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Editorial: Job quality in digitalized work environments
Developments, potentials, and challenges

Abstract: Given the rapid digitalization of the world of work, this editorial discus-
ses possible relations to job quality and shows which factors of job quality have
been given priority so far. Further, it places the contributions to the special issue in
the discourse of digitalization and suggests further research. We argue that digita-
lization does not affect all groups of employees equally and that it can have varying
consequences in different (work) contexts. We are pleased about the increasing
attention paid to this topic in empirical social research. The multifaceted contribu-
tions to the special issue confirm that digitalization is not a fixed construct and that
it contains many different facets. Therefore, we encourage researchers to expand the
empirical analysis of the relationship between digitalization and quality of work and
employment in the future, to transfer studies (if possible) into the longitudinal sec-
tion, to study new phenomena, and to classify them in the discourse, as well as to
consider possible moderators in the future.
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Editorial: Arbeitsqualität in digitalisierten Arbeitswelten
Entwicklungen, Potenziale und Herausforderungen

Zusammenfassung: Angesichts der rapiden Digitalisierung der Arbeitswelt disku-
tiert das vorliegende Editorial mögliche Zusammenhänge mit Arbeits- und Beschäf-
tigtenqualität und zeigt auf, welche Faktoren der Arbeits- und Beschäftigungsquali-
tät bislang vorrangig betrachtet wurden. Zudem ordnet es die Beiträge des Sonder-
heftes in den Diskurs ein und gibt Hinweise auf mögliche weitere Forschungsfra-
gen. Dabei vertreten wir die Position, dass Digitalisierung nicht alle Beschäftigten-
gruppen gleichermaßen trifft und auch in verschiedenen (Arbeits-)Kontexten mit
unterschiedlichen Folgen einhergehen kann. Wir freuen uns über die zunehmende
Aufmerksamkeit, die dem Themenfeld in der empirischen Sozialforschung entge-
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gengebracht wird. Einmal mehr zeigen die Beiträge des Sonderhefts, dass die Digi-
talisierung kein feststehendes Konstrukt darstellt und viele unterschiedliche Facet-
ten beinhaltet. Deshalb plädieren wir mit unserem Beitrag dafür, die empirische
Analyse des Zusammenhangs zwischen der Digitalisierung und Arbeits- sowie
Beschäftigungsqualität auch zukünftig auszubauen, Studien sofern möglich in den
Längsschnitt zu überführen, neue Phänomene zu erfassen und in den Diskurs ein-
zuordnen sowie mögliche Moderatoren stärker zu berücksichtigen.

Stichworte: Digitalisierung; technologischer Wandel; Arbeit 4.0; Jobqualität; Arbeitsqualität;
Beschäftigungsqualität; empirische Sozialforschung

Introduction
Many companies have increased their investments in digital technologies during the
COVID-19 pandemic and many experts see the crisis as an accelerator of digitaliza-
tion in German work organizations (Bellmann et al. 2021). All over the world, the
pandemic has pushed investments in networking and remote work possibilities and
has led to sustainable changes in the organization of work. Apart from the recent
relevance, digitalization was already held responsible for many ongoing changes and
developments in the world of work. Thereby, the possibility of wide-ranging and
radical changes in relation to technological developments is not unique to the 21st

century, but known from previous industrial revolutions (Autor 2015). In this con-
text, digitalization is often framed as the fourth industrial revolution (Hirsch-Krein-
sen 2016). However, the speed of technological advancements and the level of inno-
vation of technologies, such as the use of complex algorithms and artificial intelli-
gence, are often discussed as more fundamentally transforming the labor market
and the way we work.

A prominent and important literature stream focuses on overall employment effects.
Based on the idea of automation and consequently the substitution of jobs, scholars
aim to explain potential job losses by occupation-based technological change (Frey/
Osborne 2013), or task-based technological change (Dengler/Matthes 2018).
Nonetheless, researchers seem to largely agree that human labor, in one way or the
other, will remain an important aspect of our lives in the future (Brynjolfsson/
Mitchell 2017). However, there is less consensus on how specific working and living
contexts may change, how those changes can be explained, and how fast they may
occur. In addition, empirical evidence on the impact of digitalized work environ-
ments on work and job quality can still be considered scarce. The question of how
digitalization has the potential to change the quality of work in the long term has
led us to organize the present special issue of Soziale Welt.

