory, but on its local transmission.

Geographically speaking, almost all of the cited authors are academicians producing in the
USA, the UK, Germany, and Australia. Theoretical references from the Global South have found no
place in the analyzed literature. Turkey's literature is not only theoretically dependent on the West,
but it also remains theoretically closed to other peripheral societies experiencing similar structural
tensions.

This theoretical dependence is not the product of a lack of individual choice, but of a
structural system that materially rewards the reproduction of Western frameworks. Academic
incentive regulations directly link publishing in SSCI and relevant international indexes to scoring
and compensation systems. This condition directs researchers toward the strategy of applying
imported metropolitan theories to international journals rather than producing local concepts
(Karadeniz Technical University, 2020). Studies examining the experience of academicians in
Turkey with this structure show that a culture of performativity reshapes academic identity, pushing
academicians into different positions between resistance, adapting through ethical dilemmas, or
endorsement (Tiliibas & Goktiirk, 2020). Specific to the discipline of sociology, the roots of this
dependence run deeper: it has been observed that Turkish sociology is prone to methodological
statism and positivism, internalizes national borders as the unit of analysis, and reproduces center-
periphery dynamics within itself (Kasapoglu, 2005). Digital sociology is not an exception to this
picture, but its structural continuation.

Methodological Uniformity

62 of the 82 analyzed articles, namely 75%, consist of theoretical reviews conducted without
generating any empirical data. The remaining 20 studies resorted to methods such as content analysis,
discourse analysis, case study, and bibliometric analysis. However, none of these studies included
approaches that meet the methodological potential of digital sociology, such as netnography, digital
ethnography, data collection via platform APIs, or long-term field research.

This picture can be evaluated as the reflection of a methodological constraint rather than a
methodological choice. A systematic practice corresponding to the axis of "digital data analysis"
(using digital data for social research), which is one of the four axes of Lupton's (2015) digital
sociology program, is virtually nonexistent in the Turkish literature. The fact that a field whose object
of research is digital establishes itself largely on a theoretical level suggests that the field carries a
methodological capacity problem as much as an epistemological one. The Turkish literature defines
its research object, yet does not observe it.

Conceptual Stagnation and Missed Opportunities

In 65 of the 82 analyzed articles, no conceptual initiative is encountered. In the remaining 17
studies, initiatives showing "partial" originality were identified: "virtual belonging" (Yavuz, 2024),
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"ghost labor" and "digital Leviathan" (Tiincer & Yolcuoglu, 2026), "digital panopticon" (Akbas,
2024), "faith nomadism" and "hybrid religiosity" (Diizenli, 2024). "Ghost labor" is derived from
Gray and Suri (2019), "digital panopticon" from Foucault, and "digital Leviathan" from Hobbes. In
a real sense, no concept derived from Turkey's unique digital experience with no equivalent in
international literature was encountered. When read together with the fact that Turkey offers a unique
context capable of shaking and expanding global digital sociology theories, this absence makes it
possible to map out missed opportunities.

First, authoritarian digitality and everyday resistance. Western theories view digital
authoritarianism either as full state surveillance or as market-driven manipulation. However, the
Turkish context exposes the gray area between the state's power to control digital apparatuses and
the tactical ingenuity of the citizen to bypass this control. The explosion of VPN usage rates against
ICTA (BTK) blocks, the humor-fed language of digital protest, and civic verification networks
developed against the manipulation of troll networks could have offered a new model to global
literature under the title of "algorithm literacy and everyday resistance in hybrid regimes." This
potential has largely remained unexploited.

Second, conservative digitalization and digital religiosity. Mainstream digital sociology has
been designed around the dynamics of secular or post-secular Western societies. In the Turkish
literature, the digitalization of conservative and Islamic identity, conservative influencers on
Instagram, digital dhikr counters (zikirmatik), halal dating applications, and YouTube preachers have
been frequently studied. However, these studies left the phenomenon merely at the level of popular
culture. From here, an original theoretical framework located at the intersection of the sociology of
religion and digital sociology, explaining the digital reconciliation of capitalism and the sacred, could
have been harvested. This potential has also remained unexploited.

Third, digital clientelism and new tribalism in the network society. Castells predicts that
traditional bonds in the network society will dissolve and give way to fluid networks. The empirical
reality in Turkey, on the other hand, demonstrates the exact opposite: traditional and feudal bonds
are further reinforced in the digital medium via WhatsApp family groups, social media pages of
fellow-townsman associations, and digital clientelism networks. Turkish academia has largely
missed the opportunity to offer a strong theoretical contribution to global network society theory
through the critique of "the digital integration of traditional structures and new tribalism."

These three axes also reveal the following: the limitation of conceptual productivity does not
stem from an absence of data. Material to be analyzed is more than abundant in Turkey. The issue is
that the current research practice largely lacks the conceptual initiative and infrastructure to transform
this material into a theoretical contribution. Producing concepts requires an intellectual risk distinct
from interpreting data: pushing the limits of the ways of seeing offered by existing frameworks from
within, naming the unnamed, and advocating the portability of this naming to other contexts. Under
these conditions, digital sociology in Turkey is produced largely not to understand Turkey, but to
represent Turkey through established Western categories.

Toward Contextual Theorization: Three Concepts from the Turkish Digital Experience

The theoretical dependence, methodological uniformity, and conceptual sterility presented
in the table exhibited in the fifth section of this study do not constitute mere criticism. They
simultaneously serve as the roadmap of a necessity. Turkey's digital experience harbors dynamics
that cannot be perceived by existing global frameworks, and thus remain unnamed. This section
represents an attempt to address these dynamics at a conceptual level. The three proposed concepts
carry no claim to universality; they are middle-range theoretical categories derived from Turkey's
unique context, yet analytically transportable to other semi-peripheral societies experiencing similar
structural tensions (Merton, 1968).
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The Digital Economy of Ambiguity: Trust Within Mistrust

One of the most unique dimensions of the digital experience in Turkey is that the tension
between participation and surveillance is experienced by the same subject, on the same platform,
simultaneously. The user connects to a blocked platform via VPN. The tool enabling political
mobilization is also the tool of the state apparatus tracking that mobilization. Being visible is a
demand for rights while at the same time a risk of being surveilled. This situation cannot be fully
addressed by Castells' assumption of network freedom, Foucault's model of the passive subject in the
face of power, or Han's framework of voluntary obedience; for none of these theories tackle the
question of whether participation directly fuels surveillance within a context where subjects
consciously perpetuate it.

We term this dynamic trust within mistrust. The concept refers to the phenomenon of
sustaining participation in a digital platform while knowing that such participation may legitimize
the surveillance capacity of that platform. This is the product not of helplessness, but of a rational
ambiguity: the user knows that the system is both a tool and a prison, yet chooses to participate
despite this knowledge. The attitude in question partially overlaps with de Certeau's (1984) concept
of "tactics" as the weak's mode of operating within the space established by the strong. However,
trust within mistrust differs from this: it is not a tactical escape, but a state of remaining that is
reconciled with ambiguity. The analytical power of the concept holds true not only for Turkey, but
for all hybrid regime contexts where digital platforms function as both liberating and supervisory.

Digital Neo-Asabiyyah: The Traditional Resistance of the Network Society

Dominant readings of Castells' network society theory assume that traditional bonds
dissolve, giving way to elective and fluid networks. Similarly, the existing concept of "digital
tribalism" largely follows Maffesoli's (1996) neo-tribalism to describe these choice-based, interest-
driven communities. The empirical reality in Turkey, however, points to a different phenomenon:
ascribe-based and traditional bonds such as kinship, regional ties, and religious community relations
are not dissolved in the digital environment, but are instead reinforced through WhatsApp family
groups, social media pages of hometown associations, and digital clientelism networks. This presents
an original theoretical opportunity requiring the expansion of digital tribalism from elective
communities toward the digital continuity of ascribed bonds.

We conceptualize this dynamic as digital neo-asabiyyah. The term denotes network
technologies reorganizing traditional community rather than transforming it, opening new channels
of circulation for primary bonds instead of weakening them. This constitutes a theoretical correction
to network society theory rather than a merely empirical objection. The logic of the network is not
universal; it generates distinct patterns depending on the social foundation upon which it lands.
Digital neo-asabiyyah offers an analytical starting point for examining similar patterns in other
societies with strong traditional bond structures, such as the Middle East, South Asia, and Sub-
Saharan Africa.

The Digital Reconciliation of the Sacred and Capital: Theo-Digital Habitus

The final aspect pertains to conservative digitalization and digital religiosity. Mainstream
digital sociology has been largely conceived around the dynamics of secular or post-secular Western
societies. In the Turkish literature, the digitalization of conservative and Islamic identity, namely
phenomena such as conservative influencers on Instagram, digital dhikr tools, halal dating
applications, and YouTube preaching, has been frequently studied, yet these works have mostly left
the subject at the level of popular culture. However, religious habitus, the circulation of the sacred in
the market of symbolic goods, and digital religion are distinct, established theoretical frameworks.
The vast majority of this literature is likewise built upon secular, post-secular, or Christian contexts.
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The specific phenomenon offered by the case of Turkey, the reconciliation that conservative-
Islamic religiosity establishes with neoliberal market logic in the digital environment, points to an
area at the intersection of these frameworks that has not yet been adequately theorized. The practices
in question reveal a specific form in which the religious habitus articulates with market rationality,
making it possible to expand existing digital religion theory toward an Islamic and semi-peripheral
context. From this vantage point, an original theoretical framework located at the intersection of the
sociology of religion and digital sociology, explaining the digital reconciliation of the sacred with
capital, could have been developed. However, Turkish scholarship has largely failed to utilize this
potential as well.

