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Abstract 

 

The current literature gives a strong outline to conceptualise the characteristics of the design 

of a digital platform. This includes the design strategy, design features and value creation as 

the primary considerations. These interconnected domains provide a powerful lens to design 

choices that a contemporary organisation would need to contemplate. However, there is 

limited attention to conceptualising the mechanisms to explain how a digital platform's layers 

integrate. Adopting a critical realist philosophy, research was conducted into how HPE 

Financial Services (HPEFS) designed and deployed a digital platform to grow the business. The 

in-depth study was conducted as a seven-year longitudinal study and applied the theoretical 

generative mechanism model from Henfridsson and BygstadΩǎ (2013) seminal paper.  

The study contributes to the digital platform literature in a number of ways. The results of the 

study provide a detailed description of three platform integration mechanisms to explain 

integration at the architectural level between layers ς (1) Capability Appropriation, (2) Layer 

Complementarity and (3) Value Hybridisation. Digital platform integration mechanisms can 

explain the inherent properties of design choices that, in turn, influence the digital design and 

the subsequent value creation outcomes. The study has proven that causal structures exist 

that can act, in context, on design choices an organisation may make on its digital platform 

(Pawson & Tilley, 1997). These causal mechanisms, when actualised, will explain the 

observable outcomes or events to demonstrate their alignment to the seminal work of 

Henfridsson and Bygstad (2013).  

From here, they are embedded into a conceptual framework and digital platform design 

model that outlines the cause-and-effect relationship to explain and theorise what an 

organisation will experience when designing a digital platform. 

These are accompanied by a third contribution, the concept of Corrective Mechanisms. They 

ensure digital platform stability during changes by keeping the underlying deep structure 

intact and driving incremental improvement without reconfiguration. 

As a final contribution, abstracted from the generative mechanisms, a set of design principles 

are formulated to guide a firm's efforts in digital transformation. Building on the digital 

platform design model, they are established based on (1) Linkages, (2) Complements and (3) 

Synergies between the layers and components of a digital platform. 
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1 Introduction 

1.1 Introduction and focus of enquiry 

 

άWhen digital ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ŘƻƴŜ ǊƛƎƘǘΣ ƛǘΩǎ ƭƛƪŜ ŀ ŎŀǘŜǊǇƛƭƭŀǊ ǘǳǊƴƛƴƎ ƛƴǘƻ ŀ ōǳǘǘŜǊŦƭȅΣ ōǳǘ ǿƘŜƴ 

done wrong, all you have is a really fast caterpillar.έ 

George Westerman - Principal Research Scientist (MIT Sloan Initiative) 

aŎYƛƴǎŜȅΩǎ ŀƴƴǳŀƭ L¢ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ survey (Dhasarathy et al., 2021) of organisations (CIOs and other 

C-level executives, n=487), reports that the digitalisation of a business has become more 

ƛƳǇŜǊŀǘƛǾŜ ƛƴ ǘƻŘŀȅΩǎ ŜǾŜǊ-ŎƘŀƴƎƛƴƎ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘΣ ǘƻ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ Ψtangible business 

valueΩ. ¢ƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ Ψdigital transformationΩ is now very common in everyday vernacular as firms 

strive to maintain relevance. It can be defined as the process of enhancing an organisation's 

business model, and its value, by embedding digital technologies that change the products and 

services it provides (Hess et al., 2016; Matt et al., 2015; Sebastian et al., 2017; Vial, 2019). It 

generally involves structural change and how value is created where strategic responses are 

made based on the firm's position in the sector or industry (Kraus et al., 2022). The application 

of digital technologies and understanding of user behaviour and expectations are vital to the 

decision on the choice of these strategic responses as defined in their framework from a more 

recent literature review. IDC estimates the economic value of these transformations is circa. $19 

trillion or 20 per cent of the global GDP and is continuing to grow at a similar pace to the last 

decade (Parker & Fitzgerald, 2019). A key component to enable digital transformations is 

ǘȅǇƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŀ Ψdigital platformΩ ǘƘŀǘ ǳƴŘŜǊǇƛƴǎ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ŀƴŘ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎ ƻŦ ǘƻŘŀȅΩǎ largest companies 

such as Google, Microsoft, Amazon, Uber, Airbnb among others (Parker et al., 2016). A digital 

platform can be defined as an Ψextensible codebaseΩ ǘƻ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ Ψcore functionalityΩ that integrates 

ΨsharedΩ ǎƻŦǘǿŀǊŜ-based subsystems. The integration is facilitated by various interfaces to allow 

interoperation of the subsystems that in combination provide a product or service solution 

(Tiwana et al., 2010; Ghazawneh & Henfridsson, 2013; De Reuver et al., 2017; Wulf & Blohm, 

2020). Another more recent definition focuses on the digital platform as layered modular 

architecture ǘƘŀǘ άallow participants to create value through data, complementarities and 

transactions taking place on the platformέ (Grover & Lyytinen, 2021:xi) 

However, a large number of organisations struggle to digitally transform, with less than 30 per 

cent succeeding (De la Boutetière et al., 2018). The literature provides little direction on how to 

properly execute a digital transformation and the phenomenon is regarded to still be in its 
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infancy (Vial, 2019). Soto et al. (2021) support this view and goes further by proposing that 

research focuses mainly on the formation and execution of strategies. Consequently, there is a 

limit to the theoretical or practical guidance to explain how choices around digital platforms 

influence digital transformations. The motivation for my research emerged from these 

challenges that firms face, where embedding digital technologies into their digital platform do 

not result in the expected level of enhancement to the organisationΩs performance. 

My research indicates that design choices for digital platforms directly influence the evolution 

of the digital transformation and ultimately its success or failure.  For the study, I define design 

choice, within the context of a socio-ǘŜŎƘƴƛŎŀƭ ǎȅǎǘŜƳΣ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ǎŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ΨǘŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎȅΩ based 

changes to deliver on a specific purpose or outcome (Lyytinen & Newman, 2008). To explore 

this, I present a longitudinal perspective (2013-2019) on how Hewlett-Packard Enterprise 

Financial Services (HPEFS) underwent a successful digital transformation. To help in the 

explanation of the events observed, I have adopted Ψgenerative mechanismsΩ (Henfridsson & 

Bygstad, 2013) as my theoretical lens to explore the design choices of its digital platform and 

the resulting outcomes. The focus of the research is to examine at the architectural level, why 

the action of design choice results in the outcomes observed. In turn, this will help to outline 

how to make design choices about ŀ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳΩǎ configuration. This would enable a deeper 

understanding of the mechanisms that underpin these choices and how they can positively 

influence a firm's digital transformation and, therefore, provide additional insights to guiding 

change. 

The remainder of this introductory chapter is structured as follows: after a short introduction to 

the case, HPEFS in Section 1.2, I present a summary of the research opportunities by reviewing 

the literature pertaining to digital platforms and highlighting what I see as underexplored 

(Section 1.3). From here, I introduce the main theoretical perspective about generative 

mechanisms, which have grounded the solutions gathered from the empirical analysis of the 

case (Section 1.4). I restate the study opportunity as a set of research objectives and research 

questions (Section 1.5) that lead to the resulting contribution of the study (Section 1.6). I outline 

the structure of this thesis (Section 1.7) to help orientate the reader within the study and then I 

conclude with a summary of the chapter. 

1.2 HPEFS ς In-depth and longitudinal single case study 

The case study of a digital transformation, spanning over seven years (2013-2019), is HPEFS. 

With its focus on digital transformation and digital platform design choices, the longitudinal case 
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generated unique insights to identify causal mechanisms that would explain the realised 

outcomes. HPEFS is a division of Hewlett Packard Enterprise (NYSE: HPE) that provides financial 

solutions to the customers of HPE and that works with business partners and distributors (selling 

ΨpartnersΩ). The core objective of the organisation is to inform customers of suitable financial 

products. The products present options for the customer to the Information Technology (IT) 

investment strategy that best suits their need to acquire equipment such as servers, storage, 

networking, desktops, laptops etc. In 2012, the organisation began a shift towards providing 

these solutions through a digital platform as an alternative to the long-standing person-to-

person selling approach. This supported incremental revenue and operating profit while 

enhancing the customers and partners experience. The digitising of experience was one of the 

key transformŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŘƛƳŜƴǎƛƻƴǎ όƻǊ ǇŀǘƘǿŀȅǎύ ǘƻ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŀ ΨDigital BusinessΩ όFigure 1.1). It 

represents the journey from bottom left to top right and the strategic outcomes required. With 

the external focus, the digital platform would play its part in digitising the customers' experience 

ŀƴŘ ŜƴŀōƭŜ ǘƘŜ ƳƻǾŜ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ ōŜƛƴƎ ŀ Ψdigital customerΩΦ Transforming the products and services 

was the second element of the strategy. This was realised by embedding digital technology to 

change what could be offered as well as how it was offered, through the digital platform. Finally, 

the internal focus was to enable the digital experience, products, and services. Therefore, 

changes in this dimension focused on the digitising of the operational aspects of the business. 

 

Figure 1.1 Becoming a Digital Business (adapted from Accenture, 2016) 
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Irv Rothman, President, and CEO of HPE Financial Services, provided the central theme to the 

digital transformation which was based on value creation and outperforming the competition. 

The key essence of this philosophy, in 2013, was: 

 άThe creation of and execution on a genuine value proposition is the true 

source of sustainable competitive advantage and the best chance of retaining 

ŀ ŎǳǎǘƻƳŜǊ ŦƻǊ ƭƛŦŜΧǿƘƛŎƘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŀƴ ƛƳǇŜǊŀǘƛǾŜΦέ (Meier, 2013) 

The case choice to study HPEFS was additionally influenced by the level of access afforded by 

my role as Senior Director of Global Digital Transformation, Business Process and User 

Experience, and as the lead of a digital transformation team within HPEFS during the period of 

the study. It supported my involvement as a Ψfully engagedΩ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀƴǘ ό.ǊȅƳŀƴ & Bell 

2007; Creswell & Poth 2018Τ ¸ƛƴΣ нлмуύΣ ǘƘǳǎ ǇǊƻǾƛŘƛƴƎ ΨrichΩ ƛƴǎƛƎƘǘǎ ό²ŜƛŎƪΣ нллтύ ƻǊ Ψthick 

descriptionsΩ όDŜŜǊǘȊΣ мфтоΤ {take, 2006) from the detailed reflections, observations, and 

assembled data. This long-ǘŜǊƳ ŀƴŘ ŘŜŜǇ ŀŎŎŜǎǎ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ŦƻǊ Ψintense 

observationΩ όCƭȅǾōƧŜǊƎΣ нллсύ ŀƴŘ ƻŦŦŜǊŜŘ ŀ ǳƴƛǉǳŜ ǎŎƻǇŜ ŦƻǊ ǎǘǳŘȅƛƴƎ Ƙƻǿ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ ǇƘŜƴƻƳŜƴŀ 

evolved over the seven years (Yin, 2018), thus strengthening the durability of the theoretical 

and practical insights enabled by this study. 

1.3 Problem Statement 

I find that the digital platform literature has an extensive treatment of the impact of such 

platforms upon organisations, their strategy, and goals. Yet the design choices associated with 

digital platforms are pivotable for firms that use the digital platform as a key element of their 

business model to deliver value (either or ōƻǘƘ Ψin exchangeΩ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻǊ Ψin useΩ ŀǘ 

the user level (Grönroos & Voima, 2013). Looking more closely at the literature as it relates to 

guiding and providing insights on digital platform design, we can group the research into three 

primary domains: 

(1) Digital design that embodies the strategic intent for the firm (following Hamel and 

Prahalad, 2005) to guide high-level direction. 

(2) Research on functionality or features of a digital platform and the resulting outcomes 

and subsequent impact on the social-technical system (Lyytinen et al., 1998; Lyytinen & 

Newman, 2008; McLeod & Doolin, 2012) 

(3) Value creation ς studies that have focused on value and how it can be created, cocreated 

and facilitated through value-in-use actions with customers solutions (Grönroos & 
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Voima, 2013). Additionally, some studies explore different types of decision modelling 

to help with IT investments that in turn will realise value. 

I propose a challenge to extant research on digital platforms to suggest it should expand beyond 

the what (of design outcomes) from these three domains. There is limited research that 

examines and extends to the architectural level about how to make design choices in configuring 

the digital platform that would realise these design outcomes. As discussed in Chapter 2, this 

limitation in the literature presented the opportunity to further explore how a more substantial 

understanding of these choices can positively influence a firm's digital transformation and 

provide additional insights to guiding change. I demonstrate that some of the challenges 

associated with digital transformation could be traced to the choices made surrounding the 

digital platform at the architectural level thus leading to the question ς what differentiates one 

design choice over another? 

1.4 A Generative mechanism perspective 

¢ƘŜ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ŜƳŜǊƎŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘƛǎ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ǿŀǎΥ ǿƘŀǘ ƛǎ Ψin the design choiceΩ 

that leads to the result observed? I adopted a critical realist approach as the research philosophy 

to frame the answer to this question. Observable and measurable facts relating to changes to 

the digital platform designs over time lend themselves to a critical realist perspective, 

ƻƴǘƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭƭȅΦ ²Ƙŀǘ ƛǎ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ ΨrealΩ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ǘƻ ǎŜŜƪ ŀƴ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎ ƻŦ 

ǘƘŜ άcausal structure and mechanisms with enduring propertiesέ (Saunders et al., 2019:148). 

With this perspective brought to the forefront, a literature search yielded the seminal work on 

Ψgenerative mechanismsΩ ōȅ Henfridsson and Bygstad (2013). This theoretical construct was 

adopted as the best way to enable new theoretical insights and a strive for originality (Corley & 

Gioia, 2011), given its limited application in the digital platform literature. As a result, it provided 

a theoretical lens to challenge and expand the academic research on digital platforms. 

Generative mechanisms are defined "as causal structures that generate observable events" 

(Henfridsson & Bygstad, 2013:911). As a primary theoretical framework (or lens) to explore 

digital platform design outcomes, it uncovers plausible explanations surrounding choice. A 

generative mechanism is described as an inherent property or characteristic of an object or 

ŀŎǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǇƻǎǎŜǎǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ΨpowerΩ ǘƻ ŎŀǳǎŜ ƻǊ ŜƴŀōƭŜ ŀ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ŜǾŜƴǘ and outcome (Sayer, 1992). 

The power exists whether it is activated (actualised) or not i.e., there is internal potential within 

the action to generate the event (Pawson & Tilley, 1997; Archer et al., 1998). The search for 

generative mechanisms is a search for the most plausible explanations of causality (i.e., why we 
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observe what we observe) amongst the indicators, correlations, co-incidental or spurious 

associations we find in the empirical data. Searching for plausible patterns behind observable 

events (Mingers, 2004), changes or outcomes, is how we identify ǘƘŜ ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳǎ ǘƘŀǘ ΨexplainΩ 

and ΨendureΩ (Mingers & Standing, 2017). It is further strengthened as an approach because the 

contextual conditions in which the mechanism works would impact the effectiveness of the 

mechanism (Sayer, 1992; Pawson & Tilley, 1997) ς Figure 1.2.  

 

Figure 1.2 Context, Mechanism and Outcome (reference: Pawson & Tilley,1997:58) 

Applying this lens to digital platforms has led to the contribution of identifying and categorising 

impactful generative mechanisms (Haskamp et al., 2021). This, in turn, enabled me to extend 

my hypothesis such that the evolution of a digital platform, when successful (or failed), can be 

related to the relevant design choices. By identifying the mechanisms at play, inherent in the 

choices, can provide the insights and explanation being sought to explain ΨǿƘȅ ǿŜ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜ ǿƘŀǘ 

we observeΩΦ 

1.5 Research objectives and research questions 

Overall, the following research question emerged central to the study: 

For a digital transformation within financial services, how do enabling mechanisms influence 

the design choices of a digital platform? 

The purpose, therefore, of this qualitative case study is to develop a deeper understanding of 

the design choices within the transformation of a digital platform. Within the single case of 

It9C{Ωǎ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ нлмо ŀƴŘ нлмф, several key objectives were agreed 

upon to reflect the phases of the study and to address the research question: 
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Objective RO1) To examine and contribute to the digital platform literature, its design 

and design choice treatment. 

Objective RO2) To complete a detailed investigation of the context, actions, events, 

and outcomes for the digital platform design (the phenomenon) within 

the setting of a Financial Services organisation (real-world context). 

Objective RO3) To explore and understand the underlying complexities of the critical 

events of the digital platform design outcomes based on a generative 

mechanism-based theoretical framework. 

Objective RO4) To propose a novel set of integration strategies at the architectural 

level that would realise the optimal design outcomes. 

Objective RO5) To provide a focused conceptual ΨframeworkΩ and ǎŜǘ ƻŦ Ψdesign 

principlesΩ that guide the integration of the digital platform layers to 

generate value within the context in which it sits. 

The research objectives were translated into specific sub research questions, (Table 1.1), and 

were subsequently operationalised as part of the research design (detailed in Chapter 3). These 

were chosen to enable answers to the main underlying elements of the main research question. 

 Sub-Question Why selected 

Sub RQ-1 How do generative mechanisms 
explain Information Systems (IS) 
change? 

To explore the key theoretical 
element to apply to the study 

Sub RQ-2 How does context impact the type of 
design choices? 

To explain the organisational driven 
reasons for the design changes. 

Sub RQ-3 What conditions are important to 
enabling an impactful technology-
driven change? 

To report the situations that enable 
different outcomes from change. 

Table 1.1 Research sub-questions 

1.6 Overview of contribution 

The study contributes to providing clarity to the key elements of the digital transformation 

process as it centres on digital platforms. To improve the understanding of digital transformation 

I have developed a configurationalist perspective (Pawson & Tilley, 1997; Henfridsson & 

Bygstad, 2013) to characterise the enabling mechanisms in a digital platform deemed to be core 

and proprietary to an organisation to: 
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(1) Extend the work of Henfridsson and Bygstad (2013) by identifying contingent ΨŀŎǘƛƻƴ-

ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴΩ mechanisms that underpin the design choices at the architectural level of a 

digital platform and the outcomes they influence. 

(2) Contributing to the digital platform literature by increasing the application of generative 

mechanisms to provide a deeper understanding of different activities within a digital 

transformation. 

(3) Propose a model for integrative mechanisms in a digital platform. 

(4) Outline a set of digital platform design principles that can guide ŀ ŦƛǊƳΩǎ ŜŦŦƻǊǘǎ ƛƴto 

digital transformation. 

 

 

Figure 1.3. Research Focus 

Figure 1.3 positions the research domain of the study (Jenkins, 2003) as highlighted by the 

application of generative mechanisms into the digital platform domain and within the design 

perspective. 

The findings of the study identify integration mechanisms linking digital platform design choices 

to digital platform outcomes. I have identified four contingent digital platform integration 

mechanisms that underpin the design choices in the HPEFS platform and the realised outcomes 

(value creation) of its digital transformation. In addition to adopting the main theoretical lens of 

Ψgenerative mechanismsΩ όIŜƴŦǊƛŘǎǎƻƴ & Bygstad, 2013) I also utilised the insights from the 

punctuated socio-technical change model (Lyytinen & Newman, 2008) to assess the unfolding 

events. Moreover, I was able to translate these mechanisms into a proposed set of design 

DIGITAL
PLATFORMS

GENERATIVE 
MECHANISMS

DESIGN
As an ACTION or 
INTERVENTION

To explain WHY

As an OUTCOME

RESEARCH DOMAIN
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principles to guide practitioners to drive and sustain a digital transformation through its digital 

platform.  

1.7 Thesis structure 

The thesis structure is guided by the processes outlined by Eisenhardt's (1989) and Stake (2006), 

wherein I built theory from case study research. Table 1.2. provides a summary of the structure 

of each chapter and the main outputs. 

Chapter Content summary 

Chapter 1 - Introduction ¶ An overview of the research and identification of the 
focus of the study. 

Chapter 2 ς Literature Review ¶ An account of the processes and protocols followed in 
the structured literature review and the findings of 
how extant literature addresses research on digital 
platforms. 

¶ Development of and introduction to the research 
problem and question identified. 

Chapter 3 ς Research Design 
and methodology 

¶ The methodology designed for this research and the 
strategic decisions followed is based on the principles 
of Saunders et al. (2019) research onion. 

¶ The rationale that guided decisions that lead to an 
appropriately constructed, end-to-end, research 
design approach. 

Chapter 4 ς HPEFS Case Study ¶ A comprehensive summary of the HPEFS case and its 
digital transformation journey from 2013 to 2019. 

¶ Case data and analysis applied. 

Chapter 5 ς Findings and 
discussion 

¶ The findings from the HPEFS case. 

¶ The proposed integration mechanisms outlined and 
design principles for digital platforms. 

Chapter 6 ς Conclusions 
 

¶ Closing out on the dissertation with a focus on 

¶ Theoretical contribution - the core 
contributions for theory and practice. 

¶ Implications to Practice ς views on the 
potential application by practitioners. 

¶ Research limitations ς reflections on the 
limitations in the study. 

¶ Further research ς proposals for potential 
leverage of the findings of the study, to expand 
beyond the single case of HPEFS and other 
unexplored areas in the literature. 

Table 1.2 Thesis structure 
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A high-level flow for this thesis and the key elements from the chapters is presented in Figure 

1.4 to provide a graphical description of the study as a whole. It goes across the chapters and is 

intended to provide the reader with both a flow and the main findings in the study. 

 

Figure 1.4 Hi-level methodological flow for the study 
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1.8 Chapter summary 

Chapter 1 provides an overview of the research and pinpoints the focus of the study. After a 

short introduction to the case, HPE Financial Services (HPEFS), I presented a summary of the 

research opportunity by reflecting on the literature on digital platforms highlighting what I see 

as underexplored (Section 1.3). An initial definition of the main theoretical perspective of 

generative mechanisms (Section 1.4), provides a preliminary understanding of the structure of 

the proposed integration mechanisms outlined in Chapter 6. The study opportunity summarised 

by the set of research objectives and research questions (Section 1.5) leads to the resulting 

contribution from the study (Section 1.6). I concluded the chapter by outlining the structure of 

this thesis (Section 1.7) to orientate the reader within the flow of the study and the subsequent 

chapters from this point. 
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2 Literature Review 

Chapter 2 accounts for the process and protocols followed in a structured approach to identify 

the research problem and the subsequent research question. The aim of a literature review is 

άto enable the researcher both to map and to assess the existing intellectual territory, and to 

specify a research question to develop the existing body of knowledge further.έ ό¢ǊŀƴŦƛŜƭŘ et al., 

2009:208). To achieve this goal, I leveraged the structured approach of a hermeneutic 

framework (Boell & Cecez-Kecmanovic, 2014). This method proved helpful as it integrated 

interpretation and analysis of the literature while searching iteratively. Selecting this framework 

was based on two main characteristics of the process: 

(1) One of the main focuses of this structured approach ƛǎ ƻƴ Ψintellectual engagement,Ω i.e., 

interpretation and critical assessment (Boell & Cecez-Kecmanovic, 2014). Other 

approaches, such as the systematic literature review (Tranfield et al., 2003; Denyer & 

Tranfield, 2009; Okoli & Schabram, 2010), are seen to be potentially too formulaic as 

they emphasise rigour, replicability, and objectivity. As a result, they can downplay the 

intellectual and critical nature of the process to identify gaps in the literature (Webster 

& Watson, 2002; Boell & Cecez-Kecmanovic, 2014; Rowe, 2014).  

(2) It also facilitates the iterative aspect of the literature review process. As digital 

transformation and digital platform research are still regarded to be in their infancy 

(Vial, 2019), I deemed this critical to my selection. As new research continues to come 

on-stream and articles emerge from multiple sources (i.e., not just academic database 

searches), appropriate adjustments can be made throughout. 

Integrating insights and definitions from other vital sources were employed to augment the 

approach, i.e., problematisation (Alvesson & Sandberg, 2011), the concept-centric approach 

from Webster and Watson (2002) and others such as Rousseau et al. (2008) on synthesis and 

wƻǿŜ όнлмпύ ƻƴ ǿƘŀǘ ŀ ƭƛǘŜǊŀǘǳǊŜ ǊŜǾƛŜǿ Ψis notΩΦ 5ŜǎǇƛǘŜ ƴƻǘ ŀŘƻǇǘƛƴƎ ŀ ǎȅǎǘŜƳŀǘƛŎ ƭƛǘŜǊŀǘǳǊŜ 

review (Tranfield et al., 2003; Denyer & Tranfield, 2009; Okoli & Schabram, 2010), I selected 

aspects that I felt would improve the overall output. The protocols, as a result, became centred 

around improving reproducibility (and repeatability), which I deemed necessary when following 

an iterative approach. It also improved the comprehensive identification of all relevant material. 

Research motivation and chapter flow (Figure 2.1) - tƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ Ψdigital transformationΩ is now 

widespread in everyday vernacular as firms strive to maintain relevance. It can be defined as the 

process of enhancing an organisation's business model and its value by embedding digital 
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technologies that change the products and services it provides (Matt et al., 2015; Hess et al., 

2016; Sebastian et al., 2017; Vial, 2019). IDC estimates the economic value of these 

transformations is circa $19 trillion or 20 per cent of the global GDP and continues to grow at a 

similar pace to the last decade (Parker & Fitzgerald, 2019). However, many organisations 

struggle to digitally transform, with less than 30 per cent succeeding, according to McKinsey (De 

la Boutetière et al., 2018). Research to understand how to improve success motivates this study, 

especially as the phenomenon is still in its early stages of understanding (Vial, 2019). 

 

Figure 2.1 Overview of Chapter 2 - Literature Review 

0ÒÏÂÌÅÍ ÏÒ 2ÅÓÅÁÒÃÈ 0ÒÏÂÌÅÍ ÂÅÉÎÇ ȬÓÏÌÖÅÄȭ
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Transformation

Digital 
Platforms

(incl Ecosystems & 
Digital 

Infrastructure)

Platform 
Design

Design 
Choices

! ÖÉÅ× ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ȬÐÒÏÂÌÅÍȭ
$ÉÇÉÔÁÌ ÐÌÁÔÆÏÒÍ ȬÆÁÉÌÕÒÅȭ ÏÒ ÃÈÁÌÌÅÎÇÅ ɀnot as 
ÓÉÍÐÌÅ ÁÓ Ȭwe need to become digitalȭ

Where the solution can be located ɀ
the importance of Digital Platforms to 

Digital Transformation
Digital Platform as the central building block 

(Vial, 2019) and key element to successful 
transformation (Sebastian et al., 2017)

PROBLEM STATEMENT
The current research does not provide all 
the answers on successfully embedding 
ÔÅÃÈÎÏÌÏÇÉÅÓ ÉÎÔÏ Á ÆÉÒÍȭÓ ÄÉÇÉÔÁÌ 

platform and business model

RESEARCH PROBLEM
Gap in the research on how best to make 
design choices on a digital platform and 

why they impact outcomes

Section 2.3
Search and 
acquisition

Section 2.4.2
Conceptual 
categories

Section 2.4.3
Critical 

Assessment

Section 
2.4.4
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2.4.5

HYPOTHESIS (leading to Solution)
Some of the challenges of digital transformation 
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choices in the digital platform.

QUESTION What differentiates one choice to 

another?

For a digital transformation within financial 
services, how do enabling  mechanisms influence 

the design choices of a digital platform ?
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! ƪŜȅ ŎƻƳǇƻƴŜƴǘ ǘƻ ŜƴŀōƭŜ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƛǎ ǘȅǇƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŀ Ψdigital platformΩ ǘƘŀǘ ǳƴŘŜǊǇƛƴǎ 

the growth and success of ǘƻŘŀȅΩǎ most prominent companies such as Google, Microsoft, 

Amazon, Uber, Airbnb, among others (Parker et al., 2016). A digital platform can be defined as 

an Ψextensible codebaseΩ ǘƻ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ Ψcore functionalityΩ thŀǘ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀǘŜǎ ΨsharedΩ ǎƻŦǘǿŀǊŜ-based 

subsystems. Various interfaces facilitate the integration to allow interoperation of the 

subsystems that, in combination, provide a product or service solution (Tiwana et al., 2010; 

Ghazawneh & Henfridsson, 2013; De Reuver et al., 2017; Wulf & Blohm, 2020). Looking closely 

ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƭƛǘŜǊŀǘǳǊŜΣ ǿŜ ǎŜŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ ƛǎ ŀ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ Ψbuilding blockΩ ό±ƛŀƭΣ нлмфύ ŀƴŘ ŀ 

critical digital transformation element (Sebastian et al., 2017). Therefore, a transfer of focus 

from digital transformation to designing more impactful digital platforms can be considered. In 

other words, it could provide potential sources of improving success by understanding the 

connections of how one can affect the other.  

With the importance of digital platforms as a potential solution, Section 2.2 provides an 

overview of Platform and Digital Platform Literature to support the searching process. I outline 

ǘƘŜ ƭƛǘŜǊŀǘǳǊŜ ǊŜǾƛŜǿ ǇǊƻǘƻŎƻƭǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ Ψsearch and acquisitionΩ ǇƘŀǎŜ ό{ŜŎǘƛƻƴ нΦ3) to allow the 

domain to be mapped, classified, and critically assessed (Section 2.4). The critical assessment 

provides the source for discussion to outline the research problem (Section 2.4.4) as it connects 

to digital platforms supporting the digital transforƳŀǘƛƻƴϥǎ Ψreal worldΩ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳ (Van de Ven, 

2007). This leads to the research question (Section 2.4.5) to address the gap, and I conclude by 

discussing the proposed theoretical contribution (Section 2.5). 

As stated, the literature review followed the hermeneutic framework approach (Boell & Cecez-

Kecmanovic, 2014). Prior to presenting the results, an outline of the framework next explains 

the method adopted. 

2.1 Structured Literature Review 

Using a hermeneutic understanding process means that the literature review is inherently 

interpretative "where the reader engages in ever-expanding and deepening understanding of a 

relevant body of literature." (Boell & Cecez-Kecmanovic, 2014:259). It effectively develops 

iterative insights (Figure 2.2) from relevant material to help solve the research problem.  
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Figure 2.2 A hermeneutic framework for the literature review process (adapted from Boell & 
Cecez-Kecmanovic, 2014) 

This critical examination identifies potential weaknesses and phenomena that may be poorly 

understood (Boell & Cecez-Kecmanovic, 2014) or enables a problematisation approach to 

assumptions (Alvesson & Sandberg, 2011). It aligns with Webster and Watson (2002), where 

high-quality research is concept-driven instead of publication-based. Moreover, as a review 

ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ǘƻ Ǝƻ ōŜȅƻƴŘ άsummarising/synthesisingέ towards the goal of άthe identification of new 

research directionέ όRowe, 2014:243). My proposal in this study is that a hermeneutic approach 

would achieve this aim. 

The process comprises two major hermeneutic circles that are mutually intertwined (Figure 2.2). 

¢ƘŜ Ψsearch and acquisitionΩ ŎƛǊŎƭŜ ŦƻŎǳǎŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŜǇǎ ό¢ŀōƭŜ нΦмύ ǘƻ ǎŜŀǊŎƘ ǘƘŜ ƭƛǘŜǊŀǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ 

attain more ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ŘƻƳŀƛƴ ƻŦ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ΨproblemΩ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅΦ  

Success involves identifying relevant sources of information and reading to develop 

understanding. 
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Step Description 

Searching 

¶ Searching for relevant articles by applying search operators 
within academic sources and going beyond the database search 
when necessary. 

¶ Focus on search techniques to quickly drill down into highly 
relevant material (precision). 

