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The article investigates the technological imperative of modern integration processes as a new logic of international economic
interaction, according to which technological compatibility, access to digital infrastructure, and participation in platform
ecosystems increasingly determine the possibilities for economic inclusion of countries and companies in global processes. It is
substantiated that digitalization does not lead to the unification of the global economic space but, on the contrary, gives new form
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to regional differentiation through the specific character of the institutional embodiment of global business architectures. The
study identifies four regionally distinct models for implementing digital business models: the Asian model of integrated digital
ecosystems and super apps; the American platform-centric model of global scaling; the European model of a regulatory-oriented
digital market; and the Indian model of public digital infrastructure. It is proven that international organizations perform the
function of institutional coordination, facilitating the development of common standards for the compatibility of digital markets
and mechanisms for the cross-border dissemination of new business models. The contradictory nature of the digitalization process
is revealed: while it unifies the technological principles of business organization through globally scalable platforms and algorithmic
services, it simultaneously reinforces the significance of regional institutional contexts in which these technological solutions
take concrete form. This duality defines the new logic of international business, in which the globality of technological architecture
is combined with the regionality of institutional embodiment. It is proposed that digital integration be understood not merely as
a market-driven but as an institutionally organized process that unfolds at two interconnected levels — corporate and
supranational. The article concludes that global business models should be viewed as technologically universal yet institutionally
and regionally differentiated forms of organizing economic activity, and that competitiveness is increasingly determined not
only by access to resources and markets but also by the capacity to embed within global digital infrastructures through region-
specific mechanisms for the economic implementation of global business models.

Mertolo cTaTTi € TeOpeTHYHe OOTPYHTYBAHHA BIAKBY i poBizaiii Ha TpancdopMaliito raobarsHux Gi3HeC-MOAEAeH, BUABACH-
HSA perioHaABHMX 0COBAMBOCTeN 1X peaaisailii y cBiTi Ta BU3HAYEHHS POAi TeXHOAOTIUHOTO iMIepaTHBRY ¥ GOpMyBaHHI HOBMX iHTer-
pauiifHux npoieciB y MiKHapoAHii eKoHOMilli. ¥ cTaTTi A0cAiAKeHO dheHOMEH TeXHOAOTTYHOTO IMIepaTHRY CYyIaCHMX iHTerpaiiii-
HUX IIpOI11eciB AK HOBOI AOTiKM MDKHApOAHOI eKOHOMIYHO1 B3a€MOAIT, 32 AKOI TeXHOAOTIYHA CYMICHICTE, AOCTYH A0 M poBoi iHdpa-
CTPYKTYPH Ta Y49acTh ¥ MAATHOPMHUX eKOCHCTEMAX AeAaAi GiABIION0 MipOI0 BH3HAYAIOTH MOJKAMBOCTI eKOHOMIYHOTO BRKAIOYEeHH
KpaiH i KommaHii y rao6aasni nponecu. O6rpyHTOBaHO, M0 M POBi3allid He IPUIBOAKTE A0 YHi(iKallii rA06aALHOr0 eKOHOMIYHO-
ro IpocTopy, a, HABMaKy, Hapa€ HOBOT GopMH perioHaABHil AudepeHIlianii yepes crelidiyHaMii XapaKkTep iHCTUTYIifHOTO BTiAeH-
He rA0GarbHKX GisHec-apxiTekTyp. BusBaeno woTupyu perionaAbHO BiaMiHHI MOAeAi peanisanii mudpoBux GisHec-MopAeAeil: a3ifich-
Ky MOAEAB iHTeTpOBaHMX M POBUX eKOCHCTEM i CYNepalliB, aMepHKaHCHKY MAAT( OPMOLeHTPHIHY MOAEAb TA06aABHOTO MacIiTa-
6yBaHHS:, EBPOMENCHKY MOASAD PETYASTOPHO OPiEHTOBAHOTO IM(POBOTO PHHKY Ta iHAIKCHKY MOAeAs yOAiuHOT M poBoi iHdpac-
TPYKTYPH.

