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Abstract. The article proposes a philosophical reconstruction of the concept
of ecological consciousness in the context of the development of digital culture, when
ecological ideas, affects and norms are increasingly formed through platforms and
algorithmic modes of visibility. The aim is to analyze the philosophical dimensions
of ecological consciousness in the context of digitalization and structural
transformations of ecological subjectivity.

Methods. An interdisciplinary approach was applied, combining social
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philosophy, ethics, philosophical anthropology and sociology.

Results. The results of the study established that modern ecological
consciousness is a synthetic phenomenon, where the ethical and value dimensions
of responsibility and care and the media-cultural mechanisms of constructing
attention, trust and solidarity intersect. The political and economic conditions of
«digital capitalismy were not left out of the study, which are capable of both
stimulating a «green transition» to a higher level of ecological consciousness and
producing «green» symbolic noise. It is argued that the materiality of digital
infrastructure (data center energy, ICT carbon footprint) is significant for
environmental consciousness, which introduces a new type of «opaque»
environmental externalities into ethics.

Conclusions. Environmental consciousness in the context of digital culture is
not simply the dissemination of environmental information online, but a structural
transformation of environmental subjectivity. A conceptual model of «platformed
environmental consciousnessy is proposed, which describes how digital
environments transform environmental subjectivity through three interconnected
axes: epistemic within knowledge and misinformation, emotional-affective within
emotional moods of anxiety and hope, practical from individual habits to
consumption practices and conscious collective action. The need for a double
critique within post-nonclassical philosophy is emphasized, both a critique of the
«greeningy of the digital as a symbolic gesture without material responsibility, and
a critique of the «techno-solution» without ethical and civic legitimacy. It is proven
that modern ecological consciousness should be simultaneously ethical, media-
critical and infrastructural-realistic.

Keywords: ecological consciousness, social philosophy, philosophy of
culture, digital culture, digital platforms, ethics of responsibility, datafication, green
technologies, artificial intelligence, sustainable development;, materiality of

infrastructures.
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dinocodii nayku HHI dinocodii, kynapTypomorii, moaiTomiorii,
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Anomauia. Y cmammi npononyemovcsi Qinocopcbka peKoHCmpYKYis
NOHAMMSL eKOJIO2IUHOI C8I0OMOCTI 8 YMOBAX PO3GUMK) YUDPOBOT KYIbmYypu, KOIU
eKONO2IYHI YABIeHHs, aghekmu U HopMu oOeodani Oinbuie GopmyrOmuvcs yepes
naameopmu i aneopummiuni pescumu suoumocmi. Mema — ananiz ginocopcoxux
BUMIPIB eKOJI02IUHOI c8i0OMOCMI 6 KOHmMeKCmi yu@posizayii i CcmpyKmypHux
mpaHncgopmayiti ekono2iuHoi €Yo €EKMUEHOCHI.

Memoou. 3acmocosano MidcOUCYuniinapHul nioxio, wo NOEOHYE COYIanbHy
Ginocogiro, emuxy, hinocoghcoky anmponono2io ma coyionozio.

Pezynomamu. Y pezynomamax 00CniOdceHHs: 8CMAHOBIEHO, WO CY4ACHA
eKON02TYHA CBIOOMICMb € CUHMEMUYHUM (HeHOMEHOM, 0e NePemUHaromvbCs emuKo-
YIHHICHI 8UMIipu 8i0no6ioanbHoCmi ma mypoomu i mMeoia-KyibmypHi MeXaHizmu
KOHCMPYI0O8aHHs yeau, 008ipu i conioapHocmi. He 3anuwunuce noza yeacorw y
00CNIOIHCEHHI | NONTMUKO-EKOHOMIYHI YMOBU «YUPDPOBO2O KANIMALIZMY», AKI 30amHi

SAK CIMUMYTIO8aAmMU «3eleHUll nepexioy 00 eK0JI02IYHOI C8I00MOCMI 8UU020 DIBH,
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mak [ npooyKygamu «3eieHuily cumeoniuHuti wym. Cmeepoxcyemuvcs, wo 0
eKON02IYHOI c8i0OMOCMI 3HAYYWA MamepiaibHicmb yupposoi ingpacmpykmypu
(enepeemuxa oama-yenmpis, eyeneyesuii cio ICT), wo 6600ume 6 emuky HO8UlL
MUNn «HENPO30PUX» eKoJ02TUHUX 308HIUUHIX eheKmis.