Sorting 
¶ Applying different methods to sort the articles found in the 

search (e.g., dates, citations, and relevance). 

Selecting 
¶ Defining and applying relevant criteria, determining which 

papers to carry out orientation-based reading. 

Reading 
(Orientational) 

¶ Developing an initial understanding through ΨorientationalΩ 
reading to position the study. 

¶ Review the paper's title and key paragraphs (i.e., abstract, 
introduction and conclusion) for a preliminary but brief 
assessment to gain an overall impression of the content (Wallace 
& Wray, 2016). 

¶ AǇǇƭȅƛƴƎ ǎŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ŎǊƛǘŜǊƛŀ ŦƻǊ ǎǳōǎŜǉǳŜƴǘ ŘŜŜǇŜǊ ΨanalyticalΩ 
reading (part of the search and acquisition circle). 

Expand and 
Refining 

¶ Based on reading and ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ Ψanalysis and 
interpretationΩ ǎǘŀƎŜ ǘƻ decide, if necessary, to 

o Expand the search approach, i.e., different journals or 
sources. 

o Refine ǘƘŜ ǎŜŀǊŎƘ ΨcriteriaΩ ǘƻ ŦƻŎǳǎ ƻƴ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ŀǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ 
interest. 

¶ Identify improvements in the search strategies to achieve 
greater precision in subsequent searches. 

Table 2.1 Search and Acquisition (adapted from Boell & Cecez-Kecmanovic, 2014) 

¢ƘŜ Ψanalysis and interpretationΩ circle ŀŎǘǎ ŀǎ ŀ Ŏƻƴǘƛƴǳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ Ψsearch and acquisitionΩ ǿƘŜǊŜ 

the focus is to go delving deeper into the literature. As the researcher strives for a better 

understanding, the goal involves creating a well-ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ άdialogical 

engagement and the fusion of horizons among researcher and numerous textsέ (Boell & Cecez-

Kecmanovic, 2014:264). In other words, critically assessing the context of the target domain 

allows for creating new links among concepts and theories. The research moves from an 

ΨorientationalΩ ǘƻ ŀƴ ΨanalyticΩ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭƛǘŜǊŀǘǳǊŜ ōŜŦƻǊŜ ŜȄǘǊŀŎǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƪŜȅ ŘŀǘŀΦ hƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ 

ƭƛǘŜǊŀǘǳǊŜ ƛǎ ǎȅǎǘŜƳŀǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ƳŀǇǇŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǎȅƴǘƘŜǎƛǎŜŘΣ ǘƘŜ ƪŜȅ ǎǘŜǇ ƻŦ Ψcritical assessmentΩ ƛǎ 

undertaken. The research problem is determined from here and reformulated into research 

questions. Table 2.2 gives a summary of the steps. I have defined data extraction as a step of its 

own before mapping, highlighting the elements that would subsequently organise in a concept 
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matrix (Webster & Watson, 2002). I feel it is essential to have a step to carefully consider which 

elements are most important to the study before building the map of the data. 

Step Description 

Reading 
(Analytical) 

¶ In-ŘŜǇǘƘΣ ΨanalyticalΩ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ƘŜƭǇ ƛƴ ƳŀǇǇƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŎƭŀǎǎƛŦȅƛƴƎΦ 

¶ To interpret and become immersed to achieve understanding. 

Data extraction 

¶ !ƴ ƻǳǘŎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ΨanalyticalΩ reading. 

¶ aŀƪƛƴƎ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛǾŜ ƴƻǘŜǎ ǘƻ ΨdeconstructΩ ǘƘŜ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜ ƛƴǘƻ ƪŜȅ 
elements, e.g., 

o Understanding of the paper. 
o ¢ƘŜ ǇŀǇŜǊǎΩ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ƻǊ ŦƻŎǳǎΦ 
o Research questions being addressed. 
o Findings and proposals. 
o Key concepts and theories adopted. 
o Methodologies and approach. 

Mapping and 
Classification 

¶ ¢ƻ ǎȅǎǘŜƳŀǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŜ ǘƘŜ Řŀǘŀ ŀƴŘ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ ƛǘ ƛƴ ŀ Ψsuccinct 
form,Ω ƛΦŜΦΣ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘƛƴƎ ƎǊŀǇƘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ƻǊ ƛƴ ǘŀōƭŜǎ ǘƻ ŜƴŀōƭŜ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ 
assessment. 

¶ Mapping and classifying relevant ideas, findings, links, and 
contributions within the literature. 

¶ Synthesising logical groupings of patterns to reflect the key 
concepts. 

¶ A creative process that may lead to new questions and drive to 
identify new relevant material. 

Critical Assessment 

¶ Focus on analysis and evaluation. 

¶ Identify weaknesses and areas of limited research. 

¶ To provide the opportunity to problematise current knowledge 
by challenging assumptions. 

Identify Research 
Problem 

¶ Develop an ΨŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ ŀ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ƎŀǇΩ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ 
assessment. 

¶ 5ŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ƎŀǇ ƻǊ Ψproblematic assumptionsΩ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ 
importance to be solved. 

¶ ΨFormulationΩ ƻǊ ΨframingΩ ƛƴǘƻ ŀ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳΦ 

¶ The revision of the research problem may trigger a NEW round 
of search and acquisition. 

Identify Research 
Question 

¶ Transforming the research problem into a specific research 
question. 

¶ ²ƘŜǊŜ ŀƴǎǿŜǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ǿƛƭƭ ƘŜƭǇ ΨsolveΩ ǘƘŜ 
problem. 

¶ Outlining the research question(s) to be empirically tested. 

Table 2.2 Analysis and Interpretation (adapted from Boell & Cecez-Kecmanovic, 2014) 
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2.2 Overview of Platform and Digital Platform Literature 

2.2.1 The importance of digital platforms 

CǊƻƳ aŎYƛƴǎŜȅΩǎ ŀƴƴǳŀƭ L¢ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ ƻŦ ƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭƛsation of a business has become 

more and more of an imperative in ǘƻŘŀȅΩǎ ever-changing competitive environment, to create 

Ψtangible business valueΩ ό5ƘŀǎŀǊŀǘƘȅ et al.Σ нлнмύΦ ¢ƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ Ψdigital transformationΩ has become 

very common in everyday vernacular aǎ ŦƛǊƳǎ ǎǘǊƛǾŜ ǘƻ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ŀƴŘ ǊŜƳŀƛƴ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘΦ aŎYƛƴǎŜȅΩǎ 

view is that it is broad and far-reaching in a firm and goes beyond just thinking about technology 

ŀƴŘ ƳƻǊŜ ƻŦ ŀ Ψway of doing thingsΩ ό5ǀǊƴŜǊ ϧ 9ŘŜƭƳŀƴΣ нлмрύ or more recently as a far-reaching 

ΨprocessΩ ό±ƛŀƭΣ нлмфύ  It can therefore be described as the process to enhance an organisations 

business model, and its value, by embedding digital technologies that change the products and 

services it provides (Matt et al., 2015; Hess et al., 2016; Sebastian et al., 2017; Vial, 2019). In 

effect its focus is to also enrich the core business by changing its activities, processes, 

organisŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜǎΣ ŀƴŘ ǎƪƛƭƭǎ ōȅ ƳŀƪƛƴƎ ǘƘŜƳ ΨfasterΩ ŀƴŘ ΨsmarterΩ ǘƻ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ 

performance (Schallmo et al., 2017), to provide a different experience both internally and 

externally.  

To illustrate the importance of this effort, IDC estimates the economic value of these digital 

transformations is circa. $19 trillion or 20 per cent of the global GDP and is continuing to grow 

at a similar pace to the last decade όtŀǊƪŜǊ ϧ CƛǘȊƎŜǊŀƭŘΣ нлмфύΦ DŀǊǘƴŜǊΩǎ όнлнмύ ƭŀǘŜǎǘ ǎǳǊǾŜȅ ƻŦ 

CEO and senior business executives (n=115) show that 82% of them will again put the highest 

investment into digital capabilities, a trend that has continued since 2012. We find that platform-

based business is dominating this transformation and are some of the most valued companies 

e.g., ΨGAFAMΩ - Google (Alphabet), Amazon, Facebook (Meta) and Apple and Microsoft 

(Constantinides et al., 2018), that can also now include others like Alibaba. In 2020, these 

companies, as digital platform ecosystems, occupy the top five positions of brands (Forbes, 

2020). Digital platforms such as iOS, Android, Facebook, PayPal, Apple Pay, Square, AirBnB, Uber 

to name but a few is an ever-growing list, and are increasingly important competitively to deliver 

on the transformed products and services (De Reuver et al., 2017; Rolland et al., 2018). Recent 

figures illustrate the growth of these digital platform companies has resulted in a combined 

market cap of $4.3 trillion and over 1.3 million direct employees and millions indirectly 

employed (Yablonsky, 2018). Digital platforms have risen as they facilitate a means to realise an 

economy of scale and have become synonymous ǿƛǘƘ ŘƛǎǊǳǇǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ Ψnatural order of thingsΩ 

(Lowry et al., 2017).  
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A more interesting fact, however, is that a large number of organisations struggle to digitally 

transform, with less than 30 per cent viewed as successful (De la Boutetière et al., 2018). From 

aL¢ {ƭƻŀƴΩǎ 2018 online survey (1793 participants) conducted in partnership with McKinsey, 

ŦƻǳƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ Ψdigital transformations are even more difficultΩ than organisational transformations. 

! ǎƛƳǇƭŜ ǎŜŀǊŎƘ ŦƻǊ Ψdigital transformation failureΩ yields a wide range of reports, blogs, and 

industry-based studies, thus indicating the size of this problem and possible reasons for its 

occurrence. In 2013, Co-operative Bank cost themselves £300m by cancelling their legacy system 

replacement (Toesland, 2018). In 2013, the BBC shut down its Digital Media Initiative (DMI), with 

an overhaul of its data management system as central to the planned transformation. This 

resulted in £98.3m being written off (Toesland, 2018). Google Health was launched with a lot of 

fanfare to hold consumers information but failed as the health providers were not willing to use 

the platform (Van Alstyne et al., 2016; Brunswicker et al., 2019). It was subsequently 

discontinued in 2011. eBay pushed the Billpoint platform for digital payments but was replaced 

by PayPal in 2003 (Van Alstyne et al., 2016). Other examples of high-profile struggles, such as 

GE, Lego, Nike, Proctor and Gamble, Ford, Sony, PlayStation HƻƳŜΦ DŀǊƳƛƴΩǎ bǳǾƛtƘƻƴŜΦ 

Johnson /ƻƴǘǊƻƭǎΩ tŀƴƻǇǘƛȄ ŦƻǊ ŜƴŜǊƎȅ ŜŦŦƛŎƛŜƴŎȅ and Burberry among others (Van Alstyne et al., 

2016; Davenport & Westerman, 2018; Brunswicker et al., 2019), thus showing the complexity of 

achieving this shift towards digital transformation.  

Digital platform-based transformation presents more challenges with the ever-increasing 

demands from customers in terms of experience to raise the bar on what they must deliver in 

value and competitive advantage (Ehrlich et al., 2017). According to McKinsey, a digital platform 

becomes a more difficult undertaking with the presence of legacy infrastructure, with the key 

challenge or Ψhidden perilΩ of technical debt (Dalal et al., 2020) - I define this as the cost to 

modernise the organisŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ ƻǳǘŘŀǘŜŘ ǘŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎȅ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƴ ǊŜŘǳŎŜ ǘƘŜ ƛƴƘŜǊŜƴǘ ŎƻƳǇƭŜȄƛǘȅΦ !ǎ 

a result of these issues, I summarise ǘƘŜ Ψreal worldΩ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳ ό±ŀƴ ŘŜ ±ŜƴΣ нллтύ ǘƘŀǘ ŦƛǊƳǎ ŦŀŎŜ 

is being one where embedding digital technologies into their platform does not result in the 

expected level of enhancing the organisations business model. Where this can be evaluated by 

value capture (revenue and profits) or the value created for their customers (Zott et al., 2011; 

Massa et al., 2016). Being able to provide some insights to help organisations on how to 

approach these challenges, with more confidence, motivates my research. To help with 

identifying potential ways to solve, I looked first to the research in the area of platforms and 

digital platforms. A summary of these studies is outlined to provide a lead in to help illustrate 

where the lƛǘŜǊŀǘǳǊŜ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ Ŧǳƭƭȅ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ǘƘŜ ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ ƴŜŜŘŜŘΦ 
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2.2.2 Product Platforms, the precursor for Digital platforms 

The platform literature provides characteristics to help in developing a deeper understanding of 

ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳǎΦ ²Ŝ ŦƛƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭƭȅ ŦƻŎǳǎŜŘ ƻƴ Ψproduct platformsΩ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ǘƘŜ 

early basis for understanding the topic. Examples such as the Sony Walkman with over two 

hundred models based on three underlying platforms gave an illustration of the impact of 

platforms on the product development process (Wheelwright & Clark, 1992). Other examples 

ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ YƻŘŀƪΩǎ ǎƛƴƎƭŜ-use camera (Wheelwright & Clark, 1992), Scania Trucks (Meyer & 

Lehnerd, 2003) and Volkswagen (Simpson, 2004) further explicate the research into platforms 

and their impact on product design. 

I propose that we assume that a product platform is made up of is a set of (1) components or 

subsystems and (2) interfaces to connect them such that it allows them to be shared among 

derivatives of the product (Meyer & Seliger, 1998; Robertson & Ulrich, 1998; Moore et al., 1999, 

Meyer & Lehnerd, 2003). The components or subsystems are broken into those that are core, 

stable, generally long-lived and fixed with others that are more on the periphery and variable 

(Baldwin & Woodward, 2009). Organisations that adopt a platform approach will leverage 

άcommon subsystems not only within product lines, but across them.έ (Meyer & Lehnerd, 

2003:658) ς Figure 2.3. 

 

Figure 2.3 Shared subsystems in a product platform (adapted from Meyer & Lehnerd, 2003) 

This allows a firm to make strategic choices on the combination to address specific offerings to 

customer segments. There can also be a further gradation (or scalability) in the performance or 

functionality with the subsystems to aid in targeting within a given market, achieved through 

Ψplug-insΩ ƻǊ Ψadd-onsΩ όaŜȅŜǊ ϧ [ŜƘƴŜǊŘΣ нллоύΦ ¢ƘŜȅ Ŏŀƴ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ōŜ ƳƻǊŜ 

flexible and responsive while also being very efficient by reducing the incremental costs to 

address market needs to further represent the benefits of a platform approach (Robertson & 

Ulrich, 1998). The emergence of platforms can therefore be seen as building blocks and engines 
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for innovation. They have helped redefine industry structures of products and services, a key 

trend that defines the modern economy (Gawer, 2009). 

2.2.3 Digital Platforms (Research Objective 1) 

The research on digital platforms reflects a next ΨwaveΩ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ǎŜŜƴ ŀǎ Ψtechnological 

systemsΩ distinct from a product (Baldwin & Woodward, 2009). Tiwana (2010) builds on this idea 

and provides a definition that forms the basis throughout the subsequent literature (Ghazawneh 

& Henfridsson, 2013; Tiwana, 2015; De Reuver et al., 2017; Wulf & Blohm, 2020), to outline the 

core characteristics of a digital platform:  

άsoftware based platform as the extensible codebase of a software 

based system that provides core functionality shared by the modules 

that interoperate with it and the interfaces through which they 

ƛƴǘŜǊƻǇŜǊŀǘŜ όŜΦƎΦΣ !ǇǇƭŜΩǎ ƛh{ ŀƴŘ aƻȊƛƭƭŀΩǎ CƛǊŜŦƻȄ ōǊƻǿǎŜǊύ.έ  

(Tiwana et al., 2010:675) 

wŜŦƭŜŎǘƛƴƎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ Ψdigital platformΩ ƭƛǘŜǊŀǘǳǊŜΣ ǿŜ Ŏŀƴ ǎŜŜ Ƙƻǿ ƛǘ ōǳƛƭŘǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛŎǎ ƻŦ 

the product platform. First, the ǳǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ψextensible codebaseΩ ǘƻ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ Ψcore functionalityΩ 

builds on Meyer and [ŜƘƴŜǊŘΩǎ όнллоύ ǿƻǊƪ ƻƴ ǎƘŀǊŜŘ ǎǳōǎȅǎǘŜƳǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ŎƻǊŜ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ 

ǾƛŜǿŜŘ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ΨsharedΩ ǎƻŦǘǿŀǊŜ-based subsystems that in combination 

provide a product or service solution to the firm stakeholders (internal employees, customers, 

or suppliers). Tiwana (2010) went on to define modules ŀǎ ŀƴ Ψadd-on software subsystemΩ ǘƘŀǘ 

ŀƭƭƻǿǎ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴŀƭƛǘȅ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǳǎŜǊΦ !ǎ ǘƘŜ ƳƻŘǳƭŜǎ ΨinteroperateΩ όƛƴ 

terms of the exchange of data and information) they facilitate the creation of derivative 

products and services (Ghazawneh & Henfridsson, 2013; Karhu et al., 2018; Wulf & Blohm, 

нлнлύΦ ¢ƘŜ ƳƻŘǳƭŜǎ άextend the functionality of the software productέ όDe Reuver et al., 

2017:126) ōȅ ƭŜǾŜǊŀƎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ Ψcommon resourcesΩ ƻǊ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ŎƻǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǎƛǘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ 

platform (Ghazawneh & Henfridsson, 2013). This reflects a second commonality with the 

ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ƻƴ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘǎ ōȅ άintegrating specific features within product platforms 

to target market applications.έ (Meyer & Lehnerd, 2003:661). 

Research during this period has progressed to study digital platforms as a central element of an 

ΨecosystemΩ ό¢ƛǿŀƴŀ et al., 2010; Tiwana, 2015; De Reuver et al., 2017; Parker et al., 2017; 

Tiwana, 2018). The combination of the digital platform and those modules that it integrates 

ǿƛǘƘΣ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŦŀŎŜǎΣ ŦƻǊƳǎ ǘƘŜ Ψplatform ecosystemΩ ό¢ƛǿŀƴŀΣ нлмлύ ς Figure 2.4. 



Chapter 2 ς Literature Review 

22 
 

 

Figure 2.4 Digital platform-centric Ecosystem (adapted from Tiwana et al., 2010) 

This shift to the platform as a technological system (Baldwin & Woodward, 2009) is illustrated 

by the emergence and importance of the interfaces in the ecosystem. In effect, they are a control 

mechanism (Tiwana, 2010) and are designated in the platform literature as boundary resources 

(Ghazawneh & Henfridsson, 2013; Gawer, 2014; De Reuver et al., 2017; Wulf & Blohm, 2020). 

¢ƘŜȅ ǎŜǊǾŜ ǘƻ ŘŜŦƛƴŜ ǘƘŜ ΨtoolsΩ ŀƴŘ ΨregulationsΩ όGhazawneh & Henfridsson, 2013) that manage 

the level and type of integration and interaction between the digital platform and those 

developing the modules. Examples of these resources include the application programming 

interface (API) protocol and software development kits (SDK) that provide access for the users 

to new features and functionality (Ghazawneh & Henfridsson, 2013). This has facilitated a 

transition, to allow third-party developers, external to the firm, to also develop solutions that 

are known as applications (Ghazawneh & Henfridsson, 2013; De Reuver et al., 2017), extensions 

(Tiwana, 2015) or complements (Kahru et al., 2018). They allow access to the core digital 

ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ ŀƴŘ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ Ψgenerativity' over time with new and somewhat unprompted innovations 

due to this access (Yoo et al., 2010). Some everyday examples include payment facilities (e.g., 

PayPal, Stripe), location-based services (e.g., Google Maps, Waze), messaging (WhatsApp, Viber 

etc.), accessing digital content (YouTube, Disney + etc.), fitness tracking and management 

(Garmin, Fitbit, Strava etc.) to name but a few. 

This approach has facilitated the ability of the platform owners (e.g., iOS, Android, Windows, 

CŀŎŜōƻƻƪ ŜǘŎύ ǘƻ ǘŀǇ ƛƴǘƻ ŀƴŘ ǘŀƪŜ ŀŘǾŀƴǘŀƎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƛƴƴƻǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŎǊŜŀǘƛǾƛǘȅ ƻŦ Ψdiverse 

outsidersΩ ό¢ƛǿŀƴŀΣ нлмрύ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊƳΦ Lǘ ŀƭǎƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ ŀ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜ ŀŘǾŀƴǘŀƎŜ ƛŦ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ 

owner can become the dominant digital platform in a given space e.g., Apple iOS application 

with 1.8 million applications available worldwide (apple.com, 2021) or Google Play at 2.9 million 

(statista.com, 2021) are some of the well-known, everyday examples. Bonina et al. (2021) 

described these as innovation platforms with their ability to allow complementary solutions and 

technologies to build on the platform's foundation. Consideration for the platform owner in how 

Competing Ecosystems
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Interfaces

(Boundary Resource)

Ecosystem
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Applications 
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open to make the platform and its resources, especially for third party development (Karhu et 

al., 2018). This decision impacts the platform ƻǿƴŜǊΩǎ intellectual property rights (IPR) but is 

ǎŜŜƴ ŀǎ ŎǊŜŀǘƛƴƎ ƛƴƴƻǾŀǘƛƻƴ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ Ψinduce complementorsΩ ǘƻ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ǾŀƭǳŜ 

(Karhu et al., 2018). The research focuses on the interdependency of the platform and the 

application i.e., the level of impact of a design change in one element on another, defined as 

ΨcouplingΩ ό.ǊǳƴǎǿƛŎƪŜǊ et al.Σ нлмфύΦ ²ƛǘƘƛƴ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳǎΣ ¢ƛǿŀƴŀ όнлмрύ ŘŜŦƛƴŜǎ Ψloose 

couplingΩ ǘƻ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜ ǘƘŜ ǎƛǘǳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴŎȅ ōŜƛƴƎ ŘǊƛǾŜƴ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊŦŀŎŜ όe.g., 

AtLύ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘ ŜƳōŜŘŘŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴΦ IŜ ƎƻŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƻ ŀƭǎƻ ǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ ΨdecouplingΩ ǿƘŜƴ 

changes in the application do not harm its interoperability with the platform (Tiwana, 2015; 

¢ƛǿŀƴŀΣ нлмуύΦ ΨTight couplingΩ ŀǎ ŜȄǇŜŎǘŜŘ ǿƛƭƭ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ of a change in one element 

of the platform impacting on the functioning of the other (Brunswicker et al., 2019). Digital 

platforms with boundary resources in an ecosystem bring forward some specific differences 

from a product platform. In a product platforƳΣ ǘƘŜ ƳƻŘǳƭŜǎ ƘŜƭǇŜŘ ŘǊƛǾŜ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊƳΩǎ 

product offering. Digital platforms reflect this but are shifting the business model to being built 

on access to the platform as this gives the application access to the user. This provides the means 

for the ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ ƻǿƴŜǊ ǘƻ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜ ǊŜǾŜƴǳŜ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻŦƛǘǎ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ŀŎŎŜǎǎ ǘƘŀƴ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ΨproductΩ 

(i.e., application or extension).  

Providing access to complementors leads the organisation to consider the digital platform 

boundary as a design decision to complement. Eaton et al. (2015) focused on the perspective of 

control to set the firms' digital platform threshold. The use of boundary resources is a means by 

which the organisation establishes the boundary of the digital platform. Tiwana (2018) put it in 

relatively simple terms as that which "demarcates its exterior from its interior" (p.831). In effect, 

it is the point that separates the internal architecture and the core capability of the platform 

from that of the external architecture that the platform will interact. It also reflects where the 

external resources will require the means to join with and access, i.e. the design to connect 

through the boundary (Eaton et al., 2015). Gawer (2021) explored this topic and established that 

the ƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘƛƻƴǎΩ ŘƛƎƛtal platform boundary is based on strategic decisions around three 

interrelated boundaries. Drawing from other research, the digital interface (boundary 

resources) was identified as well as the 'scope' of the platform (based on the firmsΩ core focus, 

business model, assets and resources) and the platform ΨsidesΩ (the target users or customers). 

Gawers' (2021) proposition is that a digital platforms' boundary is an interplay between these 

three interdependent areas where the firm must make strategic decisions. The output from this 

ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊƳǎΩ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ ōƻǳƴŘŀǊȅΦ 
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An further expansion of how a digital platform fits into an ecosystem is how it can impact as part 

ƻŦ ŀƴ ΨorganisationŀƭΩ view (Selander et al., 2013; De Reuver et al., 2017) as it helps to link firms 

as they deliver products and services as a collective group. This organisational form has two 

aspects in the literature (Saadatmand et al., 2019): 

1) Technology, comprising of the core modules, interfaces, and extensions to bridge with 

the complementors (Baldwin & Woodard, 2009; Karhu et al., 2018),  

2) Social processes, involving the governance mechanisms to coordinate the actors and 

interactions between them in the ecosystem (Adner, 2017; Nambisan et al., 2017).  

Integrated supply chain management is a good example of taking advantage of a shared digital 

platform, such as SAP, to integrate into an end-to-end organisational ecosystem (Markus & 

Loebbecke, 2013). It allows companies to customise their business process while taking 

advantage of APIs to integrate and coordinate with their supply chain partners or to access the 

digital platform directly through a portal. 

Another primary area of research into digital platforms is that of architecture. Tiwana (2010) 

defined the digital platform architecture as a Ψconceptual blueprintΩ ǘƻ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŦƛƎǳǊŀǘƛƻƴ 

ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳΣ ǘƘŜ ƳƻŘǳƭŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ Ψdesign rulesΩ ǘƘŀǘ ōǊƛƴƎǎ ǘƘŜƳ ǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊΦ ¢ƘŜ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ 

of the digital platform provides two functions, (1) Partitioning the platform into its subsystems 

and (2) How the system integrates through the interfaces internally and externally (Wulf & 

Bloom, 2020). Architectural design provides the research on the logical organisation of the 

ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ όǘƘŜ ΨhowΩύ ǘƻ ŀŎƘƛŜǾŜ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǎƛǊŜŘ ǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ ǘŀǊƎŜǘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊƳ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

ŜŎƻǎȅǎǘŜƳ όǘƘŜ ΨwhatΩύΦ ¸ƻƻ et al. όнлмлύ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ǘƘŜ Ψlayered architecture of digital 

technologyΩ that conceptualised fluidity at the product level by realising different design 

hierarchies through the embedding and use of software. More recent research comes at the 

same question but in the opposite direction i.e., expanding the digital platform by adding 

άphysical resources (such as a new device)έ (Karhu et al., 2018:479). Examples such as 

smartwatches with heart rate monitors and global positioning system (GPS) capabilities provide 

users, through applications on the iOS or Android platforms to a host of health solutions. Other 

examples such as the scanning of documents (receipts, credit cards, driving license, QR code for 

Wi-Fi router access) on a mobile device are becoming more commonplace that demonstrates 

this evolution. 

With the background set out on digital platforms, the following is a view of the protocols in the 

Ψsearch and acquisitionΩ ǎǘŜǇǎ carried out. This culminated in determining the research questions 

central to the study. 
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2.3 Search and acquisition of the literature 

As the first of the hermeneutic circles όCƛƎǳǊŜ нΦмύΣ Ψsearch and acquisitionΩ ŦƻŎǳǎŜǎ ƻƴ ǎŜŀǊŎƘƛƴƎ 

the literature, identifying relevant sources of information, and reading to develop 

understanding. The following section summarises the steps, with a more detailed outline in 

Appendix 1. 

Sources ς Selecting a bibliographic database was the initial decision before searching. From 

reviews of the various available sources, it came down to one of the primary indexing databases, 

Web of Scienceϰ or Scopus®Φ !ǎ ǘƘŜ άlargest abstract and citation database of peer-reviewed 

literatureέ ό9ƭǎŜǾƛŜǊΣ нлннύΣ {ŎƻǇǳǎ® was selected. From here, leading IS journals provided the 

ŦƻǳƴŘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭƛǘŜǊŀǘǳǊŜ ǊŜǾƛŜǿ ό²ŜōǎǘŜǊ ϧ ²ŀǘǎƻƴΣ нллнύ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘǊŜŜ ΨroundsΩΦ ¢ƘŜ 

ǇǊƛƳŀǊȅ ǎƻǳǊŎŜ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ ΨAIS Basket of EightΩ (AIS, 2022), with a second iterative 

round of other highly ranked L{ ƧƻǳǊƴŀƭǎΦ ²ƘƛƭŜ ƴƻǘ ŀǎ ƘƛƎƘ ƛƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ΨAIS Basket of EightΩ 

ǊŀǘƛƴƎΣ ǘƘŜǎŜ ƧƻǳǊƴŀƭǎ ǇǳōƭƛǎƘ Ψwell-executedΩ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘΣ ǿŜƭƭ ǊŜƎŀǊŘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ Ψ3Ω ǊŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƻ 

justify their inclusion (Chartered Association of Business Schools, 2021). Another expansion of 

the sources in this second round included the proceedings from AIS conferences 

(https://aisnet.org/page/Conferences). As the primary conferences for IS academics and 

research-oriented practitioners, they provide an additional valuable source of literature. The 

third iterative literature round came about from the reading step and attending various online 

webinars, research seminars within the college, conferences, and many other interactions. The 

third grouping captures literature identified with potential interest and, if promising, was put 

forward for analysis and interpretation. While not large in quantity, the final two sources were 

academicallȅ ǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ōƻƻƪǎ ŀƴŘ Ψ1st TierΩ ƻŦ Ǝrey literature (Adams et al., 2016). Although not 

peer-reviewed, tier-one grey literature generally has greater editorial control and confidence 

about the author's expertise. Examples include industry sources such as the International Data 

Corporation (IDC), Forbes, Gartner, and McKinsey. 

Searching ς the initial step was to identify protocols to find literature that would provide 

guidance from a digital platform or digital transformation perspective to achieve an outcome. A 

ǎŜŀǊŎƘ ƻƴ ǘƘƻǎŜ ΨscholarsΩ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ ǎŜŜƴ ŀǎ ΨspecialistsΩ ƛƴ ǇƭŀǘŦƻrm research and highly regarded 

in the field (Figure 2.5) provided vital sources in this round. 

https://aisnet.org/page/Conferences
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Figure 2.5 Key Authors and Search Terms 

LǘΣ ƛƴ ŜŦŦŜŎǘΣ ǿŀǎ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ΨconversationsΩ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ L ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƴƎ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ 

the study (Huff, 2009). Next, the search terms were also broad in selecting those articles to 

explain choices or relationships within a digital platform. This was to provide insights on its 

impact across a broad spectrum, i.e., internal to the organisation, external to the firm and the 

outcomes observed. 

Sorting and Selecting ς Searching resulted in a total of 836 unique articles (Table 2.3). With such 

a large numberΣ ŀ Ψpractical screenΩ ŦƻǊ ƛƴŎƭǳǎƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŜȄŎƭǳǎƛƻƴ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘŀǘŜŘ ŀ Ψweeding outΩ 

(Tranfield et al., 2003; Denyer & Tranfield, 2009; Okoli & Schabram, 2010). The title's relevance 

and the source's academic rating primarily drove the down-selection. More recent papers from 

the identified key authors in digital platforms provided additional material for inclusion to 

complete the lineup for reading and data extraction. 