Within this special issue, we aim to focus on the ongoing digitalization of work and
possible developments in and challenges for job quality. There are several reasons
why job quality is of particular interest in the context of digitalized work environ-
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ments: First and foremost, digitalization has the potential to fundamentally change
the way we work. Different indicators of job quality have been proven to be
important predictors of individual health and well-being as set out in job demand-
resources models (Bakker/Demerouti 2007). Furthermore, a systematic review re-
veals evidence for a negative relationship between job strain and individual at-work
productivity (Arends et al. 2017). Research on job quality has a long research tradi-
tion. Thus, changes in relation to digitalized work environments can be evaluated
against the background of previous knowledge on the mechanisms regarding job
quality. Moreover, further research seems necessary to put technological hypes in
long-term perspective on the process of digitalization and to embed the discourse in
other discourses on the developments in job quality. Finally, we still observe a lack
of empirical research on the impacts of digitalization – mostly because many scho-
lars have been in the process of data collection throughout the last years, and ade-
quate data to analyze (causal) effects of digitalized work on job quality must still be
considered rare.

Therefore, we aim to give an introduction to the variety of the digitalization debate
regarding job quality. In doing so, we do not claim to be exhaustive, but aim to pro-
vide an overview of different levels of diversity in the discussion.

Empirical approaches to the analysis of digitalization
The digitalization of the world of work has gained attention during the last decades.
Accordingly, the number of scientific contributions has been increasing remarkably
and continuously since about 2005: A SSCI search on the keyword “digitalization”
reveals that in 2008, a two-figure number of articles was published for the first
time. A three-digit number was first published in 2017, ranging up to 693 results in
2020. Similarly, regarding the combined keywords “digital” and “work”, a signifi-
cant jump can be identified in 2015 with over 1,000 articles for the first time in
2016, and already 3,684 indexed publications in 2020.

However, despite the increasing number of publications, so far there is no shared
definition or conceptualization of the term digitalization. Most basically, digitaliza-
tion refers to the increasing distribution and use of digital technologies (Govers/van
Amelsvoort 2019). With regard to job quality, digital technologies, but also diffe-
rent functions of digital tools, or consequences of the distribution of digital techno-
logies, have been under study.

Earlier studies are characterized by vague predictions of possible future scenarios.
They rarely operationalize their concepts to actually measure their predictions.
However, empirical approaches became more and more important in the study of
digitalized work environments. One category of empirical approaches has been esta-
blished in the context of the occupation-based (Frey/Osborne 2013) and task-based
(Dengler/Matthes 2018) technological change hypotheses. In this case, information
on existing occupations and tasks are used and complemented by expert opinions or
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the evaluation of current technological possibilities, to analyze and predict potenti-
als for automation and, eventually, substitution of specific tasks or occupations. A
common critique of those approaches is that they do not explicitly measure how
these substitution potentials come true. However, the substitution potentials have
already been useful to analyze different aspects of job quality, such as physical and
psychosocial work demands (Dengler/Tisch 2020), or subjective job insecurity
(Dengler/Gundert 2021). Using occupation-specific substitution potentials as a
measure for digitalization, Müller, Stawarz, and Wicht (within this special issue)
investigate the association of digitalization and job insecurity and ask whether diffe-
rent groups of employees experience different levels of job insecurity in the digital
transformation.

