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Abstract  

The digital age offers significant benefits such as enhanced connectivity and improved access to infor-
mation, but it also presents challenges for vulnerable populations, such as people experiencing homeless-
ness and social marginalization. This integrative literature review explores the intertwined dynamics be-
tween digitalization, homelessness, and social marginalization, with the aim to understand how 
digitalization of society can, both facilitate social inclusion and well-being, and simultaneously reinforce 
exclusion among individuals facing housing insecurity and societal marginalization. The review is based on 
28 peer- reviewed articles published in English between 2014 and 2024, retrieved from four databases 
(Google Scholar, SAMK-Finna, PubMed, Scopus). The findings reveal that people experiencing homeless-
ness encounter substantial digital barriers, including (1) physical and technical barriers, (2) barriers in dig-
ital service system, (3) security, trust and privacy barriers and (4) socio-economic gaps and social margin-
alization. Despite these challenges, digital tools also provide opportunities for (5) better access to health 
care and services, (6) enhance social connections and empowerment and (7) digital inclusion and access 
to information. While some of these main categories may appear self-evident, our nuanced synthesis of 
the existing research underscores their complex interconnectedness and draws attention to less-explored 
dimensions. These include challenges related to digital identification, the significance of service content 
design and representation, issues of trust and psychological barriers, as well as the potential for enhanced 
continuity and engagement in digital services, and various dimensions of empowerment. Despite these 
challenges, digital tools also provide opportunities for accessing critical services, enhancing personal 
agency, fostering social connectedness and supporting self-management and control over one´s own life.  
Furthermore, digital services support managing and having control over their own lives. 
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Introduction 

As society undergoes further digitalization, individ-
uals experiencing homeless or social marginaliza-
tion encounter substantial obstacles to inclusion 
[1,2]. These vulnerable populations often struggle 
with limited access to digital technologies and ser-
vices, hindering their ability to participate fully in an 
increasingly digital world [3,4]. Understanding the 
interplay between digitalization, homelessness, 
and social marginalization is crucial for designing in-
clusive digital environments and equitable service 
systems. 

Homelessness is a multifaceted phenomenon 
shaped by the interplay of structural factors - such 
as housing affordability, the adequacy and accessi-
bility of social, health, and economic services and 
benefits, and broader housing market dynamics - as 
well as individual-level socio-economic disad-
vantages, including financial hardship, social and 
health vulnerabilities, and the cumulative impact of 
often unexpected life events [5,6]. Social marginal-
ization, on the other hand, refers to process by 
which certain groups are systematically excluded 
from meaningful participation in economic, social, 
political, and cultural life. [7]. 

International interest in digital access and equity is 
growing, and research increasingly focuses on mar-
ginalized populations. A deeper examination of ex-
isting knowledge on the interplay between home-
lessness, digitalization and marginalization. Access 
to digital services requires more than devices and 
internet connections; it also depends on digital lit-
eracy, self-efficacy, and institutional trust [8]. Lim-
ited access can reinforce cycles of exclusion, as dig-
ital skills increasingly underpin access to 
employment, education, and social and health care 
services [9]. The rapid pace of digital innovation 
risks further marginalizing those lacking the 

resources or knowledge to keep up, thereby deep-
ening social inequalities.  

This article examined how digitalization shaped 
both inclusion and exclusion among people in so-
cially vulnerable positions, with a particular focus 
on those experiencing homelessness and social 
marginalization. Rather than solely identifying chal-
lenges, the aim was also to highlight opportunities 
for leveraging digital technologies to promote 
greater social inclusion. Our research question was: 
how did the intertwined dynamics of digitalization, 
homelessness, and social marginalization become 
evident and influence each other.  

Material and methods  

An integrative literature review method was cho-
sen to allow for a comprehensive synthesis of exist-
ing literature. An integrative literature serves par-
ticularly well for new and emerging phenomenon 
[10]. This approach enables the inclusion of studies 
with diverse methodologies – both qualitative and 
quantitative – as well as theoretical contributions. 
As our topic is complex and multidimensional, a 
broad overview was essential for identifying com-
mon themes and knowledge gaps [11]. 

A pilot search was conducted in April 2024 by the 
corresponding researcher (JH) using search terms in 
both English and Finnish across three different da-
tabases. Based on the initial findings, the search 
strategy was refined in collaboration with four co- 
researchers (MV, VN, JR, SH) and an information 
specialist. The final searches were carried out be-
tween May and July 2024 in four databases; Google 
Scholar, PubMed, SAMK-Finna and Scopus. These 
databases were selected to ensure comprehensive 
coverage of relevant literature and to represent di-
verse disciplinary perspectives, particularly within 
health sciences, social sciences, and interdiscipli-
nary fields. Pubmed, an established database for 
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healthcare journals, was complemented by Scopus, 
the world’s largest abstract and citation database 
with broader social science coverage and versatile 
search filters. The SAMK-Finna international e-re-
sources search provided access to numerous inter-
national scholarly databases, both subject-specific 
and multidisciplinary. Finally, Google Scholar com-
plemented these databases by broadening the 
overall scope and identifying studies potentially 
overlooked in traditional databases.  