Conclusion, Discussion, and Implications

The main argument of the article based on these findings is that digital sociology literature
in Turkey between 2010 and 2025 created a remarkable empirical accumulation resulting in
methodological accumulation, yet it could not transform this accumulation into an epistemic leverage
against global theoretical hegemony because it failed to overcome theoretical dependence. The
solution proposed here is not to reject Western theories, but rather to "provincialize" these theories
by filtering them through hybrid and dynamic contexts like Turkey (Chakrabarty, 2000), thereby
contributing to global sociology from a Southern or peripheral perspective. As Go (2016)
demonstrated, this move aims not at excluding the center, but rather at renewing theory by making
what the center cannot see visible from the margins.

The picture supporting this argument emerges from a mutually reinforcing pattern across
three levels. The concentration of thematic distribution within the effort of the field to define itself,
the confinement of the methodological repertoire to theoretical reviews, and the restriction of
conceptual production largely to the adaptation of established categories do not constitute three
independent flaws. Together, they depict the profile of an intellectual structure that has not yet
crystallized as an autonomous field, relies its production on non-continuous individual contributions,
and seeks its legitimacy in the approval of the core theory. In this sense, the findings represent a
cross-section of the knowledge production conditions of a semi-peripheral academy made visible
specifically within digital sociology rather than merely an isolated history of a discipline.

The point that must be placed at the center of the discussion is that this picture cannot be
explained by a lack of ability or effort. Turkey is one of the contexts where digital sociality can be
observed most productively in theoretical terms, as it presents a hybrid regime where authoritarian
tendencies intertwine with everyday resistance, a unique digital space where Islamic religiosity
articulates with market logic, and a social fabric where traditional bonds are reinforced in the digital
sphere rather than dissolved. The problem lies not in the material to be observed, but in the absence
of the institutional and epistemic infrastructure that would convert this material into a theoretical
contribution. As discussed in previous sections, an evaluation regime that operates performance
criteria through competitive indexes and citation culture rewards rapid and visible publication output
rather than the risk required by conceptual initiative, because producing concepts is by definition a
slow, uncertain, and failure-prone endeavor. Theoretical dependence is therefore the outcome of the
incentive structure within which the field operates rather than individual preferences.

The theoretical contribution of this study can be read on two levels. On a descriptive level,
it provides a mirror for the field to reflect upon itself by mapping out a bibliometric and content-
based profile of Turkish digital sociology. On a more important analytical level, it proposes the
tension between "methodological accumulation" and "theoretical dependence” as a middle-range
category that can be transported not only to Turkey but also to semi-peripheral academies in similar
structural positions (Merton, 1968). The three proposed conceptual frameworks should be read with
this logic, as none of them rejects core theory, and each attempts to redirect it from the margins by
naming a dynamic that remains in that theory's blind spot. Conceptual production serves as a starting
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point rather than a destination here, since the proposed categories acquire theoretical value only if
they are empirically tested, refined, and discarded when necessary.

The limitations of the study also frame the way these conclusions should be read. The
investigation is limited to a specific time frame and sample, meaning that the details of the
distribution may vary if different indexes, language pools, or gray literature are included. Several
topics stand out for future research. The first of these is the empirical testing of the categories
advanced here on individual phenomena through field-based studies that fulfill the article's own call.
The second is conducting the same analysis comparatively with other semi-peripheral contexts to test
the transportability of the "methodological accumulation / theoretical dependence" tension. The third
is examining the relationship between incentive structures and conceptual productivity directly
through institutional data. Once these steps are taken, digital sociology in Turkey can move from
being a field that merely represents its own reality through Western categories to a position that
renews those categories from the margins. This is the primary claim of this study, asserting that
knowledge produced from the periphery possesses the capacity to complete what the center leaves
unfinished, provided that this capacity dares to take the risk extending from observation to theory.
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Teorilestirme Ihtiyaci

Dijital ivme ile Teorik Durgunluk Arasindaki Paradoks

Tiirkiye, diinyanin en yogun bigimde dijitallesmis toplumlar arasinda yer almaktadir.
Niifusun yilizde seksenbesi internet kullanmakta, sosyal medyaya katilim oranlarn kiiresel
siralamalarda siirekli olarak tist dilimlerde yer almakta ve mobil baglantisallik giindelik yasamin
neredeyse tiim alanlarina yerleserek toplumsal iliskileri koklii bigimde yeniden bi¢cimlendirmektedir.
Ne var ki bu doniisiimiin hizi, Tiirk sosyolojisi i¢cinde ona esdeger bir kuramsal yanit tiretilmesini
saglayamamistir. Bu doniisiimii haritalandirmasi, sorgulamasi ve kavramsallagtirmas: gereken alan
dijital sosyolojidir. Ancak dijital sosyoloji baglaminda iiretilen calismalara baktigimizda tematik
acidan pargali, yontemsel agidan tekdiize ve kuramsal agidan baska cografyalarda firetilmis
cercevelere bagimli kalmaya devam ettigi goriilmektedir. Bu makale s6z konusu paradokstan hareket
ederek dijital sosyoloji ¢caligmalari i¢in bir degerlendirme sunmaktadir.

Dijital sosyoloji alaninda yapilan ¢caligmalarin 6nciilleri 1990’larda siber sosyoloji ve internet
calismalart baglaminda yapilan calismalardir. ilk doénem akademik arastirmalarda dijital
teknolojilerin topluma ve bireylere etkileri tartisiimaya baglanmisti. Bu donem calismalarinda goze
carpan arastirma konularinda ise sanal topluluklar ve kimlik insasi gibi bagliklar bulunmaktaydi.
2010'arn baginda 6zerk bir alt-disiplin olarak belirginlesmeye basayan dijital sosyoloji ¢caligmalart,
dijital yasam kosullarina yonelik sosyolojik sorusturmay1 yeniden yonlendirmeyi amaglayan kurucu
calismalarla ivme kazanmistir. Lupton (2015), dijital sosyoloji arastirma icin dijital araclarin
kullanimi, dijital teknoloji kullaniminin incelenmesi, dijital verilerin analizi ve dijital bilginin
siyasetine elestirel katilimin gerekliligini vurgulagmistir. Dijital sosyolojinin teorik zemininin
kurulmasinda oncii ¢alismalar yapan Ispanyol sosyolog Castells (1996)¢alismalarinda, endiistriyel
toplumdan ag toplumuna gecisin yapisal mantigini ortaya koyarak teknoloji sayesinde toplumsal
hareketlerin nasil bir ag yapisi iginde yeniden orgiitlenmesini analiz etti. Onun ana tezi ise bilgi
akislarinin toplumsal yasami orgiitleyen birincil mantik haline geldigidir. Han (2017) ise farkli bir
felsefi perspektiften, dijital platformlarin 6zneleri yalnizca gdzetlemekle kalmayip onlarin i¢selligini
uiretici bir gii¢ olarak seferber ettigi psikopolitik bir rejimin dogusunu ¢éziimlemistir. Bu {i¢ kuramsal
kiime, ¢agdas dijital sosyolojinin entelektiiel ufkunu birlikte ortaya koymaktadir.

Ancak bu kiimelerin ortak bir 6zelligi vardir: hepsinin cografi imgelem, Bat1 merkezlidir.
Lupton, Avustralya'dan yazmakta fakat Silikon Vadisi'nin gergekligini kuramlastirmaktadir.
Castells, Amerika Birlesik Devletleri, Avrupa ve Dogu Asya deneyimlerinden beslenmektedir.
Seul’de dogan Giiney Kore’li Han ise Berlin'den felsefi iiretim yapmaktadir. Dijital baglantisalligin
otoriter platform yonetisimiyle, kitlesel gogiin diasporik dijital varolusla, derin sinif kirtlganliklarinin
algoritmik esitsizliklerle ve tarihsel birikimi olan siyasi kutuplagmanin 6zgiin bir kamusal alanla i¢
ice gectigi Tiirkiye ise bu kanonik anlatilarda yoktur. Oysa bu yokluk yalnizca ampirik bir bosluk
olmaylp aymi zamanda kuramsal bir bosluktur. Tirk aragtirmacilar dijital sosyolojiye
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yoneldiklerinde, bu derlemenin ortaya koyacagi iizere, biiyiik dl¢iide Batili kavramlar Tiirkiye
verilerine uygulamak suretiyle ilerleyerek Connell'n (2007) "giiney teorisi" kavramiyla tanimladigi
kosulu yeniden {iiretmislerdir. Buna gore ¢evre toplumlarin, kendi 6zgiin deneyimlerinden kavram
iiretmek yerine, metropol cerceveler i¢in veri madeni islevi gordiigii epistemik bir bagimlilik durumu
olarak ortaya ¢ikmaktadir. Connell, bugiin {iniversitelerde okutulan genel sosyoloji teorilerinin
(Marx, Weber, Durkheim’dan baglayip Bourdieu, Giddens ve Coleman’a uzanan hattin) aslinda
evrensel olmadigini savunur. Bu teoriler, kiiresel egemenligi elinde tutan Kuzey metropollerine (Bati
Avrupa ve Kuzey Amerika) ait yerel deneyimlerin tiim diinyaya "evrensel dogrularmis" gibi
dayatilmasindan ibaret oldugu goriisiinii savunur.