Another part of existing empirical studies is based on large-scale representative
employee surveys. In recent years, an increasing number of employee surveys have
implemented (additional) modules to measure digitalized work environments. Early
studies used very broad measures of digitalization, such as work-related computer or
internet usage, for instance in the German sub-study of the European Social Survey,
2017 (ESS Round 8: European Social Survey Round 8 Data 2018), SOEP, 2017
(Liebig et al. 2019), or BIBB-BAuA, 2012/2018 (Hall et al. 2020). Based on these
studies, it was possible to gain initial insights into the general relationship between
digitalization and job quality (e.g., Kirchner 2015; Meyer et al. 2019). However,
these survey studies suffered from the ability to picture more recent developments
and to mirror more complex aspects of digitalized work. Therefore, large employee
surveys started to include more sophisticated measures of digitalization. Some of
these attempts are covered by articles within this special issue. Friedrich, Laible,
Pollak, Schongen, Schulz, and Vicari provide detailed information on a new, multi-
dimensional survey module on digitalization, which has recently been implemented
in the adult cohort study of the German National Educational Panel Study (NEPS).
Furthermore, Giering and Kirchner show analyses based on the Innovation Sample
of the Socio-Economic Panel (SOEP-IS 2019). The analyses of Gensler and Abend-
roth are based on a comprehensive module on digitalization implemented in the
Linked Employer-Employee Panel B3 (LEEP-B3, Reimann et al. 2020), a survey
study of employees in large companies. Finally, Meyer and Hünefeld rely on data
from the Digitization and Change in Employment study (DiWaBe), a survey study
established to analyze different aspects of digitalization and their association with
different works aspects, such as different indicators for job quality. Therefore, this
special issue provides insights on the relationship between digitalization and job
quality, but also gives an overview of the most recent data on the digitalization of
work.

Before questions to operationalize digitalized work environments were implemented
in large-scale representative survey studies, empirical research on digitalization was
dominated by case and laboratory studies, including both qualitative and quantita-
tive approaches. These studies often focus on specific technologies (e.g., robots,
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Barth et al. 2020; or smart glasses, e.g., Holz et al. 2021), or selected occupations
and industries (e.g., Buss et al. 2021), and offer detailed insights on how different
aspects of digitalization change the world of work. The comparably high number of
case and laboratory studies reflect a huge need for in-depth analyses to explore the
unknown relation between digitalized work and job quality as well as underlying
mechanisms. Furthermore, company case studies allow studying the institutional
context of digitalized work in more detail. Correspondingly, Schneider, Ganesch,
Schmierl, and Struck (within this special issue) analyze how specific digital techno-
logies influence work processes, considering the design of technologies, but also
organizational embedding and companies’ underlying policies.

Finally, the digitalization of work opens possibilities for new, technology-supported
ways of data collection to analyze job quality. Wearables that measure stress levels
are probably the most advanced data collection methods but are still rarely used in
social sciences (e.g., Muaremi et al. 2013; Han et al. 2017). In addition, there are
different technological opportunities for collecting large amounts of data on the
digital behavior of employees by using algorithms or tracking tools. Consequently,
it is the beginning of a debate on how to analyze such new types of data, but also
on the ethical justification of data collection, as well as on new issues for privacy
protection (Lazer/Radford 2017; Weinhardt 2021). Still, for the present special
issue, we did not receive any contribution relying on data other than interviews or
questionnaires.

Digitalization as a challenge for job quality
Job quality is widely used as a generic term for different aspects of “work and
employment quality” (Achatz/Gundert 2017; Hauff/Kirchner 2014; Muñoz de
Bustillo et al. 2009; 2011). The scholarly discourse largely agrees that job quality is
a multidimensional concept. Literature on digitalized work in relation to job quality
was first enhanced by the Industry 4.0 debate in Germany. In the beginning, the
discussion on the digitalization of work was characterized by forecasting and con-
ceptual literature. The industry 4.0 debate in Germany is a well-known example
that originated in a discussion on how the industrial revolution could look like
rather than representing a theory-based or even empirical analysis (Hirsch-Kreinsen
2014). Since the introduction of the term in 2011, it was continuously spread
across experts and the scientific community, but also in public media, increasing
international visibility, and even a leading role was attributed to Germany (Hirsch-
Kreinsen 2014). At the heart of the industry 4.0 debate lays the assessment of tech-
nological change, but also the attempt to actively shape working conditions for
workers, hence, to improve job quality. The basic idea of industry 4.0 is that the
interconnectivity of different physical objects via computer networks enables pro-
duction processes to operate highly autonomously (Bauernhansl 2014; Hirsch-
Kreinsen 2014).
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While these studies primarily look at digitalization in production, another strand of
research focuses on the increasing spread of computer work or the use of informa-
tion and communication technologies (ICT), and possible consequences for
employees. Although the use of computers was found to improve the quality of
work, permanent computer use was associated with an increase in physical and
mental strain (Andries et al. 2002). Furthermore, e.g., Carstensen (2015) argues
that the increasing dissemination of internet and social media, mobile phones,
smartphones, laptops, and tablets may be a threat to job quality, and does not only
trigger ergonomic deficits, but also enhances boundaryless work and precarisation
of work.