Specific search terms and database-specific query 
strings are presented in Table 1. Specific search 
queries were tailored for each individual database. 
For example, in Google Scholar the search queries 
were done directly to titles and in PubMed direct to 
abstract using search terms and their combinations 
that are specifically suitable for those databases.  

Table 1. Search terms and database-specific query strings. 

Google Scholar  

(intitle:digitalization OR intitle:digitalisation OR intitle:digitization OR intitle:digitisation OR intitle:"digital divide" OR inti-
tle:technology OR intitle:technological) 

AND (intitle:homeless OR intitle:homelessness OR intitle:houseless OR intitle:houselessness OR intitle:roofless OR intitle:roof-
lessness OR intitle:"couch surfing" OR intitle:"couch surf" OR intitle:"couch surfer" OR intitle:"couch surfers" OR intitle:"sofa 
surfing" OR intitle:"sofa surf" OR intitle:"sofa surfer" OR intitle:"sofa surfers" OR intitle:"rough sleeping" OR intitle:"rough 
sleeper" OR intitle:"rough sleepers" OR intitle:"sleeping rough" 

OR (intitle:marginalization OR intitle:marginalisation OR intitle:"social exclusion" OR intitle:"social isolation") 

FINNA 

(digitalization OR digitalisation OR digitization OR digitisation OR "digital divide" OR technology OR technological) 

AND (homeless OR homelessness OR houseless OR houselessness OR roofless OR rooflessness OR "couch surfing" OR "couch 
surf" OR "couch surfer" OR "couch surfers" OR "sofa surfing" OR "sofa surf" OR "sofa surfer" OR "sofa surfers" OR "rough 
sleeping" OR "rough sleeper" OR "rough sleepers" OR "sleeping rough" ) 

AND marginalization OR marginalisation OR "social exclusion" OR "social isolation") 

PubMed 

(digitalization OR digitalisation OR digitization OR digitisation OR "digital divide" OR technology OR technological) AND 
(homeless OR homelessness OR houseless OR houselessness OR roofless OR rooflessness OR "couch surfing" OR "couch surf" 
OR "couch surfer" OR "couch surfers" OR "sofa surfing" OR "sofa surf" OR "sofa surfer" OR "sofa surfers" OR "rough sleeping" 
OR "rough sleeper" OR "rough sleepers" OR "sleeping rough")) AND (marginalization OR marginalisation OR "social exclu-
sion" OR "social isolation") 

Scopus  

((digitalization OR digitalisation OR digitization OR digitisation OR "digital divide" OR technology OR technological) AND 
(homeless OR homelessness OR houseless OR houselessness OR roofless OR rooflessness OR "couch surfing" OR "couch surf" 
OR "couch surfer" OR "couch surfers" OR "sofa surfing" OR "sofa surf" OR "sofa surfer" OR "sofa surfers" OR "rough sleeping" 
OR "rough sleeper" OR "rough sleepers" OR "sleeping rough")) AND (marginalization OR marginalisation OR "social exclu-
sion" OR "social isolation") 
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The search process followed PRISMA guidelines 
[12] (Figure 1), and inclusion and exclusion criteria 
were applied during the selection process. The in-
clusion criteria were: (1) peer-reviewed articles, (2) 
published in English, (3) within the time frame of 
2014-2024 due to the emerging field of digitaliza-
tion. Exclusion criteria were applied accordingly. In 
line with the integrative review approach, studies 
employing various research methods were included 
[11].  

In the initial search phase, publications with titles 
containing the terms digitalization, homelessness, 
marginalization, or their synonyms were identified 

(Pubmed n=59, Scopus n=7, Google Scholar n=78, 
SAMK-finna n=161).  In the second phase, abstracts 
from the first phase were screened, and those re-
ferring to all three concepts—or their synonyms—
were selected for full-text review. Abstracts were 
jointly assessed by the researchers to determine el-
igibility. Following this review, 43 scientific articles 
were selected for full-text review, conducted col-
laboratively by all authors.  Finally, 28 articles were 
included in the final integrative review (Appendix 
1). All stages of the selection process involved the 
participation of nearly all authors, and inclusion de-
cisions were reviewed, discussed, and finalized by 
consensus after each phase. 

 

Figure 1. The PRISMA flowchart. 
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Description of the data 

The studies included in this review were conducted 
across various high- and middle-income countries, 
with many empirical data originating from English-
speaking countries, particularly the United King-
dom, Canada, the United States, and Australia. Ad-
ditional studies originated from Germany, Sweden, 
Switzerland, Hungary, Portugal, as well as Israel, 
China, India, and New Zealand, and broader regions 
such as the European Union. Contributions from 
non-Western countries remained limited — high-
lighting a geographic imbalance in the existing liter-
ature published in English. More than half of the ar-
ticles were published between 2021-2023. 