Bu makale, Tirkiye'de 2010-2025 yillar1 arasinda iiretilen dijital sosyoloji yazininin
sistematik bir derlemesini sunmaktadir. Derleme es zamanli iki amaca hizmet etmektedir. Birincisi
kartografik bir amaca hizmet eden, alanin ilk kapsamli tematik haritasini ¢izerek nelerin, nasil ve
hangi kuramsal merceklerle incelendigini belgelemektir. ikincisi ise birinci amaci gergeklestirdikten
sonra mevcut durumun elestirisini yaparak, mevcut yazmin yapisal eksikliklerini saptamak ve
Tiirkiye'nin 6zgilin dijital deneyiminin, asiri baglantisallik ile sansiiriin, platform bagimlilig: ile
siyasal mobilizasyonun, diasporik dijital yasam ile algoritmik yonetisimin es zamanli varliginin,
baska cografyalardan ithal edilemeyecek kavramlar talep ettigini savunmaktir.

Caligsma su arastirma sorulariyla yonlendirilmektedir:

2010-2025 doneminde Tirkiye'deki dijital sosyoloji yazimmin baskin tematik kiimeleri
nelerdir?

Mevcut yazini yapilandiran kuramsal ¢ergeveler hangileridir ve bu c¢ercevelerin cografi ile
entelektiiel kdkeni nerededir?

Kavramsal ve yontemsel bosluklar nerededir; baglamsal agidan temellenen bir Tiirkiye dijital
sosyolojisi nasil goriiniir?

Bati Projesi Olarak Dijital Sosyoloji: Onciiller ve Siirlar
Dijital Sosyolojinin Teorik Temelleri

Dijital sosyoloji, sosyal yasamin dijital teknolojilerle i¢ ice gectigi bir donemde, sosyolojik
kuram ve yontemin bu doniisiimii nasil kavrayacagi sorusuna verilen bir yanit olarak ortaya ¢ikmaistir.
Lupton (2015), alan1 dort pratik ekseni tizerinden tanimlamaktadir: mesleki pratikler igin dijital
arac¢larin kullanimi, akademik kimligin dijital ortamda kurulmasi, dijital verinin sosyolojik arastirma
icin kullanilmasi ve dijital teknolojilerin toplumsal yasamdaki roliiniin elestirel analizi. Bu ¢ergeve,
dijital sosyolojiyi yalnizca yeni bir arastirma konusu degil, sosyolojinin kendisini yeniden
diisiinmesini gerektiren metodolojik bir proje olarak konumlandirmaktadir. Lupton'a goére dijital
sosyoloji, sosyal medya platformlarin1 ya da algoritmalari sosyolojinin nesnesi olarak ekleyen
kiimiilatif bir genisleme degil, arastirmacinin kendi konumunu, verisini ve yontemini dijital kosullar
altinda yeniden tanimlamasini gerektiren bir kirilmadir.

Alanin ikinci temel diregi Castells'in (1996) ag toplumu kuramidir. Castells, enformasyon
caginda toplumsal orgiitlenmenin temel biriminin hiyerarsik kurumlardan akiskan aglara kaydigini,
bu doniisiimiin mekan, zaman ve iktidar iligkilerini yeniden yapilandirdigini 6ne siirmektedir. Ag
toplumu tezi, geleneksel baglarin zayiflayacagi ve yerini ¢ikar temelli, esnek baglantilarin alacagi
varsayimina dayanmaktadir. Bu ¢ergevede iktidar artik merkezi kurumlarda degil, aglarin kendisinde
ickin hale gelmektedir. Castells'in bu tezi, 1990'larin sonundan itibaren dijital sosyolojinin neredeyse
zorunlu baslangi¢ noktasi haline gelmis, sonraki kusak arastirmacilarin biiylik boliimii tarafindan
sorgulanmadan kabul edilmistir.

Ugiincii kuramsal kaynak Han'in (2017) psikopolitika kavramidir. Han, dijital gagda iktidarin
artik digsal bir baski mekanizmasi olarak degil, 6znenin kendi kendini somiirmesini tesvik eden
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icsellestirilmis bir performans zorunlulugu olarak isledigini savunmaktadir. Bu cergevede gdzetim,
disaridan dayatilan bir denetim degil, 6znenin goniilli katilimiyla yeniden {iretilen bir iliski bigimine
dontismektedir. Han'in bu tezi, Foucault'nun disipliner iktidar modelinden bilingli bir kopusu temsil
etmektedir: disipliner toplumda 6zne "yapmamalisin" emriyle sekillenirken, performans toplumunda
Ozne "yapabilirsin" vaadiyle kendini tiikketmektedir.

Bat1 Merkezliligi Sorunu

Bu ii¢ kuramsal kaynagin ortak bir 6zelligi vardir: her biri, belirli bir tarihsel ve cografi
baglamdan, Kuzey Amerika ve Bati Avrupa'nin gec kapitalist, sekiiler, kurumsal olarak istikrarli
toplumsal yapilarindan iiretilmistir. Lupton'in dijital sosyoloji programi, akademik altyapinin gorece
serbest oldugu, dijital veriye erisimin yasal ve teknik olarak miimkiin oldugu bir ortami
varsaymaktadir. Castells'in ag toplumu tezi, geleneksel baglarin zaten zayiflamis oldugu,
bireysellesmenin ileri diizeyde oldugu toplumlardan hareketle kurulmustur. Han'in psikopolitikasi
ise, digsal baskinin nispeten goriinmez oldugu, neoliberal performans kiiltiiriiniin baskin hale geldigi
bir baglamda anlam kazanmaktadir.

Bu kuramlar, Tirkiye gibi yari-cevre konumdaki toplumlara aktarildiginda, kuramin
uretildigi baglamla uygulandigi baglam arasindaki uyumsuzluk biiyiik o6lgiide goérmezden
gelinmektedir. Tiirkiye'de dijital katilim, devletin dogrudan ve goriiniir miidahalesiyle (platform
erisim engelleri, icerik kaldirma talepleri, dijital gézetim mevzuati) i¢ i¢e gecmis durumdadir. Bu,
Han'in Ongordiigli igsellestirilmis, goriinmez iktidar modelinden belirgin bigimde farkliklar
tagimaktadir. Geleneksel baglar, Castells'in ongordiigli ¢oziilme yerine dijital ortamda yeniden
iiretilmekte, hatta giiclenmektedir. Akademik iiretim kosullar1 ise, Lupton'in varsaydigi serbest
arastirma ortamindan, performans gostergeleriyle sekillenen, yapisal baski altindaki bir akademik
alana isaret etmektedir.

Bu uyumsuzluk yalnizca ampirik bir fark olmayip, kuramlarin temel varsayimlarinin
gegerlilik kosullarini kokten sorgulatan derin bir epistemolojik meseledir. Sosyal bilimlerde hicbir
kuram, tarih dis1 veya cografyadan bagimsiz bir vakumda iiretilmedigi gibi aksine, insa edildigi
toplumsal ve kiiltiirel ekosistemin izlerini tasir. Bir kuram, kendi {iretim baglaminda "verili" kabul
edildigi i¢in ortiik kalan, dile getirilmemis pek ¢ok yapisal varsayimi biinyesinde barindirir. Hangi
devlet-vatandasg iliskisinin normal ya da normatif sayildigi, bireylerden nasil bir rasyonellesme ve
bireysellesme diizeyinin beklendigi ya da akademik 6zgiirliigiin ve kurumsal 6zerkligin hangi
derecelerde var oldugu gibi can alici unsurlar, Bati merkezli kuramlarin goriinmez omurgasini
olusturur. Bu gizli 6nkabuller agik¢a formiile edilmedikleri i¢in, kuram baska bir cografyaya
aktarildiginda da yapisal birer kor nokta olarak kalmakta ve sanki her zamana ve mekana uyan
evrensel, tarafsiz birer analitik aragmis gibi mekanik bir bigimde uygulanmaktadir.

Kuramlarin tasidigi bu ortilk baglamsallik ve ontolojik uyumsuzluk fark edilmeden
kopyalandiginda, ithal edilen kavramsal setler yerel gercekligi aciklamak yerine onun iizerini orten
birer perdeye doniismektedir. Bu durumun en somut yansimalarindan biri, Tiirkiye'nin dijitallesme
deneyiminde ve dijital sosyoloji alaninda yasanmaktadir. Kiiresel Kuzey'in gdzetim mekanizmalari,
kamusal alan dinamikleri ve platform kapitalizmi tizerinden gelistirdigi teorik ¢ergeveler,
Tiirkiye’nin kendine 06zgli devlet gelenegini, ag toplumuna eklemlenme bigimlerini, dijital
kamusalliktaki kutuplasma dinamiklerini ve kiiltiirel sermaye kodlarin1 1skalamaktadir. Batih
kuramlarin elestirel siizgecten gegirilmeden dogrudan dogruya yerel sahaya tatbik edilmesi,
Tiirkiye’nin 6zgiin dijital pratiklerinin, kendine has diren¢ hatlarinin ve yapisal doniisiimlerinin
literatiirde biitliniiyle goriinmez kalmasina ve kuramsal bir coraklagsmaya yol agmaktadir.

