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ABSTRACT
The era of mobile media has placed communications convergence at a new stage. The importance of studies about mobile
communications has been growing increasingly over the last years. This growth is connected to the increase in the access to
contents through new devices. The last ten years have seen a process of acceleration in mobile technology innovations. The peak
of this new scenario has been the interest of the research community in investigating the relationship between such innovations
and the spread of informative contents. This article analyses those studies that address the relation between mobile devices and
communication and journalism. The main objective is to clarify the current state of these studies as well as to define their
significance within the current convergence scenario. In order to reach such objectives, a Systematic Literature Review (SLR)
was conducted. The authors analysed 199 research articles published between January 2008 and May 2018 in the database
Web of Science. The findings suggest that the United States has the largest number of studies in relation to this topic. We can
pinpoint the highest increase in scientific production about journalism and mobile communications in 2013. Besides, it exists a
dominance of those articles related with actants upon those ones about actors or audiences.

RESUMEN
La era de los medios móviles ha situado la convergencia comunicativa en un nuevo estadio. La movilidad ha abierto un gran
campo en la cambiante sociedad red. La producción científica sobre periodismo móvil ha adquirido un mayor protagonismo gra-
cias a las mejoras técnicas de los dispositivos y a la democratización en el acceso a los contenidos por parte de los usuarios. En
los últimos diez años se ha producido una aceleración en las innovaciones tecnológicas que se ha traducido en un mayor interés
por esta área de estudio. En este trabajo se analizan los artículos sobre dispositivos móviles y periodismo a fin de definir el momen-
to actual del proceso y situar el papel que ocupan en el escenario convergente. El método ha sido una revisión sistemática de la
literatura científica (SLR) de 199 artículos publicados entre enero del 2008 y mayo del 2018 en la base de datos Web of Science.
La validación siguió los criterios de inclusión y exclusión, identificación de la base de datos, motores de búsqueda, y evaluación
y descripción de resultados. Los hallazgos indican que en Estados Unidos se concentra el mayor número de publicaciones rela-
cionadas con este tema y que el auge de la producción científica sobre periodismo móvil se da en el año 2013. Se concluye que
existe un predominio de publicaciones relacionadas con los actantes en detrimento de aquellas que versan sobre actores o
audiencias. 
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Over the last two decades, the media arena has become increasingly digital thanks to the development of

advanced and often cheaper devices, with improved connectivity and a wider supply of products and services.
There is a long academic tradition on the study of digitisation and innovation processes in newsrooms. From Castells
(1996), who explored the so-called network society and its technological reach, to the metamorphosis (Fidler, 1997)
and the digitisation process of the news by Boczkowski (2004). Studies on aspects such as multimediality (Deuze,
2005), interactivity (Scolari, 2008), convergence (Salaverría & García-Avilés, 2010), participation (Masip & al.,
2015), personalisation (Thurman, 2011), memory and documentation (Guallar, 2011), and the mobility in the use
of the new media (Westlund & Lewis, 2014), among others, have been of particular importance. The relevance
of information and automation technologies has been obvious ever since Manovich (2013) drew attention to how
software had acquired the leading role. The trend has become even more important for a good part of processes,
such as the search, development, and dissemination of contents. Innovation processes in newsrooms (Paulussen,
2016) consider content production for mobile devices a priority, namely mobile journalism –MOJO– and
participation (Barnes, 2016), which is carried out, in a very large percentage, from mobile devices. 

The transformation process of media technologies as regards their adaptation to everyday life, routines and
social environments have been studied by many authors over the past few years (Silverstone & al., 1992; Haddon,
2007). Mobiles have been studied, from the beginning, as driving forces of a sociological change that are able to
shape our everyday life (Ling, 2004; Ling & Haddon, 2001; Oksman & Rautianen, 2002). The growth in mobile
users (GSMA, 2018) reveals that the media industry is facing a challenge. Adapting to a mobile audience that
consumes content preferably through mobile devices (Reuters Institute, 2018) is a priority that requires knowing the
characteristics and particularities of this new communicative platform.

Mobile communication refers to the access to contents from mobile devices and to the constant connection of
individuals. Castells (2006) highlights the permanence and ubiquity as two of the factors that help to understand this
phenomenon. During the past decade, mobiles have gradually become portable devices, personal laptops. This
quality, which facilitates interpersonal communication, has been highlighted by the majority of researchers in this
area (Ling, 2004; Fortunati, 2001; Habuchi, 2005; Matsuda, 2005; Wei & Lo, 2006). 

Mobile devices are conceived as essential elements to deal with the new social structure that affects human
implications, interventions between organizations and social institutions (Geser, 2004).

The launch of the Apple iPhone in 2007 marks the beginning of a new era in the digitisation process and creates
a new standard to understand the meaning of mobile communications and the media in particular (Scolari, Aguado,
& Feijoo, 2012). 

