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Abstract. The scientific hypothesis of the article assumes that inequality in access to digital
infrastructure, inequality in digital skills and digital literacy, inequality in the use of digital
technologies are new forms of social stratification and forms of manifestation of various digital
divides. We argue that digital inequality objectively acquires new forms of manifestation. Digital
and spatial inequality coexist in at least two forms of manifestation — digital periphery and digital
gentrification. Digital periphery is the result of the formation of territories with limited access to
digital infrastructure, which in the context of digitalization of economic processes inevitably leads
to economic marginalization. An analysis of the literature has shown that digital gentrification is
considered as a consequence of the increase in the cost of housing in areas with developed digital
infrastructure due fo the internal migration of digital workers. We believe that this approach to
defining digital gentrification requires further study, because in the era of digitalization, digital
technologies not only change the physical space of cities, but also create new forms of spaces —
digital environments, digital platforms, digital communities. This allows us to develop the concept
of "digital gentrification” as a phenomenon that describes the processes of displacement, exclusion
and transformation in digital space. The purpose of the study is to determine the essence of digital
gentrification and its typology, which will allow us to characterize the positive and negative
consequences of gentrification processes for inequality from the perspective of socio-spatial
transformation. We define the digital environment as the communication environment of digital
devices and the environment of digital inequality. By considering the digital environment as the
basis of a complex network of digital interactions, we can better understand the differences that
arise in access to technologies, their use, and technology-related skills. In the context of spatial
inequality, the household is a key entity, since its socio-economic situation directly depends on
spatial opportunities: access to infrastructure, jobs, social services, environmental conditions, etc.
The spatial localization of the household determines its inclusion in socio-economic processes and
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opportunities for development. In the context of digitalization, the concept of "household" is
significantly modified. Under the conditions of digital transformation, traditional households are
being modified into “digital communities™ (groups of individuals united by common interests or
goals in the digital space, who carry out economic activities) or “virtual collectives” (temporary
associations of individuals for the implementation of short-term projects such as crowdsourcing
initiatives) or into decentralized autonomous organizations (forms of collective economic activity
based on blockchain technologies and smart contracts). Hybrid households are being formed —
distributed households. We propose to consider digital gentrification as a process of transformation
of digital interaction spaces and digital platforms, which is characterized by a change in the nature
and intermediary functions of the digital environment, accompanied by a revaluation of digital
assets in the interests of new user groups or data-driven companies, marginalization or
displacement of initial users, forced simplification of digital specialization due to the development
of ICT, which allowed us to distinguish platform gentrification, spatial digital gentrification,
infrastructure digital gentrification, algorithmic gentrification, cultural digital gentrification,
informational gentrification, economic digital gentrification, professional digital gentrification,
virtual-spatial gentrification.

Keywords: transformation, digitalization, automation, stratification, gentrification, smart city,
urbanization, inequality, competition, productivity, innovation, technology, technological
development, innovative development, digital development, digital economy, platform economy,
ecosystem, Industry 4.0, Al, ICT, R&D, demand, supply, migration, highly skilled workforce, labor
market.