Baglamsal Teorilestirmenin Gerekliligi

Connell''n (2007) “Southern Theory: : The Global Dynamics of Knowledge in Social
Science" adli c¢alismasi, toplumsal teorinin neredeyse tamamimin kiiresel Kuzey'in birkag
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metropoliinde iiretildigini ve bu iiretimin evrensel gegerlilik iddiastyla diinyanin geri kalanina ihrag
edildigini gostermektedir. Connell'a gore bu durum yalnizca bir temsil eksikligi degil, epistemolojik
bir sorundur: Giiney toplumlarinin deneyimi, kendi kavramlariyla degil, Kuzey'in kategorileriyle
okunmakta, bu da s6z konusu deneyimin kendine 6zgii yonlerinin sistematik olarak goriinmez
kilinmasina yol agmaktadir. Connell, bu durumu "metropol teorinin genellestirilmesi" olarak
adlandirmakta ve bunun yalnizca bir adalet sorunu degil, ayn1 zamanda bir analitik yoksullagma
oldugunu savunmaktadir. Ciinkii ona gore Giiney'in deneyimi, diinya toplumlarinin cesitliligini
anlamak icin potansiyel olarak son derece zengin bir kaynak iken, mevcut kuramsal aygit bu
zenginligi géremez hale gelmektedir.

Bu ¢alisma, dijital sosyoloji 6zelinde ayni yapisal sorunu Tiirkiye baglaminda tespit etmekte
ve baglamsal teorilestirmeyi bu sorunun ¢éziimii olarak 6nermektedir. Baglamsal teorilestirme, Bati
kuramini reddetmek anlamina gelmemektedir; aksine, kuramin hangi kosullarda gegerli oldugunu,
hangi kosullarda yetersiz kaldigmi belirlemeyi ve bu yetersizligin goriildiigii noktalarda yerel
deneyimden hareketle yeni sorular iiretmeyi ongoérmektedir. Bhambra (2014) ve Go (2016) bu
yaklagimi, sosyolojinin kendi kurulus anlatisindaki Avrupa-merkezli korligi diizeltme gabasi olarak
tamimlamaktadir. Bu diizeltme g¢abasi, kurami tamamen yeniden insa etmeyi degil, kuramin kor
noktalarini sistematik olarak haritalamay1 ve bu noktalarda periferinin deneyiminin kendi sesiyle
konusmasina izin vermeyi gerektirmektedir. Bu ¢alismanin bundan sonraki boliimleri, Tiirkiye'deki
dijital sosyoloji yazininin bu diizeltme g¢abasini ne 6lgiide gergeklestirdigini sistematik olarak
incelemektedir.

Yontem
Arastirma Tasarimi

Bu calisma, Page ve arkadaslarimin (2021) gelistirdigi PRISMA 2020 protokoliiniin
raporlama mantigindan yararlanmakta, ancak onu klinik arastirmalardaki dogrulama islevinden
ayirarak seffaflik ve izlenebilirlik amagli bir ¢ergeve olarak konumlandirmaktadir. Protokol burada
"dogru sonuca ulasildiginin kanit1" degil, "tarama siirecinin denetlenebilir oldugunun beyan1" islevini
gormektedir. Bu ayrim 6nemlidir: PRISMA, doga bilimlerinde oldugu gibi nesnel ve tekrarlanabilir
bir gergekligin dogrulanmasi amaciyla degil, niteliksel bir yorumlama siirecinin hangi adimlardan
gectiginin okuyucuya agik bigimde sunulmasi amaciyla kullanilmaktadir.

Bu konumlandirma tercihi, sistematik derleme yonteminin sosyal bilimlere aktarilmasinda
sikca karsilasilan bir gerilime de agiklik getirmektedir. PRISMA, baslangicta tibbi arastirmalarin
kiimulatif kanit sentezini standartlagtirmak amaciyla gelistirilmigtir. Bu baglamda "dahil edilen
calisma sayis1" ve "etki bliylklugi" gibi gostergeler, tedavi etkinligi gibi nispeten duragan bir
gercekligin Olglilmesine hizmet etmektedir. Sosyal bilimlerde ise arastirma nesnesinin kendisi,
burada Tiirkiye'deki dijital sosyoloji yazin1 duragan degil, tarihsel olarak degisen ve yorumlayici bir
okumayla kurulan bir nesnedir. Bu g¢aligma, PRISMA'nin sistematikligini benimserken onun
pozitivist temelini benimsememekte, tarama siirecinin seffafligin1  korurken, bulgularin
yorumlanmasini agik¢a yorumlayici bir ¢erceveye yerlestirmektedir.

Veri Tabanlar: ve Tarama Protokolii

Tarama {ii¢ birincil kaynakta yiiriitiilmiigtiir: TR Dizin, DergiPark Akademik ve Google
Scholar. Bu ii¢ kaynagin secimi, Tiirkiye'de iiretilen sosyoloji yazininin indekslenme Oriintiisiinii
yansitmaktadir: TR Dizin ulusal hakemli dergilerin resmi dizinidir, DergiPark bu dergilerin
¢ogunlugunun barindig: platformdur, Google Scholar ise her iki kaynagin kapsamadigi erken erigim
ve tekrar yayimlanmis igerikleri tamamlayici bigimde taramaktadir.

Anahtar kelimeler Tiirkce ve 1ngiljzce olarak ¢ift dilli belirlenmistir, ¢linkii Tiirkiye'de
uretilen sosyoloji yazinmin bir bolimii Ingilizce yayimlanmakta, ayrica Tiirkge makalelerde
Ingilizce anahtar kelime kullanmaktadir: Ingilizce: "digital sociology" AND Turkey; "digital society"
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AND Turkey; "social media" AND sociology AND Turkey; "algorithmic" AND society AND
Turkey. Tirkge: "dijital sosyoloji"; "dijital toplum" AND sosyoloji; "sosyal medya" AND sosyoloji;
"algoritma" AND toplum; "platform kapitalizmi".

Tarama donemi 2010-2025 ile sinirlandirilmistir. Bu donem secimi gelisigiizel degildir.
2010 yili, Tirkiye'de sosyal medya kullamminin kitlesel bir toplumsal olgu haline geldigi ve
akademik yazinin bu olguya tepki vermeye basladigi donemin baslangicina karsilik gelmektedir.
2025 ise tarama siirecinin bagladig1 tarihten 6nceki son tam yildir.

Dahil ve Hari¢c Tutma Kriterleri

Dahil ve hari¢ tutma kriterleri bes eksende belirlenmistir. Yayin tiirii agisindan hakemli
makaleler ve kitap boliimleri dahil edilmis olup gazete yazilari, raporlar ve yiiksek lisans/doktora
tezleri kapsam dis1 birakilmistir. Tezlerin hari¢ tutulmasi 6zellikle 6nemli bir karar olup tezler igin
ayr1 bir ¢aligma tasarlanabilir.

Doénem agisindan 2010-2025 arasi yayinlar dahil edilerek 2009 ve Oncesi kapsam dis1
birakilmustir. Dil agisindan Tiirkge veya Ingilizce yaymlar dahil edilmis, diger dillerdeki yayinlar
(6rnegin Almanca yayimlanmis olas1 ¢aligmalar) kapsam dis1 birakilmistir. Bu simirlilik, Tiirkiye
kokenli ama farkli bir dilde yayimlanmis ¢alismalarin gézden kagabilecegi anlamina gelmektedir.

Disiplin agisindan sosyoloji eksenli ¢alismalar dahil edilerek yalnizca iletisim miihendisligi
veya bilgi teknolojileri eksenli ¢alismalar kapsam dis1 birakilmigtir. Bu Kkriterin uygulanmasi,
disiplinler arasi sinirin bulanik oldugu durumlarda (6rnegin iletisim sosyolojisi ile medya galigmalari
arasinda) yorumlayict bir degerlendirme gerektirmis, bu degerlendirme, ¢aligmanin arastirma
sorusunun toplumsal yapi, iliski veya degisim odakli olup olmadigina bakilarak yapilmistir.

Baglam agisindan ise Tiirkiye'ye dair icerik tasiyan ¢alismalar dahil edilmis, Tiirkiye'ye atif
icermeyen calismalar kapsam dig1 birakilmistir.

Tarama Sonuclar1 ve Akis Diyagramm

Tarama ve eleme siirecinin kayit sayilariyla birlikte raporlanmasi PRISMA 2020
protokoliiniin temel gerekliliklerinden biridir. Asagidaki akis diyagrami, ii¢ veri tabaninda
tanimlanan kayitlardan nihai korpusa ulasilana kadar gecen asamalar1 gostermektedir.
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TR Dizin + DergiPark + Google Scholar (n = 439)

!

Tarama Miikerrer kayitlar cikanldiktan sonra J

Tanimlama Veritabani taramasiyla tanimlanan kayitlar ’

n = 360 (79 mikerrer ¢ikarildr)

|

Baslik/ozet taramasinda elenen
n=234
disiplin disi, dénem disi, dil disi

Baslik/ozet taramasi sonrasi kalan
n=126

!

Uygunluk { Tam metin igin dederlendirilen

n=126

!

Tam metin taramasinda elenen
n=44
tam metne erisilemeyen, baglam disi

!