Within the discourse on job quality, a variety of indicators can be identified:
income and social security, employment security, learning and development oppor-
tunities, autonomy, adequate work intensity, social support at the workplace, and
working hours that allow for a better work-life balance (c.f., Achatz/Gundert 2017).
In the context of digitalization, however, some aspects are considered to be under
threat. Accordingly, it is assumed that increasing automation and substitutability of
work-related tasks and occupations will reduce employment security among at least
some groups of employees (Dengler/Matthes 2018; Frey/Osborne 2013). Indeed,
current studies point to increased cognitive job insecurity (Dengler/Gundert 2021)
in the course of digitalization as well as feelings of job insecurity among particular
groups of workers (Eurofound 2021). Within this special issue, Müller, Stawarz,
and Wicht analyze the relationship between potential automation and job insecu-
rity among different socio-economic groups.

Moreover, learning and development opportunities are considered to be indicators of
job quality that can be threatened by digitalization. A most recent study indicates
that in Europe, no common trend can be observed regarding deskilling, upskilling
or polarization of jobs in the era of digitalization (Martinaitis et al. 2021). However,
there is an ongoing and lively debate on how digitalization alters job skill demands
(Autor et al. 2003; Braverman 1974; Fraser 2010; Green et al. 2016), and although
it is most commonly agreed that further training is increasingly important in the
course of digitalization, it remains unclear which specific skills gain in importance
and to which particular labor market group it applies. Against this background,
Friedrich, Laible, Pollak, Schongen, Schulz & Vicari (within this special issue) ana-
lyze the need for further training among different socio-demographic groups. Fur-
thermore, Schneider, Ganesch, Schmierl & Struck (within this special issue) discuss
deskilling trends in transport logistics.

With regard to work quality, a variety of studies suggest an association between
digitalization and work intensity (Borle et al. 2021; Meyer et al. 2019; Pfeiffer
2012). In particular, an increase in the use of ICT seems to drive multitasking, fas-
ter-paced work, greater levels of interruptions, as well as boundaryless work (Borle
et al. 2021; Chesley 2014). Within the model of technostress, different indicators
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of work intensification, such as information overload, techno-complexity, or
techno-unreliability, are considered as causalities for health effects of ICT use
(Tarafdar et al. 2015). Furthermore, Kirchner (2015) points to differences in the
associations with work intensity depending on the specific technology and its func-
tions. However, little is known about the underlying mechanisms that might
explain how the use of technical equipment or rather the associated changes in the
organization of work may lead to work intensification within the scope of the digi-
tal transformation. In this context, Meyer & Hünefeld (in this special issue) find
the extent of the mobility of the technology to be crucial for the relationship
between digitalized work and work intensification.

Finally, an increasing literature stream discusses potential decreases in work auto-
nomy in the course of digitalization and automation. First studies examine the
extent to which, and for whom, increasing digitalization leads to digital Taylorism,
or rather to digital self-determination (Jaehrling 2019; Kirchner et al. 2020). This
debate becomes even more important against the background of an increasing
spread of algorithmic management and artificial intelligence. Within this special
issue, Gensler and Abendroth as well as Giering and Kirchner are among the first to
investigate the relationship between algorithmic management and the use of artifi-
cial intelligence and job autonomy for Germany.

Conclusion and further research opportunities
Overall, the contributions to this special issue show that a large number of different
aspects of digitalized work environments can influence many important aspects of
job quality. The collection of diverse empirical studies shows that there seems to be
hardly any clear one-dimensional relationship between digitalization and job qua-
lity. Rather, digitalized work environments seem to have different effects on work
quality for different groups of employees, and in different work settings and con-
texts. Already known social inequalities appear to be reproduced in the course of
digitalization. In addition, new challenges, also for formerly rather privileged
employees, emerge.

