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ABSTRACT 
 

Prerequisites for the present study are the emergence and development of new forms of business cooperation 
in the process of digitalization of society in the form of digital platforms. In scaling digital solutions when 
entering new markets of relevance is the issue of preserving the balance of the platform interactions system. 
In view of the complexity of such systems due to the variety of objects and forms of platform interaction, the 
goal of the study is to develop tools for determining the degree of balance of the platform interactions system 
in scaling the end-to-end monitoring process for the priority sectors of the economy in the form of 
mathematical models. The employed research methods include analysis, the parametric method, modeling, 
and methods of value engineering. The study proposes to consider the presence of a synergistic effect in the 
assessment of the balance of the system of platform interactions in scaling the end-to-end monitoring process 
for the priority sectors of the economy. The effect of types of end-to-end monitoring processes on the value 
of the synergistic effect is considered and a mathematical model for its calculation is proposed. To make 
informed decisions when scaling digital platforms to other priority sectors of the economy, a mathematical 
model for determining the imbalance zones of platform interaction is proposed. Considering the performance 
of the end-to-end monitoring process when scaling digital platforms to determine the flexibility factor, a 
mathematical model for calculating the design efficiency indicator is offered. 

Keywords: Platform Interaction, End-to-End Process, Monitoring, Mathematical Model, Synergy. 
 
1. INTRODUCTION 

 
Analysis shows that under the influence of 

scientific and technological progress due to market 
development, there arises a need to strengthen the 
mutual ties between participants in the relationship. 
This need urges us to analyze and transform the 
organizational structure of interaction between 
partners in the market of high-tech products, 
depending on its life cycle and considering the 
existing needs [1,2]. 

The development of digital management 
technologies has contributed to the formation of new 
forms of cooperation between participants in 
different markets in the form of digital business 
ecosystems [3-13]. In the terms of institutional 
economics, digital platforms (DPs) are the next 
generation of intermediary institutions with different 
formats of interaction [6].  

In the meantime, the diversity of objects and 
subjects of the economic, entrepreneurial, and 
production activities of platform interaction 
participants creates the potential for various kinds of 
interference with its existence and development, 
specific to both the enterprise or other economic 
agents in the business ecosystem, on the one hand, 
and to the entire ecosystem, on the other hand [4]. 
This issue becomes especially critical with the 
further development of DPs as they are scaled to new 
markets. Bearing in mind the complexity of such 
systems, changes in the value chain, and the black 
swan theory, the questions of making accurate 
forecasts of the development of business ecosystems 
and, therefore, their management remain unresolved, 
which can lead to an imbalance in platform 
relationships and, as a result, negatively affect the 
development of digital systems [14-16]. 
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Despite the existence of several publications on 
the development of digital systems, the problems of 
balancing the system of platform interactions in 
scaling in the b-to-b segment remain understudied. 

This work contributes to the study of the balance 
of the platform interactions system by compensating 
for the gaps in the existing literature regarding the 
solution to this issue when scaling digital solutions 
when entering new markets in the b-to-b segment in 
relation to scaling the end-to-end monitoring process 
for priority economic sectors. 

In line with the above, the goal of the study is to 
develop mathematical models for determining the 
degree of balance of the platform interaction system 
in scaling the end-to-end monitoring process for the 
priority sectors of the economy. 

 
2. LITERATURE REVIEW 

 
From the analysis of the sources, it can be stated 

that an end-to-end process is designed so that the 
synergy of the interaction of system elements allows 
achieving the optimal parameters of the results of 
activity [17-22]. 

The end-to-end process is a top-level process, 
where intermediate inputs-outputs of individual 
processes become steps to achieve the final product. 
Consequently, the value of the system exceeds the 
value of its elements, and the value of the end-to-end 
process product exceeds the value of the individual 
products of lower-level processes [21-24]. 

Considering individual processes of an end-to-
end process, they either have an independent value, 
or their value manifests itself only in the process of 
interaction of the system elements. Individual 
processes within an end-to-end process can be 
complementary [25], interchangeable, or 
independent. 