¥V crarTi po3kpuTO cynepeuAMBHMIi XapaKTep NudpoBizanii AK npolecy, Mo OAHOYACHO YHI(IKYe TeXHOAOTIUHI 3aCaAy OpraHi-
3ai1ii GisHecy Ta MOCHAIOE 3HAYEHHS PeriOHaABHMX {HCTMTYIIMHMX KOHTEKCTIB, Y MeJKaX AKMX BiAOyBaeThCS MpakTHUYHE BTiAeHHS
mudpoeux pimens. [lokazano, mo rao6aasHo MacmTaboBaHi mAaTHOPME, AATOPUTMIUHI CepBicH, XMapHi TeXHOAOTIT, TAATIKHI CH-
cTeMM Ta iHDPacTPYKTYpHU AAHUX He YCYBAIOTh BiAMiHHOCTe# Mi>K Hal[iOHAABHUMM i perioHaABHMMM FOCIIOAAPCEKMMY CUCTEMaMH, a
HaBMaKH — HaAaIOTh IM HOBOI (hopMy Uepes BIAMIHHOCTI ¥ peryAATOPHUX peXKuUMaX, (iHaHCOBIN apXiTeKTypi, MOAEASX CIIOJKMBAH-
Hf Ta CTYTIeHi yUacTi AepiKaBK B eKOHOMilli. VHACAIAOK [[EOro rA00aALHICTE TeXHOAOTIUHOT APXiTeKTYPH IOEAHYETECS 3 PeriOHaAb-
HIiCTIO iIHCTHTYIIHOTO BTiACHHS, [0 BU3HATAE HOBY AOTIKY PO3BHMTKY Mi’KHapoAHOTo GizHecy B yMoBax uudpoBoi TpaHcdopmaii.

AoBepeHo, no MiXKHApOAHi OpraHizailii BUKOHYIOTh (PYHKIIiI0 iHCTHTYI[IHHOTO Y3rOAMKeHHs, CIIPUAIOYH BUPOOASHHIO CITiABHMX
CTaHAAPTIB cymicHOCTi M POBUX PHHKIB i MeXaHi3MiB TPaHCKOPAOHHOTO MONIMpPeHHsA HOBUX GisHec-Mopeae. O6rpyHTOBaHO, MO
M PoBY iHTerpaniio AOIiABHO TPAKTYBATH He AUIIe AK pe3yAbTAT PUHKOBOI B3aEMOAIT, a K iHCTUTYLiiHO OpraHizoBaHMIi TIpoIiec,
SIKMii pO3TOPTAEThCA Ha ABOX B3A€EMOINOB'A3aHMX pPiBHAX — KOPIOPaTMBHOMY Ta HapHallioHaabHoMY. Ha KopnopatuBHOMYy piBHI
TeXHOAOT{UHi KOMIIaHii, [ pori mAaTHOPMHM Ta MaAi if cepepHi MiATIpHEMcTEA GOPMYIOTE HOBi MOAEAl pUHKOBOT B3a€MOAIT, TOAL K
Ha HapAHAIliOHAALHOMY PiBHi MiKHapPOAHI Oprasisaiii CipuAI0Ts BHpOGAEHHIO Y3roAJKeHUX IPABHA AOCTYITY, 0OMiHY AaHMMK, diHaH-
COBOY B3a€MOAIT Ta DU POBOI cyMicHOCTI. 3aIPONIOHOBAHO BU3HAUEHHA TeXHOAOTIUHOTO iMIepaTHUBRY iHTerpaliffHUX NpPoOIeciB AK
CHCTEeMOYTBOPIOBAABHOTO UMHHMKA HOBOI MDKHAPOAHOT iHTerpanii. 3po6AeH0 BHCHOBOK, M0 TA0GaABHi GizHec-MOAeAi CAIp po3ras-
AaTH AK TeXHOAOTIYHO YHiBepCaAbHi, aAe iHCTUTYIINHO ¥ perioHaAbHO AMdepeHnilioBaHi G opmMu opraHisaiii eKOHOMIUYHOT AifIAE-
HOCTI, 3 KOHKY PeHTOCTIPOMOJKHICTb AeAaAi GiABIIO0 MipOI0 BU3HAYAETHCA 3AATHICTIO iHTerpyBaTHCA y rA06aabHi nudposi indpac-
TPYKTYpH Yepes cremiciuni AAS OKpeMHX perioHiB MeXaHi3MHM eKOHOMIUHOT peaAizaltii rao0aAbHKX GizHec-MOAeAeH.