The special issue provides further insights into the association between digitaliza-
tion and indicators of job quality that are predominantly discussed in the current
debate: job insecurity, skill demands, work intensity, and work autonomy. Further
research could focus on so far less considered aspects. An example of a rather less
considered aspect is the relationship between digitalization and social support. Par-
ticularly when digital collaboration will be expanding even further after the
COVID-19 pandemic, it has to be questioned how digital technologies can be used
but social cohesion enhanced at the same time (Trier/Richter 2015; Wang et al.
2020).

Closely related to this aspect is the debate about the increasing dissolution of boun-
daries between work and private life, that is, when work tasks can increasingly be
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performed regardless of time and location due to digitalized work environments
(Arnold et al. 2015; Grunau et al. 2019). Finally, technostress theories hint at fur-
ther possible aspects of digitalization that may influence individual job quality. In
particular, techno-unreliability as well as technological workplace surveillance have
received less attention until now (Dragano et al. 2021).

Moreover, the collection of empirical studies included in this special issue – cover-
ing different aspects of job quality in relation to very different measurements of
digitalized work environments, and among diverse labor market groups – shows
that quantitative and qualitative empirical studies are reliant on comprehensive as
well as specific databases. Since digitalization has been found to be multi-dimensio-
nal and no standardized measurement is available, we encourage scholars to further
invest in the development and implementation of approaches to measure digitaliza-
tion in large-scale surveys as well as in the case or laboratory studies.

Although (organizational) context is considered in some of the articles within this
special issue, it seems important that further research on the relationship between
digitalized work environments and job quality provides insights not only on digita-
lization, hence the dissemination and use of different technologies, but also on the
way new technologies are implemented in workplaces, and how the implementation
changes work processes and work organization. It can be assumed that the use of
different technologies, but also new forms of work collaboration (triggered by digi-
talization) as well as new challenges and skill demands influence how work quality
is perceived by employees. The implementation of new technologies and the effects
of the use of different technologies can best be analyzed with longitudinal data.
However, currently, many studies can only rely on cross-sectional data. We therefore
encourage the many different approaches to measure digitalized work environments
to be surveyed again in additional panel survey rounds to further follow develop-
ments in the context of digitalization.

References
Achatz, Juliane & Gundert, Stefanie (2017): Arbeitsqualität und Jobsuche von erwerbstätigten

Grundsicherungsbeziehern. Institut für Arbeitsmarkt- und Berufsforschung (IAB), Nürnberg.
Andries, Frank, Smulders, Peter G. W. & Dhondt, Steven (2002): The use of computers among

the workers in the European Union and its impact on the quality of work. Behaviour & Infor-
mation Technology 21(6): 441–447.

Arends, Iris, Prinz, Christopher & Abma, Femke (2017): Job quality, health and at-work produc-
tivity. OECD Publishing, Paris.

Arnold, Daniel, Steffes, Susanne & Wolter, Stefanie (2015): Mobiles und entgrenztes Arbeiten.
Bundesministerium für Arbeit und Soziales, Nürnberg, Institut für Arbeitsmarkt- und Berufs-
forschung (IAB), Nürnberg, Zentrum für Europäische Wirtschaftsforschung (ZEW) GmbH,
Universität Köln.

380 Mareike Reimann/Anita Tisch

https://doi.org/10.5771/0038-6073-2021-4-373 - Generiert durch IP 216.73.217.120, am 30.06.2026, 20:40:53. © Urheberrechtlich geschützter Inhalt. Ohne gesonderte
Erlaubnis ist jede urheberrechtliche Nutzung untersagt, insbesondere die Nutzung des Inhalts im Zusammenhang mit, für oder in KI-Systemen, KI-Modellen oder Generativen Sprachmodellen.

https://doi.org/10.5771%2F0038-6073-2021-4-373


Autor, David (2015): Why Are There Still So Many Jobs? The History and Future of Workplace
Automation. Journal of Economic Perspectives 29(3): 3–30.