Bucnoeku. Exonociyna cgioomicmes y KoHmeKkcmi yugposoi Kyiemypu € He
npoCmo NOWUPEHHAM eKOJNO2IYHOI IH(opmayii oHAauH, a CMPYKMYPHOIO
mpaHcgopmayieio exonociunoi cyo’ekmuenocmi. 3anponoHo8aH0 KOHYENMyaibHy
MOoOenb «NAam@opmMoBaHoi eKo02iUHOI c8i0OMOCmIy, KA ONUCYE, AK YUPDPOsi
cepedosuwya  MpaHc@hoOpmyroms  eKoN02iuHy  cy0 €KmusHicms  uepe3  mpu
83AEMONO8 SI3AHI OCI. enicmeMHy 8 Medcax 3HAHHA [ 0e3iHhopmayis, eMoyitiHo-
agekmueHy 8 medxcax emMoyiluHuUx HAcmpoie mpugocu ma cnoodi6aHHs, NPAKMUYHY
8i0 36UYKU IHOUBIOY 00 NPAKMUK CHONCUBAHHA MA C8I0OMOI KOJIeKMuUeHoi Oii.
Iliokpecnena HeoOXiOHICMb NOOBIUHOI KPUMUKU 6 MeNCAX NOCMHEeKIACUYUHOL
Ginocoii, K KpUMuUKU «eKon02i3ayiiy yuppoeo2o K CUMBONIUHO20 dHecmy Oe3
mamepianvHoi 8I0N0GIOAIbHOCMI, MAK | KPUMUKU «MEXHO-PIUEeHHA» 0e3 emuKo-
2POMAOAHCHKOI Tecimumuocmi. Jlosedero, wo cyuacHa eKoio2iuHa c8i0oMiCmb Mae
Oymu  0OHOYACHO  emuyHol, Media-KpumuyHor ma  IHGpacmpyKmypHo-
Peanicmuytolo.

Knwuosi cnosa: exonociuna ceioomicms, coyianvua ¢hinocois, ginocogis
Kynomypu, yugposa Kyiomypa, yugposi niamgopmu, emuxa 6i0nogioanbHoCmi,
oamagikayis, 3eleHi MexXHON02li, WMY4YHUL [HmenNeKkm, CMmaiutl po36UMOK;

mamepianbHicmo iHpacmpykmyp.

Problem statement. Ecological consciousness in the XXIst century ceases to
be only the property of an individual or a dogmatic set of ecological knowledge, it
turns into a new cultural form at the intersection of environmental problems, media
practices, political mobilization and the new economy of attention and scientific
expertise. Digitalization, in turn, acting as a new powerful socio-cultural force,

shapes new ways of seeing nature, from statistical visualizations to global climate
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generalizations, which require new ways of responding, from regional civil
communities and crowdfunding to global movements and long-term campaigns.

Studies of digitalization and climate increasingly doubly exacerbate this
problem, whether the use of digital technologies is only part of the problem, a stage
in the development of ecological consciousness, or is part of the optimal solution to
environmental issues and environmental threats.

We consider the ethical approach of Hans Jonas as fundamental in our
research, as well as a new understanding of ecological consciousness from the
perspective of modern philosophical anthropology and phenomenology, where, in
particular, the dichotomies material - spiritual, economic - socio-political are
overcome.

A review of current literature and recent publications on the topic of
research. Let us consider how this problem is actualized in scientific publications
of the last five years, what semantic accents are placed, which requires our general
research attention. First of all, researchers draw attention to the specifics of the post-
industrial, information age, which leads to the so-called «dematerialization» of the
product, here the problem of digitalization appears as a double one, our
consciousness is changing, the ecological categorical imperative is strengthening, at
the same time the use of modern technology can also contain dangers for the
development of ecological consciousness itself [8].