Anomauia. Haykosa zinomesa cmammi 0aszyemscsa na NPunyujenui, wo Hepienicms y
docmyni 0o yupoeoi  inppacmpykmypu, uepisHicms y yupposux uasuuxax i yuposii
epamMomuocmi, HepieHicMb y GUKOPUCIAHHT YUPPOBUX MEeXHON0CHH € HOBUMU popmamu coyianbHOT
cmpamugpikayii i ghopmamu nposasy piznux yugposux pospusie. Mu cmeepoxcyemo, wo yugppoesa
Hepienicms 00 ’ckmueno nadysae moeux opm nposey. llugposa i npocmopoea muepisnicme
chigicuylomes Y wonaiimenute 060x opmax npoasy — yudposoi nepuhepii i yupposoi
Oocenmpudpixayii. L{uhposa nepudpepis ¢ pesynvmamom hopmysanus mepumopiit 3 odmexnceHum
docmynom 00 Yu@poeoi Inhpacmpykmypu, wo 6 ymMoeax yugposizayii exonomiunux npoyecie
HEMUHYY€e NPU3600Ums 00 eKOHOMIYHOI Mapeinanizayi. Ananiz aimepamypu 006i6, wo yugpposy
Oorcenmpugbirayito  pozeadaoaioms SK  HACHIOOK 3POCMAHHA  6ApmMOCMi  Jcumia 6 patioHax 3
PO36UHEHOI0  YUPPO6oIo  IHpaAcmpykmyporo  6HACIIOOK — SHYMpiwtHboi  micpayii  yughposux
npayienurie. Mu seaocacmo, o maxuii nioxio 0o eusnayenss Yyuppoeoi Oxcenmpughikayii sumazac
noenubienns, aodce 6 enoxy yugposizayii yugpoei mexnonoeii ne auuie 3miniowns Qizuynil
npocmip micm, aie i cmeopoms HO6I (hopmu npocmopie — yugpoei cepedosuiya, yuposi
naamgpopmu,  yughpoei  chinenomu. Ile 003601%€  HAM  PO3GUHYMU  KOHYENYilo  «yupposor
oocenmpuapixayiin sk henomeny, o OMUCYe NPoOYecu UMICHEHHA, eKCKI03i1 ma mpancgopmayii 6
yugposomy npocmopi. Mema oOocrioxncenns noaseac 'y SusHA¥eHHi cymuocmi  Yyu@pposoi
Ooicenmpudpixayii i i munonozizayii, wo 003601UMs OXAPAKMEPUZYEAMU ROZUMUSHT MA HeAMUGH]
Hactioku npoyecie  Ovcenmpuixayii  Onn  wepienocmi 3 RO3UYIH  COYIATLHO-NPOCMOPOBOT
mpancghopmayii.