Independent system processes are characterized 
by the possibility of obtaining similar results both as 
part of an end-to-end process (system) and outside of 
it. For example, if an end-to-end process involves the 
use of an atmospheric pressure measuring device, the 
latter can produce the result both on its own and in 
the process of determining atmospheric pressure in 
the end-to-end monitoring process. Therefore, the 
value of this individual process as part of the end-to-
end process does not increase, meaning that it does 
not affect the end-to-end process and synergy does 
not occur. 

However, if within the monitoring system the 
values of pressure in combination with other 
measured parameters determine the probability of 
occurrence of a risk event, then the value of the 
atmospheric pressure measurement process as part 

of the end-to-end monitoring process increases. In 
this case, the process of measuring atmospheric 
pressure becomes complementary, adding to the 
value of the end-to-end process itself, and therefore 
this interaction is marked by the appearance of a 
synergistic effect. 

The above suggests the conclusion (statement) 
that if the functions that involve a separate process 
within the end-to-end process increase, then the 
process is complementary. On the other hand, if the 
functions performed by the individual process as part 
of the end-to-end process do not increase, this 
process is independent. Thereby the synergetic effect 
is determined by the emergence of new functions as 
a result of combining individual processes into a 
single end-to-end process. 

Individual processes whose value manifests 
itself only as part of an end-to-end process are also 
complementary. They too affect the value of the end-
to-end process and the appearance of the synergistic 
effect. For instance, software for predicting the 
occurrence of a risk event based on measured data as 
an independent process in predictive analytics does 
not have value in the absence of devices that provide 
information for processing. Nevertheless, when 
included in the end-to-end process, this process 
gains value, thereby affecting the synergistic effect 
of the combination.  

Interchangeable processes have similar values 
(results) in isolation, but these values (results) do not 
add up in the system as part of an end-to-end process. 
Instead, the greatest value is considered when 
determining the synergistic end-to-end effect. For 
example, if the system uses two similar thermo-
anemometers or a thermo-anemometer and, say, a 
weather station, then acting as independent units, 
each of the two can perform the process of air 
temperature measurement on its own. However, if 
the end-to-end process does not require spatial 
distance between the elements of the air temperature 
measurement process, the value of this process is 
considered only once in determining the end-to-end 
synergistic effect regardless of the number of units.  

One exception can be the case when the 
presence of two or more elements in the air 
temperature measurement process within the end-to-
end process is driven, for example, by the 
achievement of measurement accuracy, in which 
case the processes in question are complementary. 
However, in this scenario, the synergistic effect of 
the inclusion of these processes in the end-to-end 
process will still be determined considering only one 
of them (usually one with the greatest value) plus the 
added value of achieving measurement accuracy. 
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The synergetic process effect can be determined 
from the combined values of processes in the end-to-
end process accounting for their interaction minus 
the sum of the values of individual processes. 

From the above we can conclude that 
independent processes do not affect the synergetic 
process effect, complementary processes reduce the 
value of synergy, and mutually exclusive ones, on 
the contrary, increase the value of synergy. 

 
3. ASSESSMENTS OF END-TO-END 

PROCESS SYNERGY 
 
For quantitative assessment of end-to-end 

process synergy, the value of each process can be 
considered as a value ranging from 0 to 1. 
Independent processes will thus have the value of 1. 
For convenience, it can be noted that mutually 
exclusive processes in total have an average value of 
1 for all processes. As for the complementary 
processes, depending on their value as a separate 
process (0 or 1), the total value of 1 is added to them 
for each additional function in aggregate, being 
distributed among the complementary processes 
under consideration based on their contribution to 
the function in question within the end-to-end 
process. 

However, it would be erroneous not to consider 
the significance of process functions for a particular 
end-to-end process when determining the synergistic 
effect. 

 The source and/or carrier of any process is a 
tangible (equipment, device, sensor, disk, etc.) or 
intangible (e.g., software) object. With its help, 
certain functions are performed in a separate process. 