Keywords: international markets, international business, fragmentation, regionalization, market
conditions, competition, marketing, management, business model, e-commerce, digital economy,
digital technologies, digital platform, payment system, imperative, international trade, finance,
logistics, ecosystem, cloud services, AI, SMEs, technology company, innovation cluster, international
ovganizations, EU, USA, India
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PROBLEM STATEMENT digital platforms, cloud computing, big data

The digitalization of the world economy is processing technologies, and artificial intelligence
forming a qualitatively new technological basis for  is changing not only the tools of doing business but
international economic interaction. The spread of also the very logic of organizing international
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economic interaction. The business model ceases
to be merely a mechanism for commercializing a
productand becomes a tool for integrating a com-
pany into global digital infrastructures, platform
ecosystems, and cross-border value-creation
networks. At the same time, there is a fundamental
change in the content of the integration processes
themselves. If in previous decades economic
integration primarily meant trade liberalization,
the free movement of capital, and coordination of
production specialization, then in the conditions
of digitalization, it is increasingly determined by
the ability of business entities to integrate into
digital ecosystems, platform architectures, data
infrastructures, and algorithmic coordination
regimes. Technological compatibility and plat-
form embeddedness are gradually gaining impor-
tance equal to that of trade openness or investment
interaction. This means that access to digital
ecosystems is becoming a key form of modern
economic inclusion.

The scale of this shift is impressive: the global
economic potential of artificial intelligence
technologies is estimated at $15.5—22.9 trillion
annually by 2040 [1]. At the same time, digi-
talization does not lead to the unification of the
global economic space — on the contrary, it gives
a new form to regional differentiation. Globally
scaled technological solutions, being implemented
in different institutional environments, acquire
regionally specific forms determined by the
structure of financial systems, the nature of state
economic policy, consumption models, and the
level of development of digital infrastructure. Asia
plays a special role in this process, where invest-
ments in artificial intelligence are concentrated, a
new generation of digital infrastructure is emer-
ging, and business models are arising, originally
built around platforms, algorithms, and network
effects. That is why the study of regional features
of implementing global business models acquires
independent analytical significance as a key to
understanding the new architecture of interna-
tional business in the context of digital transfor-
mation.

ANALYSIS OF RESEARCH
AND PUBLICATIONS

The growing role of Asia in global trade and
the restructuring of world trade corridors [1, 2]
create a new spatial context in which digitalization
acts as a technological imperative of integration
processes. Deglobalization and the geopolitical
fragmentation of markets [3], along with armed
conflicts and related polarization trends [4], form
a structural context that forces companies to

e

rethink the logic of business organization. The
concept of smart specialization offers strategic gui-
delines for adapting economies to new conditions
[5]. Technological modernization and develop-
ment of the high-tech sector in the context of
globalization [6], risk-oriented financial provision
in the context of globalization changes [7], features
of mergers and acquisitions in international
business [8] and financial security in the context
of information technology development [9] form
the context in which digital platforms become the
infrastructure basis of new economic interaction.
Paradigmatic principles of global competitive
leadership [10, 11] indicate that competitiveness
is increasingly determined by the ability to be
embedded in digital ecosystems. The challenges
and risks of digital transformation across different
types of economies are detailed in the scientific
literature [12]. The digital economy as a tool of
globalization and the mechanisms of its influence
on international trade are considered in close
connection [13]. Digital transformation as a trigger
for modifying strategies and business models in
conditions of hyper-competition [14], as well as
the "arenas" of the future as an environment for
implementing transformational processes [15 ], are
at the center of modern scientific discussions [16-
23]. Competition in data and information
technology markets as an arena for digital
leadership [24], strategic factors of international
competitiveness of the IT sector [25], and strategic
determinants of competitiveness in the digital age
[26] confirm that the technological imperative is
a system-forming element of modern integration.