Hughpose cepedosinye susnaveno namu Ak KOMyHiKayiline cepeoosuiye yugposux npucmpois
ma cepeoosuuye hopmyeanna yudposoi nepienocmi. Poseasoaiouu yughpoee cepedoeuiye sk OCHOBY
CKAQOHOI  mepedci yupposux 63acmooiil, Mu MONCEMO Kpauje 3po3ymimiu  GIOMIHHOCHN, 14O
BUHUKAIOMb Y QOCMYHI 00 MeXHON0eiil, iX GUKOPUCMANHS MA HAGUYKU, NOG'SI3aHI 3 mexHonoeiamu. V
KOHMEKCMi  Npocmopoeoi  HepieHocmi  0OMO20CROOAPCMEO  6UCHIYHAE  KIIOYO6UM  CYO 'ekmom,
OCKINbKU 11020 COYIANbHO-CKOHOMIYHE CIMAN06UUe Oe3n0cepeonsbo 3aleXCUms 6i0 NPOCMOpPOGUX
Moxcausocmeii: docmyny 00 Ingpacmpykmypu, podowux Micys, COYIQIbHUX NOCTYe, eKON02INHUX
ymos mowjo. Ilpocmopoesa noxanizayist OOMO20CROOAPCMEA  BUHAYAC 020 BKAIOYEHICMb Y
COYIANILHO-CKOHOMIYHT poYect ma Moxcaueocmi 0as pozeumxy. B ymoeax yugpposizayii nousamms
«00MO20CNOOAPCMBO» ICHIOMHO MOOUDIKYEmMbCs. Biodysacmvca po3musants npocmoposux Medl,
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inousioyanizayiss. eKOHOMIYHOI RNOBeOIHKU, SIPMYANI3AYIA  CRONCUBHHA, 3MIHIOIOMbCA  MOOeN]
PO3N00INY poneit ma NPUIHAMMSL piuteHb 6Cepeoluni 0oMO20CROOAPCMS, o HO6 A3AHO 13 HOBUMU
MONCAUBOCHAMU Ol camopeanizayil, ki nadae yughpoea exonomixa. 1li mpancopmayii cmaeisimo
nio cymuie adexsamuicmes mpaouyiitno2o po3ymMinHa 0OMO2OCROOAPCMEA AK €OUHO20, NPOCHOPO6O
JAOKANi306an020 cyo ‘ekma exonomiynol oisrenocmi. Ilo cymi, 6 ymoeax yughposoi mpancehopmayii
6i00yeaemucst MoOuikayis mpaouyiiinux O0OMO20CHOOAPCE Y «yuPposi chnitvHomuy (2pyni
iHOUGIOI6, 00 'cOHani chinbHuMU iHmMepecamu ado Yiiamu 6 Yugdposomy npocmopi, Axi 30HiCHI0ONb
eKOHOMIYHY OiflbHIiChb) Ab0 «GIPMYANbHI KOMeKmMueU» (mumyacosi 00 'eonanusa iHougioie ois
peanizayii  KOpOMKOCMPOKOBGUX NPOCKMI6 HA KUmanm Kpayocopcuneosux iniyiamue) abo y
OeyeHmpanizoeani  aeMoHOMHI  opeanizayii  (hopmu  KoreKMUGHOI  eKOHOMIUHOT  OislibHOCHI,
3aCHOBaH]  HA  OAOKYeRH-mexHono2isx  ma - cmapm-xoumpaxmeax).  Lopmyromves  2iopuoni
oomozochooapcemed — po3nooiieni domo2ochooapemea. Mu npononyemo posenadami yughposy
Oxcenmpudpixayilo ax npoyec mpancopmayii npocmopie yuppoeoi 63aemooii ma yugpposux
naamopm, AKui XapaKxmepusyemuvcs sMIHOIW Xapakmepy ma nocepeoHuybkux Qyuxyii yughpoeozo
cepedosuiyd, o CyNpOBOONCYEMbC NEPeOYiHKOI0 YUPPOBUX AKMUGIE 6 IHmMepecax HOBUX 2pyh
Kopucmyea4ie abo komnauiti-oamanicmie, mapainanizayielo abo GUMICHEHHAM ROYAMKOBUX
Kopucmysa4is, npumycosolo cumniigirayicio yugpoeoi cneyianizayii enaciioox poseumxy IKT, wo
00360m10  GUOKpemumu  naamgopmenny  Odcenmpudhixayito,  npocmoposy  yudposy
Oocenmpudpixayiio, ingpacmpykmypny — yughposy  Odorcenmpudhixayiio, AICOPUMMIYHY
Oxcenmpudpixayito, Kyasmypuy yughposy oxcenmpughixayiio, inghopmayiiiny oxcenmpudghixaiiro,
eKoHoMINHY yughposy oocenmpudpixayito, npogheciiiny yugpposy Oxcenmpudbixayito, GipmyaisHo-
npocmopoesy Oxcenmpupirayiio.

Karwuosi croea: mpancghopuayis, ouoxcumanizayis, asmomamuszayis, cmpamugixayis,
Oxcenmpudpixayisn, cmapm-micmo, ypoawnizayia, HepPIGHICMb, KOHKYPeHYis, HPOOYKMUGHICHb,
IHHOBAIsl, MEXHON02IS, MEeXHOA02IYHIUT PO36UNMOK, THHOBAYIHHUI PO3BUNIOK, z;u([)pomn} PO36UMOK,
yugposa exonomixa, exonomixa naampopm, exocucmena, Inoyempia 4.0, L1, IKT, R&D, nonum,
NPONO3UYIsA, MIcpAYis, GUCOKOKEANIPIKOGaHA podoya cuid, PUHOK npaiyi.