Round Initial search Unique Exclude Include 

Round 1 604 468 366 102 

Round 2 307 296 260 36 

Round 3 72 72 45 27 

TOTAL 983 836 671 165 

Table 2.3 {ǳƳƳŀǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ΨǎƻǊǘƛƴƎΩ ŀƴŘ ΨǎŜƭŜŎǘƛƴƎΩ ǎǘŜǇǎ 

Reading and Data extraction ς This set of steps was to position the literature within platforms 

and, more specifically, digital platforms. The critical part of this step was to provide the highly 

ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ ǇŀǇŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ƭƛǘŜǊŀǘǳǊŜ ŦƻǊ ǎǳōǎŜǉǳŜƴǘ ΨanalyticalΩ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎΦ CƛǊǎǘ ƛǎ ŀƴ ΨorientationalΩ 

ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎ ǎǘŜǇ ŦǊƻƳ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ŎƭŀǎǎƛŦƛŜŘ ŀǎ ΨincludeΩ ό¢ŀōƭŜ нΦоύΦ 5ŀǘŀ ŜȄǘǊŀŎǘŜŘ ŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ Ǉƻƛƴǘ 
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included: (1) Key focus of the paper, (2) Context and the (3) Real-world problem being 

addressed. From here, a relevance assessment gave rise to rating levels, and the criteria for 

digital platform design are summarised in Table 2.4 ς breakdown of the 165 documents. 

Rating Level Criteria Quantity 

HIGHLY 
RELEVANT 

¶ Provides clear insights in multiple ways to leverage or 
explain. 

¶ Illustrates very good examples of connecting to the how 
and why for digital platform design. 

¶ Applicability is high at the architectural level. 

83 

MEDIUM 
RELEVANCE 

¶ Provides some good insights 

¶ Applicability is present at a general level. 38 

SOME 
RELEVANCE 

¶ Provides limited insights. 

¶ Applicability is possible but low. 44 

Table 2.4 Relevance Ratings 

The level assessment was against the following characteristics or factors of the papers, 

considered within the lens of a digital platform, infrastructure, or ecosystem: 

(1) Examining and investigating a particular aspect within a digital platform, 

infrastructure, or ecosystem ς looking at and understanding its impact, influence, key 

drivers or required conditions. Presenting insights on specific elements, components, or 

attributes of a digital platform, infrastructure, or ecosystem. Defining the digital 

platform, organisational structure, or development processes to achieve a specific 

outcome.  

(2) Proposing design principles based on a research endeavour. 

(3) Establishing a new or augmented theoretical model, conceptualisation, emergence of 

fundamental concepts or framework ς from analysis and proposals about design in a 

digital platform, infrastructure, or ecosystem. 

(4) Demonstrating a relevant ΨAΩ that causes ΨBΩ. ²ƘŜǊŜ ΨBΩ ǿŀǎ areas, such as achieving 

value-based outcomes, how specifics in a digital strategy influence design, interactions 

from stakeholders in a digital platform (customers, developers, other companies) etc. 

Comprehensive data extracted from the literature classified as high or medium provided the 

material to map and classify. This required in-ŘŜǇǘƘΣ ΨanalyticalΩ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎ and the goal was to 

interpret and become immersed to achieve an understanding, the details of which are outlined 

in the next section. 
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2.4 Literature analysis and interpretation 

2.4.1 Analytical reading, data extraction, mapping, and classification 

Mapping and classification aimed ǘƻ άsynthesise the relevant literature into a compact 

classification that describes major views/approaches, contributions, authors and sourcesέ ό.ƻŜƭƭ 

& Cecez-Kecmanovic, 2014:266). ¢ƘŜ ƻǳǘǇǳǘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ΨanalyticalΩ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎ ǎǘŜǇ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ǘƘŜ Ǌŀǿ 

material for the mapping process and presented the topography and critical aspects of the 

literature. The recurring objective was expanding understanding of the field and highlighting the 

approaches taken in each study, their motivation, theories, findings, and contributions. A 

concept ƳŀǘǊƛȄ ǿŀǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƻ άgrouping and presenting the key 

conceptsέ ό²ŜōǎǘŜǊ ϧ ²ŀǘǎƻƴ, 2002:vvii). It systematically organises the data and presents it in 

ŀ Ψsuccinct formΩ (Boell & Cecez-Kecmanovic, 2014)Φ !ǎ ŜŀŎƘ ǇŀǇŜǊ ǿŀǎ ΨanalyticallyΩ ǊŜŀŘΣ 

determining a set of patterns proved to be a highly iterative and reflective process ς see 

Appendix 2 for detailed categorising of each reference and summarised focus. I made 

adjustments throughout the process as I allocated papers to their designated definition. 

Applying the KJ Method (Scupin, 1997) created a refined and expanded set of conceptual 

ƎǊƻǳǇƛƴƎǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘƻǎŜ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭƭȅ ŎǊŜŀǘŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ ΨorientationalΩ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ 

(also known as the affinity diagram approach) entailed leveraging the four steps of the method: 

(1) capturing the core concept(s); (2) grouping based on patterns; (3) presenting the groups. 

Step (4) analyses and interprets the groups outlined in the next section (Section 2.4.2). 

The first step was capturing the ǇŀǇŜǊΩǎ ŜǎǎŜƴŎŜόǎύ based on a synthesis from the data extracted 

(Table 2.5), described as the principal proposition(s) by the authors. While generally captured in 

the abstract, the paper's components helped form a more robust interpretation for the 

ǎǳōǎŜǉǳŜƴǘ ƎǊƻǳǇƛƴƎ ǎǘŜǇΦ !ƭƭ ǘƘŜ Řŀǘŀ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘƛǎ ΨanalyticalΩ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎ ǿŜǊŜ ǘŀōǳƭŀǘŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ ŀ 

comprehensive table (in excel). It allowed for various forms of filtering and adding new columns 

when necessary. 

Components Definition 

Key focus of the paper Domain and main output or article goal. 

Context 
Type of study, timeframes, organisations involved or general 
situation 

Real-world problem Challenges or questions that are addressed by the study 

Theory / theoretical lens / 
concepts 

Theoretical concepts applied in the paper 

Proposals / statements 
How the theories are applied - frameworks or models to help in 
explanation 

Key findings Output from the study 
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Components Definition 

Contribution Stated contribution from the study 

Research questions Stated research question 

Relevance to HPEFS Potential connection to case study 

Relevance High or Medium 

Table 2.5 Data extraction from analytical reading 

The second step was grouping ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ άbroad conceptual categoriesέ ό{ŎǳǇƛƴΣ мффтΥнопύ. The 

analysis leveraged Rousseau et al.Ωǎ (2008) integrative approach to search for patterns and 

connections between the studies. Denyer and Tranfield (2009) suggested that synthesis makes 

ΨassociationsΩ between the parts identified in the studies ŀƴŘ ΨrecastingΩ the information in new 

or different ways. Triangulation (Stake, 2006) and convergence provided the techniques used to 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ άreflective interpretationέ όwƻǳǎǎŜŀǳ et al., 2008:3) of the 

literature groupings as they relate to: 

(1) Offering guidance to the reader about making deliberate choices to transform a digital 

platform to achieve an outcome.  

(2) Explaining choices or relationships on/within a digital platform and their subsequent 

impact through outcomes internal to the organisation or external to the firm. 

It is also connecting the literature review to digital transformation by the focus on how the 

outcomes of the research connected to the process of enhancing an organisation's business 

model and its value by embedding digital technologies that change the products and services it 

provides (Matt et al., 2015; Hess et al., 2016; Sebastian et al., 2017; Vial, 2019). 

A total of eight broad conceptual categories were established through the grouping step, heavily 

influenced by the perspectives of designing a digital platform. The positioning of each paper in 

one or more of the categories was dependent on the proposition(s) determined in step one. As 

an iterative process, the quantity and definition of the categories evolved and updated the 

concept matrix (Webster & Watson, 2002). Adding three additional data sets captured the core 

information on the allocation to one or more categories (Table 2.6). 

Table 2.7 provides a breakdown of the categories and their description (step 3 of the KJ method). 

They can be summarised as either influence within an organisation's activities to design, 

develop, and deploy a digital platform or considerations to achieve outcomes (e.g., value 

creation or competitiveness). 
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Heading Description 

Concept matrix category ¶ Assigned concept(s) for the paper. 

Concept matrix sub-
category 

¶ How the core focus of the paper as it connects to the 
selected concept(s). 

¶ The central proposition(s) by the authors 

Comments on the 
selection of category 

¶ Providing text of the basis of the selection of the 
category in the concept matrix. 

Table 2.6 Concept classification for a given paper 

2.4.2 Analysis and overview of the categories in the digital platform literature 

The literature to date is broad and, in the main, informs the choices an organisation should make 

when designing a digital platform. In other words, it advises the design choices that could or 

ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǘŀǊƎŜǘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊƳΣ ƛΦŜΦΣ ǘƘŜ ΨWhat ǿŜ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ ŘƻΩ. In turn, these ideas translate into 

the core design requirements that ought to deliver the desired business outcomes. This section 

provides an overview of the literature contribution and aligns with the conceptual categories. 

[A] Value creation - Grönroos and VoimaΩǎ ό2013) definition of value creation focuses on the 

ŎǳǎǘƻƳŜǊ ŀƴŘ ǿƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ Ŏŀƭƭ Ψvalue-in-ǳǎŜΩ. In their view, it is more than products and services; 

it is the end-to-end journey and experience that the customer accumulates over time. It also 

ōǳƛƭŘǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ Ψvalue-in-exchangeΩ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ΨǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǊΩ ŀƴŘ ΨŎǳǎtomerΩ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ Ψco-creation of 

valueΩ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƛƴǘŜǊŀŎǘƛƻƴΦ Lusch and Nambisan (2015) confirmed this proposition by showing 

value co-creation as a critical element of a framework for service innovation within an ecosystem 

with a digital platform that delivers the services.  

Ceccagnoli et al. (2012) looked at value from the co-creation perspective by small independent 

ǎƻŦǘǿŀǊŜ ǾŜƴŘƻǊǎ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀǘƛƴƎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ ƻǿƴŜǊΩǎ ŜŎƻǎȅǎǘŜƳ ǘƻ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇ ƴŜǿ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘǎ ƻǊ 

services. Suseno et al.Ωǎ (2018) study focused further on the interactions between the users in a 

ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ƳŜŘƛŀ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ ǘƻ ŀƴŀƭȅǎŜ ŀƴŘ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ Ψvalue-creatingΩ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŜǎΦ ¢ƘŜƛǊ 

argument was built on a proposal of the hybridisation, or merging, of value categories 

(functional, social, emotional, epistemic, and conditionalύ ǘƻ ŘǊƛǾŜ ǘƘŜ άutility of the final good 

or service to end usersέ (Suseno et al., 2018:335). 

Similarly, Kyomuhangi-Manyindo et al.Ωǎ όнлнмύ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ǎǘǳŘȅ ŦƻŎǳǎŜǎ ƻƴ ǳǎŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǘŀǎƪǎ 

and environmental conditions in their study of learning management digital platform. They 

outlined several hypotheses to test in their study of the impact on usability by specifics such as 

the interaction between users and the platform's physical conditions (surroundings and space). 
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The ease and duration of a task, control of the task by the user and the frequency, among others, 

provide additional consideration to create value. Research from Kallinikos et al. (2013) 

approached the topic differently as they looked at the impact on the underlying value and utility 

ƻŦ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ΨartifactsΩΦ ¢ƘŜƛǊ ǇǊƻǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƭƻƻƪŜŘ ǘƻ ƳƻŘƛŦȅ ǘƘŜ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇǎ ŘǊƛǾŜƴ ōȅ 

ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƻǊ ΨtransfigurationΩ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀǊǘŜŦŀŎǘ ǘƘŀǘ ƛƳǇŀŎǘǎ ǾŀƭǳŜΦ [ƻƘǊŜƴȊ et al. (2021) identified 

ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳǎ ŦƻǊ ŘŜǎƛƎƴƛƴƎ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳǎ ŦƻŎǳǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǳǎŜǊΩǎ Ψwell-beingΩ ǘƻ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜ 

interaction, communication, user experience and motivation. They identified autonomy (need 

for free will), competence (having confidence in ability to complete a task) and relatedness (need 

ǘƻ ŦŜŜƭ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ŀ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳύ ŀǎ ŦǳƴŘŀƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘ ǘƻ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ ŀ ǳǎŜǊΩǎ 

well-being through the lens of self-determination theory (SDT). 

Conceptual 
Category 

Group description 

[A] Value Creation What drives 
value that will 
influence 
design choice. 

Value 'creation' outcomes as an input to strategic decisions, at  
(1) Overall business level - Value-in-Exchange 
(2) User-focused ς Value-in-Use (acceptance) 

(Grönroos & Voima, 2013) 

[B] Competitive 
moves 

Reacting to 
competition or 
competitive 
moves. 

Business choices that are competition-driven as an input to 
strategic decisions. 

[C] Digital design 
strategy and 
options 

How to get to 
the future 
vision of the 
organisation. 

Present a strategic intent to outline a high-level direction. 
tŀǇŜǊ ǿƛǘƘ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŘŜŦƛƴŜ ǘƘŜ ΨwhatΩ ŀƴŘ ΨhowΩ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
selected strategy as steps to the future vision. Set at two 
levels: 

¶ Level 0 = Represent a high-level strategy with a more 
generic and broad application, e.g., digital innovation. 

¶ Level 1 = Strategic choices that focus on the approach, 
technique, playbook, or process as they apply to specific 
dimensions or elements that underlie and defines the 
action to be taken, e.g., service innovation. 

 (Hamel & Prahalad, 1995) 

[D] Design 
selection 

(a) Making 
functional
ity based 
'strategic' 
decisions. 

(b) Design 
principles 
(lower 
level) to 
guide 
decisions. 

Business choices on the platform ς lower level as focused on 
more specific choices (functionality or capabilities) that will be 
platform-based to meet a business objective and highlighting 
their importance to the platform's outcomes. Includes: 

¶ Boundary resources and complementors. 

¶ Platform ownership and control. 

¶ Reconfiguration and interdependencies. 

¶ Designing for business processes and internal and 
external to the firm tasks within a socio-technical 
system (Lyytinen et al., 1998; Lyytinen & Newman, 
2008). 
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Conceptual 
Category 

Group description 

[E] Architectural 
design 

Design at the 
architectural 
level of a 
platform. 

The technical configuration choices for the digital platform at 
the architectural level. Includes: 

¶ Layered Modular Architecture (Yoo et al., 2010). 

¶ Coupling ς tight or loose. 

¶ Modularity ς coarse or granular. 

¶ Access ς direct, indirect, or open. 

[F] IT Governance 
and Execution of 
the Software 
Development 
Lifecycle  

The 
development 
process, i.e., 
getting it 
done. 

Execution in the IT development process, research into specific 
IT activities and steps. Includes: 

¶ IT Governance 

¶ Software Lifecycle Development Lifecycle (SDLC) 

[G] Socio-technical 
effectiveness 

People and 
structure 
focus within 
the Socio-
Technical 
System. 

'People' aspects within platforms, digital platforms, and 
ecosystems, i.e., developing the skills, structure, shared 
values, beliefs, knowledge management etc. to improve the 
effectiveness of the firm's system development. 

(Lyytinen et al., 1998; McLeod & Doolin, 2012) 

[H] Digitisation Automation 
and digital 
embodiment. 

Encoding of analogue information into digital format. 
(Yoo et al., 2010; Lyytinen et al., 2016) 

Table 2.7 Conceptual categories for Concept Matrix 

Another stream of research focused on valuation techniques to make optimal IT investment 

ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ ǘƘŜ ǾŀƭǳŜ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊƳΩǎ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜΦ ¢ŀǳŘŜǎ όмффуύ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ 

ǘƘŜ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ Ψreal optionsΩ ƳƻŘŜƭƭƛƴƎ όƴŜǘ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ ǾŀƭǳŜ όbt±ύ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴƛƴƎ ǘƻƻƭǎύΦ  Iƛǎ ŎŀǎŜ 

involved assessing the financial impact of introducing the option of electronic data interchange 

(EDI) as an add-on to an SAP/R3 migration where the benefit was not clear and was used to 

illustrate his proposal. Fichman (2004) built on these ideas by proposing a model for IT changes 

ŀǎ ŀ ŦƛƴŀƴŎƛŀƭ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ΨoptionΩ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ ǾŀƭǳŜ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǘǿŜƭǾŜ ŦŀŎǘƻǊǎ ŘǊŀǿƴ ŦǊƻƳ ŦƻǳǊ ŀǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ 

organisational innovation. Khan et al. (2013) added the dimension of time to assess the impact 

on ǘƘŜ Ψrealised valueΩ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǘƛƳƛƴƎ ƻŦ ŜȄŜǊŎƛǎƛƴƎ ŀƴ ΨoptionΩΦ  The literature in this stream 

reflects a focus on a ŦƛǊƳΩǎ value capture in revenue and profits (Zott et al., 2011; Massa et al., 

2016) from making better investments and with Ψvalue-in-exchangeΩ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ΨproviderΩ ŀƴŘ 

ΨcustomerΩ (Grönroos & Voima, 2013). 

A final perspective on value falls into the literature on technology and user acceptance. The 

Unified Theory of Acceptance and Use of Technology model for technology acceptance 

established by Venkatesh et al. (2003) represents the seminal work in this area. Value-in-use is 

shown in two of the four core determinants of acceptance in the model, i.e., to see some 

performance gains as a user and with a reduced effort.  Abraham et al. (2013) presented the 
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ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƻŦ Ψevolutionary psychologyΩ ǘƻ ŀǳƎƳŜƴǘ ǘƘŜ ƳƻŘŜƭ of Venkatesh et al. (2003). The 

ŀǳǘƘƻǊǎ ǇƻǎŜŘ Ψfour drivesΩ όΧΦǘƻ ōƻƴŘΣ ŘŜŦŜƴŘΣ ŀŎǉǳƛǊŜΣ learn, and acquire) that provided an 

enhanced understanding of technology acceptance. Doll et al. (2004) examined a different 

aspect by measuring user satisfaction. They proposed an improved measure by applying four 

key dimensions (users, application type, platform, and modes of development) into the process. 

Claussen et al. (2013) looked at how platform owners (Facebook) can improve the value of the 

applications to users. The authors could show they controlled the level of notifications to reward 

ŘŜǎƛƎƴǎ ŦƻǊ ƳƻǊŜ ΨengagingΩ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƎŀǾŜ ǊƛǎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǾŀƭǳŜ ƭƻƻƪŜŘ ŦƻǊ ōȅ CŀŎŜōƻƻƪΣ 

ǘƘǳǎΣ ƎƛǾƛƴƎ ŀƴ ƛƴǎƛƎƘǘ ƛƴǘƻ Ƙƻǿ ŀ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ Ŏŀƴ ŘǊƛǾŜ Ψvalue-in-useΩΦ 

In summary, value as a research domain is broad, reflected in the broad range of literature 

presented in the review. We find that design choices on a digital platform need careful 

consideration of the type of value category to which they relate, i.e., functional, social, 

emotional, epistemic, and conditional (Suseno et al., 2018). Generally, it will be co-created 

through the interaction on the digital platform where measures such as user acceptance and 

satisfaction can help act as a measure of value. On the firm side, value also derives from the 

outcomes that deliver the maximum return in revenue and profits. 

[B] Competitive moves - aƛŎƘŀŜƭ tƻǊǘŜǊ ŎƻƴǘŜƴŘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ άessence of strategy formulation is 

coping with competitionέ όtƻǊǘŜǊΣ мфтфΥмотύΦ Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǎeminal paper, he proposed one of the five 

ǘƘǊŜŀǘǎ ǘƻ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ƛƳƛǘŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ Ψthreat of substitute products or servicesΩΦ Looking 

ƳƻǊŜ ōǊƻŀŘƭȅ ŀǘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ƳƻŘŜƭ ƛƴƴƻǾŀǘƛƻƴΣ ŦƛǊƳǎ ǳǎŜ Ψisolating mechanismsΩ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ ƛƳƛǘŀǘƛƻƴ 

difficult for competitors and, therefore, a differentiated architecture (Teece, 2010). A strategic 

position built on differentiation and hard-to-imitate products and services will likely lead to a 

άsustainable competitive advantageέ (Porter, 1996:74). With the right design choices, the 

literature reveals that digital platforms can provide a basis for a competitive strategy that is hard 

ǘƻ ƛƳƛǘŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ ŎŀƴΣ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ ŀŎǘ ŀǎ ŀƴ Ψisolating mechanism,Ω i.e., onerous for a competing firm 

to recreate. Gnyawali et al. (2010), in their study of social networking services (SNS) firms, put 

forward the strategy for co-development and alliances that result in the co-creation of digital 

platform solutions to maintain competitive advantage. Kazan et al. (2018) proposed that the 

ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳϥǎ Ψsuperior architectural configurationsΩ Ŏŀƴ ŘǊƛǾŜ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅΦ 

Architectures from their study on the UK mobile payments platform were value-creating (by the 

openness of the platform to co-creating partners, i.e., integrative or integratable) and also 

deliver value (by the type of access for co-creating partners, i.e., direct, indirect, or open). 

Foerderer et al. (2019) focus on digital platform development and co-ŎǊŜŀǘƛƴƎ ΨstakeholdersΩ 
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within the enterprise software industry. Their findings concluded that it is the effectiveness in 

integrating knowledge across the ecosystem participants and, therefore, across knowledge 

boundaries that distinguishes a firm from its competitors. Anderson et al. (2014), in their study 

of the gaming ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳǎ ό²ƛƛ ŀƴŘ ·ōƻȄύΣ ƭƻƻƪŜŘ ŀǘ ǿƘŀǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ŘǊƛǾŜ ŀ Ψwinning strategyΩΦ ¢ƘŜȅ 

found that platforms with more content and a lower core performance created a competitive 

edge to demonstrate the importance of an organisation's design choices.  

Jimenez and ArenasΩ (2021) study highlights a different challenge facing some organisations to 

balance collaboration and competition when co-creating value in their digital platform. As digital 

platforms become more complex, not all platforms' modules may be developed by a single 

organisation. This has necessitated establishing alliances, some of which may be direct 

competitors. The authors provide insights into mechanisms and practices to manage these 

relationships and critical process considerations when designing the platform and making the 

appropriate competitive move. 

In summary, striving for differentiation and making it difficult ŦƻǊ ƻǘƘŜǊǎ ǘƻ ΨcopyΩ a firmΩǎ digital 

platform capabilities gives rise to strategic choices. These include openness and access for third-

party developers to the digital platform, information sharing between stakeholders as it 

develops, and balancing content and performance, among other areas. Therefore, the key 

takeaway from the literature shows that strategic design choices can drive competitiveness 

ƻǳǘŎƻƳŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳΩǎ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ resulting configuration to make it hard 

to imitate and become a source of the firmΩǎ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘƛŀǘƛƻƴΦ 

[C] Digital design strategy and options ς the literature in this conceptual grouping denotes those 

papers that present a strategic ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ ǘƻ ŜƴŀōƭƛƴƎ ΨdigitalΩ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜǎΦ ¢ƘŜȅ 

provide the insights and considerations for positioning potential design choices where the digital 

platform can be an enabler. Strategy is another broad domain with extensive research with 

Ƴŀƴȅ ƪŜȅ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ƭŜŀŘŜǊǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜΦ ! ŦƛǊƳΩǎ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ Ŏŀƴ ŜƴŎŀǇǎǳƭŀǘŜ Ƙƻǿ ƛǘ ŘŜŀls 

with competitors and sets out actions to establish its position in the industry Mintzberg (1987). 

Lǘ ŀƭǎƻ ŜƴŎŀǇǎǳƭŀǘŜǎ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŎ ƛƴǘŜƴǘǎ ōȅ ŎŀǇǘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ Ψessence of winningΩΣ ƳƻǘƛǾŀǘƛƴƎ Ψrallying 

cryΩ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŜƳǇƭƻȅŜŜǎΣ ŀƴŘ ŘǊƛǾƛƴƎ ŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜƴŎȅ ƻŦ ŀŎǘƛƻn over time (Hamel & Prahalad, 2005). 

The study presented by Woodward et al. (2013) proposed a conceptual model to formulate and 

ŜȄŜŎǳǘŜ ŀ Ψdigital business strategyΩΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƪŜȅ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘǎ ŀǎ Ψdesign movesΩ ǘƻ 

describe the strategic ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ƎǊƻǿƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊƳǎ Ψdesign capitalΩ ŀƴŘ ŎǊŜŀǘƛƴƎ άdigitally-

enabled products or services." (Woodard et al., 2013:538). The authors depict this as a 

ŎǳƳǳƭŀǘƛǾŜ Ψstock of designsΩ ǘƘŀǘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ǊŜŀƭƛǎŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭƭȅ ǊŜŘǳŎŜ ǘŜŎƘƴƛŎŀƭ ƻǊ Ψdigital 
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debtΩΦ L ŘŜŦƛƴŜ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǎ the cost to modernise the organisŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ ƻǳǘŘŀǘŜŘ ǘŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎȅ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƴ 

reduce the inherent complexity. Rolland and Mathiassen (2018) built on this work by studying a 

digital platform in a Scandinavian media organisation. They explored the strategic choices 

between Ψdigital optionsΩ ƻƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ (new technical and informational functionality 

ǘƘŀǘ ǿƛƭƭ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳΩǎ ǾŀƭǳŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴύ ŀƴŘ ƳŀƴŀƎƛƴƎ Ψdigital debtΩΦ Lƴ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊΣ 

they considered the choice between an internal legacy digital platform and several external, 

competing digital platforms with a recommendation to go with the latter.  

Soto et al. (2021) looked more broadly and focused on those factors that have 

interdependencies and will influence success. They defined the strategic choices based on the 

configuration of (1) the level of outsourcing being employed, (2) how development is structured, 

(3) the threat of disruption the firm faces and how imminent and (4) decision making. Sawy et 

al. όнлмсύ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŀ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǎǘǳŘȅ ƻŦ [ŜƎƻΩǎ ŘŜŎŀŘŜ-long digitisation 

ƧƻǳǊƴŜȅΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ƛƴǎƛƎƘǘǎ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ōƭƻŎƪǎ ŦƻǊ Ψdigital leadershipΩ ǘƘŀǘ includes an 

enterprise platform (to manage transactions) and a complimentary engagement digital platform 

(to support digital-based interactions between Lego and the customer). The case presents how 

technologies such as the digital platform can change a firm's business model and generate 

άvalue-producing opportunities" (Sawy et al., 2016:142). Sebastian et al. (2017) build on this 

ǿƻǊƪ ǘƻ ǎƘƻǿ ǘƘŀǘ ŀ Ψdigital services platformΩ Ŏŀƴ ŜƴŀōƭŜ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊƳ ǘƻ ōŜ ƳƻǊŜ ŀƎƛƭŜ ŀƴŘ ƛƴƴƻǾŀǘŜ 

quickly on new potential solutions. Therefore, the right platform provides the means to execute 

digital strategies centred around customer engagement and digitised products and services. 

Gupta and Bose (2022) outlined the importance of the digital platform as it represents a core 

element of the delivery of the digital business model. They developed a digital business 

transformation (DBT) framework by studying two entrepreneurial firms in the crowdfunding 

market (Wishberry in India and Hack-a-Joe Labs in the US). The DBT framework was built on the 

basis that information would flow from the business or operation environment. This influences 

the digital business architecture, comprised of a digital strategy and business model within 

which the digital platform would sit to drive the desired transformation.  

Another subset within this grouping narrows the focus to the strategic approach or process that 

applies to specific technology-based domains defined in the studies. They provide insights and 

considerations that can influence design choices for the firm and the potential for application. 

Kathuria et al.Ωǎ όнлмуύ ǎǘǳŘȅ ƻŦ мпт ŦƛǊƳǎ ƛƴ LƴŘƛŀ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŀ Ψcloud appropriation modelΩ ōȅ 

outlining the macro-ƭŜǾŜƭ ǎǘŜǇǎ ǘƘŜȅ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ Ψcloud integration capabilityΩ ǘƻ ǊŜŀƭƛǎŜ ǾŀƭǳŜΦ 
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Henfridsson and .ȅƎǎǘŀŘΩǎ όнлмоύ ǎŜƳƛƴŀƭ ǿƻǊƪ ƻƴ Ψgenerative mechanismsΩ ƘŜƭǇŜŘ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴ Ƙƻǿ 

digital platforms and infrastructure evolve. They applied the influential studies of Hedström and 

Swedberg (1996) ǘƻ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘǳŀƭƛǎŜ ŀ ŦƛǊƳΩǎ ŀŎǘƛƻƴ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŀ Ψconfigurational perspectiveΩ ŦǊƻƳ 

Pawson and Tilley (1997) to build a process view that explains the evolution. Huang et al. (2017) 

leveraged this work to analyse the rapid growth of the Chinese digital venture, WeCash. They 

were able to identify three mechanisms that could be broadly applied to help a firm to scale 

their digital platform: (1) having a data-driven operation; (2) the ability to make quick changes 

ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ Ψƛnstant ǊŜƭŜŀǎŜǎΩΤ ŀƴŘ (3) power to change the core focus based on technology shifts 

quickly. Törmer (2018) followed a similar path to investigate the digitalisation journey of the 

LEGO Group. He identified three generative mechanisms to show how a digital platform can 

drive innovation speed and efficiency: (1) modular upgradability of individual sub-systems; (2) 

economics of substitution through reuse and recombination and (3) reproduction through the 

integration of external solutions. Kovacevic-Opacic and Marjanovic (2020) outline a digital 

platform strategy as an ongoing process in their study of an internal learning management 

system. The authors also followed the application of generative mechanisms. Up to the point of 

their study, they identified two key mechanisms: (1) grass-roots data collection and (2) cross-

organisational fast feedback loops. They contend that these help to explain the co-evolution of 

the digital platform strategy in parallel with the digital platform. 

Gregory et al. (2018) looked at the importance of IT consumerisation and its transformation of 

digital platform governance (focus, scope, and patterns). They found that everyday life changes 

in expectations and practices have implications for an organisation's platform design and IT 

activities. Gomber et al. (2018) developed a new framework for mapping Fintech innovation. 

Such a framework provides a means to assess the functionality of the effects of the technology 

across the dimensions of customer experience (complementary or disruptive). This gives the 

firm a supporting tool to gauge the potential for digital platform design choices.  

In summary, papers in this grouping present a set of strategic perspectives that ŜƴŀōƭŜ ΨdigitalΩ 

products and services by providing insights for a firm to consider and outline strategic 

approaches and processes. Generally, they sit within specific technology-based domains that 

allow the reader to position potential design choices within the firm's strategy, where a digital 

platform can enable these products and services to succeed. 

[D] Design selection ς this grouping presents insights at a more tactical level as they focus on a 

digital platform's specific functionality and capability to demonstrate the connection to a 

business outcome. The outcomes vary from the very specific, e.g., Ψfacilitating communicationΩΣ 
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Ψdriving network effectsΩΣ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ōǊƻŀŘ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ ƻŦ Ψfirm performanceΩ ƻǊ Ψoutperforming the 

competitionΩΦ [ƛǘŜǊŀǘǳǊŜ highlighting digital infrastructures or ecosystems was included in this 

conceptual grouping because (1) digital platforms were named, or (2) the proposals or findings 

apply to choices on a digital platform. Finally, some of the literature in this conceptual grouping 

presents design principles based on their studies' findings that could guide decisions. 