Methodologically, most of the studies reflected a 
strong emphasis on qualitative, interpretive ap-
proaches, including reflexive, ethnographic meth-
ods and longitudinal qualitative designs. The review 
also included a few literature reviews as well as one 
small-scale corpus analysis. Lived experiences were 
primary focus of most studies.  

Data analysis 

The research articles were analyzed using data-
driven content analysis guided by the research 
question. Each study was systematically reviewed, 
and key information—such as publication year, 
data, methods, and main findings—was tabulated 
to provide a structured overview. The analysis fo-
cused on identifying factors that facilitated or hin-
dered the use of digital services among people ex-
periencing homelessness, emphasizing perceptions 
of social inclusion and exclusion and the dual role 
of digital technologies in creating opportunities and 
barriers. 

The data were then condensed, and subcategories 
were inductively developed, and organized themat-
ically with attention to their interconnections. 

Broader categories were developed to capture the 
shared content, culminating in the formation of 
main categories that encapsulated the overarching 
themes (Tables 2 and 3). This iterative process ena-
bled the synthesis of findings from diverse sources 
and provided a nuanced understanding of how dig-
italization affects individuals facing homelessness 
and marginalization across different contexts 
[13,14]. 

Results  

In the following, we present the results of our anal-
ysis, organized into two main themes: challenging 
and facilitating factors. Nevertheless, this categori-
zation does not delimit the scope of the analysis, 
but rather serves as a heuristic, recognizing that the 
intertwined dynamics of digitalization, homeless-
ness, and marginalization can also extend beyond 
this division. 

Challenging factors 

Physical and technical barriers caused challenges in 
accessing digital services. Due to unstable housing 
and financial hardship homeless people lacked con-
sistent access to digital devices and internet con-
nection. Instead, they had to rely on occational wifi-
networks and opportunities to charge their mobile 
phones. Furthermore, public devices were seldom 
available. 

Digitalized service systems caused challenges due to 
both technical constraints as well as content-re-
lated issues. Identification and registration to ser-
vices require digital user IDs and address infor-
mation, which homeless people often lack. 
Furthermore, content for services sometimes failed 
to consider the realities of homelessness and some-
times assumed access to facilities (e.g., a refrigera-
tor, a toilet) or equipment that people experiencing 
homelessness might not have had. 
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Security, trust and privacy issues. Due to homeless-
ness, individuals experienced insecurity and risk of 
having their digital devices stolen and the challenge 
of finding a space where digital transactions were 
safe and private. Borrowing mobile phones from 
others posed risks, such as the possibility of being 
linked to crimes committed by previous users, or 
the exposure of confidential information, like doc-
tors' messages, to outsiders. On the other hand, in-
formation privacy threats and a general distrust to-
wards digital services were a barrier to their use 
and caused anxiety.  

General barriers related to socio-economic inequal-
ities and social marginalization include poor digital 
literacy and technical skills gaps. In addition, home-
less people experienced similar challenges as many 
other disadvantaged people: complex structure of 
the service system and the potential of digital ser-
vices led to inaccessible services. Similarly, lan-
guage challenges also hindered their understanding 
of digital services.  

Table 2. Challenging factors (The numbering used in the table refers to the sources listed in Appendix 1.) 

Data simplification e.g. Sub-category Category 

• Not enough free Wi-Fi hotspots [21]   
• Difficulty accessing the internet while living on the street [11, 8] 

Limited access to internet 

Physical and 
technical barriers 

• No (free) places to charge the phone [26, 16, 14]  
• No possibilities to maintain the phone, no electricity [14, 12]  

Limited charging possibili-
ties 

• Phone without a data contract or pay-as-you-go facility [21]  
•  Phones being often changed, lost, broken and damaged [12, 2] 

Financial constraints on 
access to technology 

• Lack of a mailing address creating barriers to receiving benefits [26]   
• The system and health surveillance do not reach the homeless with-

out an ID card, phone, or number [28, 3]  

Limited possibilities for 
digital ID 

Barriers in digital 
service system 

• Not enough digital material targeted particularly to the homeless [24]   
• Content does not consider the facilities of homeless people [24, 14] 

Service content design 
barriers 

• Fear of phones being robbed or harassment [12, 14, 4]  
• Lacking a private space for remote healthcare services [27] 

Security and trust issues 
Security, trust 
and privacy bar-
riers • Fear and anxiety towards using digital services [14]  

• Technological incompetence also causes stress [13]  
Psychological barriers 

• No help and support available for using technologies [20]  
• Internet access, but no knowledge of how to use the internet [21] 