Using the method of ranking the processes and 
functions of the end-to-end process, the synergistic 
effect of the end-to-end process (synergistic end-to-

end effect) can be determined based on the types of 
processes and a value engineering (VE) model 
(Figure 1). 

Processes involved in the end-to-end process are 
selected from the list or entered. A new end-to-end 
process can be proposed/initiated both by the 
supplier and the buyer of equipment and/or software 
in the framework of scaling DPs for new priority 
sectors of the economy, or when changes need to be 
made in the existing markets under the influence of 
both external and internal environment factors faced 
by participants in the platform interaction. 

The same applies to functions. A function is 
selected from a list, or a new function is entered for 
an individual end-to-end process with reference to its 
source and/or carrier. 

Tangible (equipment, device, sensor, disk, etc.) 
or intangible (e.g., software) objects are entered by 
suppliers or requested by buyers in connection with 
end-to-end monitoring processes. 

The importance of a process 𝛼  is converted 
(determined) from the score of each process using 
the formula: 

 

𝛼 =
∑

, (1) 

 
where 𝑏  – the importance of process r, assessed on 
a 10-point scale. 

The importance of a function within each 
process r 𝛼  is determined similarly: 

 

𝛼 =
∑

∗ 𝑎 , (2) 

 
where 𝑏  – the importance of function n of process 
r, assessed on a 10-point scale. 
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Figure 1: Algorithm for Determining the Synergistic Effect of the End-to-End Process 

Calculation of the value of individual processes 
Sp is calculated by summing up the values of 
individual processes, considering their importance:  

 

𝑆 = ∑
∑

∗
∑

∗ 𝐾 , (3) 

 
where 𝐾  – the value of an individual process r. 

Calculation of the end-to-end process value Sc is 
calculated as the sum of values of the processes 
within the end-to-end process, considering their 
types and importance: 

 

𝑆 = ∑
∑

∗
∑

∗ 𝐾 , (4) 
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where 𝐾  – the value of process r within the end-to-
end process considering its type, determined using 
the formula: 

 
𝐾 = 𝐾 + 𝛽 ,  (5) 

 
where 𝛽  – the degree of influence, can take the 
following values: 
𝛽 = 0 – if the process is independent; 
0 < 𝛽 ≤ 1 – if the process is supplementary; 
 𝛽 = −𝐾  – if the process is interchangeable. 

The degree of influence 𝛽  is determined 
through constructing a VE model [26] and 
distributing between the complementary processes 
additional units of value generated by their 
involvement in the end-to-end process. By default, 
each additional unit of value is equally distributed 
among the complementary processes, unless 
otherwise specified. 

The calculation of the absolute and relative 
values of the synergistic effect of the end-to-end 
monitoring process is determined using the 
following mathematical models: 

 
 

𝜎 = 𝑆 − 𝑆 = ∑
∑

∗
∑

∗ 𝐾 + 𝛽 − ∑
∑

∗
∑

∗ 𝐾 , (6) 

 
 

𝜎 = =
∑

∑
∗

∑
∗

∑
∑

∗
∑

∗
,  (7) 

 
For assessment of the synergistic effect of the 

end-to-end process, the most preferable is the 
relative value, which characterizes the increase in the 
value of a combination of processes due to their 
interconnection. 

When scaling DPs to other priority sectors of the 
economy, it is advisable to compare the absolute 
value of the synergy of end-to-end processes by 
industries, making decisions on the package of 
proposals for DP users by adjusting the balance of 
processes within the end-to-end monitoring process 
and eliminating mutually exclusive processes and 
adding/reinforcing complementary ones. 