Introduction. We are witnessing powerful transformational processes that involve the
emergence of new forms of inequality that combine digital, spatial, economic and social aspects.
Inequality in access to digital infrastructure, inequality in digital skills and digital literacy,
inequality in the use of digital technologies as new forms of social stratification are forms of
manifestation of various digital gaps, which in the professional literature are simplistically
synonymous with digital inequality, which, in our opinion, objectively acquires new forms of
manifestation. Digital and spatial inequality coexist in at least two forms of manifestation — digital
periphery and digital gentrification. Digital periphery is the result of the formation of territories
with limited access to digital infrastructure, which in the context of digitalization of economic
processes inevitably leads to economic marginalization. Digital gentrification is considered as a
consequence of the increase in the cost of housing in areas with developed digital infrastructure
due to the internal migration of digital workers. We believe that this approach to defining digital
gentrification requires deepening, because in the era of digitalization, digital technologies not only
change the physical space of cities, but also create new forms of spaces — digital environments,
digital platforms, digital communities. This allows us to develop the concept of "digital
gentrification" as a phenomenon that describes the processes of displacement, exclusion and
transformation in digital space.

The review of the literature. The socio-economic manifestations of digital
transformations (Vdovychenko, Yu., 2018, Kraus, N., Holoborodko, O., & Kraus, K., 2018;
Plakhtii, M. A., 2020; Trokhymets, O., Tomareva-Patlakhova, V., & Semenov, A., 2024;
Tulchynskyi, R. V., & Horbatiuk, M. R., 2023; Tsyfrova transformatsiia ekonomiky: mikro- ta
makroaspekty, 2022; Yakushko, I. V., 2022) and their impact on the emergence of new forms of
inequality and rivalry are highlighted in the works of Ukrainian scientists (Bulatova, O. V.,
Reznikova, N. V., & Ivashchenko, O. A., 2023; Krysvatyi, A., Desiatniuk, O., & Ptashchenko, O.,
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2023; Panchenko, V., Reznikova, N., Ivashchenko, O., & Rusak, D., 2024, Perfilieva, A., Siliutina,
L, Antypenko, N., & Vlasenko, D., 2022; Reznikova, N. V., Bulatova, O. V., Shlapak, A. V., &
Ivashchenko, O. A., 2023; Reznikova, N. V., Bulatova, O. V., Shlapak, A. V., & Ivashchenko, O. A.,
2023; Reznikova, N. V., Karp, V. §., & Ivashchenko, O. A., 2023; Reznikova, N. V., Rubtsova, M.
Yu.,, & Ivashchenko, O. A., 2019; Reznikova, N. V., Chuhaiiev, O. A., Ptashchenko, O. V., &
Ivashchenko, O. A., 2023; Desyatnyuk, O., Krysovatyy, A., Ptashchenko, O., & Kyrylenko, O.,
2024; Desyatnyuk, O., Krysovatyy, A., Ptashchenko, O., & Kyrylenko, O., 2025; Desyatnyuk, O.,
Krysovatyy, A., Ptashchenko, O., Kyrylenko, O., & Kurtsev, O., 2025; Reznikova, N. V.,
Ptashchenko, O. V., Chugayev, O. A., & Ivashchenko, O. A., 2022; Shlapak, A., Yatsenko, O.,
Ivashchenko, O., Zarytska, N., & Osadchuk, V., 2023) and foreign scientists (Bijker, W. E.,
Hughes, T. P, & Pinch, 1., 1987; Brennen, §., & Kreiss, D., 2014; Bresnahan, T. F, &
Trajtenberg, M., 1995; Saura Garcia, C., 2024a; Saura Garcia, C., 2024b), among which we
highlight the works of P. Di Maggio, F. Garip, E. Hargittai (DiMaggio, P, & Garip, F., 2012);
DiMaggio, P., & Hargittai, E., 2001). The British sociologist R. Glass (Glass, R., 1964) is the
author of the theoretical concept of physical gentrification — this term she used to describe socio-
economic changes in working-class areas of London. The global perspective of gentrification and
its chronology are noted in the works of Davidson M, Lees, L. (Davidson, M., & Lees, L., 2010),
K. F. Gotham (Gotham, K. F., 2005), M. Graham, S. De Sabbata, M.A. Zook (Graham, M., De
Sabbata, S., & Zook, M. A., 2015), C. Hamnett (Hamnett, C., 2003), R. Kitchin (Kitchin, R.,
2014), L. Lees, T. Slater, E. Wyly (Lees, L., Slater, T., & Wyly, E., 2008). Despite the growing
attention to digital transformations, in-depth research is needed on the latest manifestations of
gentrification, which will allow us to offer a comprehensive approach to digital stratification at a
new qualitative level.