S. Lange, J. Pohl, T. Santarius reflect on the problem of digitalization and a
possible decrease or increase in energy consumption in a new environmentally
oriented economy [10], also in this context the issue of energy consumption of a
global data center is considered [14]. Closely related to the ethical and philosophical
side of digitalization is the problem of sustainable development and civilizational
priorities of society; only a new ethical attitude towards nature in information
technologies themselves can provide the necessary epistemic and ontological shift
[18]. Jana MiSi¢ more systematically reveals new ethics and new ethical governance
in our digital age [15].
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A few works are devoted to the connection of digital technologies with climate
change, the reduction of greenhouse emissions [4], [13], the determination of
cultural and economic aspects of reducing environmental costs using Al to save the
climate [3], polar assessments in social discussions on climate change [5].

The latter aspect 1s particularly important, modern environmental
consciousness is formed primarily through the media and social networks, this is
revealed in the works of B. Ledn, S. Negredo, M. C Erviti on climate communication
in social media [11], in the development of scientific publications during 2000-2022
[2], the representation of «green» cultural and social behavior in Instagram [20] and
other social media, in particular the works of Hilary Graham (H. Graham, S. Golder)
[6], A. Horrich, Miriam Ertz, Insaf Bekir [7], Mike S. Schéifer [19].

All these radical changes in thinking and ecological behavior form not only a
new ecological consciousness, but also a new ontology and philosophical
anthropology [12], a new digital humanism [17] in global models of a more
sustainable future [1]. In particular, P. Nardelli speaks of a «global digital green
transition» to such a future «Green-digital transition» [16].

However, our analysis of publications shows that the paths of such a «green»,
«ecological» transition are often not yet conceptualized, which throws many authors
into both cultural pessimism and excessive techno-optimism, we take a moderate
objective position on this issue, which we try to set out in our article and our
reflections further.

Formulation of the objectives of the article (Problem statement).

In this context, an objective philosophical view, in our opinion, should avoid
both excessive techno-optimism and cultural pessimism, when the digital
environment is identified with the «alienation» (Erich Fromm) of a person from
himself.

The purpose of the study is to outline the philosophical dimensions of
ecological consciousness in the context of digitalization, to consider modern culture

as post-representative, to investigate the structural transformations of ecological
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subjectivity.

The main hypothesis of our study is to conceptualize ecological consciousness
in those concepts and configurations that are able to provide an adequate response
to new global challenges and have, among other things, material ecological
consequences, enshrined in infrastructural changes

Presentation of the main material of the study.

In classical approaches, environmental consciousness was often thought of as
a combination of knowledge, values, and behavioral attitudes. However, in the
digital, post-nonclassical era, the key issue is mediation: how exactly information
and values take the form of «convincing knowledge», «visible result», «emotionally
positively charged and collectively supported decision». Here, it is appropriate to
talk about a normative environmental imagination that does not simply reflect the
state of the environment but constructs the horizons of what is considered
responsible and fair, and therefore ethical, consistent with the requirements of ethical
environmental consciousness.

It is also important that environmental consciousness in the digital
environment is often tangential to identification and self-identification, when, for
example, demonstrative «green» practices in social networks can become part of the
virtual self and change the intentions and behavior of social communities, in the
terms of the research conducted, becoming the basis of a «virtual self-identity» [8].

Digital culture involves not only technical tools but also modes of attention
that decide what will become a cultural and social «event», what will be pushed out
of the mass consciousness and what will be repeated until fatigue [8]. Environmental
issues here fall into a philosophical paradox, because they simultaneously require
long-term attention, this applies especially to climate as a slow catastrophe for all
humanity, and compete in the feed with the logic of the immediate, for example,
news about the establishment of a natural park or the construction of a new plant
with more efficient waste processing. Therefore, environmental consciousness runs

the risk of fragmentation through «episodes of anxiety» without a sustainable
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transformation of practices [10].

In this dimension, studies of climate communication in social media are
important for us, because they show that information platforms can simultaneously
mobilize and polarize, produce trust and distrust. For example, polarization around
climate on social media has increased significantly in certain periods (in particular
in connection with COP events) [4], demonstrating that «digital publicity» often
exacerbates conflicts of interpretation rather than building consensus [20]. The COP
(Conference of Parties) in ecology was planned and continues to fulfill its role as an
annual global meeting of the countries-participants of the UN Framework
Convention on Climate Change, it was at it that decisions were made to combat
climate change and reduce greenhouse gas emissions, such as the Kyoto Protocol
(COP3, 1997) and the Paris Agreement (COP21, 2015) [18].