 
4. MATHEMATICAL MODEL FOR 

DETERMINING IMBALANCE ZONES 
 
For the sake of informed decision-making, it is 

expedient to use a mathematical model for 
determining imbalance zones. For its construction, 
we shall refer to the created algorithm for 
determining the synergistic effect of the end-to-end 
process. Based on a VE model, the cost of each 
process within the end-to-end one can be identified 
by transforming the model into a VE model [26]. 
Knowing the significance and cost of processes and 
functions included in the end-to-end process, it is 
possible to identify imbalance zones in the platform 
interaction system for further improvement of the 
DP using the results of the algorithm determining the 
synergistic effect of the end-to-end process and 
mathematical models of the effectiveness of the DP 
in the real economy for suppliers of functions and 
solutions and buyers (Figure 2).  

The cost of equipment is entered by suppliers, 
while the cost of intangible objects of the DP 
(software) is determined using the formula: 

 
𝑐 = 𝐷 ∗ 𝑐 ,  (8) 

 
where 𝑐  – the annual distributed value of the 
intangible object (software) k; 
𝐷  – the maximum possible cost of use of the 
DP/research output, %; 
𝑐  – the annual price of the license per point. 

𝐷  is calculated based on the mathematical 
model of DP efficiency in the real economy for 
providers of functions and solutions according to the 
following formula [27]: 

 

𝐷 =
∑

−
( . ∗ ∗∑ ( )∗ )  ∗

, (9) 

 
 

where p – the number of a function and 
equipment supplier, p € P; 
𝐺  – the investment of provider p in the 
creation of the DP in the year tg; 
g – time period number; 1≤g≤ T; 
𝑐 – license price per point per period 
(annual); 
𝐴  – equipment production limitations in g 
period (year). 
𝑣  – the cost of licensed service for one 
point per period (annual). 
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Figure 2: Algorithm for Determining DP Imbalance Zones 

Based on the mathematical model of the 
effectiveness of DP in the real economy for buyers, 
𝑐  can be calculated using the formula [27]: 

 

𝑐  =
∑

∑
∗ ∗

∗∑
∑

∗
− ∑ 𝑐 ∗ 𝑦   (10) 

 
where 𝑏  – the importance of characteristic u 
assessed on a 10-point scale; 
𝑞  – parameter describing how close the value of 
the u-th characteristic of the platform is to the ideal 
value;  

𝑞  – parameter describing how close the value of 
the u-th characteristic of the alternative solution a is 
to the ideal value; 
𝑃  – competitor's price; 
𝑁  – the number of client i’s points with DP 
equipment; 
𝑐  – life cycle cost of equipment; 
𝑦  =1, if the i-th customer buys equipment resource 
j, 0 – otherwise. 

The cost of functions 𝑐  is calculated based on 
the VE model using the formula: 
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𝑐 = ∑ ∗ 𝑥 ∗ 𝜀 + ∑ 𝑐 ∗ 𝜀 ,  (11) 

 
where 𝑥  – the amount of equipment resource j per 
DP point; 
𝜀  – degree of participation of object j in the 

execution of function n of process r, ∑ 𝜀 = 1; 
 𝜀  – the degree of participation of 
intangible object k in the execution of function n of 
process r, ∑ 𝜀 = 1; 
𝑙  – useful life of object j. 

The specific cost 𝑐  of function n of process r 
for all objects involved in its execution is calculated 
using the formula [26]: 

 
𝑐 =

∑
, (12) 

 
The cost 𝑐  of process r is calculated based on 

the VE model using the formula [26]: 
 

𝑐 = ∑ 𝑐 ,  (13) 
 
The specific cost 𝑐  of each process r is 

determined using the formula: 

 
𝑐 =

∑
, (14) 

 
VE diagrams are constructed based on a 

comparison of the significance of processes and 
functions from the mathematical model for 
determining the value of the synergistic effect of the 
end-to-end monitoring process with their specific 
cost [26]. The condition for determining the 
imbalance zones of the DP is an excess of the 
specific cost of processes and functions compared to 
their significance. The mathematical formula for 
identifying the DP imbalance zones can be presented 
in the following form: 

 
𝑐

∑ 𝑐
−

𝑏

∑ 𝑏
∗ 𝑎 > 0 

 

∑
−

∑
> 0, 

(15) 

 
From this we can write the condition for 

achieving DP balance as follows:  

 