Although these have always been “mobile” according to Bruhn (2013), they transform the paradigm of
traditional media (Westlund, 2011), providing new synchronic, located and individualised formats (Bruhn, 2013),
and modifying social contexts and ways of producing, disseminating and receiving contents. 

Wei (2013) defines mobile media as personal, interactive, Internet-enabled portable platforms and controlled
by users. The value of mobility, together with its personal, private (Lorente, 2002) and individualistic nature
(Soletic, 2008) aimed at the personalisation (Martin, 2009) are some of the elements that define the mobile device.
Aguado and Martínez (2006) point out that most of the success of the spread of telephony is due to its adherent
characteristics: ubiquity, personal character, translocality, and always-on connectivity.

It is necessary to specify that the phenomenon of mobile journalism has not yet been unanimously conceptualised
in Academia. At first, the term has been considered a successor of multimedia journalism, but, in reality, it is a new
field with its own characteristics. The difference lies in mobility, which opens space for diverse interpretations within
this new context. Some authors, in the attempt to provide a more reliable explanation of this new journalistic practice,
chose to call it mobile digital journalism (Campbell, 2007), mobile news journalism (Forsberg, 2001), and mobile
journalism (Briggs, 2007; Quinn, 2000; Pavlik, 2001; Castells, 2006). The concept should be understood from the
media perspective, as noted by Goggin and Hjorth (2009) and Virpi (2010), which leads us to affirm that we are
faced with two different perspectives that help to provide a clearer definition of this new field of study. On the one
hand, that which refers to the dissemination and reception of content for mobile devices and, on the other hand,
that which focuses on content production. 

Although, as we have already seen, the scientific production on mobile communication is very common, the
study of mobile journalism has serious research gaps. Pearce (2013) found absences of knowledge in existing scientific
production, alerting to the need to conduct studies with a higher theoretical commitment and rigorous methods. Works
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challenges of journalistic companies within the contexts of the mobile society, focused on the need to adapt to the
public segmentation and to the era of the permanent connectivity (Aguado & Martínez, 2006). Researchers agree
that this new context facilitates the creation of innovative strategies as regards distribution and business models
(Aguado, 2012) and facilitates the creation of new expressive modalities (Sánchez & Aguado, 2010). Cebrián and
Flores-Vivar (2011) affirm that news contents disseminated through mobile devices went through three main phases:
adaptation, autonomy, and emancipation. The main published articles in this field focus on the use of mobile devices
and its social impact, referring to, for instance, changes in structuring, communication methods and mutation in
traditional values such as space and time, public and private, identity, and security and solitude, among others.
However, these are descriptive works
with a low degree of theoretical
research. In this sense, there is a
lack of analytical and practical
studies about mobile journalism
from its three main branches:
broadcasting, dissemination,
and reception of contents.

Taking into account these
absences of knowledge, the
article aims to analyse recent
studies (2008-18) produced in
the articulation of mobile jour-
nalism, in order to know what
kind of research has been done
in this field, the contexts in
which these practices have
been developed and the cha-
llenges detected. The ultimate goal
is to provide knowledge about the
complexity of the mobile ecosystem as its role in the communication arena becomes more important during the
second decade of the third millennium (Aubusson, Schuck, & Burden, 2016). 

2. Material and method
The general plan to know and understand the role of emergent mobile media in the scenario of media

convergence is based on a methodological design that starts from the systematic scientific literature review. It
is based on the RSL protocol proposed by Kitchenham (2004), which has had greater impact in the last ten years
(between January 2008 and April 2018). The systematic review, which is part of the secondary research and
whose basis is the scrupulous respect for transparency and systematization (Codina, 2017), allows us to know the
main contributions to the state of the art. This technique will allow us to “identify, assess and interpret the available
data within a time period of a specific research field” (Ramírez-Montoya & García-Peñalvo, 2018), that we have set
at ten years because this is the point where there is a cycle change in mobile communication. 

We worked with inclusion criteria consisting on keywords defined for mobile journalism, the subject of study,
and published in English in the period 2008-18. Articles in which the main goal was not related to mobile journalism
have been excluded as, for instance, those related to technical aspects of devices and those that affected media
literacy processes. The procedure to conduct the review consisted in the selection of studies in the area of Social
Sciences through the Web of Science database. This choice is justified because the main objective is to assess
articles published in journals with the highest impact at the international level. In order to locate the results, the
following categories, collected in Table 1 (next page), were taken into account: 

The method followed the steps listed below: 
1) Identification of the research field and the period to assess: mobile journalism (2008-18).
2) Selection of sources: research articles from the area of Social Sciences Citation Index (SSCI).
3) Search in the WoS –Web of Science– with the list of final descriptors. 