Sistematik derlemeye dahil edilen
n=282

Dabhil edilen

Bu calismanin odagi, ozellikle yerel ve gelismekte olan akademik ekosistemlerdeki (TR
Dizin/DergiPark gibi) Bati-dis1 dijital sosyoloji pratiklerinin haritalandirilmasiyla sinirlandirtlmistir.
Gelecek ¢alismalarin Web of Science ve Scopus gibi kiiresel veri tabanlarini da kapsayacak sekilde
genisletilmesi Onerilmektedir

Tematik Analiz Siireci

Korpus, kategorileri veriye dnceden dayatmayan tiimevarimsal bir kodlama siirecinden
gecirilmistir. Bu silire¢ {i¢ asamali olarak yiriitiilmiistiir. Ik asamada, her c¢alismadan 06zgiin
kavramsal birimler ¢ikarilmistir (agik kodlama): aragtirma sorusu, kullanilan yontem, atif yapilan
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teorisyenler ve dnerilen kavramlar ayr1 ayr1 not edilmistir. ikinci asamada, bu birimler yakinliklarina
gore st diizey temalara indirgenmistir. Birbirine benzer arastirma konulart (6rnegin dijital din ve
dijital cemaat) ortak bir tematik kiime altinda toplanmustir. Ugiincii asamada, bu temalar ¢aligmanin
arastirma sorulariyla iliskilendirilerek sentezlenmistir (tematik sentez). Her kiime, teorik bagimlilik,
yontemsel gesitlilik ve kavramsal 6zgiinliik eksenlerinde yeniden degerlendirilmistir.

Bu siireg, tematik haritanin kendisinin bir bulgu olarak goriilmesini saglamaktadir. Yani
tematik dagilim yalnizca korpusu betimleyen bir ara¢ degil, alanin kendi i¢ yapist hakkinda bir kanit
olarak okunmaktadir: hangi konularin ¢ok, hangilerinin az ¢alisildig1, hangi yazarlarin alan1 domine
ettigi, bu dagilimin kendisinden ¢ikan analitik sonuglardir.

Reflexif Konumlanma

Bu okuma siireci baglamsizlagtirilmig degildir. Haraway'in (1988) isaret ettigi gibi, hi¢bir
bilgi iiretimi "hicbir yerden bakan goz" konumundan gerceklesmez. Bu ¢aligmanin yazari, taranan
yazinin hem disindan bakan hem de aynm1 akademik iiretim kosullarina tabi bir 6zne olarak igeriden
bakan bir konumda bulunmakla birlikte bu konum, bulgularin yorumlanmasinda gizlenmemis, agikca
kabul edilmistir.

Bu reflexif durus, Bati sosyal bilim geleneginin nesnellik iddiasina yonelik epistemolojik bir
itiraz1 da icermektedir (Davies, B., & Harré, R. 2007) . Bu yaklagimla, arastirmacinin konumu,
bilginin gecerliligini zedeleyen bir kusur degil, bilginin iiretildigi kosullarin seffaf bicimde beyan
edilmesi gereken bir bilesen olarak kabul edilmektedir. Bu ¢aligmanin yazarinin, incelenen yazinin
tabi oldugu ayni1 akademik tesvik sisteminin, ayni yayin baskisinin ve ayn1 kurumsal hiyerarsinin
icinde konumlanmasi, 5.1'de tartisilan yapisal bagimlilik tezinin soyut bir digsal elestiri degil,
iceriden, bizzat yasanan bir gozlem oldugu anlamina gelmektedir. Bu konumlanma, ¢alismanin
bulgulariin gegerliligini azaltmamakta aksine, bulgularin hangi bakis agisindan iiretildigini
okuyucuya acik bicimde sunarak, akademik seffafligin bir geregini yerine getirmektedir.

Bulgular: Tiirkiye'de Dijital Sosyolojinin Tematik Haritasi Veri Toplama Yontemi

Tematik Kiimeler ve Yapisal Oriintiiler

Tematik kiime Makale sayisi (n) Pay (%)
Disipliner konumlama ve alan kurulusu i | 256
Yapay zeka ve toplumsal déndsiim 14 171
Dijital kimlik ve kiiltiir 10 12,2
Platform kapitalizmi ve emek 10 12,2
Dijital din 7 8.5
Dijital esitsizlik 7 8.5
Psikopolitika 7 8,5
Algoritmik denetim ve cevre 3 3.7
Dijital medya 3 3.7
Toplam 82 100,0
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Incelenen makaleler, igerik ¢oziimlemesinden ¢ikan dokuz tematik kiimeye dagilmaktadir.
Ancak bu dagilimin sekli, alanin igeriginden 6nce yapisi hakkinda konusmaktadir. Dokuz kiimeli bir
dagilimda esit pay yiizde on bir olurken, en biiyiik kiime tek basina yiizde yirmi besi toplamaktadir.
[k iki kiime birlikte literatiiriin %42.7’sini kaplar. Geri kalan yedi kiime ise yiizde on ikiden yiizde
dorde inen, giderek incelen bir alana yayilir. Tablonun s6yledigi sey temalarin yoklugu ya da rastgele
bir sagaklanma degildir. Agirlik belirgin bigimde bir uca y1gilmis, kuyruk ise dagilmistir. Asil mesele
odagin bulunmamasi degil, odagin nereye diistiigiidiir.

Bu yigilmanin ilk ve en agir halkasini, makalelerin dortte birini tek basina toplayan disipliner
konumlama ve alan kurulusu tartismalari olusturur(Mammadova, 2023). Bu caligmalar dijital
sosyolojinin ne oldugunu, sosyoloji i¢inde nereye oturdugunu ve hangi yontemle ilerleyecegini
tartisir. Yani dijital toplumsal gercekligi ¢ozlimlemek yerine, ¢éziimlemenin zeminini dosemekle
ugrasirlar. Bir alanin yazininin dortte birinin kendi tanimina ayrilmig olmasini entelektiiel bir
olgunluk olarak okumak miimkiin olmakla birlikte bu tabloyu disiplinlerarast bir genisleme
arzusunun isareti sayan bir yorum da kurulabilir. Ne var ki olgunun bir alt-alanin birkag¢ kuramsal
eksen ¢evresinde yogunlastigl, kendini tanimlama yiikiinii ¢oktan geride biraktigi diigiiniiliirse,
buradaki yogunlagsma olgunluga degil, heniiz koklesmemis bir kurumsal varolusa isaret eder.
Tiirkiye'de dijital sosyoloji, biiyiik 6l¢iide kendini var etmekle mesguldiir.

Ikinci yogunlasma noktasi, yapay zeka ve toplumsal doniisiim ¢alismalaridir. Bu kiimenin
biiyiikliigli, alamin birikmis bir kuramsal damardan degil giincel giindemden beslendigini
diisiindiirmektedir. Yapay zeka cogu calismada 6zgiin bir sosyolojik cergeveyle ele alinmak yerine,
kamuoyunun ilgisini ¢eken bir konunun sosyoloji etiketiyle yeniden paketlenmesine doniismektedir?.
Bu iki halkanin ardindan gelen yedi kiime ise alanin asil daginikliginin yasandigi yerdir. Dijital
kimlik ve kiiltiir ile platform kapitalizmi ve emek onar makaleyle benzer bir orta bolgeyi paylasir.
Dijital din, dijital esitsizlik ve psikopolitika yediser makaleyle daha da incelir. Algoritmik denetim
ve ¢evre ile dijital medya ise liger makalede kalarak neredeyse temsil edilmemis sayilir. Elestirel
dijital sosyolojinin uluslararasi yazinda merkezde duran algoritmik iktidar ve denetim temasinin
burada kuyrugun en ucuna diigsmesi, alanin hangi tartigsmalara geg¢ kaldigini1 da dolayli olarak gosterir.

Tematik dagilimin yaninda, onunla i¢ ige gegen ikinci bir yapisal oriintii yazar profilidir.
Incelenen makaleler dar bir cekirdek kadronun degil, birbirinden bagimsiz ¢ok sayida yazarin
kaleminden ¢ikmustir. {1k bakista bu genislik alanin canliligina yorulabilir. Oysa yazarlarin biiyiik
boliimii konuya bir kez ugrayip ayrilmakta, ayni isimlerin alana doniip tizerine ekleyerek ilerledigi
bir stireklilik goriilmemektedir. Alan1 tasiyan sey, birikimli arastirma programlar yiiriiten yerlesik
bir topluluk degil, cogunlukla tek seferlik katkilardan olusan kalabalik ve daginik bir yazar

2 Tiim sosyal bilim akademi galigmalarinda yapay zeka uygulamalar1 yaygin bir hal almigtir. Daha ayrintili
bilgi i¢in bk. Erdem and Demiryakan (2025), Civelek (2025), Giinay (2025), Onen (2025), Ozdemir (2025), Sandikc1 and
Soy (2026), Ardug Kara (2026), Ertan (2026), Uygun (2026), Y1lmaz (2025), Kan Celik (2026), Bayat Arslan and Cuma
(2026), Koksal and Zorlu Kale (2025), Varol (2025), Ahmed and Hamod (2026), Efendioglu (2023), Sert (2026), and
Gligliiten (2026), Denizci et al. (2018), Baran (2022), Keles and Keles (2018), Karadag (2025), Coskun (2025), Ahmed
and Hamod (2026), Aric1 and Karaci (2013), Keles and Keles (2017), Keles et al. (2017), Bekil (2018), Keles (2018),
Sercemeli (2018), Akyildiz and Akyildiz (2020), Isik and Dar1 (2023), Abdulrazagova et al. (2025), Argin (2025), Tetik
Kiigiikelgi (2025), Cakmak (2025), Yildirim Altun (2025), Zan and Zan (2025), Mazlum and Mazlum (2025), Efendioglu
(2023), Sert (2026), and Giigliiten (2026), Denizci et al. (2018), Baran (2022), Keles and Keles (2018), Karadag (2025),
Coskun (2025), Ahmed and Hamod (2026), Arici and Karact (2013), Keles and Keles (2017), Keles et al. (2017), Bekil
(2018), Keles (2018), Sercemeli (2018), Akyildiz and Akyildiz (2020), Isik and Dar1 (2023), Abdulrazagova et al. (2025),
Argin (2025), Tetik Kiigiikelgi (2025), Cakmak (2025), Yildirim Altun (2025), Zan and Zan (2025), Mazlum and Mazlum
(2025), Yildiz (2025), Basar (2025), Tugcu (2025), Ozdemir (2026), Cora et al. (2026), Biiyiikboyaci and Yozcu (2026),
Ardaturk (2026), Ardug Kara (2026), Ertan (2026), Ahmed and Hamod (2026), Efendioglu (2023), Celik et al. (2025),
Dogru and Hacimiiftiioglu (2025), Kogakoglu and Kogakoglu (2025), Ekinci (2025), Sakin and Tiirk (2025), Askun (2024),
Yener and Kése (2023), Romya Bilgin and Kiigiiksabanoglu (2023), Cark (2020), Kanat (2020), Altindis (2020),
Zenginaloglu (2026), Dalmis (2026), Olger (2025), Saribas (2025), Karakus et al. (2025), Giizel (2024), Kizildag (2023),
Odacioglu (2022).
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havuzudur. Bu genislik bir derinlige donlisememekte, alan ¢ok sayida elin degip gegtigi ama higbir
elin uzun siire tutunmadi81 bir zemine benzemektedir. Iceriksel yogunlasmanin kendini tanimlamaya
kaymasi ile iiretimin stireklilik kazanmamis bir yazar kalabaligina yayilmasi ayni tablonun iki
ylziidiir. Her ikisi de heniiz oturmamus, tasiyici bir kurumsal omurgadan yoksun bir alanin profilini
cizer. Bu nedenle yazar dagimikligi tematik dagilimdan bagimsiz bir ayrinti degil, aym
kurumsallagsma sorununun ikinci kanitidir.