∑
𝑐

𝑙
∗ 𝑥 ∗ 𝜀 + ∑ 𝑐 ∗ 𝜀

∑ ∑
𝑐

𝑙
∗ 𝑥 ∗ 𝜀 + ∑ 𝑐 ∗ 𝜀

−
𝑏

∑ 𝑏
∗ 𝑎 → 0 

 

∑ (∑ ∗ ∗ ∑ ∗ )

∑ ∑ (∑ ∗ ∗ ∑ ∗ )

−
∑

→ 0, 

(16) 

 
Based on the resulting model it is also possible 

to regulate the pricing of functions and elements of 
the end-to-end monitoring process. 

The end-to-end process requires the input of 
performance indicators. For this, we shall use the 
notion of the internal organization of the object, 
which implies compliance with the principles of 
compatibility, actualization, concentration, and 
flexibility [26]. 

The actualization coefficient is the ratio of 
useful elements to their total number. In the 
presented case, this indicator is the most relevant in 
relation to the number of sensors. A useful sensor 
determines the occurrence of a risk event at a given 
rate (time interval). The coefficient of actualization 
is a dynamic value, which allows for controlling the 
efficiency of the DP. 

The coefficient of concentration (functional 
manifestation) means the ratio of the main functions 

and their material carriers to their total number. This 
factor is relevant when scaling DPs in relation to 
other priority sectors of the economy and for 
comparative analysis. 

To identify the flexibility coefficient, we can 
introduce the indicator of design efficiency 𝐸  in DP 
scaling: 

 

𝐸 = 𝑓(𝑚) = 1 − ,  (17) 

 
where n is the total number of devices (e.g., sensors) 
to perform the functions of the end-to-end 
monitoring process; 
m is the number of devices to get one new value 
(function). 

The range of values of this function is 0<f(m)≤1. 
Accordingly, if the acquisition of one new value 

(the performance of an additional function) requires 
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one device, then the value (design efficiency) equals 
1. In turn, with an increase in the number of devices 
required to obtain one new value (function), the 
value of design efficiency decreases. The minimum 
value of this parameter, when all available devices 
are involved in performing a new function (getting a 
new value), is 1/n. 

 
5. DISCUSSION 
 

Current approaches to determining the 
functioning and development of DPs are based 
primarily on the assessment of network effects [28-
30], which is appropriate for DPs operating in the b-
to-c market. Within the framework of this article, 
tools are proposed for determining the balance of the 
system of platform interactions when scaling the 
end-to-end monitoring process for priority sectors of 
the economy in the b-to-b segment. 

Several authors consider the balancing of the 
development of IoT networks and platforms through 
the assessment of synergistic efficiency using the 
methodology of integral-expert evaluation, based on 
the expert scoring of private indicators before and 
after industrial automation [31]. The authors propose 
measuring the synergistic effect based on the types 
of processes of the end-to-end monitoring process, 
considering the degree of their influence on 
increasing the value of the totality of processes due 
to their combination. This allows, when scaling the 
CPU to other priority sectors of the economy, to 
manage the process of ensuring the balance of the 
system of platform interactions, making decisions on 
the formation of a package of proposals for CPU 
users by regulating the balance of the processes of 
the end-to-end monitoring process, eliminating 
mutually exclusive processes, and 
adding/strengthening complementary ones. 

To make informed decisions when scaling the 
CPU to other priority sectors of the economy, it is 
proposed to apply a mathematical model for 
determining areas of imbalance in platform 
interactions. 

Some authors note that in the context of digital 
transformation, the business model undergoes a 
change and, consequently, the process of value 
creation enters the network space of interaction 
between different partners and the intersection 
(complementation) of individual business models 
[32-34]. 

In accordance with the black swan theory, 
together with the need to create an effective 
mechanism for the redistribution of value within the 
DP business ecosystem, several authors note the 
complexity of the task due to the problem of making 

an accurate forecast of the development of business 
ecosystems and their management [14,15]. 