The purpose of the article. The purpose of the study is to determine the essence of digital
gentrification and its typology, which will allow us to characterize the positive and negative
consequences of gentrification processes for inequality from the perspective of socio-spatial
transformation.

The main material of the article. R. Glass (Glass, R, [964) identified the main
characteristics of gentrification as class displacement, physical transformation of space, change in
the social and cultural character of the area, as well as dynamic development processes that
accompany the rise of representatives of the working class by representatives of the middle class,
who bought the apartments upon completion of the lease, putting them on the road of insanity,
thereby changing the “social portrait™ of the area. Over time, the concept of gentrification evolved
and was supplemented by the concepts of new-build gentrification, super-gentrification, tourist
gentrification, commercial gentrification, which allowed the actualization of new mechanisms of
stratification.

The author of the concept of technofeudalism, Y. Varoufakis (Varoufakis, Y., 2021), coined
the concept of technofeudalism from terminologists to describe the new system of water supply,
which is the rise of primary capitalism. Technofeudalism is a by-product of platform capitalism
and precautionary capitalism (Zuboff, S., 2019). Techno-feudalism of ideas as a new
macroeconomic system. C. Saura Garcia (Saura Garcia, C., 2024a; Saura Garcia, C., 2024b) at a
high theoretical level lays out the basis for data-feudalism as a manifestation of digital
expansionism.

Digital expansionism violates the digital boundaries that divide the global information
space. Digital boundaries are social constructs that can be divided into discursive and ontological
levels. The discursive level is a reflection of power relations and discourse in the international
arena. The ontological level is infrastructure, software, and digital content. There is a complex
interdependence between the two levels, which do not coincide. At the discursive level, states act
as subjects of formation that seek to strengthen their sovereignty and protect themselves from
information security threats. A feature of digital territories and digital borders is their dynamism —
they are constantly changing and rebuilding, and the creation of new territories and new
dimensions of cyberspace occurs as a result of the activities of states and non-state actors. The
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digital environment is an integrated communication environment in which digital devices interact
and manage content and actions in it. The digital environment is a communication environment of
digital devices and an environment for the formation of digital inequality. By viewing the digital
environment as the basis of a complex network of digital interactions, we can better understand
the differences that arise in access to, use of, and technology-related skills.

Economic inequality refers to differences in economic well-being between individuals or
groups of individuals. Within-country economic inequality begins to increase after technological
advances in the management of human capital, labor, skills, and competencies occur within a
country. Economic inequality is not measured solely by income differences, but encompasses a
broader range of factors, including: wealth, which reflects the longer-term accumulation of
resources and power; income (refers to the flow of money received over a given period, including
wages and investments); access to resources (health care, education, housing, and social safety
nets); opportunity (availability of avenues for economic advancement, including education,
training, and access to capital or loans). The choice of unit of measurement of inequality — the
individual, the household, or the family — affects the assessment of inequality. Because income is
typically distributed within a household or family, the most common unit of measurement for
income differences is the household, which is an economic unit consisting of one or more people
(not necessarily a family) who jointly own and control income and accumulated wealth. Income
differences between households are typically lower than those between individuals. In the context
of spatial inequality, the household is a key entity, since its socio-economic situation directly
depends on spatial opportunities: access to infrastructure, jobs, social services, environmental
conditions, etc. The spatial localization of the household determines its inclusion in socio-
economic processes and opportunities for development. In the context of digitalization, the
concept of “household” is significantly modified. There is a blurring of spatial boundaries,
individualization of economic behavior, virtualization of consumption, and changes in the models
of role distribution and decision-making within households, which is associated with new
opportunities for self-realization provided by the digital economy. These transformations question
the adequacy of the traditional understanding of the household as a single, spatially localized
entity of economic activity.