FORMULATION OF THE ARTICLE'S
OBJECTIVES

The purpose of the article is to theoretically
substantiate the impact of digitalization on the
transformation of global business models, identify
regional features of their implementation world-
wide, and determine the role of the technological
imperative in shaping new integration processes in
the international economy.

THE PAPER’'S MAIN BODY

The digitalization of the world economy forms
a new technological basis for international
economic interaction, within which information
technologies, digital platforms, and algorithmic
management systems become key tools for orga-
nizing business. Unlike previous stages of globa-
lization, when trade and investment flows were the
main factors of integration, modern economic
integration is increasingly determined by
technological processes. Digital technologies
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create the infrastructure that ensures the rapid
diffusion of innovations, the integration of
production systems, and the formation of new
forms of economic cooperation between countries.
The technological imperative of integration pro-
cesses in this article refers to the logic of the deve-
lopment of international economic interaction, in
which technological compatibility, access to
digital infrastructure, participation in platform
ecosystems, integration into the data exchange
environment, and the ability to use algorithmic
tools increasingly determine the possibilities of
economic inclusion of countries, companies, and
business structures in global processes. With this
approach, technologies cease to be merely tools
for increasing efficiency and become a system-
forming factor in new international integration.

In such conditions, the business models of
international companies increasingly rely on
global digital platforms that enable the scaling of
economic activity across geographical borders.
Cloud services, artificial intelligence systems, e-
commerce platforms, and digital ecosystems form
a new architecture of international business,
enabling companies to interact with millions of
consumers across different countries through a
single technological infrastructure. At the same
time, the practical implementation of such business
models largely depends on the regional economic
environment. The institutional conditions for
market functioning, regulatory regimes, the
structure of financial systems, and the level of
digital infrastructure shape distinct configurations
of the digital economy across different regions of
the world. Asa result, global business architectures
acquire regionally differentiated forms of imple-
mentation, reflecting the combination of universal
technological capabilities with local economic and
social conditions.

This is one of the key contradictions of the mo-
dern digital economy: the more universal the
technological means of organizing business
become, the more apparent the dependence of
their economic implementation on the institu-
tional environment of a particular region becomes.
Digital platforms, algorithms, and data infrast-
ructures enable global scale but do not eliminate
differences in regulatory regimes, financial
architecture, consumer behaviour, and the degree
of state participation in the economy. That is why
digitalization does not give rise to a unified global
market, but to a plurality of regionally specific
models of implementing common technological
principles.

Itis in this context that different regions of the
world have become a space for the formation of

specific models of the digital economy. In Asian
countries, a distinct model of digital business
architecture has emerged, based on the develop-
ment of integrated digital ecosystems and the so-
called super-apps. Their emergence was a response
to a combination of structural factors: the rapid
diffusion of the mobile Internet, the high level of
digitalization of financial services, the significant
scale of domestic markets, and the active role of
technology companies in shaping new platform
environments. Super-apps are digital platforms
that integrate a wide range of services within a
single application, including communication,
payments, e-commerce, transportation, delivery,
financial transactions, and more. A comprehensive
platform is formed within super-apps, combining
communication services, marketplaces, payment
systems, and financial instruments. Thanks to this,
the user can carry out a wide range of economic
transactions without switching between different
digital services. A particularly important charac-
teristic of super-apps is their ability to form digital
ecosystems that integrate numerous enterprises,
in particular, small and medium-sized enterprises.
For many companies, such platforms become a key
channel for accessing consumers. Small and
medium-sized enterprises can use the super-app's
infrastructure to sell goods, provide services, make
payments, and interact with customers. As a result,
super-apps play the role of digital market infra-
structures that ensure the integration of various
economic agents within a single technological
environment. Super-apps should be considered not
only as a separate digital business model but also
as an institution-specific form of market organi-
zation, within which communication, trade,
finance, logistics, and service interaction are com-
bined into a single platform. It is because of this
that the Asian model of the digital economy
demonstrates not just a high level of phanto-
mization, but also a special type of integration of
economic functions, in which the digital ecosystem
simultaneously acts as a market, infrastructure,
payment environment, and a mechanism for
coordinating the behaviour of economic agents.
A specific model of digital economy develop-
ment has emerged in the USA, characterized by
the dominance of global technological platforms
and innovation ecosystems. A feature of the Ame-
rican model is that key digital companies function
not only as producers of individual products or
services but also as infrastructure providers for the
global digital environment. The leading role in this
process is played by large technology companies
that create platforms that provide a technological
basis for the activities of thousands of other market
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participants. At the same time, small and medium-
sized enterprises, startups, and innovative com-
panies that use digital infrastructure to create new
products and services are actively developing
around these platforms. As a result, a complex
ecosystem of interactions among technology
companies, business structures, and research
centres forms, ensuring the rapid diffusion of
innovations across sectors of the economy.