From a philosophical point of view, it is also important to consider the
ontological shift in ideas about the environment, where the way of scientific vision
redefines the essence of nature, and therefore its protection, this is a
phenomenological-constructivist approach to environmental consciousness.

Therefore, a separate layer of modern research describes the phenomenon of
«digital-nature intersections», when nature appears not as an external background,
but as co-constructed by digital practices, where sensors are important, registering
applications and algorithmic vision of natural patterns, biomimetics. In the
introductory article of the special issue of Digital Geography and Society [12], the
authors show that the «digital» works not only as an epistemic tool, i.e.
measurement, but as a socio-political and cultural-productive force that shakes the
boundaries between the «social» and the «naturaly.

The philosophical interpretation of this important process is based on the
thesis that ecological consciousness is becoming post-representational. We interact
not with «nature itself», «nature in itself», but with its digital modes of appearance
in the form of risk maps, indices, visualizations and recommendations. The question

then is not only about the multiple ontologies of nature, but also, crucially for our
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research, how these ontologies of nature (e.g., nature as a resource, as a partner, as
a risk system, as a data set) are implicitly embedded in modern digital tools, and
accordingly, how they normalize our sociocultural behavior. For example, classical
science and philosophy are characterized by the idea of nature as a resource, the non-
classical scientific picture of the world perceives nature as a risk system, post-non-
classical science and philosophy would like to see nature as a partner, but a partner
who communicates in a complex language, so a laboratory and digital data are
needed that will provide a voice for this partner in the scientific dialogue.

This multiple ontological shift also has serious ethical implications, if nature
«appears» through digital interfaces, then ecological responsibility presupposes a
high level of literacy and critical thinking on the part of the scientist himself about
what exactly the interface makes visible or invisible [15], and which agents,
including states, corporations, digital platforms, govern these modes of visibility.

One of the key philosophical errors in understanding digital culture lies in the
old notion of the «immateriality» of data. In fact, digital culture has a heavy material
foundation, including resource extraction, devices and device production,
information networks, data centers, power and cooling, and thoughtful disposal.

A paper published in Science [14] proposed «recalibrated» («redefined»)
estimates of global data center energy consumption within the framework of «energy
realism» and showed that traffic growth does not linearly translate into energy
consumption growth due to efficiency, but the risks of future growth (especially
against the backdrop of Al) remain significant.

The development of information and communication technology ecosystems
(ICT ecosystems) as a set of interconnected information systems, services, data and
participants (companies, users) working as a single whole with seamless digital
interaction and exchange of values within a common platform allows for the
development of not only new standards of technological interaction, but also a new
information ethical standard for environmental behavior [9]. Objective assessments

at the industrial sector level demonstrate that the ICT ecosystem has significant
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emissions, with a significant share falling on user devices and their life cycle. An
analysis for Telecommunications Policy [13] details the ICT sector’s electricity
consumption and GHG emissions in 2020 and highlights that devices account for
the largest share of the impact.

The rapid development of Al is moving environmental concerns into the realm
of computational responsibility, hence the need for a new ethics of computing that
takes into account the «naturalness» of artificial intelligence, «green Al». A review
from Neurocomputing outlines the philosophical and cultural field of «green Al»,
from methods for reducing energy consumption (green-in Al) to using Al for
environmental purposes (green-by Al), emphasizing the need for measurement and
regulatory frameworks [1].

The philosophical conclusion of this application of new technologies for
environmental awareness in the digital age should include an ontological
infrastructural dimension, i.e. the ability to see the environmental consequences of
one’s own digital everyday life (e.g. cloud computing, device upgrades) and to
demand socio-political transparency of supply chains, the energy origin of electricity
and standards of responsible design.

Let us consider the issue of digitalization in the context of sustainable
development, even if the effective use of one or several technologies does not
guarantee sustainability, in our opinion, the effectiveness and return will depend on
the development of everyone’s environmental awareness [11]. The widespread
expectation 1s that digitalization will automatically reduce the resource intensity of
the economy (smart cities, logistics optimization, «dematerialization» of
production). However, modern research emphasizes «rebound effects», where
increased efficiency can stimulate increased consumption or acceleration of the
economy [18]. A person’s consumerist, consumerist attitude to the world is
destroying the world, therefore environmental awareness should act as the main
guardian of the future of the world.