! ƭƛƴŜ ƻŦ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ƻƴ Ψboundary resourcesΩ όŜΦƎΦΣ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳƛƴƎ ƛƴǘŜǊŦŀŎŜǎ ς APIs) that 

sit between the digital platform and third-party developers provides a view of this literature that 

focuses on functionality and capability. Ghazawneh and HenfridssonΩǎ (2013) highly impactful 

ǿƻǊƪ ŀƴŀƭȅǎŜŘ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ƻŦ Ψboundary resourcesΩΦ ¢ƘŜ ŀǳǘƘƻǊǎ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ 

two processes of resourcing (enhancing the scope and diversity of the digital platform) and 

securing (managing and increasing control) to explain the actions that occur because of the 

platform owners and the third-party developers. Eaton et al. (2015) built on this work to 

ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜ ǎǘŀƪŜƘƻƭŘŜǊǎΩ ǊŜǎƛǎǘŀƴŎŜΣ ǘŜƴǎƛƻƴǎΣ accommodation, and their impact on the design as 

ǘƘŜ Ψdistributed tuningΩ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ψboundary resourcesΩΦ Karhu et al. (2018) added further by looking 

ŀǘ ǘƘƻǎŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜǊǎ ǘƘŀǘ ōȅǇŀǎǎŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭƭƛƴƎ Ψboundary resourcesΩΣ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ 

forking and the effect of more open access as a set of competitive strategies. Engert et al. (2022) 

looked at the platform boundary resources and complementor engagement in their study of e-

commerce content management digital platforms. As with Ghazawneh and HenfridssonΩǎ (2013) 

work, they identified five types of complementor engagement and introduced the concepts of 

complementor securing and resourcing. They also outlined different types of platform boundary 

resources (PBRs) ς (1) Standardised PBRs allow the barrier for entry for complementors to 

provide solutions to a platform to remain low and (2) Individual PBRs that are focused on specific 

capabilities or issues for given complementors. The authors content that this provides a source 

of differentiation of the platforms and is an essential set of design choices for an organisation 

to consider, whether acting as the platform owner or complementor. Halckenhäußer et al. 

(2020) investigated the challenge of complementors competition with platform owners when 

leveraging PBRs. They developed four hypotheses to outline the characteristics of a market that 

will increase the likelihood of more significant competition between complementor and 

platform owner. They include areas such as demand for a given niche, competitive intensity 

within that niche, the quality of the complementors and the innovation rate. Finally, Soh and 

Grover (2022) lens to study PBRs focused on the role Ψdistributed sensemakingΩ in the 

development of PBRs. Driven by a large set of application innovations, they found that it is 

important to drive competitive performance by the shared understanding of the PBRs between 
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app developers. When looking for the integration of new solutions into the digital platform, 

appreciation therefore of the workings and design of a PBR are essential for more effective 

development outcomes. 

The second research category focuses on how the modules (or sub-systems) combine, can be 

reconfigured, and have interdependencies to impact a digital platform. Um et al. (2015) found 

that the changing combination of digital components and interactions drives changes in the 

ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳǎ ΨtopologicalΩ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ. Their study of WordPress plug-ins from 2004 to 2014 

illustrates how the digital platform re-arrangements and changes to the interrelations of the 

Ψdigital productsΩ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŀƴŘ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ΨclustersΩ drive the evolution. Module interdependencies' 

impact on evolution was also focused on in the short study by Hukal (2017) on GitHub data. His 

findings show that the impact of the introduction of new functionality is contingent on what 

exists already in the platform in the form of resources and capabilities. Sandberg et al. (2020) 

present the re-programmability concept to create a new organising logic from their study of ABB 

product platform evolution over 40 years. Their analysis demonstrated how product platform 

digitisation leads to structural or compositional changes in the system or product (denoted as 

phase transitions). The digital platform changes were further characterised by the evolution of 

the interfaces, the architecture and coupling, control, and design decisions rights and those 

involved (internal and external) in the development process. 

Business process transformation forms a stream in the literature that makes it another 

consideration in the design process. Kathuria et al. (2018) highlighted the importance of 

business process alignment within a digital platform as part of their cloud computing 

appropriation model. This alignment is an underpinning component to the technological 

capability outlined in their study that directly impacts a ŦƛǊƳΩǎ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜ. Similarly, Tan et al. 

(2019) identified a model where the need to consider the business processes through a digital 

retailing platform to achieve speed, accuracy and cost is vital to achieving operational agility. 

Levkovskyi et al. (2021) come at this, however, in the opposite direction, i.e., from the digital 

platform perspective, to illustrate in their study that global companies target digital solutions to 

allow centralisation and standardisation of their processes. The relevant business processes, 

therefore, are an important element in the design of the digital platform. 

Tiwana et al.Ωǎ όнлмлύ ǎŜƳƛƴŀƭ ǿƻǊƪ gives a framework for studying platform evolution based on 

(1) architecture, (2) governance and (3) environmental dynamics. The presented 

conceptualisation provides several areas to consider when designing a digital platform, i.e., 

decision rights between platform owner and developers, control mechanisms and whether the 
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platform is proprietary or shared. Yang et al. (2012) studied the digital platform designed to 

enable the emergency system at the 2008 Beijing Olympics. It informed a set of design principles 

for an integrated information platform based on (a) capturing data, (b) comprehension of critical 

events and (c) projection of what will happen to allow action to follow. Lusch and Nambisan 

(2015) conceptualised service innovation and established a framework to inform the design 

elements of a service ecosystem and service platform and co-create value. Markus and 

Loebbecke (2013) presented several conceptual developments to realise a digital business 

strategy. In particular, they outline the design choices between:  

(1) A Ψcustomisable digital platformΩ ǎƘŀǊŜŘ ōȅ Ƴŀƴȅ ǳǎŜǊǎ, where some could be 

competitors of each other, e.g., platform such as Salesforce.com - accessed by many 

firms and can be configured to suit a given set of needs. 

(2) A digital platform ǘŀǊƎŜǘŜŘ ŀǘ ŀ Ψbusiness communityΩ, all of whom use it for similar 

means. The New England Healthcare Exchange Network (NEHEN) provides an example 

of design based on users. In this case, health care providers, insurance companies and 

patients join and participate in a comprehensive digital platform to manage payments.  

In summary, this grouping focuses on specific digital platform functionality and capability and 

demonstrates the impact of critical choices and their connection to a business outcome. It 

provides considerations for the firm on digital platform-based selections linked to specific 

business choices. 

[E] Architectural design ς this next grouping focuses on architectural level characteristics and 

ƭƻƻƪǎ ŀǘ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ŀƭƛƎƴŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳΩǎ design hierarchy (Clark, 1985). Drawing on 

several highly impactful studies has guided the lens of this conceptual grouping in assigning 

ǾŀǊƛƻǳǎ ǇŀǇŜǊǎΦ !ǘ ǘƘŜ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳΩǎ ŎƻǊŜ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ Ψextensible codebaseΩΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƘŜƭǇǎ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ ŀ 

set of central functionalities (Tiwana et al., 2010). The application of modules as an Ψadd-on 

software subsystemΩ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ ǘƘŜ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴŀƭƛǘȅ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǳǎŜǊ ŀƴŘ ŀƭƭƻǿǎ ŦƻǊ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƛŦ 

ŘŜǎƛǊŜŘΦ !ǎ ǘƘŜ ƳƻŘǳƭŜǎ ΨinteroperateΩ όregarding the exchange of data and information), the 

products and services are delivered. By leveraging the digital core (as a set of shared resources), 

the firm can extend the functionality through interfaces, such as APIs, to new or enhanced 

modules (Song et al., 2017). 

Several examples of papers that fit this grouping begin with Rai et al.Ωǎ όнллсύ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ƻƴ ǎǳǇǇƭȅ 

ŎƘŀƛƴǎΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ΨunbundlingΩ ƻŦ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ Řŀǘŀ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǇƘȅǎƛŎŀƭ Ŧƭƻǿ ƻŦ 

products resulted in more significant and sustained performance. They determined that 

achieving an integrated information flow from the IT infrastructure results in 'higher-order 
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process capabilities' that leads to the observed impact. Kallinikos et al. (2013) found that 

changing ǘƘŜ Ψfunctional relationshipsΩ between digital artefacts impacts appearance, form, 

value, and utility. While context is also an influence, the study stresses the importance of 

relationships between the components in a digital platform when making design choices. 

Yoo et al.Ωǎ όнлмлύ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴǘƛŀƭ ǿƻǊƪ ƻƴ Ψlayered modular architectureΩ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ 

technologies provide an additional foundation for this conceptual grouping as we look for 

insights on key design considerations. They described this as a continuum that does not have a 

product boundary. It is built on layers of devices, networks, services, and contents that embed 

vital digital technologies to deliver a product or service. The impact of this research and the 

establishment of this new architecture changed how organisations should organise their 

innovation. Um et al. (2015) also put forward the impact of layered modular architecture as a 

ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŎƘƻƛŎŜΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ǎŜŜ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ŀǎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ŀ ŦƛǊƳΩǎ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ƛƴƴƻǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ 

solutions can co-exist in a platform based on an agnostic design due to the un-fixed design 

ōƻǳƴŘŀǊƛŜǎ ƛǘ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘŀǘŜǎΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŀƭƭƻǿǎ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŎƻƳōƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƳƻŘǳƭŜǎ ƻǊ Ψdigital productsΩ ǘƻ ȅƛŜƭŘ 

new outcomes, as outlined earlier. Another recent definition focuses on the impact this design 

approach can have as it will άallow participants to create value through data, complementarities 

and transactions taking place on the platformέ (Grover & Lyytinen, 2021:xi). Similarly, the 

concept of Ψenterprise architecture (EA)-driven dynamic capabilitiesΩ has been shown to drive 

Ψcompelling digital platformsΩ (Van De Wetering & Dijkman, 2021). Data from 414 respondents 

from a web questionnaire (LimeSurvey) in the Netherlands allowed the creation of a research 

model by to confirm their hypothesis and, therefore, its importance in the design process. 

Within this context, digital platform design can be viewed as an important 'enterprise 

architecture resource' as it reflects an 'EA deployment practice' that requires knowledge to allow 

the organisation to gain the desired benefit (Van de Wetering, 2019). Additionally, the 

contribution of the dynamic capability view (DCV) provides a theoretical perspective on 

modularity (Mikalef et al., 2021). Firms with this capability generally have strategic options to 

reconfigure their business model as the business environment changes. As such, the digital 

platform design provides the opportunity to take advantage of modularity in the choices the 

firm considers. 

 Brunswicker et al.Ωǎ όнлмфύ ǎǘǳŘȅ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŀ ƳƻŘŜƭ ǘƻ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇŀŎǘǎ ƻŦ ŎƻǳǇƭƛƴƎ 

between components in a two-sided digital platform. Kallinikos et al. (2013) concluded that the 

relationship defined as the coupling level (tight, moderate, or loose) would have varying impacts 

depending on the design choice. Hukal (2017) described coupling from the perspective of the 
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type of modularity, i.e., the degree by which digital platform components can be separated and 

recombined. He uses the term ΨcoarseΩ to denote the reduction in module dependency (making 

them loose) and ΨgranularityΩ that drives greater structural complexity (and tightness). These 

lead to a trade-off for the organisation as the specific synergistic design in a granular 

configuration requires a high degree of effort compared to coarse modularity. In the coarse 

approach the limited dependency between modules means that innovation will be a much lower 

effort as the focus is more on the module. With granular modularity design considerations will 

be looking at the module, the overall digital platform and how each element integrates together 

thus making it a larger task for the organisation. 

As a final example, Kazan et al. (2018) investigated the functionality of making the firms' digital 

platform open to co-creation with partners. Configuring the architecture to this capability with 

different access levels (direct, indirect, or open) proved to drive a competitive strategy in 

studying the UK mobile payments platforms. In summary, grouping based on studies that 

provide insights into configuring decisions for the digital platform at an architectural level gives 

an organisation an essential criterion to consider. 

[F] IT Governance (ITG) and execution of the Software Development Lifecycle (SDLC) ς the 

common theme in this grouping was an oversight and execution of the development process 

and application to digital platforms. This aligns with Tiwana et al.Ωǎ όнлмлύ ǎŜƳƛƴŀƭ ǇŀǇŜǊ ǘƘŀǘ 

previously highlighted governance as one of the critical aspects of a platform's evolution. They 

defined governance ŀǎ άwho makes what decisions about a platformέ (Tiwana et al., 2010:679). 

They broke this into three key components (1) decision rights and how authority is divvied up, 

(2) formal and informal control mechanisms to drive good development decisions and (3) 

whether to retain proprietary ownership or allow shared and openness.   Pacheco et al. (2020) 

also focused on a better understanding of ITG ŀƴŘ ƛǘǎ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ ƻƴ ΨIT AmbidexterityΩ ǘƻ 

make an organisation more agile to allow exploitation and exploration concurrently in their 

development activity. They highlight the influence of six archetypes of organisational-based 

decision structures on the success factors of ITG that generate a predictable return. Mulyana et 

al.Ωǎ (2021) more recent literature review highlighted the impact of ITG through several 

mechanisms consisting of structures, processes, and relationships to drive participation and 

collaboration. They conclude that they are antecedents and precede the development of a 

digital platform (as Ψtechnology assetsΩύ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŀ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴΦ 

Fischer et al.Ωǎ όнлнлύ ǎǘǳŘȅ ƻŦ ŦƛǾŜ ŎƻƳǇŀƴƛŜǎ' aligned governance and business process 

management (BPMgmt) as an alternative for digital transformation and execution. The BPMgmt 
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ŦǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ ǇǊƻǾŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀ ōŀǎƛǎ ŦƻǊ Ƙƻǿ Ψwork is performedΩ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ŀ ōŀǎƛǎ ŦƻǊ ŀŘŘǊŜǎǎƛƴƎ 

a digital transformation. These ranged from strategic alignment, governance, methods, 

information technology, people, and culture.  They found that all companies constantly cited 

the importance and impact of ensuring their processes drove strategic alignment and managed 

governance with clear rules and responsibilities. 

The software development lifecycle (Mantei, 1989), in its simplest form, is broken into the three 

essential steps where the άapplication is conceived, developed, and implemented" (Mahmood, 

1987:294). The studies touched on two significant decisions a firm makes to execute within 

these steps, i.e., the process to follow and who will carry out the work. While not a central focus 

of the study, Fichman et al. (2014) provided a broader definition of digital innovation and the 

development lifecycle. They defined it with a four-step process of (1) Discovery, (2) 

Development, (3) Diffusion and (4) Impact to influence the papers allocated to this grouping. As 

a first example, Keil and Tiwana (2006) loosely fits into the discovery phase with their study to 

evaluate enterprise packaged software and determine the key attributes. They established the 

most important attributes as (1) functionality, (2) ease of use, (3) cost, (4) reliability, and (5) ease 

of customisation. They also found that the firm must manage the trade-off between cost, 

quality, and functionality to be competitive. Yang et al.Ωǎ όнлмнύ ǎǘǳŘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŜƳŜǊƎŜƴŎȅ ǎȅǎǘŜƳ 

at the 2008 Beijing Olympics established design principles to apply within the development 

phase of an integrated information platform. The authors identified participatory design (PD), 

software prototyping and component-based development as critical to the success of this digital 

platform. Berente et al. (2019), through an analysis of twenty-six case studies, provided a 

framework and theoretical explanation of employeeǎΩ responses to large-scale enterprise 

system (ES) implementation. The authors presented a comprehensive understanding and 

recommendations to overcome resistance (congruent or institutional) in the diffusion of new 

technologies. Jiang et al.Ωǎ όнлмуύ ǎǘǳŘȅ ƭƻƻƪŜŘ ŀ ŘƛŦŦǳǎƛƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ ƻŦ ƘŜǊŘƛƴƎ ŀǎ 

social behaviour, i.e., whether users will follow predecessors' actions when selecting a digital 

platform. Their findings also focus on how moderators increase, e.g., through a digital platform's 

market share or decrease through regulation, among others, to influence adoption within peer-

to-peer lending platforms.  

This grouping includes studies that look at the structure in the Software Development Lifecycle 

ό{5[/ύ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ ƻƴ ŀǎǇŜŎǘǎ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ΨwhoΩ ŜȄŜŎǳǘŜǎΦ /ŜŎŎŀƎƴƻƭƛ et al.Ωǎ όнлмнύ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ƛƴǘƻ 

1210 Independent Software Vendors (ISVs) determined they will see an increase in sales and 

potential of an Initial Public Offering (IPO) by joining a digital platform ecosystem to co-create 
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value with the platform owner. Parker et al. (2017) looked at the decisions by firms on the level 

ƻŦ ƻǇŜƴƴŜǎǎΣ ŀǎ ŀ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛŎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳǎΣ ǘƻ ΨspurΩ innovation. They 

ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ŎƻǳƭŘ Ψinvert the firmΣΩ ƛΦŜΦΣ ǎƘƛŦǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ōŀƭŀƴŎŜ ǘƻ ƳƻǊŜ 

externally generated innovation and value creation. As a strategic choice, it facilitates access to 

knowledge, skills and innovation from external development and allows potential spillover from 

one 'developer' to another over time. Ye and YŀƴƪŀƴƘŀƭƭƛΩǎ όнлмуύ ǎǘǳŘȅ ƻƴ ƳƻōƛƭŜ ǇƘƻƴŜ 

platforms highlights the importance of the user's perspective to help with the innovation 

challenges that firms face. They established that user-driven innovation is positively affected by 

ΨleadΩ users on a platform and provided the technology (toolkits) and policies/rules to enable it.  

In summary, the literature captures critical insights into important aspects of the development 

ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ ƻŦ ΨwhoΩ ŜȄŜŎǳǘŜǎΦ Lƴ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊΣ ǿŜ ǎŜŜ ǘƘŜ ŦƻŎǳǎ ƻƴ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀǘƛƴƎ ŜȄǘŜǊƴŀƭ 

development into the SDLC and the governance to manage throughout. 

[G] Social-Technical effectiveness ς the penultimate group provides insights into impacts on the 

efficacy of stakeholders participating in digital platform and ecosystem development. The lens 

ƻŦ ΨactorΩΣ ŀǇǇƭȅƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǎƻŎƛƻ-technical model of system development (Lyytinen & Newman, 

2008), provides the common focus iƴ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǳǇƛƴƎΦ Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ŎŀǎŜΣ ǘƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ ΨactorΩ ŎƻǾŜǊǎ ŀƭƭ 

stakeholders that design, develop or use the digital platform (Lyytinen et al., 1998). These papers 

ŀŘŘǊŜǎǎ ŀ ōǊƻŀŘ ǊŀƴƎŜ ƻŦ ŀǎǇŜŎǘǎ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ΨactorsΩ ǘƘŀǘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ōǳǘ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘ ƭƛƳƛǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǎkills, 

shared values, beliefs, knowledge creation and sharing. Andersson et al.Ωǎ όнллуύ ǎǘǳŘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

Swedish transport industry developed a theoretical model illustrating the importance of 

Ψcollective effortΩ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǘŜǊŀŎǘƛƻƴ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜǊǎ ǘƻ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ architectural knowledge. Tiwana 

(2010), looking into outsourcing projects, found that both formal control (pre-specification of 

the clients' needs and outcomes) and informal (sharing of values and beliefs) mechanisms 

influence the interaction between client and IT vendor. Lyytinen et al. (2016) build on this work 

by distinguishing four types of innovation networks, supported by digitisation, each with 

different ways to identify, share, and assimilate knowledge based on interactions between 

Ψdiverse actorsΩΦ Tiwana and YƛƳ όнлмсύ ǎǘǳŘƛŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƻŦ Ψconcurrent IT sourcingΩ ǘƻ 

understand what gives rise to improved performance of the IT output. They identified a bi-

directional mechanism that creates knowledge-sharing through interaction to understand the 

άƛŘƛƻǎȅƴŎǊŀǘƛŎ ƴǳŀƴŎŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƭƛŜƴǘΩǎ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀƭ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎέ ό¢ƛǿŀƴŀ ϧ YƛƳΣ нлмсΥмнрύ. Anderson 

et al.Ωǎ όнлмуύ ǎǘǳŘȅ ƻŦ ŘƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƻǊŘƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ 

strategies that include decision-making ownership, colocation of resources, and systems to help 

with coordination. 



Chapter 2 ς Literature Review 

44 
 

In summary, the studies in this conceptual grouping provide another view of digital platform 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ƭŜƴǎ ƻŦ ΨactorsΩΦ ¢ƘŜƛǊ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǘŜǊŀŎǘƛƻƴ ƘŀǾŜ ŀ Ǿƛǘŀƭ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ 

on the skills, shared values, beliefs, knowledge creation and sharing to improve the effectiveness 

of development activity. 

[H] Digitisation ς the last conceptual grouping identifies those studies that in some way explain 

ǘƘŜ ŜƳōƻŘƛƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ΨdigitalΩ ŎŀǇŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ƛƴǘƻ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜǎΦ Yoo et al.Ωǎ ό2010) influential 

paper on digital innovation provides a broad definition of digitisation - άthe encoding of 

analogue information into digital format. Digitization makes physical products programmable, 

addressable, sensible, communicable, memorable, traceable, and associableέ (Yoo et al., 

2010:725). Despite not being the main focus of the papers in the group, it gives insights into 

ǿƘŀǘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŀƴŘ Ƙƻǿ ƛǘ Ƴŀȅ ƛƴŦƻǊƳ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊƳΦ ¸ƻƻΩǎ όнлмлύ ǇŀǇŜǊ ƻƴ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴǘƛŀƭ 

computing and the examples of the iPhone and Kindle highlight the potential to embed digital 

capability that facilitates price and performance improvements. Lyytinen et al. (2016) highlight 

ǘƘŀǘ ŘƛƎƛǘƛǎŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ ǘƘŜ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ǘƻ Ψradically reconfigureΩ ŀ ŦƛǊƳΩǎ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘǎ ƻǊ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜǎΦ 

Their example of the City Car as part of aƴ Ψintelligent transportation serviceΩ ǾƛŜǿŜŘ ǘƘŜ 

transformative potential of embedding digital capability into many aspects of the traditional car 

design. Finally, Fichman et al. όнлмпύ ōǊƻŀŘŜƴ ǘƘŜ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ΨdigitalisationΩ ƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǇŀǇŜǊ ƻƴ 

platform governance. This expansion encompasses the impact of digitising processes that 

ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ΨmalleabilityΩ ŀƴŘ ǘŀƛƭƻǊƛƴƎ ŎŀǇŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ŀǎ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ƛƴƴƻǾŀǘƛƻƴΦ 

The following sub-sections capture the final step of the KJ Method (Scupin, 1997) to present the 

analysis and interpretation of the conceptual groups. The critical assessment determines the 

gaps, limitations, and opportunities in the current research to derive the research problem 

(Section 2.4.4) that leads to the research question (Section 2.4.5). 

2.4.3 Critical assessment 

Mapping and classification provide an extensive view of the current knowledge in digital 

platforms. The literature, as expected, is extensive in many aspects of its impact on 

organisations, their strategy, and goals. The assessment process utilised two steps to complete 

the critical evaluation of the literature to support identifying the research problem (Section 

2.4.4). The assessment process was iterative for each literature round until each was complete 

(Boell & Cecez-Kecmanovic, 2014), following these steps: 
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(1) Identifying the value and strengths ς capturing a description (or narrative) and 

evaluating the themes and groups from the mapping and classification step. It also 

assesses the applicability to the research. 

(2) Identifying the literature limitations ς looking beyond the value and strength of 

literature in step (1) to outline the gaps, what the authors overlook, and questions that 

emerge that create the research opportunity. Highlighting the gap between what is 

known and what is needed to know in the form of critical knowledge gaps is the key 

output from this step (Webster & Watson, 2002). 

Identifying the value and strengths ς an extensive integrative analysis yielded eight broad 

conceptual categories heavily influenced by the perspectives of designing a digital platform 

(Rousseau et al., 2008; Denyer & Tranfield, 2009). Looking more closely at the literature about 

digital platform design, we can further reduce the groups into three primary design domains 

through interpretative synthesis (Rousseau et al., 2008; Denyer & Tranfield, 2009) ς Figure 2.6. 

To aid in the explanation, a definition of each follows with a description of its value and 

importance to realising outcomes. A few illustrating examples from the literature support these 

three thematic groups to complete the identification step. 

(1) Digital Design Strategy - the first category groups the literature whose central theme 

presents research into business-level outcomes connected to Ωdigital-basedΩ strategy 

ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎΣ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŎŀǇŀōƛƭƛǘƛŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛƴŦƻǊƳ ŀ ŦƛǊƳΩǎ ƻǿƴ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŎ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƛƻƴ 

(Hamel & Prahalad, 2005). The value of this literature is providing various perspectives 

ǘƻ ŜƴŀōƭŜ ŘƛƎƛǘƛǎŀǘƛƻƴΣ ƛΦŜΦΣ ŜƳōƻŘȅƛƴƎ ΨdigitalΩ ŎŀǇŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ƛƴǘƻ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜǎ that 

can form the central tenet of the firm's strategic direction. Woodard et al. (2013) 

illustrated this with ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘǳŀƭ ƳƻŘŜƭ ǘƻ ŦƻǊƳǳƭŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ ŜȄŜŎǳǘŜ ŀ Ψdigital 

business strategyΩΦ CƻǊ ŀƴ ƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ ŀǳǘƘƻǊǎ ƻŦŦŜǊŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ 

Ψdesign movesΩ ŀǎ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŎ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ ƎǊƻǿ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊƳΩǎ Ψdesign capitalΩ and create 

άdigitally-enabled products or services." (Woodard et al., 2013:538). 

In addition, the literature presents the importance of the strategic focus on 

competitiveness outcomes. DǊƛǾŜƴ ōȅ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŎƘƻƛŎŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳΩǎ 

architecture and configurations to make it Ψhard to imitateΩΣ ǘƘŜȅ become a source of 

ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊƳΩǎ ΨdifferentiationΩ όYazan et al., 2018). 
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Figure 2.6 Consolidation of Conceptual Categories on Digital Platform Design 

(2) Digital Platform Design - the second research domain revolves around functionality, 

features, the architecture of a digital platform, resulting outcomes and the subsequent 

impact on the socio-technical system (Lyytinen et al., 1998; Lyytinen & Newman, 2008; 

McLeod & Doolin, 2012). It provides valued direction by demonstrating the effect of 

critical digital platform-based choices and their connection to business outcomes. The 

architectural dimension in this collection of papers also provides essential insights into 

aligning the components within the digital platforms' design hierarchy (Clark, 1985). As 

highlighted earlier, the highly impactful work of Ghazawneh and Henfridsson (2013) on 

Ψboundary resourcesΩ ŀƴŘ ¢ƛǿŀƴŀ et al.Ωǎ όнлмлύ ǎŜƳƛƴŀƭ ǿƻǊƪ ƻƴ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ ŜǾƻƭǳǘƛƻƴ 
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(3) Value creation Outcomes - studies in the third domain focus on value creation, co-

creation and facilitaǘƛƴƎ Ψvalue-in-useΩ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŎǳǎǘƻƳŜǊ ǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ όDrönroos & 

Voima, 2013). While the value literature itself is extensive, several specific and 

important areas to consider for digital platform design are examined. The criticality of 

designing interaction and involvement of stakeholders to generate value shows the 

ƭƛǘŜǊŀǘǳǊŜΩǎ importance to what a digital platform would need to deliver for the firm. 

The second important theme is measuring value and its application to the design 

process. The research highlƛƎƘǘǎ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ ƻŦ ΨvalueΩ measures such as user acceptance 

and satisfaction as essential design requirements or outcomes.  

Similarly, design choices on a digital platform also need to consider the sought value 

type, i.e., functional, social, emotional, epistemic, or conditional (Suseno et al., 2018). 

Another critical stream examined in the literature is making financial-based decisions 

and modelling IT investments to realise value. Examples from Taudes (1998),  Fichman 

(2004) and Khan et al. όнлмоύ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ƻŦ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ŀǎǇŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ΨoptionsΩ 

modelling to help a firm in their decision-making process from a financial perspective. 

In summary, we see that the literature can inform an organisation's design for a digital platform. 

A firm looking to transform its business will require, first, a strategic direction and second, a view 

of the functionality and features of its platform. Understanding and delivering value then 

presents the third key component to target desired outcomes. The large body of research within 

these three important domains illustrates a concentration and strength in the literature on the 

ΨwhatΩ ŦƻǊ ŀ ŦƛǊƳΩǎ digital platform design. In other words, from the perspective of digital 

platform design, the research informs very solidly what needs to be done by the firm. 

However, when we position this in the broader context of digital transformation, we find that a 

large number of organisations struggle to digitally transform, with less than 30 per cent 

succeeding (De la Boutetière et al., 2018). Digital platform-based transformation presents more 

challenges with the ever-increasing demands from customers regarding experience to raise the 

bar on what they must deliver in value and competitive advantage (Ehrlich et al., 2017). So, why 

is this the case, given the strength of the literature in digital platforms? The second assessment 

step reflects on potential limitations and gaps that would allow this study to explore answers to 

help in the challenge of digital transformation. 

Identifying literature limitations (building on step (1)) ς understanding the gap between what 

is known and what is not known, seen as critical knowledge gaps, is the key output from this 

step (Webster & Watson, 2002). Applying a process model approach to digital platform design 
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allowed a deeper look into literature from the perspective of events and outcomes to identify 

gaps (Langley, 1999; Van de Ven, 2007). As an event-driven approach, the current research is 

sparse on how to make the best design choices about the configuration of the digital platform 

to realise targeted design outcomes. This was confirmed in more recent studies on the lack of 

clarity on how to design platforms from a service perspective (Hein et al., 2018) and others, such 

as the under-research in the process of digital transformation strategising in the public sector in 

Sweden (Khriso, 2021).  

We also find few studies extending to the architectural level of the digital platform to help 

explain how design choices impact outcomes. By way of example, Yoo et al.Ωǎ (2010) influential 

ǿƻǊƪ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ Ψlayered modular architectureΩ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ŦƻǳǊ ƭƻƻǎŜƭȅ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘŜŘ ƭŀȅŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ 

contended that their designs are somewhat independent of each other. What is unaddressed in 

this study is how to achieve integration, which then presents an opportunity to assess if 

dependency impacts performance. Rai et al. (2006) created a similar predicament when they 

ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜŘ ΨunbundlƛƴƎΩ information and data from the physical flow of products to achieve a 

higher order of capability in supply chain integration. What is missing from their insights is how 

to ŀŎƘƛŜǾŜ ΨunbundlingΩ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ ƭŜǾŜƭ ǘƻ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƛƴ 

significant and sustained performance? 

Similarly, this weakness applies to how to design choices on a digital platform to change the 

Ψfunctional relationshipsΩ between digital artefacts that impact appearance, form, value, and 

utility (Kallinikos et al., 2013). Final examples of gaps show when designing coupling levels 

(Brunswicker et al., 2019) and making a digital platform open to co-creation (Kazan et al., 2018). 

Both provide the impact of the design decisions but no insights into how to choose. 

Consequently, several questions begin to emerge: 

(1) What ƛǎ Ψin the choiceΩ ƻŦ technology-based change in a digital platform to cause an 

outcome?  

(2) Why does a particular design choice lead to an outcome for a digital platform? 

Therefore, providing insights into how a firm should go about a digital platform design. 

The gaps in the literature presented an opportunity to explore a deeper understanding of these 

choices in a digital platform context. In the broader context answering these questions could 

positively influence a firm's digital transformation and provide additional insights to guide 

change, a phenomenon still in its infancy (Vial, 2019). This indicates the potential importance of 
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the study if it can provide insights to increase the likelihood of success in these digital 

transformations, something explored in the next section (2.4.4) on the research problem. 