Studies on mobile device impact on communication 
processes in general and news-makingg processes in particu-
lar have been widely studied topics over the last years. Thus,
referenced works in this research are the continuation of
experiences started by theorists such as Castells (1996) and
Fidler (1997), precursors in advancing the degree of impact
that mobile technologies would have in the evolution of 
communication in its different forms and supports.
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5) Identification of variables to study: descriptive data (year of publication, name of the journal, title of the

article, keywords and number of
authors); type of study (quantitative,
qualitative, descriptive-explanatory,
transversal and non-specified);
techniques (observation, survey,
interviews, content analysis, case
study, experimental and non-spe-
cified); main contribution; DOI; and
finally, institution of origin. 

3. Results
This part analyses the most

relevant findings during the systematic literature review based on the recent research production on mobile journalism
using the above-mentioned descriptors. In total, 199 different papers were reviewed, as a result of the search of seven
terms, series of terms and the exclusion of possible matches. Throughout this section, we analyse the main research
trends in the subject, taking into account various points of view: publication –number of published articles and titles–,
number of signatures and main subject of the papers reviewed. Likewise, the thematic classification formula devised
by Lewis and Westlund (2015) was used to divide articles on mobile journalism from the viewpoint of actors,
actants, audiences, and activities. 

We initially focused on the time distribution of works obtained. As showed in Figure 1, over the last decade
there has been a gradual increase in the production of content related to mobile communication, reaching a peak
in 2013 with a production of 38 texts related to the selected descriptors. In the following years, the number was
reduced, reaching 30 contributions in 2017. For the period covered by this study, 2018, we have identified 23 texts
on mobile journalism.

We have found 31 different journals with a scope that includes scientific articles related to the application of
mobile technologies with journalism. Table 2 shows journals that have published a hundred or more articles related
to the subject studied in the last decade. This information is useful to appreciate how some journals show a higher
degree of specialization in this topic. This would be the case of «Mobile Media & Communication» with 55 texts,
and «New Media & Society», with 21. It can be seen that only two more titles, «Convergence» and «Journalism
Studies» with 12 and 11 articles respectively, surpass the ten texts related to the selected descriptor. Therefore, four
publications make up almost 50% of production connected to the terms researched. 

We now analyse the characteristics of authorship in the scientific production on mobile journalism indexed in Web
of Science over the last decade. Thus, we note that the trend is having a single author in 51.25% of cases   –102 of the
199 texts reviewed–. In terms of co-authorship, there are 54 articles signed by two people, and 28 by three people.

The maximum number of authors is 9,
which happens in two cases.

In terms of the origin of researchers
who sign the 199 articles analysed, it
is observed that they come from
universities based in 30 different
countries. Among them, The United
States is the country with the greatest
presence throughout the revised
corpus. Australia hosts the second
largest volume of researchers on mobile
journalism, while the UK ranks third. 

Also, it is possible to identify that
26.13 per cent of reviewed articles
are signed by authors from more
than one university, while 11.55 per
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cent are international researches, that is, signed by authors from more than a country.  When it comes to the
thematic revision of reviewed titles, we utilized the proposal used by Lewis and Westlund (2015). These authors
devised a classification for articles framed within a same reality but approached from different points of view: actors –
in this case media professionals–, actants –referring to all related to the construction of messages through mobile devices
and their own language–; audiences –receivers of messages produced and communicated through mobile devices–
; and activities –routines and tasks carried out by media professionals and users of new devices–.The presence
of each thematic line will therefore be
observed in the reviewed literature
corpus. 

3.1. Actors
This section is framed within studies

on news content production taking into
account the re-evaluation of traditional
journalistic theories in the new digital context
(Löffelholz, 2008). Domingo (2008) refers
to the production of news as a generic
process that includes five stages: 1) access
and observation; 2) selection and filtering;
3) processing and edition; 4) distribution;
5) interpretation. This definition serves
as a good starting point to analyse the
concept of actors regarding the production
of news in general. 

Papers related to actors are the less
numerous, with 17 references. These address the issue of mobile journalism from an approach focused on the use
of new technologies by journalists (Deprez & Van-Leuven, 2018; Mills, Pellanda, & Pase, 2017), as well as the
comparison between mobile journalists or MoJo and traditional journalists (Blankenship, 2016). There are also,
in relation to articles written from the point of view of actors, papers that focus on the use of mobile technologies by
citizens that play the role of citizen journalists (Ataman & Çoban, 2018), as well as the implementation of activist
journalists’ initiatives by communication professionals (Hermida & Hernández-Santaolalla, 2018).

3.2. Actants
For the study of actants (Lewis & Westlund, 2015), we focused on the conception of the smartphone as a

meta-media (Jensen, 2016; Márquez, 2017), born in the context of cyberculture (Levy, 2007), that is, a device
containing old and new media that offers a broad range of possibilities (Madianou & Miller, 2012). According to
this idea, mobile news apps are a good example of technological actants.