Elestirel Analiz: Yapisal Eksiklikler
Teorik Bagimlihk: Kuramsal ithalat ve Montaj Sanayi

Incelenen 82 makalenin tamaminda Bati menseli yazarlara atif yapilmigken, Tiirk
akademisyenlere yapilan atif sayilar1 son derece sinirlt kalmistir. Bu durum, makalelerin atif yapisi,
icerik ve yazar profilinden bagimsiz iiciincii bir yapisal egilimi agiga ¢ikarir. Tiirkiye menseli 6zgiin
bir kuramsal ¢ergeveye yapilan atif yalnizca tic makalede tespit edilebilmis, bu iic makalede dahi atif
kuramsal degil yontemsel diizeyde kalmistir. Yani Tirkiye'den bir isme bagvuruldugunda bile bu
basvuru bir diisiince gercevesini benimsemek i¢in degil, bir teknik ya da dlgek 6diing almak igin
yapilmistir. Kuramsal otorite tiimiiyle disarida konumlanmakta, yerli iiretim ancak uygulayict bir
role indirgenmektedir.

Bu asimetri bir tesadiif ya da 6rneklemin tekil bir 6zelligi degildir. Dijital sosyoloji yazininda
gbzlenen bu tablo, Tiirkiye sosyal bilimlerinin uzun siiredir tasidig1 daha genis bir egilimin yalnizca
yeni bir alandaki goriinimiidiir. Kuramin tretildigi yer ile uygulandigi yer arasindaki bu is
boliimiinde Tiirkiye'deki akademisyen, kendi toplumsal gergekligini ¢oziimlerken dahi ¢oziimleme
araclarmi ithal etmekte, kavrami iiretenin degil tiiketenin konumuna yerlesmektedir. Batili
kuramciya yapilan atif bir entelektiiel zorunluluk gibi islerken, yerli birikime yonelmek ¢ogu zaman
gereksiz hatta riskli goriillmektedir, ¢linkii mesruiyetin kaynagi iceride degil disaridadir. Bu tutum,
bireysel yazar tercihlerinin toplamindan c¢ikan rastlantisal bir oriintii degil, akademik alanin
mesruiyet Olgiitlerini bilylik 6lgiide merkez {ilkelerin iiretimine baglayan yapisal bir bagimliligin
ifadesidir. Nitekim Tiirkiye akademisinde bilimsel degerlendirmenin giderek rekabetci endeksler ve
atif kiiltiirii iizerinden iglemesi, bu bagimliligi kurumsal bir zorunluluga doéniistiirmektedir (Yalkin
& Ozbilgin, 2026). Dijital sosyolojinin geng bir alan olmasi bu bagimlilig1 yaratmamis, yalnizca onu
daha ¢iplak bigimde goriiniir kilmigtir,

Incelenen on dort yillik literatiiriin dnemli bir béliimii, 6zgiin kuram iiretiminden ¢ok kuram
aktarimina ve uyarlamaya dayanmistir. Bati'da gelistirilen kavramsallagtirmalar Tiirkiye baglamina
ampirik olarak uygulanmaya ¢alisilmis, bu egilim kendini iki belirgin oriintiide gdstermistir. Ilki, "X
kavrami baglaminda Y 6rnegi" kalib1 olarak adlandirilabilir. Makalelerin yapisal kurgusu siklikla su
bicimi alir: Zuboff'un gézetim kapitalizmi ¢ergevesinde Tiirkiye'deki akilli sehir uygulamalar1 ya da
Habermas'n kamusal alan kurami ekseninde Tiirkiye'de Twitter. Bu kurguda kuram, veriyi
anlamlandirmak i¢in yeniden iglenen esnek bir arag olarak degil, daha ¢ok dogrulanmasi beklenen,
stnanmaya kapal1 bir dnciil olarak ele alinma egilimindedir. One gikan kuramsal referanslar Castells
(ag toplumu), Lupton (dijital sosyoloji programi), Giddens (yapi-fail), Foucault (panoptikon) ve Han
(psikopolitika) ¢evresinde yogunlagsmaktadir. Bu tablo, daha genis bir kuramsal ¢ergevenin segici ve
indirgenmis bigimlerinin 6diing alindigini diisiindiirmektedir.

Ikinci &riintii, kavramsal incelmedir. Ornegin "yanki odas1" (Sunstein, 2001) ve "filtre
balonu" (Pariser, 2011) kavramlar1 Bat1 yazininda biiyiik 6l¢iide algoritmik mimari ve kisisellestirme
tizerinden agiklanirken, Tirkiye'deki bazi ¢alismalarda bu kavramlarin algoritmik arka plandan
koparilarak iilkenin tarihsel ve siyasal kutuplasmasinin dijital ortama yansimasi olarak okundugu
goriilmektedir. Bu okuma bi¢iminde teknolojinin kendine &zgii fail rolii gorece geri planda
kalmaktadir. Dikkat ¢eken bir baska nokta, kuramsal referanslarin bir boliimiinin dogrudan
kaynaktan degil, Tiirk arastirmacilarin yorumlari aracihigiyla aktarilmasidir. Ornegin Han'in
psikopolitika kavrami kimi ¢aligmalarda Han'in kendi metni yerine bir baska yorumcunun aktarimi
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iizerinden kullanilmaktadir. Bu durum, kuramsal bagimliligin ikinci bir katmanina isaret etmektedir:
merkez kurama dogrudan erisim degil, onun yerel aktarimina dayanma.

Cografi agidan bakildiginda atif yapilan yazarlarin neredeyse tamami ABD, Ingiltere,
Almanya ve Avustralya'da liretim yapan akademisyenlerdir. Kiiresel Giiney'den herhangi bir teorik
referans incelenen yazinda yer bulmamistir. Tiirkiye'nin yazim Bati'ya teorik olarak bagimli olmakla
kalmamakta, benzer yapisal gerilimler yasayan diger cevre toplumlara da teorik olarak kapal
durmaktadir.

Bu teorik bagimlilik, bireysel bir tercih yoklugundan degil, Batili gerceveleri yeniden
iretmeyi maddi olarak ddiillendiren yapisal bir sistemin iirliniidiir. Akademik tesvik mevzuati SSCI
ve ilgili uluslararasi indekslerde yayimlanmayi puanlama ve ficret sistemiyle dogrudan
iligkilendirmektedir. Bu durum aragtirmacilar1 yerel kavram tiretmek yerine metropol teorileri ithal
ederek uluslararast dergilere uygulama stratejisine yoOnlendirmektedir (Karadeniz Teknik
Universitesi, 2020). Tiirkiye'de akademisyenlerin bu yapiyla deneyimini inceleyen galigmalar,
performativite kiiltiirliniin akademik kimligi yeniden sekillendirdigini ve akademisyenleri direnme,
etik ikilemlerle uyum saglama ya da benimseme arasinda farkli konumlara ittigini gostermektedir
(Tilibas & Goktiirk, 2020). Sosyoloji disiplini 6zelinde bu bagimliligin kdkleri daha derine
uzanmaktadir: Tiirk sosyolojisinin metodolojik devletcilik ve pozitivizme yatkin oldugu, ulusal
sinirlart analiz birimi olarak igsellestirdigi ve kendi i¢inde merkez-¢evre dinamiklerini yeniden
urettigi gorilmiistir (Kasapoglu, 2005). Dijital sosyoloji bu tablonun bir istisnasi degil, yapisal bir
devamidir.

Yontemsel Tekdiizelik

Incelenen 82 makalenin 62'si, yani %75'i, herhangi bir ampirik veri iiretmeksizin yiiriitiilen
kuramsal derlemelerden olugsmaktadir. Geriye kalan 20 g¢alismada icerik analizi, sdylem analizi,
durum calismasi ve bibliyometrik analiz gibi yontemlere basvurulmustur. Ancak bu calismalarin
hicbirinde netnografi, dijital etnografi, platform API'leri {izerinden veri toplama ya da uzun siireli
saha aragtirmasi gibi dijital sosyolojinin metodolojik potansiyelini kargilayan yaklagimlara yer
verilmemistir.