2.4.4 Research problem 

Positioning the proposed problem and the motivation for the study requires looking first at 

ǿƘŜǊŜ ƛǘ Ŧƛǘǎ ƛƴ ŀ Ψreal worldΩ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ (Van de Ven, 2007)Φ aL¢ {ƭƻŀƴΩǎ 

нлму ƻƴƭƛƴŜ ǎǳǊǾŜȅ όмтфо ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀƴǘǎύ ŎƻƴŘǳŎǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ aŎYƛƴǎŜȅ ŦƻǳƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ Ψdigital 

transformations are even more difficultΩ than organisational transformations. A simple search 

ŦƻǊ Ψdigital transformation failureΩ ȅƛŜƭŘǎ ŀ ǿƛŘŜ ǊŀƴƎŜ ƻŦ ǊŜǇƻǊǘǎΣ ōƭƻƎǎΣ ŀƴŘ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅ-based 

studies, thus indicating the size of this problem and possible reasons for its occurrence. Recent 

high-profile struggles include GE, Lego, Nike, Proctor and Gamble, Ford, Sony, PlayStation Home, 

DŀǊƳƛƴΩǎ bǳǾƛtƘƻƴŜ, Johnson /ƻƴǘǊƻƭǎΩ tŀƴƻǇǘƛȄ ŦƻǊ ŜƴŜǊƎȅ ŜŦŦƛŎƛŜƴŎȅ and Burberry, among 

others, all showing the complexity of achieving this shift towards digital transformation (Van 

Alstyne et al., 2016; Davenport & Westerman, 2018; Brunswicker et al., 2019)Φ ! ŦƛǊƳǎΩ 

expectation for a digital transformation would typically be enhancing either or both value 

capture (revenue and profits) and the value created for their customers (Zott et al., 2011; Massa 

et al., 2016). bŜǾŜǊǘƘŜƭŜǎǎΣ ǎƛƳǇƭȅ ǎŀȅƛƴƎ Ψwe need to become digitalΩ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƛƴ 

the expected level of digital transformation enhancing the organisation's business model. 

[ƻƻƪƛƴƎ ŎƭƻǎŜƭȅ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƭƛǘŜǊŀǘǳǊŜΣ ǿŜ ǎŜŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ ƛǎ ŀ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ Ψbuilding blockΩ ό±ƛŀƭΣ 

2019) and a critical digital transformation element (Sebastian et al., 2017; Bogea Gomes et al., 

2021). Therefore, we could consider a transfer of focus from digital transformation to designing 

more impactful digital platforms. In other words, it could provide potential sources of improving 

success by understanding the connections of how one can affect the other. The motivation for 

the research is to provide some additional insights from digital platforms as it centres around 

this Ψreal worldΩ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳ (Van de Ven, 2007).  

Thesis core argument ς Based on the challenges faced by firms executing on digital 

transformations, the current research does not provide all the answers on successfully 

embedding technologies into a firm's digital platform and business model (as the core problem 

statement). However, from the critical assessment, there is both a concentration and strength 

in the research informing the firm's design direction for the digital platform and overall 

transformation. At first glance, this seems at odds with the presence of challenges in various 

digital transformation efforts. However, with a gap in the research about how to make design 

choices on crafting a digital platform and why they impact outcomes (as the research problem), 

we can infer that answering these questions could improve the potential for a successful digital 
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transformation. A hypothesis, therefore, emerges that some of the challenges of digital 

transformation could theoretically come about due to architectural choices in the digital 

platform. This leads us to the simple question: What differentiates one choice to another? This 

question's insights and answers could help organisations approach these challenges more 

confidently, thus motivating the research.  

With the research problem set, the development of a research question and set of objectives 

was next in the process. A theoretical lens (or framework) provided a basis for the digital 

ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŎƘƻƛŎŜ ŀǎ ŀƴ ΨactionΩ ǿƘŜǊŜƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƻǳǘŎƻƳŜ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇŀŎǘŦǳƭ ŘŜǎign to formulate 

a research question fully. 

2.4.5 Research question and theoretical framework 

Before crafting the research question, selecting an appropriate theoretical lens to help study the 

research problem is essential. With many potential choices, choosing a theoretical framework 

determines how the study will look at the research problem and offer explanations as we try to 

solve it. Consequently, it also influences the research design and data collection and analysis to 

reinforce its importance. With these perspectives, a literature search yielded the seminal work 

ƻƴ Ψgenerative mechanismsΩ ōȅ Henfridsson and Bygstad (2013). While somewhat limited in its 

application in the literature, it provided a means to challenge and expand academic research on 

digital platforms. With this in mind, it presented the best way to enable new theoretical insights 

on digital platforms and why one design choice on a digital platform is different to another in its 

outcome to another while also striving for originality (Corley & Gioia, 2011). 

Generative mechanisms are defined "as causal structures that generate observable events" 

(Henfridsson & Bygstad, 2013:911). As a primary theoretical framework (or lens) to explore 

digital platform design outcomes, it uncovers plausible explanations surrounding choice. A 

generative mechanism is an inherent property or characteristic of an object or action that 

ǇƻǎǎŜǎǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ΨpowerΩ ǘƻ ŎŀǳǎŜ ƻǊ ŜƴŀōƭŜ ŀ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ŜǾŜƴǘ and outcome (Sayer, 1992). The power 

exists whether it is activated (actualised) or not, i.e., there is internal potential within the action 

to generate the event (Pawson & Tilley, 1997; Archer et al., 1998). The search for generative 

mechanisms is the most plausible explanation of causality (i.e., why we observe what we 

observe) amongst the indicators, correlations, co-incidental or spurious associations we find in 

the empirical data. Searching for plausible patterns behind observable events (Mingers, 2004), 

changes or outcomes, is how we identify ǘƘŜ ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳǎ ǘƘŀǘ ΨexplainΩ and ΨendureΩ (Mingers 

& Standing, 2017). It is further strengthened as an approach because the contextual conditions 
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in which the mechanism works would impact its effectiveness (Sayer, 1992; Pawson & Tilley, 

1997) ς Figure 2.7.  

Applying this lens to digital platforms has led to the potential contribution of identifying and 

categorising impactful generative mechanisms. Identifying the mechanisms inherent in the 

choices can provide insights and explanations to explain ΨǿƘȅ ǿŜ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜ ǿƘŀǘ ǿŜ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜΩΦ 

Overall, the following research question emerged addressed through the study: 

For a digital transformation within financial services, how do enabling 

mechanisms influence the design choices of a digital platform? 

Adopting a Ψconfigurational perspectiveΩ ŦǊƻm Pawson and Tilley (1997) means using their 

context-mechanism-outcome (CMO) scheme as the basis for analysis (Figure 1.2). They applied 

the influential studies of Hedström and Swedberg (1996) to conceptualise the casual paths and 

to illustrate that in specific contexts that outcomes can be traced back to a specific (or 

combination) of mechanisms (Henfridsson & Bygstad, 2013). The purpose, therefore, of this 

qualitative case study is to develop a deeper understanding of the design choices within the 

transformation of a digital platform. WiǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎƛƴƎƭŜ ŎŀǎŜ ƻŦ It9C{Ωǎ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ 

between 2013 and 2019, I set several critical objectives to reflect the phases of the study and to 

achieve the purpose set : 

Objective RO1) To examine and contribute to the digital platform literature, its design 

and design choice treatment. 

Objective RO2) To complete a detailed investigation of the context, actions, events, 

and outcomes for the digital platform design (the phenomenon) within 

the setting of a Financial Services organisation (real-world context). 

Objective RO3) To explore and understand the underlying complexities of the critical 

events of the digital platform design outcomes based on a generative 

mechanism-based theoretical framework. 

Objective RO4) To propose a novel set of integration strategies at the architectural 

level that would realise the optimal design outcomes. 

Objective RO5) To provide a ŦƻŎǳǎŜŘ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘǳŀƭ ΨframeworkΩ ŀƴŘ ǎŜǘ ƻŦ Ψdesign 

principlesΩ ǘƘŀǘ ƎǳƛŘŜ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ Ǉƭŀtform layers to 

generate value within the context in which it sits. 

I translated the research objectives into specific sub research questions, Table 2.8, and 

subsequently operationalised them as part of the research design (detailed in chapter 3). Their 

establishment answered the main underlying elements of the leading research question. 
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 Sub-Question Why selected 

Sub RQ-1 How do generative mechanisms 
explain Information System (IS) 
change? 

To gain a deeper understanding of 
the critical theoretical element to 
apply to the study 

Sub RQ-2 How does context impact the type of 
design choices? 

To understand the organisational 
driven reasons for the design 
changes. 

Sub RQ-3 What conditions are essential to 
enabling an impactful technology-
driven change? 

To gain better insights into the 
situations that enable more 
impactful change. 

Table 2.8 Research sub-questions 

2.5 Theoretical Contribution 

The study's contribution aims to improve theoretical understanding and address the knowledge 

gap identified in the literature (Webster & Watson, 2002). This study clarified critical elements 

of the digital transformation process as it centres on digital platforms. Figure 2.7 summarises 

ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅΩǎ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛǾŜ ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŘƛƎƛǘal platform domain and the design 

perspective. An expanded and more detailed outline of the contributions in Chapter 6 provides 

a basis for the implications for practice. 

 

 

Figure 2.7 Focus of Contribution 
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In summary, the contribution demonstrates a configurationalist perspective characterising the 

enabling mechanisms in a digital platform, deemed to be core and proprietary to an organisation 

to: 

(1) Extend the work of Henfridsson and Bygstad (2013) by identifying contingent 

mechanisms that underpin the design choices at the architectural level of a digital 

platform and the outcomes they influence. The mechanisms form the basis of the 

ŀƴǎǿŜǊ ŀǎ ǘƻ άwhat differentiates one choice to another?έ 

(2) Contribute to the digital platform literature by increasing the application of generative 

mechanisms to provide a deeper understanding of different activities within a digital 

transformation. In other words, to address the knowledge gap about why a design 

choice leads to an outcome for a digital platform.  

(3) Propose a conceptual framework and model for integrative mechanisms in a digital 

ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ ƭŜǾŜƭΦ ¢ƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ Ψpractical utilityΩ (Corley & Gioia, 2011) by 

identifying a method of how to make design choices, built on the contributions (1) and 

(2) above. The model provides a challenge to extant research on digital platforms to 

suggest it should expand beyond the what of design outcomes (Alvesson & Sandberg, 

2011). 

(4) To further contribute to (3) by outlining a set of digital platform design principles that 

can guide ŀ ŦƛǊƳΩǎ ŜŦŦƻǊǘǎ ƛƴ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴΦ 

2.6 Chapter Summary 

This chapter presented the hermeneutic framework (Boell & Cecez-Kecmanovic, 2014) 

undertaken to complete a structured literature review. The process is built on mutually 

ƛƴǘŜǊǘǿƛƴŜŘ ƳŀƧƻǊ ƘŜǊƳŜƴŜǳǘƛŎ ŎƛǊŎƭŜǎ ƻŦ Ψsearch and acquisitionΩ ǘƻ ŀǘǘŀƛƴ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ 

literature and 'search and acquisitionΩ ǘƻ ǎǘǊƛǾŜ ŦƻǊ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎΦ .ŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ 121 high and 

medium relevant papers, more detailed analysis and subsequent critical assessment of digital 

platforms allowed for formulating a research problem and subsequent research questions.  

The shortcoming in the digital platform literature centres on the process of formulating design 

choices. In effect, the research is to determine and understand the critical characteristics of 

these choices through a generative mechanism lens that can explain how design inputs connect 

to their realised outcomes. This will provide valuable insights given the importance of digital 

platforms and their influence on digital transformations (Sebastian et al., 2017; Vial, 2019; Bogea 

Gomes et al., 2021). The next chapter builds from here to outline the critical choices in the design 

of the research. 
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3 Research approach and methodology 

3.1 Introduction 

The goal for any researcher is to produce original knowledge, to help explain what we do not 

understand, and to generate insights that are useful in a practical way (Corley & Gioia, 2011). 

Conducting an empirical study within an existing body of knowledge can facilitate addressing 

problems in practice and provide solutions and insights to design appropriate solutions (Denyer 

& Tranfield, 2009). Theoretically this requires a rigorous methodology with a high degree of 

practical relevance, which Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ŀǎ Ψpragmatic scienceΩ όIƻŘƎƪƛƴǎƻƴ et al., 2001) or 

Ψpragmatic management researchΩ ό¢ǊŀƴŦƛŜƭŘ et al., 2003). The research design strategic 

decisions followed {ŀǳƴŘŜǊǎΩ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ƻƴƛƻƴ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇƭŜǎΣ CƛƎǳǊŜ оΦм (Saunders et al., 2019:130). 

This was chosen as it provides a framework for discussion and guided decisions in a logical 

sequence going through each layer. 

 

Figure 3.1 Multi-ƭŀȅŜǊŜŘ ΨwŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ƻƴƛƻƴΩ όreference: Saunders et al., 2019:130) 

The chapter is structured (Figure 3.2) to explore an understanding of the options layer-by-layer 

with justification for selection at each point. Considerations at each stage are based on the 

decision at the preceding layer to allow consistency of logic throughout. This reflects the 
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interdependence and interconnectedness between the layers to ensure an effective research 

design. From the research question, appropriate choices are made to facilitate the generation 

of an answer and to align the procedures accordingly (Bono & McNamara, 2011). The initial 

decisions are around the critical areas of research philosophy and theory development (Section 

3.2). The methodological choice proceeds by exploring the research strategies (Section 3.3). The 

final part of the chapter outlines the activities taken for data collection and analysis (Section 3.4 

and Section 3.5) and concludes with a summary of the research design strategy (Section 3.6).  

 

Figure 3.2 Overview of Chapter 3 ς Research approach and methodology 

To help navigate the chapter, Table 3.1 reflects the specific choices made, staying true to 

Saunders et al.Ωǎ (2019) research onion. 

Section Level Approach 

3.2.1 
Interpretative Framework 

(Philosophy) 
Critical Realism 

3.2.2 Theory Development Abductive-Retroductive Theorising 

3.3.1 Methodological Choice Multi -method Qualitative 

3.3.2 Strategy In-depth CASE STUDY on Single Case 

 Time Horizon Longitudinal data from 2013 to 2019 (7 yrs) 

3.4 ς 3.5 Techniques and procedures 

3.4 Data COLLECTION ς Interviews, Observation, 
and documentation 

3.5 Data ANALYSIS ς Grounded analysis through 
Coding (Gioia methodology) 

Table 3.1 Research Design summary 

Chapter 3

Introduction

Key research decisions ςResearch 
philosophy & Theory development

Methodological Choice, Research 
strategies & Time Horizon

Å An outline of the research philosphiesand the 
selection of Critical Realism

Å Review of the theory development and selection 
of Abductive-Retroductive Theorising

Å Review of methodological choices and research 
strategies

Å Outline of selection of Qualitative, in-depth case 
study on a single case

3.1

3.2

3.3

Å Application of coding (Gioia methodology) & 
Retroduction to identify generative mechanisms

Data Collection

Data Analysis

3.4

3.5

Å Explanation and outline of the protocols for
collection of data from Interviews, Observation, 
and documentation
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3.2 Research philosophy and Theory development 

 

3.2.1 Research Philosophy and adopting a Critical Realism perspective 

As with many research students, the first step to looking at research philosophy proved difficult 

with so many choices, each with its own merits. The philosophy will determine where the 

researcher believes the truth lies in terms of reality and the existence of knowledge (Saunders 

et al., 2019). Making a considered selection on one or more positions will have implications for 

research design and areas such as the direction, purpose, goals, and outcomes (Huff, 2009; 

Creswell & Poth, 2018). It will also provide the means to interpret, determine relationships, and 

understand the consequences of what it found (Van de Ven 2007). To better explore the 

personal assumptions and beliefs that we bring to our research question requires looking more 

ŎƭƻǎŜƭȅ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ άvarious theoretical and interpretive frameworks that enact these beliefs.έ 

(Creswell & Poth, 2018:15).  

The research philosophies can be interpreted and understood based on their ontology and 

epistemology beliefs as central components of these frameworks. "Ontology considers "what 

exists"." (Huff, 2009:108)Φ Lƴ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǿƻǊŘǎΣ ƻƴǘƻƭƻƎȅ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘǎ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘŜǊΩǎ ōŜƭƛŜŦǎ ŀƴŘ 

ŀǎǎǳƳǇǘƛƻƴǎ ƻƴ ǿƘŀǘ Ψtype of truth existsΩ (Saunders et al., нлмфύ ƻǊ ǘƘŜ Ψnature of the 

phenomenonΩ being studied (Van de Ven, 2007). Ontological beliefs can range from being only a 

single reality or truth to multiple realities constantly interpreted. 

9ǇƛǎǘŜƳƻƭƻƎȅ ōŜƭƛŜŦǎ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƻƴ άhow we gain knowledgeέ ό±ŀƴ ŘŜ ±ŜƴΣ нллтΥоуύΣ έmethods for 

understanding itέ (Van de Ven, 2007:36)Σ ŀƴŘ ǿƘŀǘ ǿŜ άcan know about what existsέ όIǳŦŦΣ 

2009:108). In other words, our beliefs, and assumptions about knowledge, i.e., what is seen as 

acceptable, is legitimate, valid in each situation, and in the best form to be communicated 

(Saunders et al., 2019). Therefore, measuring knowledge, the proper tools that can be applied, 

ŀƴŘ Ƙƻǿ ōŜǎǘ ǘƻ ƛƴǘŜǊǇǊŜǘ ƳŜŀƴƛƴƎ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ŀǊŜ ǇƛǾƻǘŀƭ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘŜǊǎΩ 

epistemological beliefs. The ontological and epistemological positions will also guide the 

methodologies selection, as explored later in the report (Huff, 2009).   

The set of ontological and epistemological beliefs combine to give a research paradigm as they 

provide a holistic view of ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅΩǎ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇƭŜǎ ƻƴ ƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜΦ The results of different 

combinations of ontological and epistemological choices are generally classified across research 

paradigms. A paradigm ƛǎ ŀ Ψcluster of beliefsΩ ό.ǊȅƳŀƴ ϧ .ŜƭƭΣ нллтύ ǘƘŀǘ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘǎ ǘƘŜ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎs of 

ΨwhatΩ and ΨhowΩ ƛƴ ŎǊŜŀǘƛƴƎ ƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜ ƛƴ ŀ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ ŘƛǎŎƛǇƭƛƴŜΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǘŜƴŘǎ ǘƻ ōŜ 

ƭƛƳƛǘŜŘ ŀƎǊŜŜƳŜƴǘ ŀōƻǳǘ ǳǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǘŜǊƳǎ ΨparadigmΩ ŀƴŘ ΨphilosophyΩΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀǇǇŜŀǊ ǘƻ ōŜ ǳǎŜŘ 
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interchangeably. (Saunders et al., 2019). This is particularly true as both appear to have beliefs 

as a common component of their definitions. Comparing the statement that άPhilosophy means 

the use of abstract ideas and beliefs that inform our researchέ ό/ǊŜǎǿŜƭƭ ϧ tƻǘƘΣ нлмуΥмсύ to 

Bryman and .ŜƭƭΩǎ όнллтύ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ŀōƻǾŜ ƛƭƭǳǎǘǊŀǘŜǎ ǘƘƛǎ ǇƻƛƴǘΦ For the chapter, and to avoid 

ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ŎƻƴŦǳǎƛƻƴΣ L ǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ Ψinterpretative frameworkΩ, with the associated philosophical 

beliefs and approaches within each to illustrate the decisions taken (Creswell & Poth, 2018). This 

ŀƭƭƻǿǎ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƻƴ ǘƻ ŦƻŎǳǎ ƻƴ ǿƘŀǘ ƎǳƛŘŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘΣ ǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀǘ ōŜ ŀ ΨphilosophyΩ, 

ΨparadigmΩΣ Ψset of beliefsΩΣ Ψtheoretical orientationΩ ƻǊ ΨtheoryΩ (Creswell & Poth, 2018). As the 

list of possibilities is ever-expanding, I focus on what could be deemed to be the five more 

popular frameworks in the social sciences, namely positivism, interpretivism, postmodernism, 

pragmatism, and finally, Critical Realism. (Saunders et al., 2019:130). Critical Realism is the 

Ψinterpretative frameworkΩ adopted in my studies. I outline the logic behind this selection as a 

suitable research framework (and philosophy) and how others do not appear to fit fully. 

3.2.1.1 Positivism 

! ǇƻǎƛǘƛǾƛǎǘ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ ǿƻǊƪǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ōƻǘƘ ǘƘŜ ΨnaturalΩ ŀƴŘ ΨsocialΩ ǿƻǊƭŘǎ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ 

observed within a set of laws explored and set through empirical inquiry (Saunders et al., 2019). 

It sees social entities, such as people and structures, objectively studied using the natural 

sciences (Bryman & Bell, 200тύΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ŘǊƛǾŜƴ ōȅ ǇƻǎƛǘƛǾƛǎǘǎ ǎŜŜƛƴƎ ǘƘŜƳ ŀǎ ΨrealΩ ƻōƧŜŎǘǎ 

(Saunders et al., 2019). Realism is the critical ontological perspective ǘƘŀǘ ŀǇǇƭƛŜǎΣ ŀƴŘ ΨscienceΩ 

helps paint the researcher an accurate picture of the world (Gray, 2014). At the extreme of 

realism, within a positivist perspective, there is generally one true (or unique) reality to be 

considered about the phenomenon. Objectivism provides the foundation within a positivist 

framework when considering epistemology and the acquisition of knowledge (Crotty, 1998). 

This leads to one of the fundamental beliefs that the researcher and reality are separate, i.e., 

being external and independent ŀƴŘ ƛƴ ŀ Ψvalue-freeΩ ǿŀȅ (Saunders et al., 2019). Positivist 

inquiry rests firmly on scientific observation that gathers measurable facts, a central tenet to 

provide insight for the researcher (Gray, 2014). This demonstrates the alignment to a more 

quantitative methodological choice when adopting a positivist perspective. 

Theories have a very interesting place within a positivist-based study. Careful consideration is 

ƴŜŜŘŜŘ ŀǎ άscience does not begin from observation, but from theory, to make observations 

ƛƴǘŜƭƭƛƎƛōƭŜέ (Gray, 2014:21). Observations ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ Ψtheory ladenΩ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ŀ ǎǘǳŘȅΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘ ƛǎ 

ƴƻǘ ŀ Ψblank slateΩ ŀǎ ά¢ƘŜƻǊƛŜǎ Ǉǳǘ ǇƘŜƴƻƳŜƴŀ ƛƴǘƻ ƳŜŀƴƛƴƎŦǳƭ ǎȅǎǘŜƳǎέ (Van de Ven, 

2007:104). This may infer that theory creation is more difficult with a positivist strategy. One 
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way to overcome tƘƛǎ ƛǎ ǘƻ άthink of it as one of erasing, inserting, revising, and re-connecting 

ideas scattered on many papers that are scribbled full of experiences, insights, and musings of 

ours and othersέ ό±ŀƴ ŘŜ ±ŜƴΣ нллтΥмлпύΦ ! Ŧƛƴŀƭ ŀǎǇŜŎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŦǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ ŀƭǎƻ Ǉertains to theory. 

As one observation could contradict a targeted theory, the positivist view can only prove them 

false. Therefore, verifying theories as accurate is not objective in positivist research due to this 

uncertainty about truth (Gray, 2014). Finally, to illustrate an IS research example, the 

άcharacteristics of strategy and a portfolio of systems that can be directly observed and 

measured" (Henfridsson & Bygstad, 2013:910) would meet a positivist direction. 

3.2.1.2 Interpretivism 

This perspective emerged in the early and mid-twentieth century as a critique of the positivist 

ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ŀƴŘ ŀ άterm given to a contrasting epistemology to positivism" (Bryman & Bell, 

2007:16). Interpretivists contend that the physical and the social worlds we live in cannot be 

studied similarly (Bryman & Bell, 2007; Saunders et al., 2019). The fundamental principle is that 

άhumans are different from physical phenomena because they create meaningsέ ό{ŀǳƴŘŜǊǎ et 

al., 2019:148), and studies within this view will capture this difference. More specifically, this 

type of research aims to look for an individual or group's interpretations of the social world 

(Gray, 2014; Saunders et al., 2019).  

OƴǘƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭƭȅ Ψwhat existsΩ όIǳŦŦΣ нллфύ ƛǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƳŜŀƴƛƴƎ an individual or group gives to their 

ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜǎ ōŜƛƴƎ ǎǘǳŘƛŜŘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǊƛŎƘŜǊ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ǘǊǳǘƘ ŀǊŜ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǿƘŀǘ ƛǎ Ψsocially 

constructedΩ by those being studied (Saunders et al., 2019). Interpretivists must therefore 

manage multiple socially constructed realities, each of which can be deemed correct. Thus, 

driving the complexity that exists, knowing that each person has their own reality, which may, 

in fact, all be different, is one of the challenges of this approach. Attaining ǘƘŜ ΨtruthΩ ŦǊom the 

research means focusing on ǘƘƛƴƎǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ŀ ǇŜǊǎƻƴΩǎ ƴŀǊǊŀǘƛǾŜǎΣ ǎǘƻǊƛŜǎΣ ǇŜǊŎŜǇǘƛƻƴǎΣ ŀƴŘ 

interpretations of the reality they have experienced (Saunders et al., 2019:145). Lastly, to give 

an IS view, Henfridsson and Bygstad (2013) offered up how interpretivism could be applied to 

studies on digital platform design and evolution. They suggested it could focus on areas such as 

ǇŜƻǇƭŜǎ ΩsensemakingΩ ŀƴŘ Ƙƻǿ ǘƘŜȅ ƛƴǘŜǊŀŎǘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎȅ ǘƻ ƛƭƭǳǎǘǊŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ŀǘǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ 

meaning. 

3.2.1.3 Post Modernism 

The Post Modernism ΨmovementΩ emerged in the mid-to-late twentieth century and is a 

rejection or attack on modernism. The post-modernist views lead us to accept that certainty and 
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long-ǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎ ǊŜŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ŀǊŜ ǊŜǇƭŀŎŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ άchaos, complexity, the unknown, incompleteness, 

diversity, plurality, fragmentation and multiple realities." (O'Leary, 2007:212). It assumes there 

are no absolute truths, and the social structures that we create as a society are not necessarily 

true. This is evident in examples such as gender, religion, and diversity, to name but a few of the 

changes we have seen in recent times. Technology can play a significant role when you consider 

examples such as the switch to a service economy from being product-based, i.e., Spotify for 

music, NetFlix for movies, and how we acquire knowledge with the advent of the internet, i.e., 

YouTube, Google, and the digital currency of Bitcoin among others. All examples show a turning 

ƻŦ ƻƭŘ ΨcertaintiesΩ ƻƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƘŜŀŘ ŀƴŘ ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ǎŀŎǊed (O'Leary, 2007). 

Researchers adopting this approach look to ΨŘŜŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘΩ existing, established, and dominant 

realities to highlight and expose potentially Ψconcealed hierarchiesΩ (Creswell & Poth, 2018). 

Moreover, they look to make what may be left out or excluded within the more prominent 

ŀōǎǘǊŀŎǘ ǘƘŜƻǊƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŀǎǎŜǊǘ άalternative marginalised viewsέ ό{ŀǳƴŘŜǊǎ et al., 2019:149). 

hƴǘƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭƭȅΣ ŀǎ ŜȄǇŜŎǘŜŘΣ ǘƘŜ ΨtruthΩ ƛǎ ŎƻƳǇƭŜȄΣ rich, and generally has a nominal-based set of 

multiple realities (Saunders et al., нлмфύΦ [ƛƪŜ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǇǊŜǘŀǘƛǾŜ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘΣ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŀƭƛǘȅ ƛǎ Ψsocially 

constructedΩ ōǳǘ ǿƛǘƘ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴŎŜ ƻƴ ƭŀƴƎǳŀƎŜΣ ǇƻǿŜǊΣ ǇƻǿŜǊ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭ όCreswell & 

Poth, 2018; Saunders et al., 2019). The epistemological beliefs of the post-modernist centre on 

ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎŜǎ ƻŦ ǳƴŎƻǾŜǊƛƴƎ ǿƘŀǘ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ǎŜŜƴ ŀǎ ΨǎƛƭŜƴŎŜŘΩΣ ΨƻǇǇǊŜǎǎŜŘΩ ƻǊ Ψrepressed meaningsΩ 

about the truth. This is achieved by challenging the norm and exposing the power relations 

within these dominant realities (Saunders et al., 2019). 

3.2.1.4 Pragmatism 

Pragmatism is a Ψschool of thoughtΩ that emerged from American philosophers in the late 

nineteenth to the early twentieth century (Van De Ven, 2007; Gray, 2014). It "asserts that 

concepts are only relevant where they support actionέ (Saunders et al., 2019:151). More 

specifically, the focus is on practical outcomes and consequences of the research study. (Gray, 

2014; Creswell & Poth, 2018; Saunders et al., 2019). A pragmatist would not see the insights as 

an actual reality if the insights do not have a practical utility. As a research framework, it also is 

viewed as one that should lead to positive results for society, thus emphasising where the value 

lies (Van de Ven, 2007; Gray, 2014). Ontologically, truth or reality is based on what guides 

successful action anŘ ǇǊŜŘƛŎǘƛƻƴ ό±ŀƴ ŘŜ ±ŜƴΣ нллтύΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ŜƳōŜŘŘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ άpractical 

consequences of ideasέ ό{ŀǳƴŘŜǊǎ et al., 2019:145). 

Van de Ven (2007) outlined that meaning will arise from this more profound understanding of 

the connection between ΨideasΩ and ΨactionΩ. In turn, the researcher will need to be cognisant of 
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the temporal nature of reality within a pragmatist approach, i.e., "Truth is what works at the 

ǘƛƳŜέ (Creswell & Poth, 2018:27). Careful thought is required as the research knows what drives 

ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ǿƛƭƭ ƛƴǾŀǊƛŀōƭȅ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƛƳŜΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎΣ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ ŀ ΨŦƭǳȄΩ in what is deemed true from 

one period to another, which governs that reality will also be both complex and rich (Saunders 

et al., 201фύΦ tǳǘ ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ ǿŀȅΣ ǘƘŜ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ΨtruthΩ ƛǎ ŀ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ŜƳǇƛǊƛŎŀƭ Řŀǘŀ ǘƘŀǘ 

best answers the question. From the epistemological standpoint, a pragmatist will see the 

research problem as the most critical determinant of the research design approach (Saunders et 

al., 2019). Therefore, they have the freedom to select methods and techniques that best suit 

the study's needs and purpose. A pragmatist is not locked into any philosophy or methodological 

strategy as it is about solving the problem (Creswell & Poth, 2018). 

3.2.1.5 Critical Realism 

!ǎ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜŘ ŜŀǊƭƛŜǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀǇǘŜǊΣ ǘƘŜ ŀŘƻǇǘŜŘ Ψinterpretative frameworkΩ is that of Critical 

Realism. I will start with a comprehensive explanation of Critical Realism to build a solid 

foundation for the theory development approach and methodological choice. To complete the 

narrative, I conclude with an outline of its selection coupled with a commentary on the exclusion 

reasons for the others.  