Autor, David, Levy, F. & Murnane, R. J. (2003): The Skill Content of Recent Technological
Change: An Empirical Exploration. The Quarterly Journal of Economics 118(4): 1279–1333.

Bakker, Arnold B. & Demerouti, Evangelia (2007): The Job Demands-Resources model: state of
the art. Journal of Managerial Psychology 22(3): 309–328.

Barth, Erling, Roed, Marianne, Schone, Pal & Umblijs, Janis (2020): How Robots Change Within-
Firm Wage Inequality.

Bauernhansl, Thomas (2014): Die Vierte Industrielle Revolution – Der Weg in ein wertschaffen-
des Produktionsparadigma, in: Thomas Bauernhansl, Michael ten Hompel & Birgit Vogel-
Heuser (Hrsg.), Industrie 4.0 in Produktion, Automatisierung und Logistik. Wiesbaden: Springer
Fachmedien Wiesbaden. S. 5–35.

Bellmann, Lutz, Bourgeon, Pauline, Gathmann, Christina, Kagerl, Christian, Marguerit, David,
Martin, Ludivine, Pohlan, Laura & Roth, Duncan (2021): Digitalisierungsschub in Firmen
während der Corona-Pandemie. Wirtschaftsdienst (Hamburg, Germany : 1949) 101(9): 713–
718.

Borle, Prem, Boerner-Zobel, Franziska, Voelter-Mahlknecht, Susanne, Hasselhorn, Hans Martin
& Ebener, Melanie (2021): The social and health implications of digital work intensification.
Associations between exposure to information and communication technologies, health and
work ability in different socio-economic strata. International archives of occupational and
environmental health 94(3): 377–390.

Braverman, Harry (1974): Labor and Monopoly Capital: The Degradation of Work in the Twentieth
Century. New York: Monthly Review Press.

Brynjolfsson, Erik & Mitchell, Tom (2017): What can machine learning do? Workforce implica-
tions. Science 358(6370): 1530–1534.

Buss, Klaus-Peter, Kuhlmann, Martin, Weißmann, Marliese, Wolf, Harald & Apitzsch, Birgit
(Hrsg.) (2021): Digitalisierung und Arbeit. Triebkräfte – Arbeitsfolgen – Regulierung. Frankfurt,
New York: Campus Verlag.

Carstensen, Tanja (2015): Neue Anforderungen und Belastungen durch digitale und mobile
Technologien. WSI-Mitteilungen 86(3): 187–193.

Chesley, Noelle (2014): Information and communication technology use, work intensification
and employee strain and distress. Work, Employment and Society 28(4): 589–610.

Dengler, Katharina & Gundert, Stefanie (2021): Digital Transformation and Subjective Job Inse-
curity in Germany. European Sociological Review 37(5): 799–817.

Dengler, Katharina & Matthes, Britta (2018): The impacts of digital transformation on the
labour market: Substitution potentials of occupations in Germany. Technological Forecasting and
Social Change 137: 304–316.

Dengler, Katharina & Tisch, Anita (2020): Examining the Relationship Between Digital Trans-
formation and Work Quality: Substitution Potential and Work Exposure in Gender-Specific
Occupations. KZfSS Kölner Zeitschrift für Soziologie und Sozialpsychologie 72(S1): 427–453.

Dragano, Nico, Riedel-Heller, Steffi G. & Lunau, Thorsten (2021): Haben digitale Technologien
bei der Arbeit Einfluss auf die psychische Gesundheit? Der Nervenarzt 92(11): 1111–1120.

ESS Round 8: European Social Survey Round 8 Data (2018): European Social Survey (ESS),
Round 8 – 2018. NSD – Norwegian Centre for Research Data.

Editorial: Job quality in digitalized work environments 381

https://doi.org/10.5771/0038-6073-2021-4-373 - Generiert durch IP 216.73.217.120, am 30.06.2026, 20:40:53. © Urheberrechtlich geschützter Inhalt. Ohne gesonderte
Erlaubnis ist jede urheberrechtliche Nutzung untersagt, insbesondere die Nutzung des Inhalts im Zusammenhang mit, für oder in KI-Systemen, KI-Modellen oder Generativen Sprachmodellen.

https://doi.org/10.5771%2F0038-6073-2021-4-373


Eurofound (2021): Digitisation in the workplace. Publications Office of the European Union,
Luxembourg.