Weak technical skills 

Socio-economic 
inequalities and 
social marginali-
zation 

• Digital literacy or general language skills are weak [27, 21, 15]  
•  Information acquisition skills can be deficient [23, 21]  

Weak digital literacy skills 

• Homelessness, diagnosis of psychosis, older age, and low education 
predicting little use of digital services [17]  

• Not being understood during remote connections due to language 
barriers [27]  

• The complexity of the healthcare system despite digital access [23,27] 

General barriers related 
to socio-economic disad-
vantage 
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Facilitating factors 

Digital services contributed to access to healthcare 
and social services. Remote meetings reduced trav-
eling and scheduling stress. Furthermore, remote 
meeting reduced the fear of stigmatization. For 
professionals, digital services enabled close moni-
toring of patients´well-being during the care pro-
cess ― something that would have been difficult 
without technology. 

Digital services also had significant effect on peo-
ple’s self-efficacy. Digital tools provided a sense of 
empowerment for homeless individuals within the 
service system. A mobile phone with unlimited text, 
calling, and data, as well as access to public trans-
portation, enhanced the ability to navigate the 
challenges of homelessness. 

Digital services enhanced social connections. Mo-
bile phones provided the ability to stay connected 
with family and friends, thus helping to maintain 

social relationships and access social support. Tech-
nology also provided a sense of control over one’s 
life by enabling individuals to decide whom to keep 
in contact with.  

Helpful functionalities in apps promoted commit-
ment to digital health services and life balance. Re-
minders and various wellness monitoring tools 
helped homeless people stay connected with social 
and health professionals, reminded them about 
medication and appointments, gave advice and tips 
and supported continuity of care. 

The articles discussed digital inclusion and access to 
information primarily in terms of conditionality - fo-
cusing on if and under what circumstances access is 
provided. They emphasized how offering technol-
ogy and information could or might support and 
promote digital service use among vulnerable 
groups.  
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Table 3. Facilitating factors (The numbering used in the table refers to the sources listed in Appendix 1.) 

Data simplification e.g. Sub-category Category 

• Telemedicine reduces the need to travel to the doctor and thus im-
proves access to healthcare. [9, 25] 

• The use of remote connections, such as video calls and telephone calls, 
enabled the accessibility of services. [3, 27] 

No need to travel 

Access to healthcare 
and services 

• Remote opportunities can increase comfort for those who find tradi-
tional receptions challenging. [27, 1] 

• Remote receptions can offer more privacy, which may encourage to 
seek treatment without fear of stigmatization. [27] 

Less emotional 
stress in remote 
meetings 

• Remote services offered flexibility in terms of schedules, which enabled 
better adaptation of services to individual needs. [27],  

• Remote receptions made it possible to extend service hours, which of-
fered patients more options for finding suitable times. [23] 

Flexible scheduling 

• Possibility to maintain the continuity of treatment which reduced inter-
ruptions and improved treatment results. [3, 18]  

• Remote connections enabled the monitoring of the patients' condition 
and need assessment without physical presence. [2, 16]  

Better continuity 
and commitment 

• Text reminders as part of active follow-up and provided reminders and 
help manage documentation.  [23]  

• Phones enable track and share mood and events over the week. [2, 16]  

• Online chat services such as mental health counseling were significant 
for some young people accessing care in a crisis. [23  16] 

Helpful functionali-
ties in apps pro-
mote commitment 
to digital health ser-
vices and life bal-
ance 

 

Social connections 
and empowerment  

• Technology offers the possibility to delay responding or limit contact 
with parents and thus avoid direct emotionally heavy encounters. [10] 

•  Regain control over aspects of their environments and their everyday 
lives. [26, 6] 

Control of one's 
own life 

• The use of the phone has affected positively the target group's social 
networks. [19, 26]   

• Phone provided the ability to stay connected with family and friends. 
[26, 19, 5] 

Supporting social 
connection 

• The use of the mobile phone has affected positively the target group's 
self-perceived well-being. [13]   

• A mobile phone with unlimited functions equipped participants to navi-
gate in service system. [26] 

Feeling empowered 
in services system 

• Accessibility to smartphones would promote the use of digital health 
services. [21]   

• Accessibility to the internet would promote the use of digital health ser-
vices. [21]  

Provision of tech-
nology (devices) 
would promote the 
use of digital service 

Digital Inclusion and 
Access to Infor-
mation • More knowledge and assistance (how to use the internet) would have 

helped the use of digital health services. [21, 7]  

• Young people found technology could be a valuable way to find out 
about services that meet their needs. [22] 

More information 
would promote the 
use of digital service 
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Discussion 

This study contributes to research on digital inclu-
sion by offering new insights into how digitalization 
intersects with homelessness and social marginali-
zation. While earlier studies emphasized the im-
portance of access to technology [4,15], our find-
ings deepen this understanding by showing how 
digital empowerment and social inclusion are 
shaped not only by access but also by broader so-
cio-economic conditions and systemic inequalities 
[4,8]. Beyond the challenging and facilitating fac-
tors categorization, the literature also highlights 
themes such as intergenerational disadvantages 
and the empowering potential of digital technolo-
gies, illustrating the complex intertwined dynamics 
between digitalization, homelessness, and margin-
alization. 