This 1s confirmed by the analytical model outlined in Ecological Economics,
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which systematizes the four effects of digitalization (direct ICT costs; energy
efficiency effect; economic growth effect; structural shifts) [10] and concludes that
overall digitalization can increase energy consumption if not accompanied by
policies of restriction and redistribution.

In Sustainability, the discussion of «digitalization & decoupling» raises an
even more acute question: are ICTs capable of ensuring an absolute decoupling of
growth and environmental burden, or are they rather embedded in a logic of growth
that reproduces pressure on resources [18].

This block is important for the philosophy of ecological consciousness,
because it shows: an «ecologically conscious digital subject» cannot limit itself to
choosing «more efficient» services [17]. An understanding of cultural ethics and
political economy is needed, for example, who benefits from digital optimizations,
what incentives they create, and whether they mask the shifting of environmental
costs into previously invisible areas, from production to disposal [9].

Today’s environmental consciousness is being shaped in an intellectual
environment where the «green transition» [16] is becoming both a field of
innovation, a field of marketing, and a field of geopolitics [3]. The critique must
therefore be two-fold, both as a critique of «anti-technological» fatalism and as a
critique of «green technological rhetoric» that hides structural costs.

Political economic analysis of Al for «green» supply chains has shown that
corporate promises of «Al as a game changer for sustainability» often do not
correspond to the real structure of environmental costs and incentives in the global
economy [3]. The philosophical application of this finding to environmental
consciousness 1s that. that in digital culture, the producer and consumer must include
critical reflection on power, that is, the question of how platforms, algorithms, and
corporations set the boundaries of what is «ecologically acceptable» [1] through
metrics, standards, certifications, advertising narratives, and control of
infrastructures.

Environmental consciousness also emerges as a new digital publicity,
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represented in social media [7]. Research on climate polarization on social media
shows that digital platforms can make conflict not a side effect but a structural
condition of visibility, where provocativeness is identified as «engagementy) [6].
Another study captures populist tropes in the climate debate. An analysis of the
mentions of «people» in the climate debate on X/Twitter [5] demonstrates that
populist schemas («people» vs. «elites») can permeate not only «climate-skeptic»
but also «pro-climate» messages, undermining trust in institutions and policies.

This 1s important for the philosophy of environmental consciousness, because
it shows that environmental consciousness is not only an activity, a knowledge,
where it 1s important to know the truth about the climate, but also a new presence,
where it is necessary to be included in regimes of trust [ 19]. If trust in science or the
state is destroyed, then environmental knowledge may lose its mobilizing power, fail
to become an activity, or turn into affective noise, a non-working commentary on a
social media platform.

Social media create a space where environmental behavior becomes part of a
symbolic economy of status. The study of «conspicuous green behavior» shows that
the virtual self can influence pro-environmental intentions and actions, but at the
same time opens up the risk of replacing material action with representation [16].

Digital culture appears as a new ethical and legal field of norm-setting, where
the ethics of the digital should approach a general environmental imperative valid
for everyone: Kant’s formulation «Act only according to that maxim that you would
at the same time like to see as a universal law of nature» is transformed into Barry
Commoner’s moderate definition of «nothing 1s given for free», where the global
ecological system is a single whole.

The philosophy of environmental consciousness in the digital age inevitably
intersects with the ethics of the digital, valuing privacy, justice, accountability of
algorithms, asymmetry of power. In this sense, the concept of «digital humanism»
is important because it directly recognizes the digital as a political and philosophical

project of «drawing boundaries» for digitalization, that is, setting normative
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restrictions.

Additionally, the pragmatic turn in digital ethics emphasizes: values are
inevitably «built-in» into digital systems, and therefore environmental values must
be included in the design and management of technologies.

Based on the material considered, we will propose a conceptual model that
captures the specifics of environmental consciousness in digital culture, this is
«platformed environmental consciousness». Platformed ecological consciousness is
a form of ecological subjectivity that is formed and reproduced through digital
platforms, algorithmic modes of visibility, and the infrastructural conditions of
information and communication technology ecosystems, combining normative
beliefs, affects, and practices of action.