Bu tablo, yoOntemsel bir tercihten c¢ok yoOntemsel bir kisitin yansimasi olarak
degerlendirilebilir. Lupton'm (2015) dijital sosyoloji programinin dort ekseninden biri olan "dijital
veri analizi" (dijital veriyi toplumsal arastirma icin kullanmak) eksenine karsilik gelen sistematik bir
pratik Tiirkiye yazininda neredeyse yoktur. Arastirma nesnesi dijital olan bir alanin kendisini biiyiik
Olclide kuramsal diizeyde kurmasi, alanin epistemolojik oldugu kadar metodolojik bir kapasite
sorunu tasidigini diisiindiirmektedir. Tiirkiye yazini aragtirma nesnesini tanimlamakta, ancak onu
gozlemlememektedir.

Kavramsal Duraganlik ve Kacirilan Firsatlar

Incelenen 82 makalenin 65'inde herhangi bir kavramsal girisime rastlanmamaktadir. Geriye
kalan 17 ¢aligmada "kismi" 6zgiinliik gdsteren girisimler tespit edilmistir: "sanal aidiyet" (Yavuz,
2024), "hayalet emek" ve "dijital Leviathan" (Tiincer & Yolcuoglu, 2026), "dijital panoptikon"
(Akbas, 2024), "inang gogebeligi" ve "hibrit dindarlik" (Diizenli, 2024). "Hayalet emek" Gray ve
Suri'den (2019), "dijital panoptikon" Foucault'dan, "dijital Leviathan" Hobbes'tan tiiretilmektedir.
Gergek anlamda Tiirkiye'nin 6zgiin dijital deneyiminden tiiretilmis, uluslararast literatiirde karsilig:
bulunmayan bir kavrama rastlanmamaistir. Bu yokluk, Tiirkiye'nin kiiresel dijital sosyoloji teorilerini
sarsacak ve genisletecek Ozgiin bir baglam sundugu gercegiyle birlikte okundugunda, kagirilan
firsatlarin haritasimi ¢gikarmak miimkiindiir.

Birincisi, otoriter dijitallik ve giindelik direnis. Bat1 teorileri dijital otoriterligi ya tam bir
devlet gozetimi ya da piyasa odakli bir manipiilasyon olarak goriir. Oysa Tiirkiye baglami, devletin
dijital aygitlar1 kontrol etme giicli ile vatandasin bu kontrolii agma konusundaki taktiksel dehasi
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arasindaki gri alani gozler oniine sermektedir. BTK engellemelerine kars1 VPN kullanim oranlarinin
patlamasi, mizahtan beslenen dijital protesto dili ve troll aglarinin manipiilasyonuna karsi gelistirilen
sivil dogrulama aglar1, "hibrit rejimlerde algoritma okuryazarligi ve giindelik direnis" baslig1 altinda
kiiresel literatiire yeni bir model sunabilirdi. Bu potansiyel biiyiik dl¢iide degerlendirilmemistir.

Ikincisi, muhafazakar dijitallesme ve dijital dindarlik. Ana akim dijital sosyoloji, sekiiler ya
da post-sekiiler Bati toplumlarinin dinamikleriyle tasarlanmistir. Tiirkiye literatiirinde muhafazakar
ve Islami kimligin dijitallesmesi, Instagram'daki muhafazakar influencerlar, dijital zikirmatikler,
helal flért uygulamalari, YouTube vaizleri, siklikla calisilmistir. Ancak bu calismalar olguyu
yalmzca popiiler kiiltiir diizeyinde birakmistir. Buradan din sosyolojisi ile dijital sosyolojinin
kesisiminde yer alacak, kapitalizm ile kutsalin dijital uzlagmasini agiklayan 6zgiin bir kuramsal
cerceve devsirilebilirdi. Bu potansiyel de degerlendirilmemistir.

Ugiinciisii, dijital klientalizm ve ag toplumunda yeni asiretcilik. Castells, ag toplumunda
geleneksel baglarin ¢oziilecegini ve yerini akigkan aglara birakacagini 6ngoriir. Tiirkiye'deki ampirik
gerceklik ise bunun tam tersini gostermektedir: geleneksel ve feodal baglar, WhatsApp aile gruplari,
hemseri derneklerinin sosyal medya sayfalari ve dijital klientalizm aglar1 vasitasiyla dijital ortamda
daha da tahkim edilmektedir. Tiirkiye akademisi, kiiresel ag toplumu teorisine "geleneksel yapilarin
dijital entegrasyonu ve yeni asiretcilik" elestirisiyle giiglii bir teorik katki sunma firsatim biiyiik
Olctlide kagirmustir.

Bu ii¢ eksen ayni zamanda sunu ortaya koymaktadir: kavramsal {iretkenligin sinirliligi, veri
yoklugundan kaynaklanmamaktadir. Tiirkiye'de incelenebilecek malzeme fazlasiyla mevcuttur.
Sorun, mevcut arastirma pratiginin bu malzemeyi kuramsal bir katkiya doniistiirecek kavramsal
girisim ve altyapidan biiyiik 6l¢lide yoksun olmasidir. Kavram iiretmek, veriyi yorumlamaktan farkli
bir entelektiiel risk gerektirir: mevcut gergevelerin gérme biciminin sinirlarini igeriden zorlamayi,
adlandirilmamis olani1 adlandirmaytr ve bu adlandirmanin baska baglamlara taginabilirligini
savunmayi. Bu kosullar altinda Tiirkiye'de dijital sosyoloji, biiyiik 6l¢iide Tiirkiye'yi anlamak igin
degil, Tiirkiye'yi yerlesik Batili kategoriler araciligiyla temsil etmek igin iiretilmektedir.

Baglamsal Teorilestirmeye Dogru: Tiirk Dijital Deneyiminden U¢ Kavram

Bu c¢aligmanin beginci boliimiinde sergilenen tabloda ortaya konan teorik bagimlilik,
yontemsel tekdiizelik ve kavramsal kisirlik salt bir elestiri degildir. Aym zamanda bir zorunlulugun
haritasidir. Tiirkiye'nin dijital deneyimi, mevcut kiiresel gerceveler tarafindan goriillemeyen,
dolayisiyla adlandirilamamis dinamikler barindirmaktadir. Bu boliim, s6z konusu dinamikleri
kavramsal diizeyde ele alma girisimini temsil etmektedir. Onerilen ii¢ kavram evrensellik iddias
tagimamaktadir; Tiirkiye'nin 6zgiin baglamindan tiretilmis, ancak benzer yapisal gerilimleri yasayan
baska yari-¢cevre toplumlara da analitik olarak tasinabilir orta menzilli teorik kategorilerdir (Merton,
1968).

Miiphemiyetin Dijital Ekonomisi: Giivensizlik Icinde Giiven

Tiirkiye'deki dijital deneyiminin en 6zgiin boyutlarindan biri, katilim ile denetim arasindaki
gerilimin ayn1 6zne tarafindan, ayni platform iizerinde, es zamanl olarak yasanmasidir. Kullanici,
engellenen bir platforma VPN araciligiyla baglanmaktadir. Siyasi mobilizasyonu miimkiin kilan
arag, o mobilizasyonu izleyen devlet aygitinin da aracidir. Goriiniir olmak bir hak talebi iken aym
zamanda bir gozetlenme riskidir. Bu durumu Castells'in ag 6zglirliigli varsayimi, Foucault'nun iktidar
karsisinda pasif 6zne modeli ya da Han'in goniillii itaat ¢ercevesi tam olarak karsilayamamaktadir;
zira bu teorilerin higbiri katilimin bizzat denetimi besleyip beslemedigi sorusunu, 6znelerin bunu
bilerek siirdiirdiigii bir baglamda ele almamaktadir.

Bu dinamigi giivensizlik icinde giliven olarak adlandiriyoruz. Kavram, dijital platforma
katilimin, o platformun denetim kapasitesini mesrulastirabilecegini bile bile siirdiiriilmesi olgusunu
ifade etmektedir. Bu bir ¢aresizligin degil, rasyonel bir miiphemiyetin iiriiniidiir: kullanici, sistemin
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hem ara¢ hem hapishane oldugunu bilmekte ancak bu bilgiyle birlikte katilmay1 segmektedir. S6z
konusu tutum, de Certeaunun (1984) "taktik" kavramiyla kismen ortiismektedir zayifin, giicliiniin
kurdugu alanda hareket etme bicimi olarak. Ancak giivensizlik i¢inde giiven bundan farklidir: taktik
bir kacis degil, miiphemiyetle barisik bir kalis halidir. Kavramin analitik giicii yalnizca Tiirkiye i¢in
degil, dijital platformlarin hem o6zgiirlestirici hem denetleyici olarak isledigi biitiin hibrit rejim
baglamlari i¢in gecerlidir.