Homelessness-related issues, including unstable ac-
cess to devices and internet, create major barriers 
to digital participation. To address these, essential 
conditions—including functioning devices, stable 
internet connections, and safe environments —
must be met. However, access to digital technology 
alone is insufficient for full participation in a digital-
ized society [4]. Structural disadvantages such as fi-
nancial hardship, unemployment, and low educa-
tion further entrench exclusion.  

Previous research [4,8] has shown that digital exclu-
sion stems from cumulative and intergenerational 
disadvantages, including poverty, low educational 
attainment, poor health, limited digital literacy, and 
distrust toward digital services. These overlapping 
forms of disadvantage reinforce each other across 
multiple life domains, creating systemic barriers 
that digitalization alone cannot resolve. Addressing 
these challenges requires broader efforts to com-
bat social marginalization, not merely the elimina-
tion of homelessness [5,6]. 

Low educational attainment and limited digital 
skills, common among social marginalized groups 
[9], continue to hinder full participation in digital-
ized societies. Also these challenges reflect deeper 
structural inequalities related to wealth distribu-
tion, educational opportunities, and institutional 
exclusion. As previous research highlights, the digi-
tal divide not only mirrors but also reinforces 
broader patterns of social inequality [8]. Addressing 
digital exclusion thus requires comprehensive, 
multi-level strategies that tackle underlying social 
marginalization rather than focusing solely on tech-
nology or skills provision. 

However, consistent with previous research on the 
empowering potential of digital technologies [15], 
our findings also reveal positive aspects: digital ser-
vices can offer new opportunities for participation, 
autonomy, and connectivity, benefiting both peo-
ple experiencing homelessness and the general 
public. Furthermore, our findings indicate that digi-
tal services can significantly enhance inclusion for 
people experiencing homelessness and socio-eco-
nomic disadvantage. According to analyzed studies, 
digital tools helped participants stay connected to 
professionals and service systems, facilitating navi-
gation through the often fragmented landscape of 
support services. 

Our findings indicate that digital tools can mitigate 
some effects of exclusion by facilitating access to 
professionals, services, and support networks, 
helping individuals navigate fragmented service 
systems—an observation consistent with earlier 
findings among the general population [15]. Be-
yond practical benefits, digital engagement fos-
tered participants' autonomy, competence, and ca-
pacity for self-management. Access to mobile 
phones and online resources enabled greater inde-
pendence in organizing daily tasks and engaging 
with services, while also strengthening individuals' 
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belief in their ability to take control over their 
lives—marking a significant shift from previous ex-
periences of bureaucratic exclusion. 

This research has several limitations. National poli-
cies, welfare models, and digital infrastructure can 
significantly shape the experiences of digital inclu-
sion and exclusion [15]. Also, the study may un-
derrepresent the experiences of the most margin-
alized individuals—those with no stable internet 
access, no functioning digital devices, or severe ex-
clusion from service systems. Previous research 
highlights that individuals in the deepest forms of 
marginalization are often the least visible in digital 
inclusion studies [8]. Finally, while this study identi-
fies critical themes and user needs, it does not cap-
ture longitudinal changes or the evolving nature of 
digital engagement over time.  

A potential limitation of this review is the absence 
of direct searches in social science specific data-
bases. Nevertheless, this limitation is likely attenu-
ated by our comprehensive search strategy, which 
included Scopus, Google Scholar, and the SAMK-
Finna, all of which offer broad multidisciplinary cov-
erage and thereby reduce the risk of omitting rele-
vant studies. To enhance transparency and repro-
ducibility, all search strategies and screening 
procedures are documented in detail in the supple-
mentary materials. 

The results are limited by the articles included 
which reflect exclusively Western societies. There-
fore, the results do not reflect the situation in rap-
idly technologically advanced developing countries. 

Conclusions  

This analysis underscores the intertwined dynamics 
relationship between digitalization, homelessness, 
and social marginalization. While digital services 

can foster inclusion and empowerment, they may 
also reinforce existing structural inequalities. 
Meaningful digital inclusion requires more than ac-
cess to technology; it demands addressing broader 
socio-economic barriers such as unstable housing, 
financial hardship, low digital literacy, and institu-
tional distrust. Digital exclusion both reflects and 
reproduces social inequality, underscoring the 
need for holistic, structural solutions beyond tech-
nological provision. 