The limitations of the developed mathematical 
models also include the lack of historical 
information. However, this can be compensated by 
modeling various options for the development of the 
CPU. 

The present study offers to calculate the 
synergistic effect to assess the balancing of the 
platform interaction system when scaling end-to-end 
monitoring processes for priority sectors of the 
economy. A mathematical model for calculating the 
synergistic effect considering the types of processes 
within the end-to-end monitoring process is also 
proposed. To ensure informed decision-making 
when scaling DPs for other priority sectors of the 
economy, it is suggested to apply a mathematical 
model for determining the platform interaction 
imbalance zones, formed based on the VE approach. 
In consideration of the indicators of efficiency of the 
end-to-end monitoring process in DP scaling, a 
mathematical model for calculating the design 
efficiency indicator is offered to determine the 
flexibility coefficient. 

As further research, we plan to implement in 
software and verify the proposed mathematical 
models for determining the balance of the platform 
interaction system when scaling the end-to-end 
monitoring process for the priority sectors of the 
economy. 

 
6. CONCLUSION  

 
The proposed mathematical models allow for 

determining the presence and value of the synergistic 
effect of the end-to-end monitoring process in 
different markets, detecting imbalance zones in 
platform interaction, and calculating the indicators 
of efficiency of the end-to-end process of monitoring 
of the DP developed by the Leading Research Center 
"Trusted Sensor Systems" of the National Research 
University MIET. The presented models will also 
serve as a basis for testing the balance of the system 
of platform interactions. Given the above, we can 
conclude that the goal of this study has been 
achieved. 

This work contributes to the study of the 
problems of ensuring the balance of the platform 
interactions system by proposing a solution to this 
issue when scaling digital solutions entering when 
new markets in the b-to-b segment in relation to 
scaling the end-to-end monitoring process for 
priority sectors of the economy. 

The limitations of the application of the 
developed mathematical models include insufficient 
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historical information, which can be compensated 
for by modeling different variants of DP 
development. 

The presented mathematical models will serve 
as the basis for launching and scaling the DP 
developed by the Leading Research Center "Trusted 
Sensor Systems" of the National Research 
University MIET for building balanced, mutually 
beneficial interactions between participants in 
different markets in the context of the digital 
economy and business transformation. 

In further research, it is planned to program 
implementation and verification of the proposed 
mathematical models for determining the balance of 
the system of platform interactions when scaling the 
end-to-end monitoring process for priority sectors of 
the economy. 

 
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 
 

The article was prepared within the framework 
of the implementation of the Leading Research 
Center's program "Trusted Sensor Systems" 
(Contract No. 009/20 of April 10, 2020) with the 
financial support of the Ministry of Communications 
and Mass Media of Russia and RVC JSC. Subsidy 
agreement identifier – 0000000007119P190002. 

 
REFERENCES:  
 
[1] Y.P. Aniskin, N.K. Moiseeva, D.B. Rygalin, 

and O.V. Sedova, “Formation of modules of the 
mechanism of managing innovative activity on 
the basis of the system integrator”, International 
Journal of Economic Research, Vol. 14, No. 4, 
2017, pp. 469-479. 

[2] N.K. Moiseeva, T.N. Goncharova, O.A. Marina, 
and O.V. Sedova, Transformatsiia biznesa v 
usloviiakh rynochnoi nestabilnosti: 
Monografiia [Transformation of business in 
conditions of market instability: Monograph]. 
Moscow, Russia: KURS, 2015, 416 p. 

[3] M. Jacobides, C. Cennamo, and A. Gawer, 
“Towards a theory of ecosystems”, Strategic 
Management Journal, Vol. 39, No. 8, 2018, pp. 
2255-2276. https://doi.org/10.1002/smj.2904 

[4] A. Song, “The digital entrepreneurial ecosystem 
- A critique and reconfiguration”, Small 
Business Economics, Vol. 53, 2019, pp. 569-
590. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11187-019-
00232-y 

[5] S.G. Kirdina-Chendler, and V.I. Mayevskiy, 
“Metodologicheskiye voprosy analiza 
mezourovnya v ekonomike [Methodological 
issues of the meso-level analysis in 

economics]”, Journal of Institutional Studies, 
Vol. 9, No. 3, 2017, pp. 7-23. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.17835/2076-
6297.2017.9.3.007-023 

[6] I.Z. Geliskhanov, and T.N. Yudina, “Digital 
platform: A new economic institution”, Quality 
- Access to Success, Vol. 19, No. S2, 2018, pp. 
20-26. 