Fraser, Doug (2010): Deskilling: A New Discourse and Some New Evidence. The Economic and
Labour Relations Review 21(2): 51–73.

Frey, Carl Benedikt & Osborne, Michael A. (2013): The Future of Employment: How Suscepti-
bleare Jobs to Computerization? University of Oxford.

Govers, Mark & van Amelsvoort, Pierre (2019): A Socio-Technical Perspective on the Digital Era:
The Lowlands view. European Journal of Workplace Innovation 4(2).

Green, Francis, Felstead, Alan, Gallie, Duncan & Henseke, Golo (2016): Skills and work organi-
sation in Britain: a quarter century of change. Journal for Labour Market Research 49(2): 121–
132.

Grunau, Philip, Ruf, Kevin, Steffes, Susanne & Wolter, Stefanie (2019): Homeoffice bietet Vorteile,
hat aber auch Tücken. Nürnberg.

Hall, Anja, Hünefeld, Lena, Rohrbach-Schmidt, Daniela, Bundesinstitut für Berufsbildung &
Bundesanstalt für Arbeitsschutz und Arbeitsmedizin (2020): BIBB/BAuA-Erwerbstätigenbefra-
gung 2018 – Arbeit und Beruf im Wandel. Erwerb und Verwertung beruflicher Qualifikationen
(SUF). BIBB – Federal Institute for Vocational Education and Training.

Han, Lu, Zhang, Qiang, Chen, Xianxiang, Zhan, Qingyuan, Yang, Ting & Zhao, Zhan (2017):
Detecting work-related stress with a wearable device. Computers in Industry 90: 42–49.

Hauff, Sven & Kirchner, Stefan (2014): Cross-national differences and trends in job quality.
Hirsch-Kreinsen, Hartmut (2014): Wandel von Produktionsarbeit–„Industrie 4.0 “. WSI-Mittei-

lungen 67(6): 421–429.
Hirsch-Kreinsen, Hartmut (2016): Digitization of industrial work: development paths and pros-

pects. Journal for Labour Market Research 49(1): 1–14.
Holz, A., Herold, Ralf, Friemert, D., Hartmann, U., Harth, V. & Terschüren, C. (2021): Daten-

brillen am Arbeitsplatz. Zentralblatt für Arbeitsmedizin, Arbeitsschutz und Ergonomie 71(1): 24–
28.

Jaehrling, Karen (2019): Amazon ist kein Vorreiter. Zu den Tiefenstrukturen des ‚Digitalen Tay-
lorismus‘ und verbleibenden Spielräumen kollektiver Interessenaushandlung. Industrielle Bezie-
hungen. Zeitschrift für Arbeit, Organisation und Management 26(2-2019): 169–188.

Kirchner, Stefan (2015): Konturen der digitalen Arbeitswelt. Eine Untersuchung der Einflussfak-
toren beruflicher Computer- und Internetnutzung und der Zusammenhänge zu Arbeitsquali-
tät. KZfSS Kölner Zeitschrift für Soziologie und Sozialpsychologie 67(4): 763–791.

Kirchner, Stefan, Sophie-Charlotte Meyer & Tisch, Anita (2020): Digitaler Taylorismus für einige,
digitale Selbstbestimmung für die anderen? Ungleichheit der Autonomie in unterschiedlichen Tätig-
keitsdomänen. BAuA.

Lazer, David & Radford, Jason (2017): Data ex Machina: Introduction to Big Data. Annual
Review of Sociology 43(1): 19–39.

Liebig, Stefan, Goebel, Jan, Schröder, Carsten, Grabka, Markus, Richter, David, Schupp, Jürgen,
Bartels, Charlotte, Fedorets, Alexandra, Franken, Andreas, Jacobsen, Jannes, Kara, Selin,
Krause, Peter, Kröger, Hannes, Kroh, Martin, Metzing, Maria, Nebelin, Jana, Schacht, Diana,
Schmelzer, Paul, Schmitt, Christian, Schnitzlein, Daniel, Siegers, Rainer, Wenzig, Knut, Zim-
mermann, Stefan & Deutsches Institut für Wirtschaftsforschung (2019): Sozio-oekonomisches
Panel (SOEP), Daten der Jahre 1984-2018. SOEP Socio-Economic Panel Study.