When designing digital and social services for an in-
creasingly digitalized society, it is essential to con-
sider the realities of people experiencing homeless-
ness. Services must adapt to unstable living 
conditions, differing levels of digital competence, 
and be co-created through inclusive, participatory 
processes that actively involve marginalized com-
munities. Trust-building, accessibility, and flexibility 
are essential to ensure that digitalization promotes, 
rather than restricts, social inclusion. 

Future research should use longitudinal and com-
parative approaches to examine how digital em-
powerment develops across time and different so-
cio-economic contexts, with particular focus on 
interventions that enhance digital literacy and trust 
in digital services. Policy-oriented studies are 
needed to assess whether digitalization truly pro-
motes inclusion for marginalized populations or in-
advertently reinforces inequality. 

Conflict of interest statement 

The authors report no conflicts of interest in this 
work. 

Acknowledgements 

This article was written as part of the ASKE project, 
funded by the Turku Urban Research Programme. 



    
SCIENTIFIC PAPERS 

 

 

22.12.2025    FinJeHeW 2025;17(4)  482 

References 

[1] Molala TS, Makhubele JC. The connection be-
tween digital divide and social exclusion: implica-
tions for social work. Humanit Soc Sci Rev. 
2021;9(4):194-201. 
https://doi.org/10.18510/hssr.2021.9427 

[2] Paananen V, Rivinen S, Tohmola A, Elo S. Factors 
affecting marginalized older peoples’ digital exclu-
sion evaluated by gerontological social work profes-
sionals. In: Särestöniemi M et al., eds. Digital health 
and wireless solutions. NCDHWS 2024. Communi-
cations in Computer and Information Science, vol 
2083. Springer, Cham; 2024. p. 365-374. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-59080-1_25 

[3] Goodman-Deane J, Waller S, Bradley M, Clark-
son PJ, Lazzarini B, Roca Bosch E, Gaggi S. User fac-
tors affecting the use of digital services in five Euro-
pean regions and countries. Sci Data. 2024 May 
8;11(1):468. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41597-024-
03318-9 

[4] Durand A, Zijlstra T, van Oort N, Hoogendoorn-
Lanser S, Hoogendoorn S. Access denied? Digital in-
equality in transport services. Transp Rev. 
2022;42(1):32–57. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/01441647.2021.1923584 

[5] Johnson G, Culhane D, Fitzpatrick S, Metraux S, 
O'Sullivan E, eds. Research Handbook on Homeless-
ness. Cheltenham: Edward Elgar Publishing; 2024. 
https://doi.org/10.4337/9781800883413 

[6] Busch-Geertsema V, Benjaminsen L, Filipovič 
Hrast M, Pleace N. Extent and profile of homeless-
ness in European Member States: a statistical up-
date. EOH Comparative Studies on Homelessness; 
No. 4. Brussels: European Observatory on Home-
lessness; 2014. 

[7] Bagga-Gupta S, ed. Marginalization processes 
across different settings: going beyond the 

mainstream. 1st ed. Newcastle upon Tyne: Cam-
bridge Scholars Publishing; 2017. 

[8] Goedhart NS, Verdonk P, Dedding C. “Never 
good enough.” A situated understanding of the im-
pact of digitalization on citizens living in a low soci-
oeconomic position. Policy Internet. 
2022;14(4):824–844. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/poi3.315 

[9] Bejaković P, Mrnjavac Ž. The importance of dig-
ital literacy on the labour market. Employee Relat. 
2020;42(4):921–932. https://doi.org/10.1108/ER-
07-2019-0274 

[10] Torraco JR. Writing integrative literature re-
views: guidelines and examples. Hum Resour Dev 
Rev. 2005;4(3):356–67. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1534484305278283  

[11] Whittemore R, Knafl K. The integrative review: 
updated methodology. J Adv Nurs. 2005 
Dec;52(5):546-53. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-
2648.2005.03621.x 

[12] Page MJ, McKenzie JE, Bossuyt PM, Boutron I, 
Hoffmann TC, Mulrow CD, Shamseer L, Tetzlaff JM, 
Akl EA, Brennan SE, Chou R, Glanville J, Grimshaw 
JM, Hróbjartsson A, Lalu MM, Li T, Loder EW, Mayo-
Wilson E, McDonald S, McGuinness LA, Stewart LA, 
Thomas J, Tricco AC, Welch VA, Whiting P, Moher 
D. The PRISMA 2020 statement: an updated guide-
line for reporting systematic reviews. BMJ. 2021 
Mar 29;372:n71. https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.n71 

[13] Vaismoradi M, Jones J, Turunen H, Snelgrove S. 
Theme development in qualitative content analysis 
and thematic analysis. J Nurs Educ Pract. 
2016;6(5):100-110. 
https://doi.org/10.5430/jnep.v6n5p100 

[14] Graneheim UH, Lindgren BM, Lundman B. 
Methodological challenges in qualitative content 
analysis: A discussion paper. Nurse Educ Today. 