A characteristic feature of the American model
of digital economy development is the global
orientation of digital platforms. Most US techno-
logy companies create services designed from the
very beginning for international use. Due to the
scalability of digital technologies, such platforms
can quickly expand their presence in different
countries, forming transnational networks of users,
partners, and enterprises. This process involves not
only large corporations, but also numerous small
and medium-sized enterprises that use global
digital platforms to enter international markets.
In essence, a multi-level system of the digital eco-
nomy is emerging, in which technology companies,
business structures, and international organi-
zations interact to foster innovative cooperation.
Unlike the Asian model, where digital integration
tends to intra-platform comprehensiveness, the
American model tends to global technological
scaling. I'ts key function is notso much to integrate
everyday services into a single application, but to
create universal technological solutions that serve
as the infrastructure foundation for the operations
of a wide range of companies and markets in an
international environment.

The European Union demonstrates a different
model of digital business architecture develop-
ment, largely shaped by the peculiarities of its
institutional environment and regulatory policy.
Unlike the USA, where the main driver of the
digital economy is the private sector, in Europe,
supranational institutions and international
organizations play animportant role in shaping the
regulatory framework for digital markets. The
European model combines the development of
digital technologies with high standards of personal
data protection, support for competition, and the
protection of consumer rights. One of the key
elements of this system is the regulation of digital
platforms' activities and data circulation. The
institutions of the European Union have created a
comprehensive regulatory framework to ensure
transparency in digital markets and prevent
excessive concentration of economic power in the
hands of large technology companies. As a result,
technology companies operating in the European
market are forced to adapt their business models

\\\\\\\\\ .

to the requirements for data processing, algo-
rithmic transparency, and competitive behaviour.
This approach creates a special type of digital
economy in which innovation develops in close
connection with institutional control and regu-
lation.

Another important characteristic of the Euro-
pean model is the focus on the development of a
single digital market. The European Union seeks
to eliminate barriers between the national digital
markets of the Member States and form an
integrated economic space for the functioning of
digital companies. Within the framework of this
policy, programs are implemented to develop
digital infrastructure, support innovative startups,
and stimulate technological investments. A
significant role in this process is played by small
and medium-sized enterprises, which are actively
integrating into the digital economy and using
digital platforms to expand access to markets and
consumers. It should be emphasized that the
European model is not limited to regulating digital
innovations. Its specificity lies in the desire to
combine technological modernization with the
regulatory order of the digital space. That is why
in the EU, digital business models develop not as
autonomous market entities, but as elements of a
broader institutional order, where issues of
interoperability, transparency, data protection,
and competitive balance are of fundamental
importance.

At the same time, European digital business
models are often focused on modernizing tradi-
tional sectors of the economy. Technology com-
panies collaborate with industrial enterprises,
financial institutions, and service organizations to
develop new digital solutions for production,
transportation, energy, and financial services. As
a result, a model of the digital economy is being
formed, in which technological innovations are
integrated into a broader system of economic and
social institutions. An important role in shaping
these processes is played by international organi-
zations, which are increasingly influencing the
architecture of the digital economy not only as
analytical centres, but also as subjects of regu-
latory, advisory, and coordinating influence.