We started from a holistic conception of the smartphone (Humphreys, Karnowski, & Von-Pape, 2018),
understood as a device that reflects “the instrumental hyper-multifunctionality and the complexity of the new
techno-social scenario” (Fumero, 2010). 

We found studies related to the usability of devices, a concept popularized by Gibson (1979), and to the
intrinsic characteristics of smartphones. In this regard, the ubiquity and persuasiveness stood out (Aguado &
Martínez, 2008), as well as the ease to compress video, images and text, and the simplicity in recording, editing and
distribution processes through the Internet, opening in turn new means of citizen expression. 

Undoubtedly, everything related to languages and the construction of the message through mobile devices is the
most addressed thematic approach in mobile journalism research over the last years. Thus, it was observed that 58%
of reviewed articles focus on the technical and linguistic characteristics offered by this new technology. 

We also found different research lines linked to, among others, aspects such as the change posed by the
inclusion of location and GPS services in the news (Goggin, Martin, & Dwyer, 2015); the use of tools for publishing
and receiving news through mobile devices (Mills, Egglestone, Rashid, & Väätäjä, 2012); communication structures and
dissemination of news through mobile devices (Van-Cauwenberge, d’Haenens, & Beentjes, 2015); and the required
adaptation process for the media to efficiently disseminate their contents (Westlund & Färdigh, 2015). 
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around a specific event (Mudhai, 2011), and even more technical, based on the analysis of the functionalities of
specific mobile applications (Verhoeff, 2017).

3.3. Audiences
When it comes to audiences, 42 references were found, this being the second most used thematic approach.

Different study approaches were identified, among them: research focused on users’ behaviour when using a
specific service or application (Saker & Evans, 2016); the connection between the media and their audiences
through the use of new devices as well as new ways of consuming information enabled by these devices (Peters,
2012); the participation and mobilization of users (Mudliar & Donner, 2015); and the response of audiences in new
communication environments (Kim, Lee, Hwang, & Jeong, 2016).

Taking as reference the focus of audiences, the reviewed studies provide conclusions centred fundamentally on
aspects such as the potential of engagement in contents disseminated through mobile devices against more traditional
media (Antunovic, Parsons, & Cooke, 2018), and the relevance of factors such as the role of parents and school
training at the time of incorporating news consumption in youth (Edgerly, Thorson, Thorson, Vraga, & Bode,
2018). From the perspective of the connection between citizens and the media, mobile devices are pointed out as
tools called to produce changes in news production routines by incorporating materials and testimonials provided
by the audience (Lorenzo-Dus & Bryan, 2011). These contributions, so frequent nowadays through spaces such
as social networks and other exchange channels, serve to bring individuals and the media closer together in an
increasingly collaborative news production process (Soep, 2012).

3.4. Activities
In terms of activities, we grouped together everything related to production and consumption routines by the

media and users. 24 of the 199 analysed texts used this thematic approach, looking at the activities carried out during
communication processes. 

Examples of this are those papers focused on experimentation activities and implementation of new communication
processes applied to mobile devices by the media and companies of another industry (Carah, 2017); strategies and
actions carried out to protect users’ privacy (Vickery, 2015) and the use of certain tools and services of mobile
devices in the daily activities of citizens (Frith, 2017). 

4. Discussion and conclusions
As reflected in the present text, studies on mobile device impact on communication processes in general

and news-makingg processes in particular have been widely studied topics over the last years. Thus, referenced
works in this research are the continuation of experiences started by theorists such as Castells (1996) and Fidler
(1997), precursors in advancing the degree of impact that mobile technologies would have in the evolution of
communication in its different forms and supports.

From the study of the research production on mobile journalism, obtained through the search of different
descriptors in the Web of Science database, it was found that, over the last ten years, there has been a gradual
increase of papers related to the topic. The data confirm an evolution: in 2008, we foundfour4 references and, in
the middle of 2018, the numberamounted too 23. 

Throughout the ten years studied, 31 journals included papers focused on communication and mobile journalism
in line with the outlined search criteria. However, the trend within this topic is the concentration of research production
in four journals that bring together almost half of the research. There is, therefore, a certain specialization or trend of
authors to disseminate their findings through Mobile Media & Communication, New Media & Society,
Convergence and Journalism Studies, all of them closely linked to the study of the impact of technology in
communication processes. 

Regarding the characteristics of authorship, the presence of a single author prevails, something that happens in
more than half of the papers reviewed. Also, the presence of two signatures in co-authored papers is notable.
Regarding the geographical origin of authors, we found 30 different countries. However, researchers based in the
United States, Australia and the United Kingdom stand out. We see, then, how the English-speaking countries are
the heart of the academic production on the subject. 