Critical Realism originates from the 1975 launch of wƻȅ .ƘŀǎƪŀǊΩǎ ōƻƻƪΣ ΨA Realist Theory of 

ScienceΩ (Bhaskar, 2008)Φ Lǘ ŀŎǘǎ ŀǎ ŀ ƳƛŘŘƭŜ ƎǊƻǳƴŘ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ΨǇƻǎƛǘƛǾƛǎƳΩ ŀƴŘ ΨǊŜƭŀǘƛǾƛǎƳΩ (Van 

de Ven, 2007; Saunders et al., 2019). It was claimed that Critical Realism could combine what 

ŀǊŜ ƻǇǇƻǎƛƴƎ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎŦǳƭƭȅ ōǊƛƴƎ ǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊ άontological realism, epistemological 

relativism, and judgmental rationality" (Archer et al., 1998:xi)Φ Lǘ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛǎŜǎ άexplaining what 

we see and experience, in terms of the underlying structures of reality that shape the observable 

eventsέ όSaunders et al., 2019:147). More precisely, the ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǊŜŀƭƛǎǘ ƛǎ ƭƻƻƪƛƴƎ ŦƻǊ Ψcausal 

structuresΩΣ Ψcausal explanationsΩΣ ΨmechanismsΩΣ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǎƛƎƘǘǎ ǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǇƭŀƴŀǘƛƻƴ ǎƻǳƎƘǘ 

(Wynn & Williams, 2012; Henfridsson & Bygstad, 2013; Williams & Karahanna, 2013; Saunders 

et al., 2019). 

From the ontological perspective, the critical realist views assume the world is real and that this 

is separate from how people experience, see, and perceive it (Williams & Karahanna, 2013; 

Zachariadis et al., 2013). In more basic terms, reality does exist, but it does not depend on 

people's perception of it, i.e., it is external and independent. The ontological beliefs are 

represented by άthree domains: the real, the actual, and the empirical" (Zachariadis et al., 

2013:857)Φ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŀǊŜ ŀƭǎƻ ΨnestedΩ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŀ ǎǘǊŀǘƛŦƛŜŘ ƭŀȅŜǊ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ όCƛƎǳǊŜ оΦоύ ǘƻ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ 

how each fit  and aligns. The 'empirical' inner layer is what the researcher sees, observes, or 
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ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜǎΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜŘ ŜǾŜƴǘǎ ŀǊŜ ŀ ǎǳōǎŜǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ΨactualΩ events that have occurred 

(Williams & Karahanna, 2013; Saunders et al., 2019). The outer layer is the complete picture of 

ΨrealΩ ƛΦŜΦΣ ƛǘ άincludes all physical and social entities (i.e., structures) that independently exist and 

their inherent causal powers (i.e., generative mechanisms) which may be activated in a specific 

contextέ (Williams & Karahanna, 2013:935) as such reality is not directly accessible through 

observation. A good example to illustrate these concepts are the printed advertisements on a 

rugby field. On the television, the advertisements look correct to the eye due to the angle and 

position of the camera (i.e., what you observe). The reality, however, of what is painted on the 

rugby pitch is very different. Saunders et al. (2019) show that what we see are representations 

(the empirical) of what is real and that our senses can deceive us. 

 

Figure 3.3 The Critical Realism stratified ontology (reference: Saunders et al., 2019:148) 

Critical RealismΩs epistemological beliefs are Ψinterpretivist in natureΩ that will be inherently 

ǎǳōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ΨempiricalΩ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘƛƴƎ ŀ ǇƻǊǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀŎǘǳŀƭ ŜǾŜƴǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƻŎŎǳǊ όVan de 

Ven, 2007; Williams & Karahanna, 2013). Developing understanding is seen as a two-step 

process for the critical realist. Initially, it requires a deep focus on the events experienced to 

ŜƴǎǳǊŜ Ŧǳƭƭ ŦŀŎǘǎ ŀǊŜ ŀǘǘŀƛƴŜŘΦ ¢ƘŜ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ ǎǘŜǇ ƛǎ ǘƻ Ψreason backwardsΩ ǘƻ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦȅ ǘƘŜ ǳƴŘŜǊƭȅƛƴƎ 

ŎŀǳǎŜΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ƻŦǘŜƴ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ŀǎ ΨǊŜǘǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴΩ by critical realists (Saunders et 

al., 2019:147). CǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜΣ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘŜǊ ƎŀǘƘŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴŦŜǊǎ ǘƘƛǎ ƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜ άinferred by 

explicitly identifying the means by which structural entities and contextual conditions interact to 

generate a given set of events." (Wynn & Williams, 2012:787). [Note: discussion in Section 3.2.3 

will outline the often-interchangeable theorising ƻŦ ΨǊŜǘǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴΩ ŀƴŘ ΨŀōŘǳŎǘƛƻƴΩ]. 

3.2.2 Critical Realism as a selected framework 

Similar to the aspirations of all research studies, I set the goal of producing knowledge that is 

original and useful in a practical way (Corley & Gioia, 2011). Having spent time delving into some 

of the more popular interpretative frameworks, Critical Realism is the best match to my own 
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beliefs and assumptions for defining reality. That is not to say it is better than the others, as each 

has its merits. It came down to where I felt it best aligned with the research question: 

For a digital transformation within financial services, how do enabling mechanisms influence 

the design choices of a digital platform? 

My consideration starts with a digital platform and, more specifically, with the design choices 

the organisation must consider to transform. This can be viewed as ΨrealΩ ŀƴŘ objectively studied 

as an outcome (Saunders et al., 2019). Observable and measurable facts on these designs and 

changes over time lend themselves to a positivistic, pragmatic, or Critical Realism (ontologically) 

ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅΦ ¢ƘŜ ǿƻǊŘǎ Ψdesign choiceΩ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ Ǉƭŀȅ ŀƴ ŜǎǎŜƴǘƛŀƭ 

part in the framework selection. The resulting digital platform designs would seem a good fit 

with the ability to apply both realism and objectivism interpretations readily. Ontologically, the 

ΨtruthΩ ƛǎ ǊƛŎƘ ŀƴd complex, where the researcher can be separate and external to the study. With 

the added desire to ensure a practical utility to the knowledge created in the study. This could 

potentially lend itself to a pragmatic view where the focus on relevant findings primarily drives 

useful actions (Creswell & Poth, 2018;  Saunders et al., 2019). This is particularly true as the 

design choices are the main observable event. If we now consider an interpretivist view, there 

are shortcomings to their beliefs for this part of the research goal, i.e., a lack of a realist 

perspective. Interpretivists would struggle to capture the true and full nature of the events and 

design choicŜǎ ŀǎ ΨrealΩ ƻōƧŜŎǘǎΣ ƎƛǾŜƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŦƻŎǳǎ ƻƴ ƳŜŀƴƛƴƎ ό{ŀǳƴŘŜǊǎ et al., 2019).  

Consequently, this led to its exclusion as a candidate framework in the study. 

One of the study's goals is to determine the events (design choices) that help realise this 

evolution as step one (above). From here, I subsequently work back in a second step (Bygstad et 

al., 2016) to study and explore in-depth the underlying mechanisms that are common, 

repeating, or unique. This reflects the central theme of the study, embodied in the research 

ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴΣ ƴŀƳŜƭȅ Ψenabling mechanismsΩ. Ontologically, the mechanisms that guide human 

choice for a design ǿƛƭƭ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ŀ ΨrealΩ or physical object (Saunders et al., 2019). In this case, 

mechanisms ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ŀƴ Ψinternal potentialΩ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎƻŎƛƻ-technical system to generate an outcome 

or event (Pawson & Tilley, 1997). From the epistemological standpoint, this potential cannot be 

truly observed, and it will be challenging to establish measurable facts that can be gathered. The 

Ψcausal powersΩ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳǎΣ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǎŎǊǳǘƛƴȅΣ ŎŀǇǘǳǊŜ άǿƘŀǘ ΨƳŀƪŜǎ ƛǘ ƘŀǇǇŜƴΩΣ ǿƘŀǘ 

ΨǇǊƻŘǳŎŜǎΩΣ ΨƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜǎΩΣ ΨŎǊŜŀǘŜǎΩ ƻǊ ΨŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜǎΩ ƛǘέ (Sayer, 1992:104). Causal mechanisms are a 

social construct as it denotes the perceptions, interpretation, and meaning of those that 
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experienced it (Sayer, 1992). Therefore, the positivist and pragmatic approaches can be 

excluded, given the central position of mechanisms in the study. 

Furthermore, a mechanism can be present but unactualised (Archer et al., 1998) and potentially 

not have perceived utility. This could present an additional issue for pragmatists, primarily 

focusing on practical outcomes and realised action. Critical Realism fits well with the research 

question with its interpretivist epistemology. As previously explored, it is due to the premise 

that there is a subjective-ƴŜǎǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ΨempiricalΩ ƭŀȅŜǊ όƻōǎŜǊǾŜŘ ŜǾŜƴǘǎύ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘƛƴƎ ŀ ǇƻǊǘƛƻƴ 

of the actual events (Van de Ven, 2007; Williams & Karahanna, 2013) ς Figure 3.3. 

There is good potential in the post-modernist approach as it focuses ontologically on multiple 

realities, the complexity, and the richness of truth. All of which present a fit with the focus on 

mechanisms. It feels, however, more occupied and suited to subjects where the dominant 

realities may have power and control that the researcher may want to lessen or challenge 

(Creswell & Poth, 2018; Saunders et al., 2019). It seeks to find άalternative marginalised viewsέ 

(Saunders et al., нлмфΥмпфύ ŀƴŘ ƻƴ ǳƴŎƻǾŜǊƛƴƎ ΨǎƛƭŜƴŎŜŘΩΣ ΨƻǇǇǊŜǎǎŜŘΩ ƻǊ Ψrepressed meaningsΩ 

about the truth through deconstruction and exposing these suppressions. Examples include 

diversity, gender, race, sexuality, and ethnicity. Based on the literature, mechanisms within 

digital platform design could still be viewed in their infancy compared to some of these domains. 

Within digital platform design and evolution, there would not appear to be any major dominant 

realities that cause oppression or silence, so the conclusion was to exclude this approach. While 

not applying post-modernistic thinking, it may be prudent to understand some of the methods 

ǘƻ ΨdeconstructΩ ŀƴŘ ΨchallengesΩ ǘƘŀǘ Ǉƻǎǘ-modernists employ that allow a challenge of 

dominant realities in the thinking around digital platforms (Creswell & Poth, 2018). 

Critical Realism fits well with each part of the research question and is the assumed 

interpretative framework adopted for the study. A critical realist approach helps make the 

connection from mechanism to an event (or outcome) is the primary reason to select this 

ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ƳŀŘŜ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ōȅ ƛǘ ōŜƛƴƎ άable to combine and reconcile ontological realism, 

epistemological relativism and judgmental rationality." (Archer et al., 1998:xi). Haskamp et al. 

(2021) outlined that Critical Realism can also advance research in this area with its ability for 

multi-level analysis and how it helps provide an understanding of both change and 

transformation. A final part of the exploration into choice shows consistency with the other 

scholars who have utilised a critical realist perspective for similar types of IS research into areas 

such as digital platforms and infrastructure (Henfridsson & Bygstad, 2013; Williams & 

Karahanna, 2013; Bygstad et al., 2016; Øvrelid & Bygstad, 2019). 
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To conclude, a critical realist perspective allows for an appropriate and comprehensive 

exploration of the mechanisms to drive platform design and evolution. It has subsequently 

influenced the suitable research methodological choices and strategies explored in the following 

sections of the chapter. 

3.2.3 Approach to Theory Development 

Theory development and the reasoning approaches therein are the next stage in the research 

design strategic decision process. Continuing with the ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇƭŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ŀǳƴŘŜǊǎΩ research 

onion, Figure 3.1 (Saunders et al., 2019:130), three logical reasoning approaches underpin 

theory development. Van de Ven (2007) contends that theory-building involves all three that 

are iterative, non-linear, and build on each other towards a proposed theory. The first of these 

reasoning approaches is abduction, which is creative and focuses on the conception of the new. 

άAbduction is an inferential procedure in which we create a conjecture that, if it were correct, 

would make the surprising anomaly part of our normal understanding of the world.ά ό±ŀƴ 5Ŝ 

Ven, 2007:101). Lǘ ƛǎ ǳǎǳŀƭƭȅ ǘǊƛƎƎŜǊŜŘ ōȅ ǎƻƳŜ ΨǎǳǊǇǊƛǎƛƴƎ ŦŀŎǘΩ or unexpected occurrence that is 

observed or experienced (Van de Ven, 2007; Saunders et al., 2012; Mingers & Standing, 2017). 

¢Ƙƛǎ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ǾƛŜǿŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ŎƻƴǎŜǉǳŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ΨǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎΩ, and the researcher would then construct 

reasons to explain why this occurs. It then requires subsequent testing and retesting through 

additional data to build a set of conclusions (Saunders et al., 2012). It is a method of reasoning 

suited when there is a richness of information in one context but much less in the one under 

scrutiny, where creativity will help identify possible solutions (Saunders et al., 2012). 

The next activity is constructing or elaborating on the output of the abduction process. This 

requires deductive reasoning to establish a testable hypothesis that can be observed (Van De 

Ven, 2007; Saunders et al., 2012; Gray, 2014). The simple goal is to confirm the hypothesis and, 

therefore, the theory regarding its consequences (Van de Ven, 2007). The last step is to justify 

and evaluate a theory through induction from ǘƘŜ άconditional consequences of the claimέ (Van 

De Ven, 2007:102) as a follow-on from the deductive step. Inductive reasoning effectively works 

in the opposite direction to deduction as the researcher starts with the research question, 

collects data, and arrives at the theory. This is generally done by looking for patterns and themes 

that can be abstracted into some form of generalisation (Gray, 2014). Thus, allowing the 

researcher to evaluate the strength of the argument and confirm the conjecture established in 

the abductive process (Van De Ven, 2007). This approach also allows the research to remain 

more open to all the possibilities that lead from the data and for additional abduction. 
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While not called out in the {ŀǳƴŘŜǊǎΩ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ƻƴƛƻƴ, Figure 3.1 (Saunders et al., 2019:130), 

ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǊŜŀƭƛǎǘǎ ǿƛƭƭ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ ŀōŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ŀǎ ΨretroductionΩΣ ŀǎ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ŜŀǊƭƛŜǊΦ Lǘ 

can be interchangeable in the literature but can be defined as studying the surprising 

phenomenon (or event) and inferring the best explanation and hypothesis through underlying 

generative mechanisms that are deemed to have caused it (Archer et al., 1998; Bygstad et al., 

2016; Mingers & Standing, 2017; Saunders et al., 2019). As mentioned, it is reasoning back from 

ǘƘŜ άexperiences to the underlying reality that might have caused themέ (Saunders et al., 

2019:147) ς reference Figure 3.3. 

The proposed approach can be described as Abduction-Retroduction Theorising. First, the 

ǎǘǳŘȅΩǎ ŎǊŜŀǘƛǾƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǾŜƴǘƛǾŜ ǘƘƛƴƪƛƴƎ ǘƻ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦȅ ŀƴƻƳŀƭƛŜǎ ƻǊ opportunities (Sætre & Van de 

Ven, 2021) will come from abductive reasoning. Then second, inference to hypothesise and 

theorise on mechanisms reflects retroductive reasoning (Sayer, 1992; Henfridsson & Bygstad, 

2013). As an iterative approach, it will essentially combine induction and deduction as the 

process moves back and forth to infer conclusions at each point (Saunders et al., 2012). 

3.2.4 Retroduction to identify the Generative Mechanisms 

In chapter 1, I identified "generative mechanisms as causal structures that generate observable 

events." (Henfridsson & Bygstad, 2013:911) as the primary theoretical lens of the study. This was 

further supported by exploring a range of studies in causal mechanisms within the broad area 

of digital platforms and infrastructures. Henfridsson and Bygstad (2013), Williams and 

Karahanna (2013),  Bygstad et al. (2016), and Bygstad et al. (2017) followed a path of a 

longitudinal, in-depth case study based on a critical realist approach, thus helping to reinforce 

the validity of the selection of retroduction. This helped to reaffirm my critical realist approach 

and the use of the retroduction technique for theory development.  

The configurational perspective of Context-Mechanism-Outcome (CMO) from Henfridsson and 

Bygstad (2013) provides the basis for the retroduction steps. Once the contextual triggers [C] 

are established, the focus turns to the digital platform designs [O] for the study's final analysis 

step. Retroduction of patterns of common characteristics of the digital platform are the pivotal 

step to identifying the mechanisms [M] . They are inferred from the critical incident events, the 

socio-technical actions, and overlaying the contextual triggers. As a result they provide a basis 

and foundation for the inductive and deductive rigour required and allow for abductive 

ǊŜŀǎƻƴƛƴƎ όΨǊŜǘǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴΩ) throughout. It also allows ŀ ōŀƭŀƴŎŜ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ŎǊŜŀǘƛƴƎ ΨnewΩ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘǎ 

and being open to all possibilities while ensuring adherence to the process.  
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The contextual triggers, the patterns and connections of the mechanisms are then established 

ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ΨǎȅƴǘƘŜǎƛǎ ōȅ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀǘƛƻƴΩ (Rousseau et al., 2008). Coding (Section 3.5.1) of the 

contextual triggers allows for Ψreflective interpretationΩ and to reason back to generate a feasible 

identification of the underlying mechanisms [M] . The final step applies Ψsynthesis by explanationΩ 

(Rousseau et al., 2008) and focuses on the type and form of generative mechanism that could 

answer the research question of how enabling mechanisms connect the design choices of a 

digital platform. 

The process will be further aided by a visual representation of cause and effect ς using two 

techniques from Yin (2018) that will prove beneficial to interrogating the data, ƛΦŜΦΣ Ψlogic modelsΩ 

ŀƴŘ Ψtime-series analysisΩΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ will focus the analysis on identifying the critical chain of events 

over an extended period into what iǎ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ Ψcause-and-effect patternsΩ. This is built on the idea 

of a Ψcausal networkΩ and constructing Ψcause-effect loopsΩ, to do so visually (Miles & Huberman, 

1994) and will be documented in excel tables to help with the analysis process. The output from 

this analysis represents the findings explored in Chapter 5. 

3.3 Methodological Choice, Research strategies and Time Horizon 

3.3.1 Methodological Choice 

The following fundamental choice in the research design process is to consider qualitative and 

quantitative approaches. The qualitative approach positions the researcher directly into the field 

of study and within a more Ψnatural settingΩ ό/ǊŜǎǿŜƭƭ ϧ tƻǘƘΣ нлмуύ. It is generally associated 

with interpretative research based on a subjective ontology, i.e., within the meaning an 

individual or group gives to their experiences being studied. Generally, qualitative research 

aligns mainly with inductive reasoning (Saunders et al., 2012). Non-numerical data is collected 

ǿƛǘƘ ǘŜŎƘƴƛǉǳŜǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ƛƴǘŜǊǾƛŜǿǎ ŀƴŘ ŀƴŀƭȅǎŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǇǊƻŎŜŘǳǊŜǎ ƭƛƪŜ ΨcategorisŀǘƛƻƴΩ among 

others (Saunders et al., 2012).  

Quantitative research, on the other hand, as a data research approach, focuses on numerical 

measurements rather than descriptive characteristics. Data will be quantifiable, and techniques 

such as surveys or questionnaires are used for collection. Data analysis will employ statistics and 

graphical representation to present in a numerical form. (Merriam, 2009; Saunders et al., 2012). 

It is usually associated with a positivist or pragmatic interpretative framework and a deductive 

approach to test theory (Saunders et al., 2012). 

The overall approach selected is that of multi-method qualitative based on the key fundamental 

characteristics of Critical Realism. As covered, it combines άontological realism, epistemological 
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relativism, and judgmental rationality" (Archer et al., 1998:xi). Analysis of the design choices in 

digital platforms within the financial service context requires different approaches. Firstly, 

capturing the data on the events for digital platform design and evolution requires different 

qualitative techniques. A follow-ƻƴ ΨreaǎƻƴƛƴƎ ōŀŎƪΩ step is used to determine how the events 

came about and lend itself to a qualitative approach due to the expected inference of these 

mechanisms. Testing and retesting the data to determine and confirm the underlying 

mechanisms extend the qualitative approaches to explore the research question fully. While 

adding complexity with multiple data collection and analysis techniques, the overall advantage 

comes from overcoming potential weaknesses in any one of the methods (Saunders et al., 2012). 

Finally, quantitative methods will play a small part as understanding evolution requires more 

numerical information to help quantify key business metrics and demonstrate change over time. 

3.3.2 Research Strategies 

Before collecting and analyzing data, a researcher must carefully consider the research strategy. 

This represents the plan intended to answer the research question and defines the link between 

the interpretative framework (or philosophy) and the methods to collect and analyse data 

(Saunders et al., 2012). A similar challenge with a philosophy is presented in terms of choice. 

Creswell and Poth (2018) conducted a detailed literature review of the many approaches 

available and presented what they felt were the five most frequently discussed and applied. To 

give due consideration, I looked at each in terms of definition, advantages, disadvantages, 

examples, and finally, the direction from a small number of high-quality IS research studies. 

Table 3.2 provides an overview of the five main approaches considered: narrative research, 

phenomenology, grounded theory, ethnography, and case study. 
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Strategy definition and Example Advantages 
Disadvantages or 

Challenges 

Narrative Research 
 

9ȄŀƳƛƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ Ψlife experiencesΩ 
ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ΨǎǘƻǊƛŜǎΩ ŀƴŘ Ψpersonal 
ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘǎΩ of a series of events or 
actions of an individual. It will be 
driven by the willingness of the 
individual and their availability. 
(Merriam, 2009; Saunders et al., 
2012; Oxford University Press, 
2015; Creswell & Poth, 2018).  
 
The key is capturing and 
maintaining the chronological 
nature and sequence of events to 
give a deeper understanding. 
(Saunders et al., 2012) 
 
The narrative inquiry focuses on 
the nature or outcome of the 
storytelling as it relates to the 
focus of the study i.e. 
 
άexploration of the social, cultural, 
familial, linguistic, and institutional 
ƴŀǊǊŀǘƛǾŜǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛƴŘƛǾƛŘǳŀƭǎΩ 
experiences were, and are, 
constituted, shaped, expressed and 
enactŜŘέ (Creswell & Poth, 
2018:68) 
 
Example  
The sense a woman makes of the 
events through the rearing of a 
child. (Creswell, 2007) 
 
 
 
 

 

 
1. Can readily see how critical 
aspects of the study evolve 
with the stories held in 
chronological order. This 
allows for an assessment of 
the temporal nature of 
specific events and their 
bearing on the outcomes 
captured. 
 
2. Can identify major 
impactful events as ŀ ΨǘƛƳŜ 
ǎǘŀƳǇΩ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ captured in 
the story. 
 
3. The data will be very rich 
with the depth and personal 
nature. The research process 
allows for going deep and 
probing into areas over time. 

 

 
1. Investment in time is 
Intensive as a heavy focus 
on each individual and 
capturing their stories in 
the required detail. 
 
2. There is the unreliability 
of ǇŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ ƳŜƳƻǊȅ which 
may diminish with the 
reliability and validity of the 
data. The participant can 
also embellish stories. 
 
3. Establishing connections 
between themes will 
require considerable 
validation and some form of 
triangulation, given the 
personal nature of the 
accounts. 
 
4. Confirmation bias is a 
potential challenge with the 
deep involvement with the 
participant. Needs to be 
able to manage subjective 
views and complex when 
the focus is very personal. 
Depends on the nature of 
the topic. 
 
5. It Is an approach that can 
be difficult to replicate, and 
the ability to generalise is a 
challenge due to the small 
number of participants in 
the study. 
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Strategy definition and Example Advantages 
Disadvantages or 

Challenges 

Phenomenology 
 

Examining and focusing on a 
socially constructed concept or 
phenomenon and its meaning for 
individuals. To create a 
description of the person's 
awareness or experiences about it 
to determine the commonality 
within the study. (Saunders et al., 
2012; Gray, 2014) 
 

1. Phenomenon (Oxford University 
Press, 2015) 

 
noun (plural phenomena / 
f⅝n€m⅝n₳/ ) 

1. a fact or situation that is 
observed to exist or 
happen, especially one 
whose cause or explanation 
is in question 
  

Example 
Understanding the phenomenon 
ƻŦ ŀƴ Ψadvisement relationshipΩ 
between a woman in a doctoral 
setting. (Creswell, 2007) 
 
Others : 
ΨCo-ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛǾŜ ŜŘǳŎŀǘƛƻƴΩ 
ΨtǊƻŦŜǎǎƛƻƴŀƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΩ 
 

¶  
 
1. The need to maintain a 
clear sense of the 
phenomenon at the centre 
of the study allows the 
researcher to create a 
complete picture based on 
both the positive and the 
negative experiences. In 
others, the researcher can 
keep bringing the focus back 
on the phenomenon if they 
stray. This enables a 
thorough exploration of 
potential solutions to the 
research problem based on 
the clear connection to the 
phenomenon. 
 
2. Can establish a clear 
understanding of the 
problems of the participant 
ŀǎ ǘƘŜȅ ΨŜƴƎŀƎŜΩ with or 
ΨŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜΩ the 
phenomenon, e.g., 
misunderstandings, lack of 
awareness. This should help 
inform future actions and 
support answering the 
research problem. 
 
3. Can determine how 
participants see and define 
value from the phenomena 
and determine differences 
ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ƛƴŘƛǾƛŘǳŀƭǎΩ 
perspectives. 
 
4. Can look at the temporal 
nature of the meaning given 
to the phenomenon and 
what influences change. 
 

 
 
1. Selecting the right 
people to ensure they have 
sufficient experience of the 
phenomenon (Creswell, 
2007) 
 
2. The researcher can set 
aside their own beliefs 
about the phenomenon, 
i.e., bracketing (Creswell, 
2007) 
 

3. Differentiating between 
those things are genuinely 
connected to the 
phenomenon and others, 
i.e., other external factors 
that have significant 
influence.  
 
4. Handling spurious 
meanings from participants 
may impact the quality of 
the study. It may be 
challenging to spot, e.g. 
How the participant 
chooses to engage with the 
phenomenon. This can 
influence the outcome, thus 
giving potentially 
ΨŜǊǊƻƴŜƻǳǎΩ Řŀǘŀ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ 
phenomenon. 
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Strategy definition and Example Advantages 
Disadvantages or 

Challenges 

Grounded Theory 
 

άtheory that emerges from, or is 
άƎǊƻǳƴŘŜŘέ ƛƴΣ ǘƘŜ Řŀǘŀ τ hence, 
grounded theoryέ όaŜǊǊƛŀƳΣ 
2009:29). The focus is on theory-
building from the systematic 
analysis of the data gathered. 
(Merriam, 2009; Saunders et al., 
2012; Gray, 2014) 
 
Example 
Generating theory from the 
systematic data collected and 
analysed on the processes that 
link the pressure for change and 
the policy decisions in an 
academic setting (Creswell, 2007). 
 

 

 
1. Greater transparency on 
the data gathering and 
analysis, i.e., easy to see and 
review, thus leading to 
greater validity and 
replicability. 
 
2. Less likely to have 
researcher bias impact on 
the research outcome due to 
the systematic approach to 
data gathering and analysis. 
 
3. Ensures the researcher 
goes into the study with an 
open mind and avoids 
creating preconceived ideas 
about the outcomes, i.e., the 
data leads the way. 
 

 

 
1. A challenge for the 
researchers is to know 
when they have enough 
data, i.e., how to determine 
ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ Ψcategory 
identificationΩ ŀǊŜ 
ΨsaturatedΩ and no 
additional data is required 
(Creswell, 2007) 
 
2. While apparent, knowing 
that you have the correct 
data can be a challenge. 
This supports the likelihood 
that iteration is more likely 
with testing and re-testing 
from grounded analysis for 
validation. 
 
3. Handling Error is time-
consuming. 

Ethnography 
 

To study a group that would be 
ǊŜƎŀǊŘŜŘ ŀǎ άculture-sharing" e.g., 
Gen X, Baby boomers.  More 
specifically, study the individuals 
as they interact with each other 
and the culture they live in. 
(Merriam, 2009; Saunders et al., 
2012) 
 
 
Example 
Looking at how the work and talk 
of baseball franchise employees 
create and reinforce meaning for 
society and how it also maintains a 
Ψbaseball cultureΩΦ (Creswell, 2007) 
 

 
 

1. Focus on cultural impact 
and, therefore, on the 
complexity of group 
behaviours and shared 
beliefs in a given situation. 
 
2. Looks at common 
characteristics that bind a 
group together. This can 
inform how we may take 
targeted action. 
 
3. Greater understanding is 
created on the influence of 
ǘƘŜ ΨŎǳƭǘǳǊŜΩ ŀƴŘ ƛǘǎ 
influence on the action. 

 
 

1. Researcher needs to be 
very competent in the area 
of culture, i.e., cultural 
anthropology and the 
social-cultural system they 
will face (Creswell, 2007). It 
is hard to observe the 
culture in action, i.e., the 
researcher gets told what 
they want to hear. 
 
2. Shared patterns through 
action are difficult to see, so 
observation requires a keen 
sense of what is going on 
and being Ψdeeply 
connectedΩ. Managing bias 
becomes a knock-on impact 
for the researcher. 
 
3. Time to collect data is 
extensive and requires a 
significant amount of time 
in the field of study 
(Creswell, 2007) 
 
4. Possible for the 
ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘŜǊ ǘƻ Ψgo nativeΩ 
(Creswell, 2007) 
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Strategy definition and Example Advantages 
Disadvantages or 

Challenges 

Case Study 
 
Examining particular instances of 
ŀ ǇƘŜƴƻƳŜƴƻƴ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŀ Ψsingle 
settingΩ ƻǊ Ψreal-ƭƛǾŜ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘΩΦ 
(Eisenhardt, 1989; Eisenhardt & 
Graebner, 2007; Saunders et al., 
2012) 
 
άǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŦƻŎǳǎŜǎ 
on understanding the dynamics 
ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǎƛƴƎƭŜ ǎŜǘǘƛƴƎΦέ 
(Eisenhardt, 1989) 
 
άA case study is an empirical 
method that investigates a 
contemporary phenomenon (the 
άŎŀǎŜέύ ƛƴ ŘŜǇǘƘ ŀƴŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ƛǘǎ 
real-world context, especially 
when the boundaries between 
phenomenon and context may not 
be clearly evidentέ ό¸ƛƴΣ нлм8:56) 
 
άLƴ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǿƻǊŘǎΣ ȅƻǳ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǿŀƴǘ 
to do a case study because you 
want to understand a real-world 
case and assume that such an 
understanding is likely to involve 
important contextual conditions 
pertinent to your case (e.g., Yin & 
5ŀǾƛǎΣ нллтύΦέ (Yin, 2018:56) 
 
 
Example 
Studying the exploitation of 
ǿƻƳŜƴ ƭŀōƻǳǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ΨRosevilleΩ 
lawn bowls club by men. (Creswell, 
2007) 
 

 
 
1. With the probing required 
between the literature and 
the case(s), creative insights 
can come from very different 
sources (Eisenhardt, 1989) 
 
2. The numerous verifications 
within the case study make 
any emergent theory readily 
testable. (Eisenhardt, 1989) 
 
3. Adhering to the need for 
data to theory consistency 
drives the case(s) to be 
empirically valid. (Eisenhardt, 
1989) 
 
4. Can focus on more than 
one case to broaden the 
view and as a mechanism to 
build on previous findings.  
 

 
 
1. Maybe over-complexity 
in the theory due to the 
extensive level of data. 
(Eisenhardt, 1989) 
 
 
2. The ability to generalise 
may be difficult if the case 
represents to narrow a 
focus and unique. 
(Eisenhardt, 1989) 
 
 
3. Overcoming the 
challenge of case selection, 
i.e., picking the right one to 
best support the study and 
considering if multiple cases 
may be better (Creswell, 
2007). Knowing the number 
of cases is linked to the idea 
ƻŦ ΨƎŜƴŜǊŀƭƛǎŀōƛƭƛǘȅΩΦ  
 

Table 3.2 Definition of Research strategies, advantages, and disadvantages 

From the comparison between the various methodologies (Table 3.2), and after much 

consideration, an in-depth case study on a single case was the selected research design strategy. 