India demonstrates another specific trajectory
of digital business model development, largely
based on the formation of digital public infra-
structure. A feature of this model is the state's
active role in creating basic technological plat-
forms that enable interaction among citizens,
businesses, and state institutions. Such digital
infrastructures form the basis for the development
of electronic payments, financial technologies, and
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digital services. Digital public infrastructure
includes digital identification systems, electronic
payment platforms, data exchange services and
digital documents that ensure standardized
interaction between various participants in econo-
mic processes. The presence of such infrastructure
creates favourable conditions for the development
of entrepreneurial activity, as small and medium-
sized enterprises gain access to digital financial
services, payment systems, and e-commerce.
Another important characteristic of the Indian
digital economy is the rapid growth of entrep-
reneurial activity in the technology sector. A large
domestic market, a significant number of specia-
lists in information technology, and state support
for innovation contribute to the formation of
powerful startup ecosystems.

The country is actively developing technology
companies that create digital solutions for domes-
tic and international markets, and is also coope-
rating with international organizations in the field
of digital economy development. The Indian model
of digital transformation is distinguished by the
integration of business models that are not based
so much on the dominance of individual private
platforms, but rather on public digital infra-
structure that creates a standardized environment
for interaction among the state, technology com-
panies, SMEs, and consumers. This is its fun-
damental difference from the American platform-
centric and Asian ecosystem models. The scale of
India's public digital infrastructure model is illus-
trated by the performance of the Unified Payments
Interface (UPI) system, launched by the National
Payments Corporation of India (NPCI) in 2016.
According to the Reserve Bank of India and NPCI,
UPI's share of total digital payments in India has
increased from 34% in 2019 to 83% in 2024, at a
compound annual growth rate (CAGR) of 74%
during 2019—2024. In 2024, over 172 billion
transactions worth around $3 trillion were

processed through the system [27]. According to
the ACI Worldwide Report 2024, India's share of
global real-time transactions is around 49% [28].
Itis worth noting that the success of UPI is not the
result of market competition between private
platforms, but of a state architectural decision: the
Reserve Bank of India and NPCI created an open,
interoperable infrastructure, to which more than
632 banks have joined, while private applications
(PhonePe, Google Pay, Paytm) act only as an
interface layer on top of a single publicly available
payment rail. It is this architecture that distin-
guishes the Indian model from the American one,
where platforms own the infrastructure, and from
the Asian one, where super-apps monopolize both
the transaction environment and consumer data.

A comparative analysis of regional models for
implementing global digital business architectures
reveals significant differences in institutional foun-
dations, technological mechanisms, and economic
implementation. The generalization of these
differences is presented in Table 1.

The presented synthesis demonstrates that a
unified logic of digital transformation does not
yield a single model of international business. On
the contrary, global digital architectures are
implemented through region-specific mechanisms
shaped by institutional configurations, state roles,
market structures, and levels of digital infra-
structure development. This confirms that the
technological imperative of modern integration
processes takes multiple forms in economic
practice.

A new type of integration is enabled by the
interoperability of digital platforms, payment
systems, data infrastructures, service ecosystems,
and algorithmic coordination mechanisms, which
provide new forms of cross-border economic
interaction. Under these conditions, integration
processes are increasingly unfolding not only
through spontaneous market interaction but also