Finally, following the existing trends regarding the topical distribution of articles, we followed the one proposed
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by Lewis and Westlund (2015), dividing texts that address the topic of mobile journalism from four perspectives:
actors, actants, audiences and activities. The classification is interesting, as it establishes four ways to approach the
phenomenon of mobile journalism. New paths are opened within the relationships between user-media, journalist-user
and journalist-media through the technological mediation enabled by mobile devices, both in the production and
communication processes and the news consumption. However, in recent years, the greatest weight of mobile
communication research has focused on technology, studying both its particularities and the influence of innovation
in news production.

Regarding the limitations of the study, these are the determination of the period of study (2008-2018) and the
choice of descriptors. The period proposed corresponds to the expansion phase of smartphones as platforms of
news content thanks to the release of the iPhone in 2007. Regarding the descriptors used for the Web of Science
search, they were selected from a
first approach to the literature
corpus published in recent
years and the words and key-
words established by the aut-
hors of those papers. Similarly,
the choice of the English lan-
guage for search descriptors in
Web of Science acts as a
constraint and barrier to all
those papers written in other
languages such as Spanish and
Portuguese, among others. 

Finally, with regard to
future research in this area,
there is scope for developing
similar studies aimed at knowing
the particularities and research
trends on the introduction of mobile
devices in the everyday life of citizens and in the news production processes. Similar revisions could provide a greater
knowledge of thematic trends and used approaches and could serve to give value to research centres and scholars that
carry the banner for mobile journalism.

Funding Agency
The text is prepared within the framework of the project “News uses and preferences in the new media map in Spain” (Reference: CSO2015-
64662-C4-4-R), from the Ministry of Economy and Competitiveness. The project is co-funded by the European Regional Development Fund
(ERDF). 

References
Aguado, J.M., & Martínez, I. (2006). El proceso de mediatización de la telefonía móvil: de la interacción al consumo cultural. Zer, 20, 319-
343. https://bit.ly/2NWShE2 
Aguado, J.M., & Martínez, I. (2008). La cuarta pantalla: industrias culturales y contenido móvil. In J.M. Aguado, & I.J. Martínez, (Coords.),
Sociedad móvil: Tecnología, identidad y cultura (pp. 187-220). Madrid: Biblioteca Nueva.
Aguado, J.M. (2012). Los gigantes, los ratones y el pastel: Las industrias culturales y el entorno de la movilidad. In H. Navarro & al., Mobile
Communication 2012. Experiències i recerques sobre comunicació mòbil (pp. 7-21). Vic: Universitat de Vic. Grup de Recerca.
Ahonen, T. (2008). Mobile as 7th of the Mass Media: Cellphone, cameraphone, iPhone, smartphone. London: Futuretext.
Antunovic, D., Parsons, P., & Cooke, T.R. (2018). ‘Checking’ and googling: Stages of news consumption among young adults. Journalism,
19(5), 632-648. https://doi.org/10.1177/1464884916663625 
Ataman, B., & Çoban, B. (2018). Counter-surveillance and alternative new media in Turkey. Information, Communication & Society, 21(7),
1014-1029. https://doi.org/10.1080/1369118X.2018.1451908
Aubusson, P., Schuck, S., & Burden, K. (2016). Mobile learning for teacher professional learning: Benefits, obstacles and issues. Research in
Learning Technology, 17(3), 233-247. https://doi.org/10.1080/09687760903247641
Barnes, R. (2016). The ecology of participation. In T. Witschge, C.W. Anderson, D. Domingo, & A. Hermida (Eds.), The Sage Handbook
of Digital Journalism (pp. 192-206). London: Sage. https://doi.org/10.4135/9781473957909.n12 
Blankenship, J.C. (2016). Losing their ‘mojo’? Journalism Practice, 10(8), 1055-1071. https://doi.org/10.1080/17512786.2015.1063080

New paths are opened within the relationships 
between user-media, journalist-user and journalist-media
through the technological mediation enabled by mobile 
devices, both in the production and communication processes
and the news consumption. However, in recent years, the
greatest weight of mobile communication research has 
focused on technology, studying both its particularities and 

the influence of innovation in news production.