Three main semantic axes of the model of this consciousness can be outlined.

The first, epistemic axis, 1s based on knowledge and truth
(knowledge/disinformation), where knowledge should circulate as digital «content»,
and truth competes and wins by competing with the virality of social media. The
disadvantage of this axis in modern conditions may be that polarization can become
a media norm.

The second, emotional-affective axis (anxiety/hope/outrage), demonstrates
that in ecological consciousness, emotions often become the «fuel» of engagement,
and anxiety for a common ecological/climate future can both mobilize and paralyze
socially active behavior. The danger of this axis lies in political populism, where
populist tropes and metaphors can reconfigure affects against institutions.

The third, main, practical axis (habits/consumption/collective action), where
ecological action can be reduced to mere demonstration, as digitalization generates
rebound effects, or become practically effective through infrastructural materiality
(ICT/AI), which makes «digital habits» environmentally relevant.

From this model proposed in our study, three key normative positions for the
ethics and politics of digital culture follow.

The first proclaims infrastructural responsibility as the main one, that is,

https://h-visnyk.com.ua/index.php/home/about ISSN: 3083-5712

YBech KOHTEHT JlilieH30BaHo 3a ymoBamu Creative Commons BY 4.0 International license


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

:

ecological consciousness must include knowledge of the material consequences of
the digital (energy, devices, data centers, AI computing), otherwise it remains a
«symbolic ecology».

The second is based on the recognition of ecological virtues. Epistemic and
media literacy become the main ones as an ecological virtue, when in digital culture
ecological ethics requires virtues related to verification, resistance to manipulation,
attention to sources and understanding of algorithmic mechanisms of polarization.

The third is based on a critique of «green» rhetoric without political economy:
«Al for sustainability» and «digital solutions» can only be effective if there is
institutional accountability, regulation, and a change in incentives, otherwise they
become a mechanism for legitimizing growth.

To achieve our goal, namely a holistic analysis of the philosophical
dimensions of environmental consciousness in the context of digitalization and
structural transformations of environmental subjectivity, we have applied several
methods, in particular an interdisciplinary approach that combines social
philosophy, ethics, philosophical anthropology and sociology. Behind social
movements and environmental consciousness, we see a crisis of ethics and its
overcoming, and to suggest ways of overcoming it, we have used philosophical-
anthropological and phenomenological methods. Another methodological emphasis
of our work is that environmental consciousness in digital culture cannot bypass the
materiality of the digital, this is a new connection between philosophy and
philosophy of economics, data centers, energy consumption, device production,
electronic waste become the focus of modern consideration, it is here that the
dramatic paradox of eco-sacredness arises as a search for the sacred in a secularized
world.

Conclusions. Environmental awareness in the context of digital culture is not
simply «the dissemination of environmental information online», but a structural
transformation of environmental subjectivity: the modes of visibility of nature, the

ways of forming trust, the affective economy of climate discourse, and the very
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materiality of everyday practices are changing. Philosophical analysis shows that
environmental awareness must be simultaneously ethical, media-critical, and
infrastructurally realistic. Only in this way can it become the basis for sustainable
change, not short-term waves of concern that algorithms quickly convert into
«content» and forget.

Digital culture intensifies ecological anxiety through constant exposure to
disasters. But it is important not to psychologize and over-anthropologize our
ecological fears, which can become a phenomenological signal of a rupture in an
important lifeworld, when the world ceases to be a self-evident «khome». Now, most
people feel that the future is not guaranteed, and that the future «natural order» has
been forever disrupted. The conclusions and further prospects of our research are
related to the restoration of this order, therefore, our research 1s based on a
phenomenological and ecological approach to digitalization.

A conceptual model of «platformed ecological consciousnessy» is proposed,
which describes how digital environments transform ecological subjectivity through
three interconnected axes: epistemic within knowledge and misinformation,
emotional-affective within emotional moods of anxiety and hope, practical from
individual habits to consumption practices and conscious collective action. The need
for a double critique within post-nonclassical philosophy is revealed, both a critique
of the «greeningy of the digital as a symbolic gesture without material responsibility,
and a critique of the «techno-solution» without ethical-civic legitimacy, which is
exactly what the philosophical field of further research on this topic will look like.