Table 1. Regional models for implementing global digital business architectures

Hinginn Institutional foundation Key technological mechanism | Form of economic implementation ; Imph_canons 5
model for international business
Asian model |High platform integration, Super apps and integrated Integration of communication, trade, | Rapid access to mass consumers
digitalized financial services, digital ecosystems payments, and logistics within a and strong dependence on
and large domestic markets single digital environment platform mifrastructure
American Dominance of the private Global platforms, cloud Scaling of universal digital Global expansion through
model sector, innovation clusters, services, Al solutions across international platform infrastructure and
venture ecosystem markets network effects
European Supranational regulation. data |Regulated digital markets and |Development of digital solutions | Higher standards of
model protection, and competition interoperable infrastructures within a regulated institutional transparency, interoperability,
policy environment and compliance
Indian model |Active role of the state, Digital ID. payment rails, open | Standardized digital environment |Lower transaction barriers and
development of public digital interfaces for interaction between the state, |expanded SME participation
infrastructure business, and consumers

Source: compiled by the authors.
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through the institutional design of the digital
space. That is why the technological imperative
of integration is realized through a combination
of two interconnected levels: the corporate level,
at which technology companies, platforms, and
SMEs build new models of market interaction,
and the supranational level, at which inter-
national organizations contribute to the forma-
tion of agreed rules for access, data exchange,
financial interaction, and digital interoperability.
As a result, digital integration appears not only
as a market but also as an institutionally orga-
nized process.

CONCLUSIONS

Digitalization changes not only the tools of
integration, but also its subject matter: while
previously markets, production, transport
routes, and financial flows were mainly integ-
rated, now platforms, services, data infrastruc-
tures, payment systems, and algorithmic
mechanisms for managing interaction are
increasingly integrated. As a result, integration
into digital ecosystems is becoming a new form
of economic inclusion, and access to such
ecosystems is becoming a condition for full
participation in international business. The
digitalization of the world economy does not
eliminate regional differences in the functioning
of international business, but, on the contrary,
gives them a new form through differentiated
institutional implementation of global business
models. Universal technological solutions based
on digital platforms, cloud services, artificial
intelligence, payment systems and data infra-
structures create a globally scalable architec-
ture of economic activity, however, their
practical implementation depends on the fea-
tures of the regulatory environment, the struc-
ture of financial systems, the level of develop-
ment of digital infrastructure, the role of the
state, the participation of international organi-
zations and consumer behaviour models in
specific regions of the world. It has been estab-
lished that regional models for implementing
global business architectures emerge from the
interaction between the technological impera-
tive of digitalization and the specific institu-
tional conditions of individual economic spaces.
Integrated digital ecosystems and super-apps
that combine communication, financial, and
trade services within a single platform dominate
in Asian countries. A platform-centric model
has established itself in the USA, relying on
global technology companies, innovation
clusters, cloud infrastructure, and the develop-

\\\\\\\\\ .

ment of artificial intelligence. In the EU, digital
business models are implemented in the context
of enhanced regulatory regulation focused on
data protection, competition and consumer
rights. India demonstrates a model of digital
public infrastructure in which the state creates
foundational technological platforms to
develop financial technologies, digital services,
and entrepreneurship. International organi-
zations in this system perform the function of
institutional coordination, contributing to the
development of rules, standards, and coordina-
tion mechanisms that ensure the compatibility
of digital markets and the possibility of cross-
border dissemination of new business models.
The technological imperative of modern
integration processes is to change the very basis of
international economic interaction. If in previous
periods integration was carried out primarily
through trade and investment flows, now its
material basis is increasingly digital platforms,
payment systems, data infrastructures, algorithmic
services, and ecosystems of interaction among
businesses, consumers, and state institutions. It is
through these mechanisms that a new type of
international integration is emerging, in which
technologies perform not an auxiliary but a
system-forming function, and international
organizations increasingly act as institutional
conduits of compatibility, standardization, and
coordination in the digital environment. Global
business models should be considered as techno-
logically universal, but institutionally and
regionally differentiated forms of organizing
economic activity. This means that digitalization
does not lead to a simple unification of markets,
but creates a more complex architecture of the
global economy, where the trends of scaling,
regionalization, platformization, standardization
and institutional adaptation are combined. This is
precisely the new logic of international business
development in the context of digital transfor-
mation, where competitiveness is increasingly
determined not only by access to resources and
markets, butalso by the capacity to integrate into
global digital infrastructures through region-
specific mechanisms of economic implementation.
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