© ISSN: 1134-3478 • e-ISSN: 1988-3293 • Pages 09-18

C
om

un
ica

r, 
59

, X
X

VI
I, 

20
19

16

Boczkowski, P. (2004). Digitizing the news: Innovation in online newspapers. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.
https://doi.org/10.7551/mitpress/2435.001.0001 
Briggs, M. (2007). Periodismo 2.0. Una guía de alfabetización digital para sobrevivir y prosperar en la era de la información. Austin: Knight
Center for Journalism in the Americas.
Bruhn, K. (2013). What´s mobile in mobile communication? Mobile Media & Communication, 1(1), 26-31.
https://doi.org/10.1177/2050157912459493
Campbell, S. (2007). A cross-cultural comparison of perceptions and uses of mobile telephony. New Media & Society, 9(2), 342-363.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444807075016 
Carah, N. (2017). Algorithmic brands: A decade of brand experiments with mobile and social media. New Media & Society, 19(3), 384-400.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444815605463
Castells, M. (1996). The information age: Economy, society and culture. The rise of the network society. Oxford: Blackwell.
https://doi.org/10.1108/itp.2002.15.1.74.3 
Castells, M. (2006). La era de la información, economía, sociedad y cultura: La sociedad Red. Madrid: Alianza. 
Cebrián, M., & Flores, J.M. (2011). Periodismo en la telefonía móvil. Madrid: Fragua.
Codina, L. (2017). Revisiones sistematizadas y cómo llevarlas a cabo con garantías: Systematic reviews y SALSA Framework.
https://bit.ly/2Dd0VKf 
Deprez, A., & Van-Leuven, S. (2018). About pseudo quarrels and trustworthiness. Journalism Studies, 19(9), 1257-1274.
https://doi.org/10.1080/1461670X.2016.1266910
Deuze, M. (2005). What is journalism? Professional identity and ideology of journalists. Journalism, 6(4), 442-464.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1464884905056815
Domingo, D. (2008). Inventing online journalism: A constructivist approach to the development of online news. In C. Paterson & D. Domingo
(Eds.), Making online news. The ethnography of new media production (pp. 15-28). New York: Peter Lang. 
https://doi.org/10.7146/mediekultur.v24i45.1340 
Edgerly, S., Thorson, K., Thorson, E., Vraga, E.K., & Bode, L. (2018). Do parents still model news consumption? Socializing news use
among adolescents in a multi-device world. New Media & Society, 20(4), 1263-1281. https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444816688451 
Fidler, R. (1997). Mediamorphosis: Understanding new media. London: Sage.
Forsberg, K. (2001). Mobile newsmaking (Tesis de pregrado). Göteborg University.
Fortunati, L. (2001). The Mobile Phone: An identity on the move. Personal and Ubiquitous Computing, 5(2), 85-98.
https://doi.org/10.1007/PL00000017
Frith, J. (2017). Invisibility through the interface: The social consequences of spatial search. Media, Culture & Society, 39(4), 536-551.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0163443717698871
Fumero, A.M. (2010). Introducción: La red en el móvil. Telos, 83, 43-49. https://bit.ly/2xpW0QO 
Geser, H. (2004). Towards a sociological theory of the mobile phone. Sociological Institute. Zurich: University of Zurich. 
Gibson, J.J. (1979). The ecological approach to visual perception. Boston: Houghton Mifflin. https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ctt1xp3nmm.20 
Goggin, G., Martin, F., & Dwyer, T. (2015). Locative News. Journalism Studies, 16(1), 41-59.
https://doi.org/10.1080/1461670X.2014.890329
Goggin, G., & Hjorth, L. (2009). The question of mobile media. In G. Goggin, & L. Hjorth (Eds.), Mobile technologies: from 
telecommunications to media. New York: Routledge. https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203884317 
GSMA (Ed.) (2018). The Mobile Economy 2018. https://bit.ly/2K6AFo6
Guallar, J. (2011). Content curation en periodismo (y en documentación periodística). Hypertext, 11, 1-5. https://bit.ly/2OzP1LK 
Habuchi, I. (2005). Accelerating reflexivity. In I. Mizuko, O. Daisuke, & M. Misa (Eds.), Personal, portable, pedestrian: Mobile phones in
Japanese life (pp. 165-182). Cambridge, MA: The MIT Press.
Haddon, L. (2007). Roger Silverstone´s legacies: domestication. New Media & Society, 9(1), 25-32.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444807075201
Hermida, A., & Hernández-Santaolalla, V. (2018). Twitter and video activism as tools for counter-surveillance: the case of social protests in
Spain. Information, Communication & Society, 21(3), 416-433. https://doi.org/10.1080/1369118X.2017.1284880
Humphreys, L., Karnowski, V., & Von-Pape, T. (2018). Smartphones as metamedia: A framework for identifying the niches structuring 
smartphone use. International Journal of Communication, 12, 2793-2804. https://bit.ly/2NVVgwr
Jensen, K.B. (2016). Metamedium. The International Encyclopedia of Communication Theory and Philosophy.
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118766804.wbiect166 
Jokela, T., Väätäjä, H., & Koponen, T. (2009). Mobile journalist toolkit: A field study on producing news articles with a mobile device. In A.
Lugmayr, H. Franssila, O. Sotamaa, & P. Näränen (Eds.), Proceedings of the 13th International MindTrek Conference: Everyday Life in the
Ubiquitous Era. Tampere, Finland. https://doi.org/10.1145/1621841.1621851 
Kim, S., Lee, J., Hwang, Y., & Jeong, S.H. (2016). Effects of prominent in-game advertising in mobile media: cognitive, affective, and 
behavioural outcomes and the moderating role of persuasion knowledge. International Journal of Mobile Communications, 14(3), 203-225.
https://doi.org/10.1504/IJMC.2016.076271
Kitchenham, B. (2004). Procedures for performing systematic reviews, TR/SE-0401. Keele University.
Lévy, P. (2007). Cibercultura. La cultura de la sociedad digital. Barcelona: Anthropos.
Lewis, S.C., & Westlund, O. (2015). Actors, actants, Audiences, and activities in cross-media news work. Digital Journalism, 3(1), 19-37.
https://doi.org/10.1080/21670811.2014.927986
Ling, R. (2004). The mobile connection: The cell phone´s impact on society. San Francisco: Morgan Kaufmann Publishers.
https://doi.org/10.5860/choice.42-1907 