Hewlett-Packard Enterprise Financial Services (HPEFS) was deemed suitable with its focus on 

digital transformation and digital platform design choices over seven years (2013 ς 2019). The 

choice was also influenced by the level of access from my role as Senior Director of Global Digital 

Transformation, Business Process and User Experience, and lead of a digital transformation team 

within HPEFS during the study period. This supported my acting as a Ψfully engagedΩ, complete 
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participant (Bryman & Bell, 2007; Creswell & Poth, 2018Τ ¸ƛƴΣ нлмуύΣ ǘƘǳǎ ǇǊƻǾƛŘƛƴƎ ΨrichΩ ƛƴǎƛƎƘǘǎ 

ό²ŜƛŎƪΣ нллтύ ƻǊ Ψthick descriptionsΩ όDŜŜǊǘȊΣ мфтоΤ {ǘŀƪŜΣ нллсύ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǘŀƛƭŜŘ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘƛƻƴǎΣ 

observations, and data assembled during this time. 

Generalisability, however, and the ability to make a theoretical contribution are questions that 

often surface when a single case is selected for a study. Flyvbjerg (2006) addresses this in what 

ƘŜ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ǎŜǘ ƻŦ ΨmisunderstandingsΩ ŀƴŘ Ǉǳǘǎ ǘƘŜ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊǿŀǊŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ 

overcome by strategically selecting a suitable case. Several characteristics provide the basis of 

the appropriate case choice to meet his assertion. Firstly, a single case with both long-term and 

deep access is advantageous for identifying the underlying generative mechanisms (Henfridsson 

& Bygstad, 2013; Williams & Karahanna, 2013). Combining my position in HPEFS and adopting a 

Ψcomplete participantΩ ǊƻƭŜ ŀƭƭƻǿǎ ƳŜ ǘƻ ƳŜŜǘ ōƻǘƘ ǘƘŜ ƭƻƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŘŜŜǇ ŀŎŎŜǎǎΦ Lǘ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭƭȅ 

supports the retroductive approach for theorising and is aligned with the critical realist 

framework selected (Section 3.2.1). Longitudinal-based single cases provide the ability to study 

ōƻǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎΣ ǘƘŜƛǊ Ψunderlying processesΩΣ ŀƴŘ Ƙƻǿ ǘƘŜȅ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ 

(Yin, 2018). This helps strengthen the durability of the generative mechanism proposed in the 

research. SecondΣ ƛǘ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŜ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ŦƻǊ Ψintense observationΩ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƻƴƎƛǘǳŘƛƴŀƭ 

data that can lead to more discoveries from events under scrutiny compared to more general 

analysis from large groups (Flyvbjerg, 2006).  

Third, the approach is appropriate if the single case can be shown to be of strategic importance 

to the general problem (Flyvbjerg, 2006). The case selection of HPEFS is a solid fit as it looks to 

address the challenges organisations face to make optimal design choices for their digital 

ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ ŀƴŘ Ŏŀƴ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ōŜ ŎƭŀǎǎƛŦƛŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ Ψcritical caseΩ ǘƻ ƧǳǎǘƛŦȅ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ƛǘǎ ǎŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ 

(Flyvbjerg, 2006; Yin, 2018). The single case approach is appropriate when it provides insights 

ŀƴŘ ōǊƻŀŘŜǊ ƛƴŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ŦƻǊ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ Ŏŀƴ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ōŜ Ψunusually revelatoryΩ 

(Eisenhardt & Graebner, 2007; Siggelkow, 2007; Yin, 2018). As a result, it can be best described 

ŀǎ ŀ Ψspecial caseΩ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘǳŀƭ insights prove to be most impactful (Siggelkow, 2007). 

My conjecture is that the digital platform in HPEFS and the learning for the research apply to 

ƻǘƘŜǊ ΨnormalΩ ƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŀǾŜ ŀƴŘ ŀǊŜ ŦŀŎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜǎΦ 

A fourth important support for the in-ŘŜǇǘƘ Ψsingle caseΩ ƛǎ Ƙƻǿ ƛǘ ƳŀƴŀƎŜǎ ōƛŀǎΦ As the lead of 

the digital transformation team, it is essential to manage any potential bias (e.g., experimenter, 

confirmation, or selection) as I capture my reflections on activities during this period. The single 

ŎŀǎŜ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ ǿƛƭƭ ΨfalsifyΩ ǇƻƻǊ ǇǊƻǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴǎ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƴŀǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƛƴ-depth data and the test 

of the pre-conceptions, assumptions, and hypotheses that may be held (Flyvbjerg, 2006). My 
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role subsequently transitioned to that of the researcher όάParticipant-as-observerέ ς Bryman & 

Bell, 2007:437; Creswell & Poth, 2018; Yin, 2018) in late 2019. This created a clear transition to 

the different standards and requirements to manage bias through the detailed data collection 

and analysis design to support validity (Rousseau et al., 2008). 

Finally, in a more general sense of selection, case studies involve specific contextual conditions 

grounded in real-life situations (Yin, 2018). The case study approach captures and emphasises 

ǘƘŜ ΨǇǊƻŎŜǎǎŜǎΩ (or choices) as they occur in the context of a digital platform design (Hartley, 

2004). We also find that a more profound understanding can be achieved when researchers 

immerse themselves within the context under scrutiny (Flyvbjerg, 2006). While not necessarily 

ŀƴ ƻōǾƛƻǳǎ ŎǊƛǘŜǊƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǎŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ŀƭƭƻǿǎ ƳǳŎƘ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜŘ Ψpractical utilityΩ ό/ƻǊƭŜȅ ϧ DƛƻƛŀΣ 

2011). With the application to real-life situations, the potential exists for managers and 

practitioners to apply the output of the research as they can relate to organisations that are 

similar in activity or the industry in which they operate. 

The selection is consistent with the critical realist perspective around a digital platform's events 

(design choices). It will be presented in a practical setting, and the underlying phenomenon 

(causal mechanisms) would appear to be best tested, in-depth, within a single rich setting. The 

next phase in the design process focuses on how the data would be collected and subsequently 

analysed in a manner appropriate to the case study as the research strategy. 

3.4 Data Collection  

A comparison of the five key research strategies shows they all employ similar data collection 

and analysis techniques and procedures (Table 3.3). The key differences are in the emphasis of 

specific techniques within a strategy and the extent of data collection (Creswell & Poth, 2018). 

The approach for the case study will generally follow documentation (archival sources ς internal 

and publicly available), observations, and interviews to provide an in-depth understanding of 

the case (Eisenhardt, 1989; Stake, 2006; Creswell & Poth, 2018). Yin (2018) refines this list of 

sources to six ς interviews, documents, archival records, physical artefacts, direct observation, 

or participant observation. This ensures we consider the case's many features and facets, i.e., 

ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ŀƴŘ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ ΨƻǳǘǎƛŘŜΩ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎΣ ŀƳƻƴƎ ƻǘƘŜǊǎ ŦƻǊ ΨƛƴǎƛŘŜΩ (Stake, 2006). 

With the potential need to use some or all, mastery of different collection procedures is also 

required (Yin, 2018). By overlapping data analysis with data collection, we can also take 

ŀŘǾŀƴǘŀƎŜ ƻŦ Ψflexible data collectionΩ ό9ƛǎŜƴƘŀǊŘǘΣ мфуфύΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŀƭƭƻǿǎ ǘƘŜ ƻǇǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŦǊŜŜŘƻƳ ǘƻ 

tweak and adjust the data collection in case study research. Before delving into the detail 
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surrounding the procedures and techniques, it is crucial to understand the impact of the theory 

development approaches on data collection and analysis. In the next section, I explore how 

these reasoning processes and their application impact each stage of the evolving nature of the 

output. 

 
Narrative 
Research 

Phenomenology 
Grounded 

theory 
Ethnography Case Study 

DATA 

COLLECTION 

Primary 
source of 
interviews 
and 
documents 

Main source of 
interviews with key 
individuals 

Observation and 
documents may be 
considered. 

Interviews with 
a more 
significant 
number 
(approx. 20 to 
60 candidates) 

Primarily 
observations 
and interviews. 

Multiple 
sources of 
documents, 
observations, 
and interviews 

DATA 

ANALYSIS 

Looking for 
stories 
within the 
data, 
identifying 
patterns and 
themes, and 
applying 
chronology 
as needed 

Identifying 
significant 
statements, 
meaning, and 
identifying the 
ΨŜǎǎŜƴŎŜΩ 

Applying the 
ΨGioia 
methodologyΩ 
(Gioia et al., 
2013; Creswell 
& Poth, 2018) 
to code the 
data ς Open, 
Axial, and 
Selective. 

Focus on 
culture and 
themes around 
the group 
under study. 

Detailed 
analysis 
through the 
description of 
the case to 
identify 
themes 

Table 3.3 Data collection and analysis (reference: Creswell & Poth, 2018:105) 

3.4.1 The Iterative and non-linear impact of theory development on data collection and 

analysis 

When applied at each stage of the research process, the theory development approach has a 

direct impact and influence on data collection, data analysis, and the unfolding nature of the 

output. It can be described as iterative as each step builds on the previous and results in 

emerging and ever-developing ideas and findings. It is therefore consistent with Van De ±ŜƴΩǎ 

(2007) view on the nature of theory development, i.e., the combination of abduction, deduction, 

and induction that are part of iterative cycles. Additionally, reasoning back-and-forth is key to 

the retroductive process and conceptualisation of the generative mechanisms (Figure 3.4) to 

further support the iterative nature of the process. It could be best characterised as collective 

theorising within many iterations to establish findings through ongoing data collection and 

analysis. As the data collection and analysis are conducted, we find that the relevant theorising 

and reasoning influence different needs. 
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Figure 3.4 The research logic and strategy to facilitate the HPEFS in-depth case study 

Firstly, there is an effect on the specifics surrounding the events, driven by the focus of the 

abductive and retroductive steps. This aligns with the critical realist perspective with the drive 

ǘƻ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ άwhat existsέ ƻƴǘƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭƭȅ (Huff, 2009:108)Σ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ŜǾŜƴǘǎ όŜƛǘƘŜǊ ΨempiricalΩ 

ƻǊ ΨactualΩύ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ ΨrealΩ (Williams & Karahanna, 2013; Saunders et al., 

2019). As I progress through each study stage, the second characteristic becomes more critical. 

LƴŎǊŜŀǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ Ψexplanatory powerΩ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Řŀǘŀ ƛǎ ƛƳǇƻǊtant to support validity and 

generalisability (Yin, 2013). The level of depth and detail (Mills et al., 2010) helps to provide the 

ΨrichΩ ƛƴǎƛƎƘǘǎ ό²ŜƛŎƪΣ нллтύ ŀƴŘ Ψthick descriptionsΩ όDŜŜǊǘȊΣ мфтоΤ {ǘŀƪŜΣ нллсύ ǘƻ ǊŜƛƴŦƻǊŎŜ ǘƘƛǎ 

goal. As the process is iterative, there is naturally an ongoing refinement of the testable 

hypotheses and what the data explains. This can highlight potential gaps in specific areas or 

shortcomings that, once identified, need to be resolved by further data collection and modified 

data analysis. Ultimately this leads to an evolution of the concepts, with the additional data to 

make the findings more solid.  

Finally, there is a need to manage the potential for both bias and validation. Therefore, careful 

consideration must be addressed with different data collection and analysis forms. Positively, 

case studies generally follow multiple sources that can manage potential bias and promote 

strong triangulation for validation (Eisenhardt, 1989; Rousseau et al., 2008; Yin, 2013). 

Going a little deeper illustrates the iterative and non-linear nature of the process. A simplified 

view of the stages is outlined in Figures 3.5 and 3.6. The diagrams depict the steps in an overall 

logical flow throughout the study. There were two main phases, with the initial activity focused 

Research logic & strategy

Data analysis
INDUCTION

Events that are observed or 
experienced

Conceptualization(s)

DEDUCTION

ABDUCTION

Data Collection

ACTUAL

REAL

EMPIRICAL

RETRODUCTION

Events & non-events 
generated by the REAL 

(observed or not)

Causal structures and 
mechanisms

ONTOLOGY
(Saunders et al.,2019)

DATA & HYPOTHESES THEORY DEVELOPMENT
(Van de Ven, 2007)
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on the literature on digital platforms and, more specifically, platform design and design choices 

with digital transformation. Theorising at this point was focused on άheuristically selecting a 

solution that is known to be appropriate for the problemέ ό±ŀƴ 5Ŝ Ven, 2007:82). Data collection 

and analysis were utilised as a part of the initial conceptualisation of mechanisms.  

 

Figure 3.5 The iterative nature of the research ς Phase 1 

The second phase (Figure 3.6) centred on a more in-depth approach and a broader range of data 

collection aligned to adopting the case study strategy (observation, documentation, and 

interviews). The theoretical lenses of Henfridsson and .ȅƎǎǘŀŘΩǎ όнлмоύ Ψgenerative mechanismsΩ 

and Lyytinen and NewmanΩǎ όнллуύ Ψpunctuated socio-technical change modelΩ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ ǘƘŜ 

perspectives to explain the design choices for the digital platform under scrutiny. Within each 

step, however, there was a level of going back and forth to a previous step to help confirm the 

ŘŜǎƛǊŜŘ ƎƻŀƭΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǿŀǎ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ǇǊƻƴƻǳƴŎŜŘ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǘǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ǎǘŜǇǎ ǘƻ Ψreason backΩ ǘƻ 

the underlying mechanisms (Saunders et al., 2019). The following sections give a more in-depth 
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view of the approaches to the data collection (Section 3.4.2 ς 3.4.5) and data analysis (Section 

3.5) and the relevant protocols employed across the two phases outlined. 

 

Figure 3.6 The iterative nature of the research ς Phase 2 

3.4.2 Data Collection 

As summarised earlier, the approach for the case study will generally follow documentation 

(archival sources ς internal and publicly available), observations, and interviews. The three 

approaches help provide an in-depth understanding of the case (Eisenhardt, 1989; Stake, 2006; 

/ǊŜǎǿŜƭƭ ϧ tƻǘƘΣ нлмуύΣ ŦǳǊƴƛǎƘ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǎƛǊŜŘ ΨrichΩ ƛƴǎƛƎƘǘǎ ό²ŜƛŎƪΣ нллтύ ŀƴŘ Ψthick descriptionsΩ 

(Geertz, 1973; Stake, 2006) from the detailed reflections, observations, and data assembled 

during this time. Data collection procedures are consistent with the critical realist perspective 

on capturing events and behaviour (Yin, 2018). This section highlights the data collection 

methods and the protocols employed to ensure the case data could be analysed in a repeatable 
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manner and with the right level of rigour and transparency. The design of the collection process 

brought documentation (Section 3.4.2.1) and observation (Section 3.4.2.2) through the first part 

of the research. In phase 2, a more in-depth collection and analysis was completed of these two 

sources and then combined with interviewing (Sections 3.4.2.3 to 3.4.2.5). This additionally 

supported validation, managing bias, and identifying any potential gaps. 

3.4.2.1 Archival documentation (Internal and Public) 

Documents and data therein are generally directed to support, complement, and augment the 

overall data from interviews and observation (Saunders et al., 2012; Creswell & Poth, 2018). In 

any study, internal documents can provide, if available, a significant input. However, the 

challenge for a researcher is navigating the commercial sensitivity and potential to diminish 

competitive advantage while attempting to extract the data and insights to help answer the 

research question. It requires carefully managing and restricting specific data to help make the 

organisation comfortable using it. Another critical data source can be documentation that the 

organisation and their competition publish publicly to reflect key activity and developments in 

capability. While the range of documentary information can be quite broad (e.g., emails, 

meeting notes, presentations, reports, blogs, and videos), the key consideration is its relevance 

to the topic under scrutiny (Yin, 2018). Secondly, data from documentation requires careful 

consideration of the conditions by which it was created and its accuracy (Stake, 2006), even 

though it is generally more explicit. Documentation provides several strengths as a data 

collection procedure - Table 3.4 (Yin, 2018). 

 Strengths Weaknesses Managing weaknesses 

Documentation ¶ Can be reviewed 
repeatedly throughout, i.e., 
is a stable source. 

¶ Independently created 
from the case study. 

¶ Strong when specific in 
terms of exact names, 
references, and details of 
the events. 

¶ Can cover long periods. 

¶ Can provide a strong 
source of validation and 
triangulation to other data 
sources, especially if 
publicly available. 

¶ Selective bias if 
the full range 
of 
documentation 
is not 
complete. 

¶ Author bias 

¶ Confidentiality 
issues may be 
challenging to 
overcome ς 
verifiability 
and integrity of 
the findings 
(access). 

¶ The key to the protocol is to 
identify documentation to 
help overcome bias from both 
internal and external sources. 

¶ Normalise the internal data 
by creating a descriptive view 
of the content to avoid 
presenting competitively 
sensitive data. Included 
redacting where appropriate. 

¶ As with observation, 
triangulation was the primary 
tool to increase the validity of 
the findings. 

Table 3.4 Documentation strengths and weaknesses (Yin, 2018) 

It can provide a strong validation and triangulation to other data sources, primarily when 

publicly available. Generally, documentation can be immutable with readily identified and 

captured changes. However, as with all data collection procedures, there are limitations and 
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weaknesses regarding bias, as mentioned earlier, and confidentiality to consider. Managing 

these weaknesses is essential to ensure the validity and confidence of the study ς Table 3.4 (Yin, 

2018) 

Document Category Documentation Types 

(1) Strategy ¶ Annual Strategic plans 

¶ Program objectives and goals 

¶ Business priorities and key asks 

(2) Capabilities ¶ Key features and functionality 

¶ Enhancements 

¶ Experience-based 

¶ Fixes and issue management  

¶ Roadmaps 

¶ Technology Roadmapping 

¶ New financial product offerings and 
programs 

¶ Country and regional assessment and 
requirements 

(3) Business Processes ¶ Policies 

¶ Process and procedures 

(4) Go-to-market ¶ Go-to-market (GTM) research 

¶ Customer and selling Partner feedback 
(includes surveys, feedback from sales 
and operations and direct engagement) 

¶ On-going promotion and selling of the 
HPEFS capability 

¶ Capability Overviews and Value 
propositions to Customers and Partners 

(5) Competitive position ¶ Detailed Competitive analysis 

(6) Planning and Execution ¶ Program structure 

¶ Deployment and implementation 
planning 

¶ Readiness planning 

¶ Status updates 

Table 3.5 In-depth internal documentation gathered in Phase 2 

Internal and external documentation was assembled to extract the required detail from the 

digital platform events. A wide range of internal documents was collected from 2013 to 2019 

(Table 3.5) and externally and publicly available data (Table 3.6). Where necessary, commercial 

sensitivity was carefully managed in terms of financial or strategic areas that would be deemed 

to provide a competitive advantage through redaction. In particular, to protect against the 

Ψthreat of substitute products or servicesΩ όtƻǊǘŜǊΣ мфтфύ ŀƴŘ ƛƳƛǘŀǘƛƻƴΦ 
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Document Category Documentation focus 

(1) Strategy ¶ Public communication of critical changes 
in the HP, HPE, or HPEFS organisation. 

(2) Capability ¶ Overview of the key features to 
message the benefits to customers and 
partners 

(3) Business Processes ¶ Training material, videos, and other 
collateral help customers and selling 
partners. 

(4) Go-to-Market ¶ Key HPEFS statistics 

¶ Overviews and value proposition of the 
financial products to customers or 
selling partners 

¶ Relevant go-to-market research from 
IDC, Gartner, and others to help 
message the value of the products and 
services. 

¶ Current landing pages and offerings (as 
of Oct 2019). 

(5) Competition ¶ Review of the publicly presented data 
for the main competitors of HPFS. 

(6) Leasing Platforms ¶ Overview of current leasing platforms to 
act as core systems and other third-
party applications. 

(7) HP and HPE Financial 
Earnings 

¶ Quarterly earnings to provide insight 
into the financial results (revenue and 
profit) from 2013 to 2019 

Table 3.6 In-depth Publicly Available documentation gathered in Phase 2 

The externally available data provides an essential source for the study. While its role for HPEFS 

is to help sell its value proposition to intended customers and partners, it provides a level of 

confirmatory evidence for the critical events under scrutiny, i.e., what was done and the timings. 

Thus, helping in terms of reliability and validity of the data collection realised during observation. 

Table 3.6 outlines the seven categories of documentation areas, and the sources include 

marketing literature, newsroom or press releases, Twitter posts, LinkedIn posts, demonstration 

videos, video webinars, and blogs. The data also provides a view into the internal triggers to 

develop the digital platform. The go-to-market material outlines the intended outcomes for the 

HPEFS customer or partner (value proposition) and gives an overview of the capabilities, 

features, and what they offer. Indicators of the impact of the digital platform are captured in 

the form of growth in the business (e.g., countries covered, number of partners or customers on 
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the digital platform) and the financial performance from the quarterly earnings releases. This 

complements the internal information collated for the same timeframes. 

The specific protocol followed involved keyword search through a detailed internet-based 

search (see Table 3.7). Where necessary, a combination of keywords helped to source more 

relevant material. This was key to the competitive information as the specific names of product 

offerings or digital platforms appeared in searches.  

Initial KEYWORDS 2nd  round searches 

HPEFS 
HPE Financial Services 
HPFS 
Partner Connection 
IT Consumption 
DaaS (Device-as-a-Service) 
Pay as you Grow 
Customer Portal 
Partner Connection API 
HPE Technomics 
HPE Competition 
HPE Quarterly results / Investor relations 
Leasing Platforms 
HP Split 

hpefs customer pledge 
hpefs customer brochures 
hpefs twitter customer portal 
hpefs twitter partner connection 
hpfs customer portal 
HPE iQuote 
HP Financial Services strategy 
HPFS strategy 2016 
HPEFS SMB 
Dell Financial Services / DFS 
IBM Global Finance / IGF 
De Laga Langan / DLL 
CHG Meridian 
ARROW 
Equipment Leasing and Financing 
Association (ELFA) 

Table 3.7 Digital platform capability keyword search (publicly available) 

Examples of follow-on competitive keyword searches with these names also yielded more 

specific details e.g.  

¶ 5Ŝƭƭ CƛƴŀƴŎƛŀƭ {ŜǊǾƛŎŜΩǎ ΨMyDFSΩ όhttps://www.mydfs.com/) 

¶ 5[[Ωǎ ΨExpress FinanceΩ ƳƻōƛƭŜ ŀǇǇ όhttps://www.dllgroup.com/us/en-

us/solutions/digital-solutions),  

¶ /ID aŜǊƛŘƛŀƴΩǎ ¢9{a!ϯ ƳƻōƛƭŜ ǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴ όhttps://www.chg-meridian.de/services-

products/tesma.html). 

3.4.2.2 Observation 

As a critical data collection approach, observation involves capturing and noting how the 

phenomenon ǳƴŘŜǊ ǎŎǊǳǘƛƴȅ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀƴǘ ΨōŜƘŀǾƛƻǳǊΩ come together (Saunders et al., 

2012; Creswell & Poth, 2018). Understanding the events that lead to a resulting digital platform 

ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ ǘƘŜ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ǘƻ ΨobserveΩ ǿƘŀǘ ΨǇŜƻǇƭŜ ŘƻΩ.  It was the primary data collection 

procedure employed and was influenced by my role within HPEFS. It was also supported through 

https://www.mydfs.com/
https://www.dllgroup.com/us/en-us/solutions/digital-solutions
https://www.dllgroup.com/us/en-us/solutions/digital-solutions
https://www.chg-meridian.de/services-products/tesma.html
https://www.chg-meridian.de/services-products/tesma.html


Chapter 3 ς Research approach and methodology 

82 
 

my researcher role as a Ψfully engagedΩ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛpant (Bryman & Bell 2007; Creswell & 

Poth 2018; Yin, 2018) and by incorporating key documentation. All of which helped provide the 

ŘŜǎƛǊŜŘ ΨrichΩ ƛƴǎƛƎƘǘǎ ό²ŜƛŎƪΣ нллтύΣ ŀǎ ƘƛƎƘƭƛƎƘǘŜŘ ŜŀǊƭƛŜǊΦ 

Stake (2006) considered observation one of the most meaningful data-gathering methods, but 

limitations and weaknesses as a data collection process need to be considered ς see Table 3.8 

(Yin, 2018). Overcoming potential bias by the observer through triangulation as a synthesis 

method with other data is one of the main items to manage (Eisenhardt, 1989; Rousseau et al., 

2008; Yin, 2013). 

 Strengths Weaknesses Managing weaknesses 

Observation  
(Direct and 
participant-
observation) 

¶ Capture events and 
actions as they occur 

¶ Strong in providing 
contextual data 

¶ It is insightful to 
gather interpersonal 
motives and 
behaviour 

¶ Can be time-
consuming and 
may lead to being 
selective 

¶ The bias of the 
participant-
observer 

¶ Participant action 
may adjust if aware 
of being observed. 

¶ Overcoming bias with data 
triangulation with the 
other data collection 
sources (Eisenhardt, 1989; 
Rousseau et al., 2008; Yin, 
2013) 

¶ Observation as Ψcomplete 
participantΩ ǿŀǎ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘƛǾŜ 
and is best described as 
Ψdescriptive observationΩ 
than direct observation 
(Saunders et al., 2012) and 
ŎǊŜŀǘƛƴƎ ŀ Ψnarrative 
accountΩ ƻŦ ŜǾŜƴǘǎΦ 

Table 3.8 Observations of strengths and weaknesses (Yin, 2018) 

While the research strategy is an in-depth case study, the observation was completed with a 

ΨnarrativeΩ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ǿŀǎ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜŘ ŀŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŜǾŜƴǘǎ occurred (2013 to 2019). It 

was designed around collecting detailed data to capture the chronological nature, sequence of 

events (Saunders et al., 2012), and key aspects that helped influence the outcomes. Leveraging 

from Creswell and Poth (2018), I formulated a set of five steps in the observation protocol as a 

Ψcomplete participantΩ ŀƴŘ ōǳƛƭǘ ƻƴ ŀ retrospective look back over the seven years. With the 

iterative nature (Figure 3.5), the structure and depth were expected to evolve through each 

cycle, thus requiring a level of flexibility in the process. 

The steps were to: 

(1) Seek approval to observe and gain access to use the events from 2013 to 2019.  

(2) 5ŜŦƛƴŜ ΨwhoΩ or ΨwhatΩ to observe and the duration. 

(3) Consider the data captured within the observation and the other sources 

(documentation and interviewing during both phases). 
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(4) Design an observation capturing protocol on the data with the ability to adjust and 

facilitate going more in-depth through the iterations of data collection. 

(5) Produce nŀǊǊŀǘƛǾŜƭȅ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ƴƻǘŜǎΣ ΨrichΩ ŀƴŘ ΨthickΩ ς both descriptive (summarising 

activities in chronological order) and reflective (reflections and potential themes for 

consideration). 

3.4.2.3 Qualitative interviews 

The interview is a technique where the researcher gathers Řŀǘŀ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ΨŎƻƴŎƛǎŜΩ and 

ΨǳƴŀƳōƛƎǳƻǳǎΩ questions. The questions and subsequent answers are relevant to the research 

question and objectives. (Saunders et al., 2012; Creswell & Poth, 2018). In the second phase of 

the case study data collection (Figure 3.5), I included qualitative interviews to provide an in-

depth understanding of the events and evolution of the HPEFS digital platform. This facilitated 

a detailed and comprehensive set of data that could be compiled with the more detailed second 

round of observation and archival documentation.  

The distinct approach adopted in the study was that of the semi-structured interview (or 

unstructured interview) than the structured interview, typically in a fixed and rigid form of the 

survey or questionnaire (Fontana & Frey, 2003). This was to allow both validation with the other 

data collected and to enable openness and the possibility of new findings (Fontana & Frey, 2003; 

Myers & Newman, 2007; Saunders et al., 2012). More specifically, the design was to have 

prepared questions with the flexibility to improvise (Myers & Newman, 2007). It permitted an 

opportunity to investigate specific areas emerging from the observational and documentation 

data, subsequently embedded into the questions, and to allow for greater depth as I focused on 

uncovering the underlying causal mechanisms. This is consistent with the strengths of interviews 

by being targeted and giving insightful explanations (Yin, 2018). As with other forms of data 

collection, bias and poor recall by the interviewees need to be carefully considered (Yin, 2018) 

ς the approach to how these are addressed in Section 3.4.2.5 as I outline the pitfalls and 

responses. 

3.4.2.4 The Semi Structure interview (SSI) and protocol 

The initial step in the process was to outline the main areas of information on where the SSI 

protocol would be based (see below). Consistent with the approach to defining the protocol 

ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴǎ ό¸ƛƴΣ нлмуύΣ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ǿŀǎ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜŘ ōȅ ōƻǘƘ ǘƘŜ Ψverbal lineΩ ƻŦ ƛƴǉǳƛǊȅ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ 

direct questions (described as also as level мύ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ΨƳŜƴǘŀƭ ƭƛƴŜΩ (level 2). Identifying potential 

generative mechanisms was driven by the mental inquiry that is non-verbal. More specifically, 
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it was ŘǊƛǾŜƴ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘƻǳǘ ƻƴ Ψcausal powersΩΣ ΨconditionsΨ ŀƴŘ Ψinternal potential 

of a systemΩ ό{ŀȅŜǊΣ мффнΤ Pawson & Tilley, 1997). The areas were conceptualised and are aligned 

with the research objectives (Section 2.4.5) as follows: 

¶ Details of the platform functionalities, the intended business goals to be fulfilled by 

these capabilities, and the desired experience. 

¶ The evolution of the platform over the timeframe of 2013 to 2019. 

¶ An understanding of the design processes followed and, more specifically, the choices. 

¶ A deeper look at the business drivers for introducing the capability and benefit to the 

business goals. 

¶ Understanding success and failure from 2013 to 2019 provides a balance to the 

process and reduces potential confirmation bias. 

¶ The view of the learning that occurred through the seven years of the study, fixing, and 

improving capability based on the learning. 

¶ How the information and insights changed over time [Note: this was added after the 

three pilot interviews]. 

The interviewees were primarily located in the worldwide headquarters (Berkeley Heights, NJ) 

and the EMEA regional headquarters (Kildare, Ireland) within HPEFS. I identified those key 

individuals with the most proven knowledge about digital platform development at both a 

managerial level and the individual contributor level to ensure a breadth of the findings. I 

conducted nineteen semi-structured interviews, and due to the impact of the Covid-19 

pandemic, the interviews were all conducted by skypeϰ for business, recorded and fully 

transcribed than face-to-face. The interviewees were effectively broken into two key groups in 

the HPEFS organisation, eleven members of the core business design team (Online Business 

Process Team and Senior IT members) - see Table 3.9. The interview focus for this group was 

more heavily on the functionalities of the digital platform as this group was responsible for 

translating the business needs and outcomes into the solutions deployed. The eight in the 

second group were key stakeholders (or subject matter experts - SMEs) from the business ς see 

Table 3.10. While similar to the initial group, the greater focus was on business drivers, how 

these changed and evolved and what was seen as a success and unsuccessful from the realised 

business outcomes. 