[7] C. Liu, Z. Bao, and C. Zheng, “Exploring 
consumers’ purchase intention in social 
commerce: An empirical study based on trust, 
argument quality, and social presence”, Asia 
Pacific Journal of Marketing and Logistics, 
Vol. 31, No. 2, 2019, pp. 378-397. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/APJML-05-2018-
0170 

[8] X. Zhao, and D. Luo, “Driving force of rising 
renewable energy in China: Environment, 
regulation and employment”, Renewable and 
Sustainable Energy Reviews, Vol. 68, 2017, pp. 
48-56. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2016.09.126 

[9] PwC UK, The sharing economy - How will it 
disrupt your business? August 2014. [Online]. 
Available: https://pwc.blogs.com/files/sharing-
economy-final_0814.pdf (access date: October 
20, 2021). 

[10] G.G. Parker, M.W. Van Alstyne, and S.P. 
Choudary, Platform revolution: How networked 
markets are transforming the economy and how 
to make them work for you. New York, NY, 
USA: W.W. Norton & Company, 2016. 

[11] D.S. Evans, Why the dynamics of competition 
for online platforms leads to sleepless nights, 
but not sleepy monopolies. Working paper, 
2017. https://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3009438 

[12] A. Gawer, “Bridging differing perspectives on 
technological platforms: Toward an integrative 
framework”, Research Policy, Vol. 43, No. 7, 
2014, pp. 1239-1249. 

[13] P.C. Evans, and A. Gawer, The rise of the 
platform enterprise: A global survey. New 
York, NY, USA: The Center for Global 
Enterprise, 2016. 

[14] S.A. Diatlov, “Teoreticheskie podkhody k 
otsenke setevykh effektov [Theoretical 
approaches to the assessment of network 
effects]”, Modern Management Technology, 
No. 4(76), 2017, Art. No. 7601.  

[15] E. Galateanu, and S. Avasilcai, “Business 
ecosystem architecture”, Annals of the Oradea 
University, No. 1, 2013, pp. 79-84. 

[16] L.M. Khan, “The ideological roots of America’s 
market power problem”, Yale Law Journal, Vol. 
127, 2018, pp. 960-979. 



Journal of Theoretical and Applied Information Technology 
15th January 2023. Vol.101. No 1 

© 2023 Little Lion Scientific  
 

ISSN: 1992-8645                                                                    www.jatit.org                                                    E-ISSN: 1817-3195 

 
20 

 

[17] V.V. Repin, “Dva ponimaniia protsessnogo 
podkhoda k upravleniiu predpriiatiem [Two 
understandings of the process approach to 
enterprise management]”, Methods of Quality 
Management, No. 4, 2003, pp. 4-9. 

[18] R.R.J. McAllister, S. Holcombe, J. Davies, J. 
Cleary, A. Boyle, P. Tremblay, D.M. Stafford 
Smith, D. Rockstroh, M. LaFlamme, M. Young, 
and M.F. Rola-Rubzen, “Desert networks: A 
conceptual model for the impact of scarce, 
variable and patchy resources”, Journal of Arid 
Environments, Vol. 75, No. 2, 2011, pp. 164-
173. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jaridenv.2010.09.00
9 

[19] M.A. Zaggl, “Eleven mechanisms for the 
evolution of cooperation”, Journal of 
Institutional Economics, Vol. 10, No. 2, 2014, 
pp. 197-230. 

[20] G. Haken, Sinergetika [Synergetics]. Moscow, 
USSR: Mir, 1980, 405 p. 