17

© ISSN: 1134-3478 • e-ISSN: 1988-3293 • Pages 09-18

C
om

un
ica

r, 
59

, X
X

VI
I, 

20
19

Ling, R., & Haddon, L. (2001). Mobile telephony and the coordination of mobility in everyday life. R&D Report. Telenor. Oslo: Telenor
FOU. https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203786826-18 
Löffelholz, M. (2008). Heteregeneous – Multidimensional – Competing. Theoretical approaches to journalism: An overview. In D. Weaver,
A. Schwartz, & M. Löffelholz (Eds.), Global journalism research: Theories, methods, findings, future (pp. 15-27). Malden, MA: Blackwell.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.2010.01492.x 
Lorente, S. (2002). Juventud y teléfonos móviles: Algo más que una moda. Estudios de Juventud, 57, 9-24.
Lorenzo-Dus, N., & Bryan, A. (2011). Recontextualizing participatory journalists’ mobile media in British television news: A case study of the
live coverage and commemorations of the 2005 London bombings. Discourse & Communication, 5(1), 23-40.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1750481310390164 
Madianou, M., & Miller, D. (2013). Polymedia: Towards a new theory of digital media in interpersonal communication. International Journal
of Cultural Studies, 16(2), 169-187. https://doi.org/10.1177/1367877912452486
Manovich, L. (2013). Software takes command. London: Bloomsbury Publishing. https://doi.org/10.5040/9781472544988 
Márquez, I. (2017). El smartphone como metamedio. Observatorio, 11(2), 61-71. https://bit.ly/2xqCFis
Martín, V. (2009). Identidades juveniles móviles: la sociedad de la comunicación personal. Educación, Lenguaje y Sociedad, 6, 53-68.
Masip, P., Guallar, J., Peralta, M. Ruiz, C., & Suau, J. (2015). Audiencias activas y periodismo. ¿Ciudadanos implicados o consumidores
motivados? Brazilian Journalism Research, 1(1), 240-261. https://doi.org/10.25200/bjr.v11n1.2015.815
Matsuda, M. (2005). Discourses of Keitai in Japan. In M. Ito, D. Okabe, & M. Matsuda (Eds.), Personal, portable, pedestrian: Mobile 
phones in Japanese life (pp.19-40). Cambridge, MA: The MIT Press.
Mills, J., Egglestone, P., Rashid, O., & Väätäjä, H. (2012). MoJo in action: The use of mobiles in conflict, community, and cross-platform
journalism. Continuum, 26(5), 669-683. https://doi.org/10.1080/10304312.2012.706457
Mills, J., Pellanda, E., & Pase, A. (2017). New Interactions. Journalism Practice, 11(8), 980-999.
https://doi.org/10.1080/17512786.2016.1224679
Mudhai, O.F. (2011). Immediacy and openness in a digital Africa: Networked-convergent journalisms in Kenya. Journalism, 12(6), 674-691.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1464884911405470
Mudliar, P., & Donner, J. (2015). Experiencing interactive voice response (IVR) as a participatory medium: The case of CGNet Swara in
India. Mobile Media & Communication, 3(3), 366-382. https://doi.org/10.1177/2050157915571591
Oksman, V., & Rautiainen, P. (2002). Toda la vida en la palma de mi mano. La comunicación móvil en la vida diaria de niños adolescentes de
Finlandia. Revista de Estudios de la Juventud, 57, 25-32. https://bit.ly/2png16k 
Paulussen, S. (2016). Innovation in newsrooms. In T. Witschge, C.W. Anderson, D. Domingo, & A. Hermida (Eds.), The SAGE Handbook
of Digital Journalism (pp. 192-206). London: Sage. https://doi.org/10.4135/9781473957909.n13
Pavlik, J. (2001). Journalism and new media. New York: Columbia University Press. https://doi.org/10.7312/pavl11482
Pearce, K. (2013). Phoning it in: Theory in mobile media and communication in developing countries. Mobile Media & Communications,
1(1), 76-82. https://doi.org/10.1177/2050157912459182 
Peters, C. (2012). Journalism to go. Journalism Studies, 13(5-6), 695-705. https://doi.org/10.1080/1461670X.2012.662405
Quinn, C. (2000). mLearning: Mobile, wireless, in your-pocket learning. Line Zine, Fall. https://bit.ly/2DcUveg 
Ramírez-Montoya, M.S., & García-Peñalvo, F.J. (2018). Co-creación e innovación abierta: Revisión sistemática de literatura. [Co-creation
and open innovation: Systematic literature review]. Comunicar, 26(54), 9-18. https://doi.org/10.3916/C54-2018-01
Reuters Institute (Ed.) (2018). Digital News Report 2018. https://bit.ly/2JDOTwv 
Saker, M., & Evans, L. (2016). Everyday life and locative play: An exploration of Foursquare and playful engagements with space and place.
Media, Culture & Society, 38(8), 1169-1183. https://doi.org/10.1177/0163443716643149
Salaverría, R., & García-Avilés, J.A. (2010). Concepto de convergencia periodística. In X. López-García, & X. Pereira-Fariña (Ed.),
Convergencia digital. Reconfiguración de los medios de comunicación en España (pp. 41-63). Santiago de Compostela: Universidad de
Santiago de Compostela.
Sánchez-Valverde, E., & Aguado, J.M. (2010). Dispositivos móviles y convergencia digital en los grupos de comunicación españoles: La 
perspectiva de los profesionales. In J.A. García-Domínguez, & M. De-Moragas (Eds.), II Congreso Internacional AE-IC Comunicación y
Desarrollo en la Era Digital. Málaga. https://bit.ly/2NtROd5 
Scolari, C. (2008). Hipermediaciones. Elementos para una teoría de la comunicación digital interactiva. Barcelona: Gedisa. 
Scolari, C.A., Aguado, J.M., & Feijoo, C. (2012). Mobile media: Towards a definition and taxonomy of contents and applications.
International Journal of Mobile Technologies, 6(2), 29-38. https://doi.org/10.3991/ijim.v6i2.1880
Silverstone, R., Hirsch, E. & Morley, D. (1992). Information and communication technologies and the moral economy of the household. In R.
Silverstone, & E. Hirsch (Eds.), Consuming technologies: Media and information in domestic spaces (pp.115-31). London: Routledge.
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203401491_chapter_1
Soep, E. (2012). The digital afterlife of youth-made media: Implications for media literacy education. [Generación y recreación de contenidos
digitales por los jóvenes: Implicaciones para la alfabetización mediática]. Comunicar, 19(38), 93-100. https://doi.org/10.3916/C38-2012-02-10 
Soletic, A. (2008). Telefonía móvil: Nuevos territorios virtuales en la sociedad de redes. CAC Doc Central Telefonía Móvil. Santa Fe
(Argentina): Universidad Nacional del Litoral. https://bit.ly/2Gf8tO4
Thurman, N. (2011). Making the daily me: Technology, economics and habit in the mainstream assimilation of personalized news.
Journalism, 12(4), 395-415. https://doi.org/10.1177/1464884910388228 
Van-Cauwenberge, A., d’Haenens, L., & Beentjes, H. (2015). How to take advantage of tablet computers: Effects of news structure on recall
and comprehension. Communications, 40(4), 425-446. https://doi.org/10.1515/commun-2015-0020
Verhoeff, N. (2017). Urban interfaces: The cartographies of screen-based installations. Television & New Media, 18(4), 305-319.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1527476416667818