From our position and the perspective of further research, the idea of
responsibility as a response to a call is primarily useful here: the Earth appears not
as an object, but as something that «calls» every conscious citizen, through suffering,
destruction, loss. But in the digital environment, the call has the danger of turning
into noise: the recurrence of disasters reduces sensitivity, generates fatigue, which
phenomenologically looks like a transition from an «ecological call» to a simple

«alarm signal» that the nervous system learns to ignore.
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consciousness in digital culture cannot bypass the materiality of the digital, this is a

Another methodological emphasis of our work is that environmental

new connection between philosophy and philosophy of economics, data centers,
energy consumption, device production, electronic waste become the focus of
modern consideration, it is here that the dramatic paradox of eco-sacredness arises
as a search for the sacred in a secularized world. This is the paradox we are fighting
against: we sacralize nature by using infrastructures that increase pressure on nature,
we strive for «purity» through technologies that have a «dirty» supply chain, this
should become the basis for further deep existential-philosophical research on

ecological consciousness.

Reference

1. Bolon-Canedo V., Moran-Fernandez L., Cancela B., Alonso-Betanzos A.
A review of green artificial intelligence: Towards a more sustainable future.
Neurocomputing. — 2024. — Vol.599, 128096. — [Electronic resource]. — Mode of
access: DOI: 10.1016/j.neucom.2024.128096 (accessed: 11.11.2025).

2. Charfeddine L., Umlai M. ICT sector, digitization and environmental
sustainability: A systematic review of the literature from 2000 to 2022. Renewable
and Sustainable Energy Reviews. — 2023. — Vol. 184, 113482. — [Electronic
resource]. — Mode of access: DOI: 10.1016/j.rser.2023.113482 (accessed:
11.11.2025).

3. Dauvergne P. Is artificial intelligence greening global supply chains?
Exposing the political economy of environmental costs. Review of International
Political Economy. — 2022. — Vol. 29(3). — P. 696-718. — [Electronic resource]. —
Mode of access: DOI: 10.1080/09692290.2020.1814381 (accessed: 11.11.2025).

4. Dwivedi Y. K., Hughes L., Kar A. K., et al. Climate change and COP26:
Are digital technologies and information management part of the problem or the
solution? International Journal of Information Management. — 2022. — Vol. 63,

102456. —  [Electronic  resource]. — Mode of access: DOI:

https://h-visnyk.com.ua/index.php/home/about ISSN: 3083-5712

YBech KOHTEHT JlilieH30BaHo 3a ymoBamu Creative Commons BY 4.0 International license


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

ba @

Jl

10.1016/j.1jinfomgt.2021.102456 (accessed: 11.11.2025).

5. Falkenberg M., Galeazzi A., Torricelli M., et al. Growing polarization
around climate change on social media. — Nature Climate Change. —2022. — Vol.12.
— P.1114-1121. — [Electronic resource]. — Mode of access: DOI: 10.1038/s41558-
022-01527-x (accessed: 11.11.2025).

6. Graham H., Golder S. Social media engagement in people and climate
change. npj Climate Action. —2024. — Vol.3, 89. — [Electronic resource]. — Mode of
access: DOI: 10.1038/s44168-024-00167-5 (accessed: 11.11.2025).

7. Horrich A., Ertz M., Bekir 1. Exploring the role of social media in shaping
sustainable consumer behavior: a qualitative study. Cogent Business &
Management. — 2025. — Vol. 12. — N.1. — [Electronic resource]. — Mode of access:
DOI: 10.1080/23311975.2025.2560648 (accessed: 11.11.2025).

8. Kasulaitis B. V., Babbitt C. W., Krock A. K. Dematerialization and the
Circular Economy: Comparing Strategies to Reduce Material Impacts of the
Consumer Electronic Product Ecosystem. Journal of Industrial Ecology. — 2019. —
Vol. 23. - Issue 1. - P.119-132. — [Electronic resource]. — Mode of access: DOI:
10.1111/j1ec.12756 (accessed: 11.11.2025).

9. Kirkpatrick K. The carbon footprint of artificial intelligence. Commun.
ACM. —2023. - Vol. 66. - N. 8 (Aug.). — P. 17-19. — [Electronic resource]. — Mode
of access: DOI: 10.1145/3603746 (accessed: 11.11.2025)..