    
SCIENTIFIC PAPERS 

 

 

22.12.2025    FinJeHeW 2025;17(4)  483 

2017 Sep;56:29-34. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nedt.2017.06.002 

[15] Fang ML, Wong KLY, Remund L, Sixsmith J, 
Sixsmith A. Technology access is a human right: 

illuminating intersectional, digital determinants of 
health to enable agency in a digitized era. In: Tech-
nology, Mind & Society 2021 Conference Proceed-
ings. American Psychological Association; 2021. 
https://doi.org/10.1037/tms0000123



    
SCIENTIFIC PAPERS 

 

 

22.12.2025    FinJeHeW 2025;17(4)  484 

Appendix 1.  

1. Adeyemi I, Sanders C, Ong BN, Howells K, Quinlivan L, Gorman L, Giles S, Amp M, Monaghan E, 
Naseem S, Pearson A, Cheraghi-Sohi S. Challenges and adaptations to public involvement with 
marginalised groups during the COVID-19 pandemic: commentary with illustrative case studies in 
the context of patient safety research. Res Involv Engagem. 2022 Apr 11;8(1):13. 
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40900-022-00345-x 

2. Adkins EC, Zalta AK, Boley RA, Glover A, Karnik NS, Schueller SM. Exploring the potential of tech-
nology-based mental health services for homeless youth: A qualitative study. Psychol Serv. 2017 
May;14(2):238-245. https://doi.org/10.1037/ser0000120  

3. Abhinav A, Priti A, Chandra B, Jatwinder G. Not All Who Wander are Lost: Fate of Homeless Per-
sons with Mental Illness During COVID-19 Pandemic in North India-Case Series. J Psychosoc Re-
habil Ment Health. 2022;9(2):169-175. https://doi.org/10.1007/s40737-021-00249-1 

4. Bardwell G, Fleming T, McNeil R, Boyd J. Women's multiple uses of an overdose prevention tech-
nology to mitigate risks and harms within a supportive housing environment: a qualitative study. 
BMC Womens Health. 2021 Feb 2;21(1):51. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12905-021-01196-6 

5. Boyd J, Cunningham D, Anderson S, Kerr T. Supportive housing and surveillance. Int J Drug Policy. 
2016 Aug;34:72-9. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugpo.2016.05.012 

6. Vilaza GN, Mähönen J, Hamon C, Danilina O. StreetHeart: Empowering homeless through art and 
technology. In: Proceedings of the 2017 CHI Conference Extended Abstracts on Human Factors in 
Computing Systems (CHI EA '17). New York, NY, USA: Association for Computing Machinery; 2017. 
p. 93–99. https://doi.org/10.1145/3027063.3049273 

7. Greeson JKP, Treglia D, Morones S, Hopkins M, Mikell D. Youth Matters: Philly (YMP): Develop-
ment, usability, usefulness, & accessibility of a mobile web-based app for homeless and unstably 
housed youth. Children and Youth Services Review. 2020;108:104586. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2019.104586 

8. Grande SW, Castaldo MG, Carpenter-Song E, Griesemer I, Elwyn G. A digital advocate? Reactions 
of rural people who experience homelessness to the idea of recording clinical encounters. Health 
Expect. 2017 Aug;20(4):618-625. https://doi.org/10.1111/hex.12492 

9. Haimi M. The tragic paradoxical effect of telemedicine on healthcare disparities- a time for re-
demption: a narrative review. BMC Med Inform Decis Mak. 2023 May 16;23(1):95. 
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12911-023-02194-4 

10. Harper R, Watson R, Palzkill Woelfer J. The Skype paradox: Homelessness and selective intimacy 
in the use of communications technology. Pragmatics. 2017;27(3):447–474. 
https://doi.org/10.1075/prag.27.3.06har 

11. Heaslip V, Green S, Simkhada B, Dogan H, Richer S. How Do People Who Are Homeless Find Out 
about Local Health and Social Care Services: A Mixed Method Study. Int J Environ Res Public 
Health. 2021 Dec 21;19(1):46. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph19010046 



    
SCIENTIFIC PAPERS 

 

 

22.12.2025    FinJeHeW 2025;17(4)  485 

12. Heaslip V, Richer S, Simkhada B, Dogan H, Green S. Use of Technology to Promote Health and 
Wellbeing of People Who Are Homeless: A Systematic Review. Int J Environ Res Public Health. 
2021 Jun 25;18(13):6845. doi: 10.3390/ijerph18136845. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph18136845 

13. Kazevman G, Mercado M, Hulme J, Somers A. Prescribing Phones to Address Health Equity Needs 
in the COVID-19 Era: The PHONE-CONNECT Program. J Med Internet Res. 2021 Apr 
6;23(4):e23914. doi: 10.2196/23914. https://doi.org/10.2196/23914 