The digital transformation of the economy creates new opportunities and challenges. There
is a transformation of consumption — the replacement of ownership with access, personalized
consumption is spreading, which affects the possibility of generating economies of scale. A
separate type of economic entity is being formed — the prosumer, who is both a producer and
consumer of digital content, a digital product or a digital service. Prosumerism blurs the lines
between production and consumption. Lowering barriers to entry allows households to create
micro-enterprises with minimal initial investment. Households gain access to a wide range of
financial instruments through fintech platforms. New opportunities arise for households to raise
and invest funds outside the traditional banking system. Using decentralized finance and
cryptocurrencies, households are experimenting with alternative forms of saving and increasing
capital. In essence, in the context of digital transformation, traditional households are being
modified into “digital communities” or “virtual collectives” or into decentralized autonomous
organizations (Tablel).

Table 1
Digital household as an actor of digital gentrification
Aspect Traditional household Digital household
Spatial localization Attachment to a specific place | Geographical  distribution.  Virtual
of residence presence
Economic background Shared budget Partially integrated or autonomous
budgets
Dynamism Relatively stable composition | Dynamic  composition, flexibility,
and structure temporality, situationality
Base of formation Family ties Common interests, common
competencies
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Economic functions Consumption, savings, | Consumption, savings, investment,
investments production, prosumerism,
crowdfunding, sharing

Source: compiled by the authors

Hybrid households are being formed — distributed households (family members who live in
different locations but maintain economic unity thanks to digital communications), platform
households (households that actively interact with digital platforms as consumers and suppliers of
resources (housing, transportation), digital household ecosystems (networks of interconnected
digital devices, services, and platforms that ensure the economic activity of households).

We propose to consider digital gentrification as a process of transformation of digital
interaction spaces and digital platforms, which is characterized by a change in the nature and
intermediary functions of the digital environment, accompanied by a revaluation of digital assets
in the interests of new user groups or data-driven companies, marginalization or displacement of
initial users, forced simplification of digital specialization due to the development of ICT, which
allowed us to distinguish platform gentrification, spatial digital gentrification, infrastructure
digital gentrification, algorithmic gentrification, cultural digital gentrification, informational
gentrification, economic digital gentrification, professional digital gentrification, virtual-spatial
gentrification (Fig.1).

Platform gentrification

transformation of digital platforms from community-oriented, non-profit or alternative forms to more
commercialized and standardized ones

Spatial digital gentrification

result of the impact of digital technologies on physical space, determining its value and prospects for
commercialization (geographical information systems. digital maps that unevenly represent areas and
objects, which affects short-term rental platforms and real estate ratings)

Infrastructure digital gentrification

result of uneven distribution and access to digital infrastructure (uneven implementation of broadband
internet, 5G networks, concentration of digital hubs, uneven distribution of free internet)

Algorithmic gentrification

the result of discrimination against certain groups of people due to the operation of algorithms used in
search engines and recommendation systems, social networks that personalize content and imply bias in
data or design

Cultural digital gentrification

the result of the marginalization or displacement of certain groups due to changes in cultural norms,
practices, and representation in the digital space, which is expressed in the commercialization of
subcultures, the transformation of platforms popular among certain age groups, and the standardization
of online aesthetics