382 Mareike Reimann/Anita Tisch

https://doi.org/10.5771/0038-6073-2021-4-373 - Generiert durch IP 216.73.217.120, am 30.06.2026, 20:40:53. © Urheberrechtlich geschützter Inhalt. Ohne gesonderte
Erlaubnis ist jede urheberrechtliche Nutzung untersagt, insbesondere die Nutzung des Inhalts im Zusammenhang mit, für oder in KI-Systemen, KI-Modellen oder Generativen Sprachmodellen.

https://doi.org/10.5771%2F0038-6073-2021-4-373


Martinaitis, Žilvinas, Christenko, Aleksandr & Antanavičius, Jonas (2021): Upskilling, Deskilling
or Polarisation? Evidence on Change in Skills in Europe. Work, Employment and Society 35(3):
451–469.

Meyer, Sophie-Charlotte, Tisch, Anita & Hünefeld, Lena (2019): Arbeitsintensivierung und
Handlungsspielraum in digitalisierten Arbeitswelten – Herausforderung für das Wohlbefinden
von Beschäftigten? Industrielle Beziehungen. Zeitschrift für Arbeit, Organisation und Management
26(2-2019): 207–231.

Muaremi, Amir, Arnrich, Bert & Tröster, Gerhard (2013): Towards Measuring Stress with Smart-
phones and Wearable Devices During Workday and Sleep. BioNanoScience 3: 172–183.

Muñoz de Bustillo, Rafael, Fernández-Macías, Enrique, Antón, José Ignacio & Esteve, Fernando
(2009): Indicators of job quality in the European Union. Europäisches Parlament, Brüssel.

Muñoz de Bustillo, Rafael, Fernández-Macías, Enrique, Antón, José Ignacio & Esteve, Fernando
(2011): Measuring more than money: The social economics of job quality. Cheltenham, UK:
Edward Elgar Publishing.

Pfeiffer, Sabine (2012): Technologische Grundlagen der Entgrenzung: Chancen und Risiken, in:
Bernhard Badura, Antje Ducki, Helmut Schröder, Joachim Klose & Markus Meyer (Hrsg.),
Fehlzeiten-Report 2012. Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer Berlin Heidelberg. S. 15–21.

Reimann, Mareike, Abendroth, Anja-Kristin & Diewald, Martin (2020): How digitalized is work
in large German workplaces and how is digitalized work perceived by workers? A new employer-
employee survey instrument.

Tarafdar, Monideepa, Pullins, Ellen Bolman. & Ragu-Nathan, T. S. (2015): Technostress: nega-
tive effect on performance and possible mitigations. Information Systems Journal 25(2): 103–
132.

Trier, Matthias & Richter, Alexander (2015): The deep structure of organizational online networ-
king – an actor-oriented case study. Information Systems Journal 25(5): 465–488.

Wang, Bin, Liu, Yukun, Qian, Jing & Parker, Sharon K. (2020): Achieving Effective Remote
Working During the COVID-19 Pandemic: A Work Design Perspective. Applied psychology =
Psychologie appliquee.

Weinhardt, Michael (2021): Big Data: Some Ethical Concerns for the Social Sciences. Social
Sciences 10(2): 36.

Editorial: Job quality in digitalized work environments 383

https://doi.org/10.5771/0038-6073-2021-4-373 - Generiert durch IP 216.73.217.120, am 30.06.2026, 20:40:53. © Urheberrechtlich geschützter Inhalt. Ohne gesonderte
Erlaubnis ist jede urheberrechtliche Nutzung untersagt, insbesondere die Nutzung des Inhalts im Zusammenhang mit, für oder in KI-Systemen, KI-Modellen oder Generativen Sprachmodellen.

https://doi.org/10.5771%2F0038-6073-2021-4-373