[21] I. Fedorov, “Proektirovanie modeli biznes-
protsessov [Designing a business process 
model]”, Open Systems. DBMS, No. 5, 2013, pp. 
46-49. 

[22] B. Silver, BPMN method and style. Aptos, CA, 
USA: Cody-Cassidy Press, 2009, 213 p. 

[23] V.V. Repin, and V.G. Eliferov, Protsessnyi 
podkhod k upravleniiu. Modelirovanie biznes-
protsessov [Process approach to management. 
Modeling of business processes]. Moscow, 
Russia: Mann, Ivanov & Ferber, 2012, 544 p. 

[24] A. Sharp, and P. McDermott, Workflow 
modeling Tools for process improvement and 
applications development. Boston, MA, USA: 
Artech House Publishers, 2001, 449 p. 

[25] M. Hallack, and M. Vazquez, “Who decides the 
rules for network use? A ‘common pool'analysis 
of gas network regulation”, Journal of 
Institutional Economics, Vol. 10, No 3, 2014, 
pp. 493-512. 

[26] N.K. Moiseeva, Stoimostnoe upravlenie 
proektami: Uchebnoe posobie dlia podgotovki 
magistrov po spetsialnosti "Menedzhment 
organizatsii" [Cost-based project management: 
Textbook for master's degree in "Organization 
management"]. Moscow, Russia: MIET, 2012, 
224 p. 

[27] O.V. Sedova, and A.G. Alekseev, “Features of 
using mathematical models to calculate the 
effectiveness of a digital platform for ecological 
monitoring”, Journal of Theoretical and 
Applied Information Technology, Vol. 100, No. 
3, 2022, pp. 856-869. 

[28] H. Rheingold, Umnaia tolpa: Novaia 
sotsialnaia revoliutsiia [Smart mobs: The next 
social revolution]. Trans. from English. 
Moscow, Russia: Fair press, 2006, 96 p. 

[29] M. Katz, and C. Shapiro, “Network 
externalities, competition, and compatibility”, 
American Economic Review, Vol. 75, No. 3, 
1985, pp. 424-440. 

[30] S. Liebowitz, and S. Margolis, “Network 
externality: An uncommon tragedy”, The 
Journal of Economic Perspectives, Vol. 8, No. 
2, 1994, pp. 133-150. 

[31] T.A. Kuzovkova, T.Iu. Saliutina, E.G. 
Kukharenko, and O.I. Sharavova, 
“Obespechenie sbalansirovannosti razvitiia 
setei i platform interneta veshchei na osnove 
izmereniia sinergeticheskoi effektivnosti 
[Balancing the development of IoT networks 
and platforms by measuring synergistic 
efficiency]”, Ekonomika i kachestvo sistem 
sviazi, No. 1, 2020, pp. 13-22. 

[32] A.Iu. Obydenov, and A.V. Kozlov, “Analiz 
kliuchevykh komponentov tsifrovykh platform. 
Ekosistemno-steikkholderskii podkhod 
[Analysis of digital platforms key components. 
Ecosystem-stakeholder approach]”, Creative 
Economy, Vol. 14, No. 12, 2020, pp. 3229-3246. 

[33] M.V. Karmanov, I.A. Kiseleva, V.I. Kuznetsov, 
A.V. Zavrazhin, and I.V. Shubina, “The process 
of innovation diffusion and adoption of 
innovations in the business modelling for travel 
companies”, Journal of Environmental 
Management and Tourism, Vol. 11, No. 2, 2020, 
pp. 346-354. 
https://doi.org/10.14505//jemt.11.2(42).13 

[34] Sh. Trusheva, G. Abdramanova, A. Zhakupov, 
A. Yessilov, and M.A. Bayandin, “Assessment 
of the impact of regional characteristics and the 
development of event tourism on business 
tourism in the Republic of Kazakhstan based on 
clusterization and a regression model”, Journal 
of Environmental Management and Tourism, 
Vol. 13, No. 4, 2022, pp. 985-994.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 