14. Klarare A, Vamstad J, Mattsson E, Kneck Å, Salzmann-Erikson M. Social rights in relation to digi-
talization, mobile phone, and internet use – experiences of women in homelessness: a qualita-
tive study. Critical Public Health. 2024;34(1):1-16. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/09581596.2024.2342334 

15. Kwilinski A, Vyshnevskyi O, Dzwigol H. Digitalization of the EU economies and people at risk of 
poverty or social exclusion. Journal of Risk and Financial Management. 2020;13(7):142. 
https://doi.org/10.3390/jrfm13070142 

16. Lal S, Elias S, Sieu V, Peredo R. The Use of Technology to Provide Mental Health Services to Youth 
Experiencing Homelessness: Scoping Review. J Med Internet Res. 2023 Jan 16;25:e41939. doi: 
10.2196/41939. https://doi.org/10.2196/41939 

17. Marbin D, Gutwinski S, Lech S, Fürstenau D, Kokwaro L, Krüger H, Schindel D, Schreiter S. Use of 
digital technologies by users of psychiatric inpatient services in Berlin, Germany: a cross-sectional 
patient survey. BMJ Open. 2023 Mar 21;13(3):e067311. doi: 10.1136/bmjopen-2022-067311. 
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2022-067311 

18. Mercer T, Khurshid A. Advancing health equity for people experiencing homelessness using block-
chain technology for identity management: A research agenda. Journal of Health Care for the Poor 
and Underserved. 2021;32(2 Suppl):262–277. https://doi.org/10.1353/hpu.2021.0062 

19. Neale J, Brown C. 'We are always in some form of contact': friendships among homeless drug and 
alcohol users living in hostels. Health Soc Care Community. 2016 Sep;24(5):557-66. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/hsc.12215 

20. Neale J, Stevenson C. Homeless drug users and information technology: a qualitative study with 
potential implications for recovery from drug dependence. Subst Use Misuse. 2014 
Sep;49(11):1465-72. https://doi.org/10.3109/10826084.2014.912231 

21. Radó N, Girasek E, Békási S, Győrffy Z. Digital Technology Access and Health-Related Internet Use 
Among People Experiencing Homelessness in Hungary: Quantitative Survey. J Med Internet Res. 
2022 Oct 19;24(10):e38729. https://doi.org/10.2196/38729 

22. Robards F, Kang M, Usherwood T, Sanci L. How Marginalized Young People Access, Engage With, 
and Navigate Health-Care Systems in the Digital Age: Systematic Review. J Adolesc Health. 2018 
Apr;62(4):365-381. doi: 10.1016/j.jadohealth.2017.10.018. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2017.10.018 

23. Robards F, Kang M, Steinbeck K, Hawke C, Jan S, Sanci L, Liew YY, Kong M, Usherwood T. Health 
care equity and access for marginalised young people: a longitudinal qualitative study exploring 



    
SCIENTIFIC PAPERS 

 

 

22.12.2025    FinJeHeW 2025;17(4)  486 

health system navigation in Australia. Int J Equity Health. 2019 Mar 4;18(1):41. 
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12939-019-0941-2 

24. Specht A, Sarma N, Linzbach T, Hellmund T, Hörig M, Wintel M, Equihua Martinez G, Seybold J, 
Lindner AK. Participatory development and implementation of inclusive digital health communi-
cation on COVID-19 with homeless people. Front Public Health. 2022 Nov 10;10:1042677. 
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpubh.2022.1042677 

25. Stepanova E, Thompson A, Yu G, Fu Y. Changes in mental health services in response to the COVID-
19 pandemic in high-income countries: a rapid review. BMC Psychiatry. 2024 Feb 6;24(1):103. 
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12888-024-05497-6 

26. Thurman W, Semwal M, Moczygemba LR, Hilbelink M. Smartphone Technology to Empower Peo-
ple Experiencing Homelessness: Secondary Analysis. J Med Internet Res. 2021 Sep 
29;23(9):e27787. https://doi.org/10.2196/27787 

27. Verity A, Tzortziou Brown V. Inclusion health patient perspectives on remote access to general 
practice: a qualitative study. BJGP Open. 2023 Jun 27;7(2):BJGPO.2023.0023. 
https://doi.org/10.3399/BJGPO.2023.0023 

28. Zhang L, Rafiq MY. Governing through big data: An ethnographic exploration of invisible lives in 
China's digital surveillance of the coronavirus disease 2019 pandemic. Digit Health. 2023 Apr 
25;9:20552076231170689. https://doi.org/10.1177/20552076231170689 


	Understanding the intertwined dynamics between digitalization, homelessness and social marginalization  – An integrative literature review
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Material and methods
	Description of the data
	Data analysis

	Results
	Challenging factors
	Facilitating factors

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References
	Appendix 1.