Informational gentrification

the result of uneven distribution and representation of information in digital space (bias in geodata; "data
deserts" about which little digital information exists)

Economic digital gentrification

the result of the commercialization and monetization of digital devices. platforms, and data, which can
lead to the exclusion or marginalization of certain users or practices (paid content; data monetization;
digital labor markets that affect working conditions and eamings)

Professional digital gentrification
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the result of the transformation of professional and creative spheres under the influence of digitalization
and platforms (platforms for freelancers. digital marketplaces for creative works, platforms for
professional training, which can change working conditions, competition and career trajectory)

Virtual-spatial gentrification

the result of the transformation of virtual spaces, leading to their commercialization and causing changes
in the management and control of virtual assets/metasenses

Fig. 1. Typology of digital gentrification
Source: compiled by K. Oliinyk

Using the technofeudal approach as a theoretical basis for analyzing digital gentrification,
we define it as a specific process of transformation of digital spaces that can occur within different
economic systems, drawing on historical analogies of urban transformation and recognizing the
ambivalent impact on inequality that varies depending on its stage (“pioneer” digital
gentrification, when new digital spaces and digital innovations are experimental; popularization
stage, when, against the background of improving user experience and accessibility, the first signs
of commercialization and potential displacement of initial users or practices are recorded;
“corporate” digital gentrification stage, when digital space becomes fully commercialized and
integrated into a broader system, which can lead to maximum efficiency, security and
accessibility, but also to standardization, restriction of freedom and concentration of power;
“digital decline” stage, when, after prolonged commercialization and standardization, digital
platforms can lose their innovativeness, leading to a gradual outflow of users and the emergence
of new, alternative platforms or spaces, starting a new cycle).

We recognize the interrelationship between physical and digital gentrification, which are
mutually reinforcing, as digital technologies act as catalysts for physical gentrification (digital
maps, geographic information systems, location-based services that create a digital representation
of physical space that influences its perception, use, and value), while changing the use of urban
spaces. Physical gentrification often includes the development of infrastructure that supports
digital spaces (coworking spaces, startup hubs, high-speed internet).

Conclusions. Digital transformation does not so much eliminate spatial aspects of social
inequality as reconfigures them, creating complex interdependencies between the physical and
virtual spaces of household life and economic agents' management. Digital transformation
modifies the meaning of physical space for establishing interaction between economic agents on
both the demand and supply sides. The criterion of proximity to the employer ceases to play a
leading role, which affects not only the cost of rent, but in a broader context — on the flows of
international migration in the segment of skilled and technologically educated workers. The
developed digital infrastructure of smart cities becomes one of the most important criteria for
attracting highly productive specialists employed in digital entrepreneurship and the digital
platform economy, which allows combining various manifestations of digital employment and, in
a broader sense, the gig economy as a specific form of the labor market. Spatial mobility under the
influence of digitalization forms processes of multilocality and suburbanization of a new type,
which provide for the possibility of remote work, which is extremely important for curbing
uncontrolled urbanization, which actualizes the problem of energy security in the conditions of
digital transition. As a result, a new glocalization of households is formed — the integration of
physical and digital infrastructure in the everyday practice of households. Social mobility in the
conditions of digital transformations exacerbates the gap between highly paid specialists who own
digital technologies and are not limited by the geography of residence and carriers of low-paid
skills, who are implemented in the halo of physical residence. Digital gentrification is a process of
transformation of digital interaction spaces and digital platforms, characterized by a change in the
nature and intermediary functions of the digital environment, accompanied by a revaluation of
digital assets in the interests of new user groups or data-driven companies, marginalization or
displacement of initial users, forced simplification of digital specialization due to the development
of ICT, which allowed us to distinguish platform gentrification, spatial digital gentrification,
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infrastructure digital gentrification, algorithmic gentrification, cultural digital gentrification,
informational gentrification, economic digital gentrification, professional digital gentrification,
and virtual-spatial gentrification.

—
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