Dijital Neo Asabiyye: Ag Toplumunun Geleneksel Direnci

Castells'in ag toplumu kuraminin baskin okumalarinda geleneksel baglarin ¢oziilerek yerini
secilmis ve akiskan aglara biraktig1 varsayilir; mevcut "dijital asiretcilik" (digital tribalism) kavrami
da biiyiik 6l¢iide Maffesoli'nin (1996) neo-tribalizmini izleyerek bu secilmis, ilgi temelli topluluklar
tarif eder. Tirkiye'deki ampirik gerceklik ise farkli bir olguya isaret etmektedir. Akrabalik,
hemserilik, cemaat iliskileri gibi atfedilmis ve geleneksel baglarin WhatsApp aile gruplari, hemseri
derneklerinin sosyal medya sayfalar1 ve dijital klientalizm aglar1 aracilifiyla dijital ortamda
¢Oziilmek yerine yeniden tahkim edilmesi. Bu, mevcut dijital asiret¢ilik kavramimi segilmis
topluluklardan atfedilmis baglarin dijital siirekliligine dogru genisletmeyi gerektiren 6zgiin bir
kuramsal firsattir.

Bu dinamigi dijital neo asabiyye olarak adlandiriyoruz. Kavram, ag teknolojilerinin
geleneksel toplulugu doniistiirmek yerine onu yeniden drgiitlemesini, birincil baglar1 zayiflatmak
yerine onlara yeni dolasim kanallar1 agmasini ifade etmektedir. Bu, ag toplumu teorisine yonelik salt
ampirik bir itiraz degil, teorik bir diizeltmedir. Ag mantig1 evrensel degildir, hangi toplumsal zemin
iizerine diistligline gore farkli Oriintiiler iiretmektedir. Dijital asiret¢ilik kavrami, giiclii geleneksel
bag yapilarina sahip diger toplumlarda, Orta Dogu, Giiney Asya, Sub-Saharyan Afrika, benzer
oOriintiilerin incelenmesi i¢in analitik bir baglangi¢ noktasi sunmaktadir.

Kutsal ile Sermayenin Dijital Uzlasmasi: Teo-Dijital Habitus

Sonuncusu, muhafazakar dijitallesme ve dijital dindarlik. Ana akim dijital sosyoloji biiyiik
Olclide sekiiler ya da post-sekiiler Bati toplumlarinin dinamikleriyle tasarlanmistir. Tirkiye
literatiiriinde ise muhafazakar ve Islami kimligin dijitallesmesi, yani Instagram'daki muhafazakar
influencerlar, dijital zikir araglari, helal flort uygulamalar1 ve YouTube vaizligi gibi olgular siklikla
calisilmig, ancak bu calismalar olguyu ¢ogunlukla popiiler kiiltiir diizeyinde birakmistir. Oysa dini
habitus, kutsalin simgesel mallar piyasasindaki dolasimi ve dijital din ayr1 ayr yerlesik kuramsal
cercevelerdir. Bu literatiirin biiyiik boliimii de sekiiler, post-sekiiler ya da Hristiyan baglamlar
iizerine kuruludur.

Tiirkiye 6rneginin sundugu 6zgiil olgu, muhafazakar-islami dindarligin neoliberal piyasa
mantigiyla dijital ortamda kurdugu uzlasma, bu cergevelerin kesisiminde heniiz yeterince
kuramlastirilmamuis bir alana isaret eder. S6z konusu pratikler dini habitusun piyasa rasyonalitesiyle
eklemlendigi 6zgiil bir bigimi gozler dniine sermekte ve mevcut dijital din kuramni islami ve yari-
cevre bir baglama dogru genisletmeyi miimkiin kilmaktadir. Buradan din sosyolojisi ile dijital
sosyolojinin kesisiminde, kutsalin sermayeyle dijital uzlasmasini agiklayan 6zgiin bir kuramsal
gerceve gelistirilebilirdi. Ancak Tiirkiye yazini bu potansiyeli de bliyiik 6l¢lide degerlendirmemistir.

Sonug, Tartisma ve Cikarimlar

Makalenin bu bulgulara dayanan ana argiimani sudur: Tiirkiye'deki dijital sosyoloji literatiirii
20102025 arasinda kayda deger bir ampirik birikim olusturmus (metodolojik birikim), ancak
kuramsal bagimliligi asamadigi i¢in bu birikimi kiiresel kuramsal hegemonya karsisinda epistemik
bir kaldiraca doniistiirememistir (kuramsal bagimlilik). Burada onerilen ¢6ziim, Bati kuramlarin
reddetmek degildir. Tersine, bu kuramlar1 Tiirkiye gibi melez ve dinamik baglamlarin siizgecinden
gecirerek "tasralastirmak" (Chakrabarty, 2000) ve bdylece kiiresel sosyolojiye Giliney/gevre
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perspektifinden katki vermektir. Go'nun (2016) gosterdigi gibi, bu hamle merkezi dislamay1 degil,
merkezin géremedigini kenardan goriiniir kilarak kurami yenilemeyi amaglar.

Bu argiimanin dayandigi tablo, ii¢ diizeyde birbirini dogrulayan bir oriintiiden ¢ikiyor.
Tematik dagilimdaki yigilmanin alanin kendini tanimlama ugrasinda toplanmasi, ydntemsel
repertuarin kuramsal derlemeye sikismasi ve kavramsal {iretimin bilyiik l¢ilide yerlesik kategorilerin
uyarlanmasiyla sinirl kalmasi, birbirinden bagimsiz ii¢ kusur degildir. Ucii birlikte, heniiz 6zerk bir
alan olarak kristallesmemis, {iretimini siirekliligi olmayan bireysel katkilara dayandiran ve
mesruiyetini merkez kuramin onayinda arayan bir entelektiiel yapinin profilini ¢izer. Bu anlamda
bulgular, miinferit bir disiplin tarihinden ¢ok, yari-¢cevre konumundaki bir akademinin bilgi {iretim
kosullarinin dijital sosyoloji 6zelinde goriiniir hale gelmis bir kesitidir.

Tartismanin merkezine yerlestirilmesi gereken nokta, bu tablonun bir yetenek ya da emek
eksikligiyle agiklanamayacagidir. Tirkiye, dijital toplumsalligin kuramsal olarak en verimli
gozlemlenebilecegi baglamlardan biridir: otoriter egilimlerle giindelik direnisin i¢ ice gectigi melez
bir rejim, Islami dindarligin piyasa mantigiyla eklemlendigi 6zgiin bir dijital alan ve geleneksel
baglarin ¢oziilmek yerine dijitalde yeniden tahkim edildigi bir toplumsal doku. Sorun gézlemlenecek
malzemenin degil, bu malzemeyi kuramsal bir katkiya ¢evirecek kurumsal ve epistemik altyapinin
yoklugudur. Onceki boliimlerde tartisildigs iizere, performans dlgiitlerini rekabetgi endeksler ve atif
kiiltiirii tizerinden isleten bir degerlendirme rejimi kavramsal girisimin gerektirdigi riski degil, hizl
ve goriniir yayin ¢iktisini 6diillendirmektedir. Kavram iiretmek ise tanimi geregi yavas, belirsiz ve
basarisizlia agik bir istir. Dolayisiyla kuramsal bagimlilik, bireysel tercihlerin degil, alanin i¢inde
isledigi tesvik yapisinin bir sonucudur.

Bu ¢aligmanin kuramsal katkisi iki diizeyde okunabilir. Birincisi, betimleyici diizeyde,
Tiirkiye dijital sosyolojisinin bibliyometrik ve iceriksel bir haritasini ¢ikararak alanin kendi {izerine
diisiinmesi i¢in bir ayna sunar. Ikincisi ve daha onemlisi, ¢oziimleyici diizeyde, "metodolojik
birikim" ile "kuramsal bagimlilik" arasindaki gerilimi, yalnizca Tiirkiye'ye degil benzer yapisal
konumdaki yari-¢cevre akademilerine de tasinabilecek orta menzilli bir kategori olarak Onerir
(Merton, 1968). Onerilen ii¢ kavramsal a¢ilim da bu mantikla okunmalidir: higbiri merkez kurami
reddetmez, her biri o kuramin kér noktasinda kalan bir dinamigi adlandirarak onu kenardan yeniden
yonlendirmeyi dener. Kavramsal iiretim burada bir varig degil, bir baglangi¢c noktasidir; ¢ilinkii
oOnerilen kategoriler ancak gorgiil olarak sinanir, rafine edilir ve gerektiginde terk edilirse kuramsal
deger kazanir.

Calismanin sinirlari, bu sonuglarin okunma bi¢imini de cerceveler. Inceleme belirli bir tarih
aralig1 ve orneklemle sinirhdir; farkli dizinler, dil havuzlarn ya da gri literatiir dahil edildiginde
dagilimin ayrintilar1 degisebilir. Gelecek arastirmalar i¢in bazi konular 6ne ¢ikmaktadir. Bunlardan
ilki, burada one siirlilen kategorilerin tek tek olgular iizerinde ampirik olarak sinanmasi, yani
makalenin kendi ¢agrisim yerine getirecek saha temelli calismalardir. Ikincisi, ayn1 ¢dziimlemenin
baska yari-¢cevre baglamlariyla karsilastirmali bigimde yiiriitiilerek "metodolojik birikim / kuramsal
bagimlilik" geriliminin tagmabilirliginin test edilmesidir. Ugiinciisii, tesvik yapisi ile kavramsal
iiretkenlik arasindaki iliskinin dogrudan, kurumsal veriyle incelenmesidir. Bu adimlar atildiginda
Tiirkiye dijital sosyolojisi, kendi gergekligini yalnizca Batili kategorilerle temsil eden bir alan
olmaktan ¢ikip o kategorileri kenardan yenileyen bir konuma gecebilir. Bu caligmanin asil iddias1 da
budur: ¢evreden iiretilen bilgi, merkezin eksik biraktigin1 tamamlama kapasitesine sahiptir, yeter ki
bu kapasite gdzlemden kurama uzanan riski géze alabilsin.
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