10. Lange S., Pohl J., Santarius T. Digitalization and energy consumption.
Does ICT reduce energy demand? Ecological Economics. — 2020. — Vol.176
(106760). —  [Electronic  resource]. — Mode of access: DOI:
10.1016/j.ecolecon.2020.106760 (accessed: 11.11.2025).

11. Leon B., Negredo S., Erviti M. C. Social Engagement with climate
change: principles for effective visual representation on social media. Climate
Policy. — 2022. — Vol. 22. — Issue 8. — P. 976-992. — [Electronic resource]. — Mode
of access: DOI: 10.1080/14693062.2022.2077292 (accessed: 11.11.2025).

12. Luque-Ayala A., Machen R., Nost E. (2024). Digital natures: New

https://h-visnyk.com.ua/index.php/home/about ISSN: 3083-5712

YBech KOHTEHT JlilieH30BaHo 3a ymoBamu Creative Commons BY 4.0 International license


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

ba @

il

ontologies, new politics? Digital Geography and Society. — 2024. — Vol. 6, 100081.
— [Electronic resource]. — Mode of access: DOI: 10.1016/j.diggeo0.2024.100081
(accessed: 11.11.2025).

13. Malmodin J., Lovehagen N., Bergmark P., Lundén D. ICT sector
electricity consumption and greenhouse gas emissions — 2020 outcome.
Telecommunications Policy. — 2024. — Vol.48. — Issue 3. — [Electronic resource]. —
Mode of access: DOI: 10.1016/j.telpol.2023.102701 (accessed: 11.11.2025).

14. Masanet E., Shehabi A., Lei N., Smith S., Koomey J. Recalibrating global
data center energy-use estimates. Science. — 2020. — Vol. 367. — Issue 6481. — P.
984-986. — [Electronic resource]. — Mode of access: DOI: 10.1126/science.aba3758
(accessed: 11.11.2025).

15. MiSi¢ J. Ethics and governance in the digital age. European Journal of
Social Theory. — 2021. — Vol. 20. — Issue 2. October. — P. 175-181. — [Electronic
resource]. — Mode of access: DOI: 10.1177/17816858211061793 (accessed:
11.11.2025).

16. Nardelli P. H. J., Santaella-Goncalves R. Green-digital transition through
commons-based decentralized planning. Globalizations. — 2025. — P.1-20. —
[Electronic resource]. — Mode of access: DOI: 10.1080/14747731.2025.2555504
(accessed: 11.11.2025).

17. Prem E. Principles of digital humanism: A critical post-humanist view.
Journal of Responsible Technology. — 2024. — Vol.17, 100075. — [Electronic
resource]. — Mode of access: DOI: 10.1016/5.jrt.2024.100075 (accessed:
11.11.2025).

18. Santarius T., Pohl J., Lange S. Digitalization and the Decoupling Debate:
Can ICT Help to Reduce Environmental Impacts While the Economy Keeps
Growing? Sustainability. —2020. — Vol.12(18). - Issue 7496. — [Electronic resource].
— Mode of access: DOI: 10.3390/sul2187496 (accessed: 11.11.2025).

19. Schéfer M. S. Social media in climate change communication: State of the

field, new developments and the emergence of generative Al. SAGE Journals

https://h-visnyk.com.ua/index.php/home/about ISSN: 3083-5712

YBech KOHTEHT JlilieH30BaHo 3a ymoBamu Creative Commons BY 4.0 International license


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

ba @

Jl

Dialogues on Climate Change. — 2025. — Vol.2(1). — P. 49-55. — [Electronic
resource]. — Mode of access: DOI: 10.1177/29768659241300666. (accessed:
11.11.2025).

20. Wallace E., Buil I. Antecedents and consequences of conspicuous green
behavior on social media: Incorporating the virtual self-identity into the theory of
planned behavior. Journal of Business Research. — 2023. — Vol.157, 113549. —
[Electronic resource]. — Mode of access: DOI: 10.1016/j.jbusres.2022.113549
(accessed: 11.11.2025).

https://h-visnyk.com.ua/index.php/home/about ISSN: 3083-5712

YBech KOHTEHT JlilieH30BaHo 3a ymoBamu Creative Commons BY 4.0 International license


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