18

© ISSN: 1134-3478 • e-ISSN: 1988-3293 • Pages 09-18

C
om

un
ica

r, 
59

, X
X

VI
I, 

20
19 Vickery, J.R. (2015). ‘I don’t have anything to hide, but …’: The challenges and negotiations of social and mobile media privacy for 

non-dominant youth. Information. Communication & Society, 18(3), 281-294. https://doi.org/10.1080/1369118x.2014.989251 
Virpi, O. (2010). The mobile phone: A medium in itself. VTT: Tampere.
Wei, R. (2013). Mobile media: Coming of age with a big splash. Mobile Media & Communication, 1(1), 50-56.
https://doi.org/10.1177/2050157912459494
Wei, R., & Lo, V. (2006). Staying connected while on the move. New Media & Society, 8(1), 53-72.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444806059870
Westlund, O. (2011). Cross-media news work: Sensemaking of the mobile media (R)evolution. Gothenburg: University of Gothenburg. 
Westlund, O. & Lewis, S.C. (2014). Agents of media innovations: actors, actants and audiences. The Journal of Media Innovations, 1(2),
10-35. https://doi.org/10.5617/jmi.v1i2.856 
Westlund, O., & Färdigh, M.A. (2015). Accessing the news in an age of mobile media: Tracing displacing and complementary effects of
mobile news on newspapers and online news. Mobile Media & Communication, 3(1), 53-74. https://doi.org/10.1177/2050157914549039