Given my role as Senior Director of Global Digital Transformation and lead of a Digital 

Transformation team, eight interviewees were direct reports. To manage any foreseen power 
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issues, I enlisted the support of a non-funded collaborator to help conduct the interviews and 

act as an observer only in the recorded interview and who participated in the post-interview 

analysis [note: this was called out in the consent forms signed by each interviewee]. This also 

influenced the need to have other stakeholders across the business and three senior members 

of the IT organisation. The questions were also crafted to be apolitical and designed not to lead 

the interviewee, thus avoiding confirmation bias. As highlighted, the publicly available 

information (Section 3.4.2.1) helped validate events and timeframes. 

Key information and 
focus 

Digital platform 
designs 

Roles 

¶ Functionalities, 
Business Goals, and 
experience 

¶ Evolution of the tool 

¶ Design Process 

¶ Drivers for the 
introduction of the 
capability 

¶ Understanding of 
success and failure 

¶ Learning, fixing, and 
improving 

¶ Data ς information 
and insights ς post-
pilot 

 

¶ Customer Portal 

¶ Partner Connection 
Tool 

¶ eSignature (DocuSign 
and Adobe) 

¶ Subscription 

¶ IT Consumption 

¶ FICO Credit Scoring 

¶ Partner APIs 

¶ End-of-Lease self-
service for Customers 

¶ Omnichannel for 
partners 

¶ HPE Flex Capacity and 
Pay-per-use (Metering) 

¶ HPE Technomics 
Mobile App 

¶ Supplier Invoice 
Management 
(Basware) 

7 x Online Business Process Team (mix of 
US and Irl). 
1 x Senior IT Project 1 x Management (Irl) 
1 x Senior Business Analyst (Irl) 
1 x Senior IT Manager (Irl) 

¶ The experience design 
approach and 
evolution 

¶ Experience design 
embedded into all the 
digital platform 
functionalities 

1 x Senior Experience Design lead ς Online 
Business Process Team (US) 
 

Table 3.9 Design owners 

I leveraged the dramaturgical model from Myers and Newman (2007) for qualitative interviews 

ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ǿŀǎ ǾŜǊȅ ƳǳŎƘ ŀōƻǳǘ Ψsocial interactionΩ όCreswell & Poth, 2018). The social 

interactions can be viewed as a drama where individuals (actors) in various settings (the stage) 

behave with norms, expectations, and rituals (or script). The interview as a social interaction 

ŀƭƭƻǿǎ ǳǎ ǘƻ ǾƛŜǿ ƛǘ ŀǎ ŀ ŘǊŀƳŀΦ ¢ƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǾƛŜǿ ǇǊƻǘƻŎƻƭ όƻǊ ΨǎŎǊƛǇǘΩ) guided the interactions with 

each interviewee (actors) while giving the flexibility to probe into the answer and move into 

related areas. The questions were tailored to the interviewees to match the specific areas of 
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involvement (as an example - see Table 3.15 ς ŦƻŎǳǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ Ψselling partnerΩ ŘǊƛǾŜƴ ǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴǎ 

within the digital platform). 

Key information and focus Organisational responsibility and Roles 

¶ Business Drivers 

¶ The benefit to the business 
goals 

¶ Design choices 

¶ Successful and 
unsuccessful solutions 

¶ Data ς information and 
insights ς post-pilot 

 

Credit Scoring / FICO business owners 
1 x WW Head of Credit (US) 
1 x FICO Business Model owner (US) 

Operations 
1 x Customer Delivery manager - Channel in EMEA (Irl) 

Business Development / Go-to-Market /Sales 
1 x Global Business Development Director (US) 
1 x EMEA Channel Sales Leader (FRA) 
1 x EMEA Business Development Director (Irl) 
1 x WW Lead SMB Business Development (US) 
1 x Business Development / HPE Ireland MD (Irl) 

Table 3.10 Key business stakeholders 

In the first step, the process was introduced, and the focus was on gathering information on the 

role(s) of the interviewee as it pertained to the development of the digital platforms (Table 

3.11).  

 
Table 3.11 SSI Questions - Introduce and situate the interviewee 

To guide the next step, the questions focused on functionality development in both what and 

how in terms of choice, evolution, and business drivers (Table 3.12). 

 Area Question 

Q1 Background For the purposes of the study, can you explain your role 
or roles between 2013 and 2019 in the development of 
the HPEFS Partner solutions  

ΧΦΦsuch as Partner Connection, Partner APIs, HPE 
Technomics Mobile App as part of the SMB growth 
within HPEFS? 
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Table 3.12 SSI Questions - Gaining a deeper understanding of key functionality 

The third step was providing balance to the data from the interviewees by looking at what was 

unsuccessful in addition to success (Table 3.13). The importance of this line of questioning was 

to allow a degree of reflective testing of the proposed hypothesis to explain better what drives 

success but also failure from the perspective of the interviewee. Thus, strengthening the 

research outcome given the level of failure and challenge in making the best choices in digital 

platform design. 

 
Table 3.13 SSI Questions - Interpretation from interviewees of successful and failed changes 

 Area Question 

Q2 Partner 
Connection 

In somewhat of a chronological order Can you outline 
the main functionalities that was created to provide (1) a 
benefit to the business goals and/or (2) better 
experience to Partners with the design of the Partner 
Connection tool ? 

What drove the design choices such as Quoting, 
Automated Credit Scoring (FICO) and eSignature, Offers, 
New contract types etc. that you were involved in during 
this time ? 

Q3 Partner 
Connection 

How did the design of the tool evolve in the period from 
2014 to 2019 ? [note: some overlap to Q2] 

What were the causes from your experience to drive this 
evolution i.e. who / what drove the designs to change ? 

Q4 Partner 
Connection 

Can you outline, the design process that was followed to 
help create the resulting design ? 

Pick an example and outline from ΨBusiness NeedΩ 
(START) through to ΨimplementationΩ (FINISH) 

Q5 Partner 
/ƻƴƴŜŎǘƛƻƴ !tLΩǎ 

If you can, how did the design of the HPEFS platform 
ŜǾƻƭǾŜ ǘƻ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ tŀǊǘƴŜǊ /ƻƴƴŜŎǘƛƻƴ !tLΩǎ ǿƛǘƘ ƛǘǎ 
launch in 2015. 

Q6 Partner 
/ƻƴƴŜŎǘƛƻƴ !tLΩǎ 

tŀǊǘƴŜǊ !tLΩǎ - what do you see as to ΨwhoΩ ŀƴŘ ΨwhatΩ 
drove the changes in its design ? 

Q7 HPE Technomics 
Mobile App 

What drove the introduction of the HPE Technomics 
Mobile App in 2019 ? 

Q8 HPE Technomics 
Mobile App 

How does the design in the mobile app reflect a change 
in how you design this type of solution ? 

 

 Area Question 

Q9 Partner 
Connection / 
tŀǊǘƴŜǊ !tLΩǎ κ 
Mobile App 

What changes were successful in terms of what was 
intended ? [include what does success mean from the 
view of your objectives and the business goal] 

Why were they successful ? 

Q10 Partner 
Connection / 
tŀǊǘƴŜǊ !tLΩǎ κ 
Mobile App 

What changes were NOT successful (or not initially) in 
terms of what was intended ? 

Why were they NOT successful ? What was done to 
make it successful or fix or improve ? 
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The fourth step in the interview process explored the impact of design choices by the level of 

changes required to ΨŦƛȄΩ and ΨƛƳǇǊƻǾŜΩ through feedback and learning from the capabilities 

deployed in the digital platform. I also focused on understanding how learning from 

implementation and adoption could influence subsequent design choices to improve outcomes 

(Table 3.14). 

 
Table 3.14 SSI Questions - Learning, fixing, and improving of the digital platform 

The final step in the interview process was introduced after the eleventh interview. During the 

preceding interviews, it became clear that the information and insights available had a bearing 

and influence on the potential design choices from a number of the responses. As a result, I 

added a specific question for the remaining eight interviews (Table 3.15). 

 
Table 3.15 SSI Questions - Exploring change to the information and insights 

As each interview was recorded through SkypeÊ for business due to COVID19 restrictions, I 

could leverage otter.ai (www.otter.ai, 2021) to transcribe the interview from the mp4 files that 

captured the audio. The resultant text file was imported into MAXQDA (www.maxqda.com, 

2021) for analysis (Section 3.5.2). 

3.4.2.5 Accounting for pitfalls and difficulties with qualitative interviews 

In qualitative interviews, several difficulties and pitfalls have to be accounted for in the design 

of the process (Fontana & Frey, 2003; Myers & Newman, 2007). They are not presented in order 

of importance, but all must be considered based on the context and studied area. Table 3.16 

describes each and the actions to overcome and accommodate the study. 

 Area Question 

Q11 Learning & fixing 
& improving 

How has things changed since 2013 to make HPEFS 
ōŜǘǘŜǊ ǘƻ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŀƴ ΨƻǇǘƛƳŀƭΩ solution and experience for 
your customers and partners ? 

How have you fixed things along the way when you 
ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ƎŜǘ ƛǘ Ŧǳƭƭȅ ǊƛƎƘǘ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǊǘ Κ 

Q12 Learning, fixing 
and improving 

How have you changed the approach to design and 
implementation during this time ? 

 

 Area Question 

Q13 Data = 
information & 
insights 

How has the type and amount information and insights 
changed over the time ? 

[Post-pilot Q] 

 

http://www.otter.ai/
http://www.maxqda.com/
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Potential difficulty / 
pitfall  

Description 
How they were approached 

in this study 

1. Lack of entry / 
accessing the setting 

The difficulty of getting access to the 
right interviewees in the organisation 
 

Given my role as Senior 
Director of Digital 
Transformation, I worked to 
attain full permission and 
alignment with the 
organisation's senior 
leadership. 

2. Elite bias / locating 
an informant 

Focus is too heavily weighted on the 
senior leaders in the organisation, thus 
preventing a breadth of the potential 
findings. 

The interviewees' selection 
included senior leaders 
(managers and directors) and 
individual contributors ς all of 
whom played different roles in 
the design choices of the 
digital platform. 

3. Lack of trust One of the most critical challenges to 
overcome is to prevent the 
interviewee's lack of information/data. 

As with item 1, I worked 
closely with all the 
interviewees over a long 
period. Additionally, the 
consent process provides an 
additional level of security and 
assures appropriate 
confidentiality. 

4. The artificiality of 
interview / 
establishing rapport 

A lack of rapport can exacerbate a lack 
of relationship and be seen as a 
ΨstrangerΩ. 

As with item 1, I worked 
closely with all the 
interviewees over a long 
period. 

5. Time constraints Insufficient time allocated to allow 
topics to be explored 

The process was designed to 
allow for a 45min ς 60min 
interview with a follow-up, if 
necessary, on specific areas. 

6. Understanding the 
language and 
communication 

Lack of familiarity with the language, 
acronyms, and the embedded culture 
presents a difficulty for the researcher 
to appreciate fully 

This was overcome given my 
role as Senior Director of 
Digital Transformation in the 
organisation with over ten 
years of experience in the 
business. 

7. Accurate reflection of 
the interview 

Capturing the full details of the spoken 
word 

Due to the impact of the 
Covid-19 pandemic, the 
interviews were all conducted 
ōȅ ǎƪȅǇŜϰΣ ǊŜŎƻǊŘŜŘ ŀƴŘ Ŧǳƭƭȅ 
transcribed (through Otter.ai) 
All actions were captured in 
the consent form, signed by 
each interviewee. 
 

8. Unintentionally 
guiding the 
interviewee 

Interviewees may not have considered 
the areas highlighted in the interview. 
They may construct the story during 
the interview to not appear poorly. 
 

The data from the interviews 
were triangulated with the 
observations and archival 
documentation to ensure 
validity and accuracy. 
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Potential difficulty / 
pitfall  

Description 
How they were approached 

in this study 

9. Hawthorne effect The potential for the research process 
itself to influence the behaviour over 
time of the interviewees. 
 

The interviews were 
conducted at a time (June 
2020) after the research 
period (up to November 2019) 
to ensure there was no impact 
on the study. 
 

Table 3.16 Qualitative Interviews pitfall and difficulties 

Another potential challenge is for the interview to go poorly and unintentionally offend the 

interviewee (Myers & Newman, 2007). Fortunately, this did not occur during the interview 

ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎ ŦŀŎǘƻǊ ƛǎ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǾƛŜǿŜǊΣ ŀǎ ƛǘ ƘŜƭǇǎ ǘƻ άproduce a 

good or a bad performanceέ όaȅŜǊǎ ϧ bŜǿƳŀƴΣ нллтΥмрύΦ 

3.4.3 Phase 1 data collection 

As outlined in Figure 3.5 and 3.6, there were two phases of observation. The initial data 

collection set the study in motion against the backdrop of the challenge of digital platform 

design choices (see Chapter 2). Following the configurational perspective of Context-

Mechanism-Outcome (CMO) from Henfridsson and Bygstad (2013), the key events and design 

platform designs [O] from 2013 to 2019 was the key focus on data collection as this stage to lay 

out the digital platform designs deployed during this time.  

Before commencing the process, approval was gained from the senior leadership in HPEFS, and 

following initial analysis, the observation notes were built on detailed records and journaling 

captured in two primary sources : 

(1) Annual and mid-year performance reviews that captured the details of the digital 

platform changes during each period of review (12 sets of detailed journaling ς see an 

example for 2019 - Figure 3.7). 

(2) The high-level strategic plans and updates for digital transformation (from the fiscal year 

2013 to fiscal year-end 2019 ς 62 documents ς for examples, see Figures 3.9 to 3.11 and 

Appendix 5.2 provides a detailed list of these documents). 
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Figure 3.7 [REDACTED] Example (and excerpt) of annual progress review (October 2019) 

The data provided the source for the detailed observation notes for the development of the 

HPEFS digital platform designs chronologically from 2013 to 2019. The notes produced a highly 

descriptive view of the application of digital technologies to enhance the HPEFS business model. 

(See Figure 3.8 as an example of an excerpt of this data ς note: a more detailed outline is 

presented in Chapter 4 and Appendix 4)  

[Note:  Information has been redacted in certain documents in the thesis text as the data 

contains financial information that would be considered commercially sensitive]. 
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Figure 3.8 [REDACTED] Example and exert of a detailed description of key events from 2013 to 
2019 
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The strategic direction for 2013 in HPEFS was reflected in one of its main initiatives ς άMoving 

ǘƻ ŀƴ Ψƻƴ-ƭƛƴŜΩ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎέ όǎŜŜ CƛƎǳǊŜ оΦ9). This set out the overarching business outcomes the 

HPEFS digital platform would aspire to realise. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3.9 Strategic direction to drive digital platform design to ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŀƴ Ψhƴ-ƭƛƴŜ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎΩ 
(2013 and 2014) 
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As with a lot of strategic plans, they emerged and changed over the years to become more 

focused on the key components of the digital platform and the business outcomes (Figure 3.10) 

[Note: Hewlett Packard split November 2015 into HP Inc. and HP Enterprise (Cornell, 2015) and 

the subsequent branding change as is reflected in any of the documentation from that point on]. 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3.10 Digital Platform strategic plans (2016) 

.ȅ нлмфΣ ǘƘŜ ŜǾƻƭǳǘƛƻƴ Ƙŀǎ ƳƻǾŜŘ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ ΨdigitalΩ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƻ ŀƴȅ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ 

ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƻŦ ŎǊŜŀǘƛƴƎ ŀ ΨDigital DNAΩ όCƛƎǳǊŜ оΦм1) as a means to improve the design choices of 

the platform. 

 

 

 
 

Figure 3.11 Strategic shift in digital platform design approach (2019) 
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The data capturing protocol in phase 1 (Figure 3.5) was designed to provide the year of 

deployment within the digital platform and a comprehensive level of information around the 

key events. The detail within each year focused on: 

¶ The specific digital capability and design characteristics in the HPEFS digital platform ς 

its role in the process for HPEFS, customers, or selling partner 

¶ Integration details within the overall HPEFS digital ecosystem. 

¶ Business outcomes, e.g., User adoption, Sales volume (quantity and value), Countries 

adopted and customer benefits, selling partners, and internal processes in HPEFS. 

The initial target was to provide two contemporary external-facing portals as key modules of 

capability in the overall HPEFS digital platform to facilitate engagement with customers and 

partners to create this new experience. The architectural platform vision was realised over the 

following years, with Figure 3.12 providing a chronological evolution of this digitaƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳΩǎ 

main components and modules. 

 

Figure 3.12 Key events from HPEFS Digital Platform (2013 to 2019) 

3.4.4 Phase 2 Data Collection 

The second phase (Figure 3.6) of data collection was driven by the theoretical lenses of (1) 

Henfridsson and .ȅƎǎǘŀŘΩǎ όнлмоύ Ψgenerative mechanismsΩΣ ǘƘŀǘ ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳǎ Ŧƛǘ ƛƴǘƻ ŀƴŘ όнύ 

Lyytinen and NewmanΩǎ όнллуύ Ψpunctuated socio-technical change modelΩΦ ¢ƻ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ 

ǊŜǘǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ǎǘŜǇ ƻŦ Ψreasoning backΩ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǳƴŘŜǊƭȅƛƴƎ ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳǎ (Saunders et al., 2019), the 

events from 2013 to 2019 were dissected and unpacked to allow for in-depth analysis. Adopting 

tŀǿǎƻƴ ŀƴŘ ¢ƛƭƭŜȅΩǎ όмффтύ context-mechanism-outcome (CMO) configuration perspective 
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provides the over-arching approach to breaking down the data in the case study. This offers the 

ability to construct explanations based on the causal paths that illustrate how specific 

mechanisms within a given context can generate outcomes from a digital platform (Henfridsson 

& Bygstad, 2013). 

The data collection protocol (Figure 3.13) started with outlining the details of [A], the observed 

(or observable) and realised digital platform design events, business outcomes, and effects. The 

reasoning and theorising process outlined provided the foundation to identify the likely 

ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛǾŜ ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳǎ όƻǊ Ψcausal structuresΩύ ǘƘŀǘ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŜǾŜƴǘǎ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ 

effects (Henfridsson & Bygstad, 2013; Bygstad et al., 2016; Mingers & Standing, 2017). As with 

the first phase, it was a combination of my role as a complete participant and a comprehensive 

set of documentation (Tables 3.5 and 3.6). Going through each year, events and an extensive 

number of documents allowed for the data to be extracted first on the situation that drove the 

outcome or, more specifically [B], the contextual triggers or conditions (Pawson & Tilley, 1997; 

Henfridsson & Bygstad, 2013; Koutsikouri et al., 2017). By unpacking each event and outcome, 

the goal was to identify that which provided the influence for the underlying generative 

mechanism to become activated as there was a contingent relationship between the two (Sayer, 

1992; Bygstad et al., 2016; Koutsikouri et al., 2017).  

 

Figure 3.13 Data Collection protocol ς phase 2 

As discussed in Chapter 2, design choices are central to the impact of a digital platform that 

ŘǊƛǾŜǎ ǘƘŜ LƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ǎȅǎǘŜƳ όL{ύ ŎƘŀƴƎŜΦ ¢ƘŜ Ψpunctuated socio-technical information system 

changeΩ model (LyytiƴŜƴ ϧ bŜǿƳŀƴΣ нллуύ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ǘƻ ŜȄǇƭƻǊŜ Ψstructural 
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misalignmentΩ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎƻŎƛƻ-ǘŜŎƘƴƛŎŀƭ ǎȅǎǘŜƳ ŀƴŘ ǿƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ǘƘŜ Ψorganisational 

environmentΩ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŎƘƻƛŎŜǎ ƳŀŘŜ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘƛƻƴΦ  

Using these theoretical lenses, the data collection process focused on the following elements 

within each event. The data reflected the aspect of the digital platform design choices in both 

[C] Critical Incident Events and [D] Socio-Technical Action. The following provides a brief outline 

of the key characteristics of the data captured : 

¶ [C] Critical Incidents and Socio-Technical Gap (DESIGN CHOICE) 

o Critical incidents ς based on the socio-technical system, capturing the events 

ǘƘŀǘ ŎŀǳǎŜ ŀ ΨgapΩ ƻǊ ΨmisalignmentΩ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘǎ ό!ŎǘƻǊǎΣ ¢ŀǎƪΣ 

Structure, and Technology). 

o Understanding if the change was intended, i.e., strategically driven, or was a 

result of a previously caused misalignment. 

¶ [D] Social-technical action (DESIGN CHOICE) ς ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ Ψbuilding systemΩ ǘƘŀǘ 

carries out and implement the change (Lyytinen & Newman, 2008) 

o The actors [D1] are involved and impacted by the design choices (Lyytinen et 

al., 1998; Lyytinen & Newman, 2008). 

o The technological solution [D2] ς outline of the digital platform change 

following the Yoo et al. όнлмлύ ƳƻŘŜƭ ƻŦ Ψlayered modular architectureΩ 

identified four loosely connected layers 

o The enabling technology embodied in the digital solution [D3] and other 

enabling factors (Jetzek et al., 2013) as the key driver of change. 

o Response ς resultant structural realignment [D4] from the socio-technical 

perspective and is the change seen as incremental or punctuated [D5]. It also 

ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘǎ Ƙƻǿ ǘƘŜ άIS change re-configures a work system by embedding into its 

new information technology (IT) componentsΦέ ό[ȅȅǘƛƴŜƴ ϧ bŜǿƳŀƴΣ нллуΥрфнύ 

o Type of outcome [D6] ς  (1) Event fails to give rise to a positive change, (2) A 

new equilibrium for the elements that are incremental, (3) New Deep Structure 

ƭŜǾŜƭ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ ΨpunctuatedΩ ƻǊ (4) the new misalignment 

requires further action. 

 

Table 3.17 provides an example of the data collection output for the introduction of automated 

credit scoring by integrating capability into the digital platform from FICO (HPE Financial 
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Services, 2015) as a third-party application through application programming interface (API) 

technology : 

Data Example ς FICO Credit Scoring 

[A] EVENTS ¶ PCT integration to FICO Credit Scoring, which allows < 
1min decisioning (FICO - formerly the Fair Isaac 
Corporation) 

[A] EFFECTS and OUTCOMES ¶ !ōƛƭƛǘȅ ǘƻ ΨŎƭƻǎŜ ŀ ŘŜŀƭΩ ŦŀǎǘŜǊ ŜƴŀōƭŜŘ ōȅ !ǳǘƻƳŀǘŜŘ 
ΨCredit Scoring in seconds.Ω 

[B] Contextual Triggers (at the 
overall strategic level) 

¶ Defined Business strategic goals to grow the SMB 
segment (Business opportunity) - expansion 

¶ The strategic goal of the growing number of partners 
given the importance of the Channel to HPEFS (over 70% 
comes through this GTM route). 

¶ The strategic direction of nonlinear growth of sales team 
and operations to make this growth. 

[B] Contextual Triggers (at the 
socio-technical level) 

¶ Enhancing the Partner experience through identifying 
and implementing automation of the process throughout 

[C] EVENT / CRITICAL INCIDENT 
(at the specific event level) 

¶ Low-touch and fast decisions, i.e., to go from manual 
credit analyst decisions to automated. 

[C] Intended / Planned Change 
[Strategically driven / Previously 
caused misalignment] 

¶ TASK-ACTOR: No longer with Credit analyst to approve or 
reject a credit decision. 

[D1] ACTORS (and STRUCTURE) ¶ Business Process Managers (designing business solutions) 

¶ IT Analysts 

¶ Credit Analysts (Subject Matter Experts) 

¶ Selling Partners (main external use of the capability) 

[D2] TECHNOLOGY (IT Artefact) ¶ The credit request process to fully operate within the 
user interface (UI) of the Partner Connection Tool  

[D3] ENABLING TECHNOLOGIES 
AND other ENABLING FACTORS 

¶ External and secure credit scoring capability from a 
significant analytics company (FICO - formerly the Fair 
Isaac Corporation) 

[D4] RESPONSE (REALISED 
'STRUCTURAL RE-ALIGNMENTΩ) 
 

¶ TASK-TECHNOLOGY: Credit scoring is performed by the 
FICO Scoring model to provide automated decisions, 
which is presented in Partner Connection. 

[D5] RESPONSE (INCREMENTAL / 
PUNCTUATED) 

¶ PUNCTUATED 

[D6] TYPE of OUTCOME ¶ Deep Structure change 

Table 3.17 Data collection example ς Phase 2 

3.4.5 Validity and reliability in data collection design 

As with all research, the goal is to produce reliable and valid findings (Merriam, 2009). In other 

words, can we trust the results, are they dependable, accurate, well-founded, and verifiable? 

(Merriam, 2009; Creswell & Poth, 2018). During the design of data collection, the authenticity 

and accuracy were tabled as a question with my role ŀǎ ŀ Ψcomplete participantΩ and the 
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possibility of bias that could weaken the findings. This necessitated a detailed look into the 

common forms of bias that a researcher would need to be managed (Table 3.18) and to build 

controls into the protocol where appropriate. 

Type of Bias Definition Reference 

Researcher bias 
and Observer 
bias 

¶ A researcher allows their subjective 
views and disposition to influence 
their interpretations of data and 
responses in the observed setting. 

Denyer & Tranfield (2009) 
Saunders et al. (2012) 
Creswell & Poth (2018) 
  

Participation Bias ¶ Reduction in the level of participants 
due to extensive time commitment. 

Saunders et al. (2012) 

Observer Error ¶ Observer error - lack of 
understanding or overfamiliarity to 
unintentionally misinterpret the 
findings. 

Saunders et al. (2012) 

Interviewer bias 
(or Hawthorne 
effects) 

¶ The interviewing creates a bias in 
how interviewees respond to the 
questions being asked. 

¶ The characteristics of the 
interviewer impacting on the 
responses of the interviewee. 

Bryman & Bell (2007) 
Myers & Newman (2007) 
Saunders et al. (2012) 

Interviewee or 
Response Bias 

¶ The impact of the interviewee to not 
reveal and provide the necessary 
detail to support the in-depth 
exploration. 

Bryman & Bell (2007) 
Saunders et al. (2012)  

Non-response 
bias 

¶ Having a poor response that 
questions whether there is a 
representative sample. 

¶ Those that do not respond may have 
different views or perspectives that 
could change the findings. 

Bryman & Bell (2007) 
Saunders et al. (2012)  

Selection bias ¶ The sample selected in the study 
does not reflect the targeted 
population, i.e., not random, making 
some of the population more likely 
to be selected than others. 

¶ An incomplete range of 
documentation. 

Van de Ven (2007) 
Bryman & Bell (2007) 
Creswell & Poth (2018) 
Yin (2018)  

Sampling bias ¶ Inaccurate or not comprehensive 
outline of the entire population 
from which a sample is taken. Leads 
to a deficiency in the sample. 

Van de Ven (2007) 
Bryman & Bell (2007) 
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Type of Bias Definition Reference 

Experimenter 
bias or 
Investigator bias 

¶ Influencing the research and 
inadvertently communicating their 
preferred outcome and expectations 
through their participation. 

Van de Ven (2007) 
Bryman & Bell (2007) 

Confirmation 
bias 

¶ Choosing to ignore potential 
anomalies and focus on those areas 
ǘƘŀǘ ŎƻƴŦƛǊƳ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘŜǊΩǎ 
opinions and views. 

Van De Ven (2007) 

Elite bias or 
managerial bias 

¶ Not adopting a broad reach in 
respondents and overfocused on 
managers and those in high 
positions. 

Bryman & Bell (2007) 
Myers & Newman (2007) 
  

Social desirability 
bias 

¶ Answers from respondents are 
driven by their perception of what 
may be socially 'desirable' for the 
focus area. 

Bryman & Bell (2007) 

Table 3.18 Common forms of bias in research 

With the level of familiarity with the case, researcher (or observer) bias required careful 

consideration (Denyer & Tranfield, 2009; Saunders et al., 2012). Triangulation of multiple data 

ǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ Ψcorroborating evidenceΩ ǘƻ ǾŀƭƛŘŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ŦƛƴŘƛƴƎǎ (Wynn & Williams, 2012; 

Creswell & Poth, 2018). The publicly available information also provided the platform to match 

ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀƭ Řŀǘŀ ŀƴŘ Ψdescriptive observationΩ completed throughout (Saunders et al., 2012). To 

complement, strengthen and reduce researcher bias from data from the observation and 

documentation, nineteen semi-structured interviews were conducted (Section 3.4.2.4). Elite (or 

managerial bias) was reduced by the split between employees and managers with open, 

apolitical questions and full recording to eliminate the potential of interviewer bias. An 

additional approach in the interviews to reduce confirmation bias ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ Ψdisconfirming 

evidenceΩ ǘƻ ƭƻƻƪ ŦƻǊ ǳƴǎǳŎŎŜǎǎŦǳƭ ŎƘŀƴƎŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ό/ǊŜǎǿŜƭƭ ϧ tƻǘƘΣ нлмуύΦ 

The outline of the semi-structured approach as a qualitative interview provided the final step in 

the data collection process followed in phase 2. 

3.5 Data Analysis 

The process of analysis requires organising the data, coding, and identifying themes, insights, or 

concepts that can represent the data and allow for interpretation (Saunders et al., 2012; 

Creswell & Poth, 2018; Yin, 2018). Leveraging from Creswell and Poth (2018) and Miles and 
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Huberman (1994), the analysis process followed in the study breaks into three basic steps, all 

occurring concurrently and within iterative cycles: 

(1) Data reduction ς Prepare, organise the data, and translate (or reduce) to key concepts 

and themes. 

(2) Data display ς To represent the findings and data. 

(3) Conclusion drawing and verification ς deciding what things mean and verifying. 

Yin (2018) outlined several analysis strategies that could be combined or singularly used for a 

case study. Several of these strategies were employed and performed in a series of iterations. 

As previously outlined, the theory development was proposed as a two-staged approach with 

induction, deduction, and abductive reasoning used throughout (see Figures 3.4 and 3.5). A 

grounded analysis of the data from the case appeared to be the most suitable method for 

formulating conclusions on digital platform designs. A Ψground-upΩ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ ό¸ƛƴΣ нлмуύ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘŀǘŜŘ 

the identification of concepts, from which patterns emerged that resulted in promising themes 

and insights as I repeated the analysis cycles. The patterns and themes were built around the 

ǘƘŜƻǊŜǘƛŎŀƭ ǇǊƻǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ Ψgenerative mechanismsΩ όIŜƴŦǊƛŘǎǎƻƴ ϧ .ȅƎǎǘŀŘΣ нлмоύ ǘƻ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ 

the causal structures sought. Lyytinen and bŜǿƳŀƴΩǎ όнллуύ Ψpunctuated socio-technicalΩ model 

provided the foundation for analysing the events over the seven years of the study. This allowed 

for an emerging and ever-ǎǘǊŜƴƎǘƘŜƴƛƴƎ ǎŜǘ ƻŦ ŦƛƴŘƛƴƎǎ ŀƴŘ ΨǇǊƻƳƛǎƛƴƎΩ concepts (Yin, 2018). 

Once the strategy was selected, relevant techniques were considered to best complete the 

analysis process. 

The analysis techniques were designed to be completed in two phases. The initial analysis phase 

focused on identifying contextual triggers. As mechanisms act within a given context [C], this 

allowed the application of these triggers, once established, in the second step of analysing the 

digital platform designs [O]. Identifying mechanisms [M]  was a retroductive step through 

pattern analysis of the elements of the digital platform, made up of the critical incident events, 

the socio-technical actions, and overlaying the associated contextual triggers from phase one. 

3.5.1 Coding protocol for Contextual Triggers 

The primary analysis technique for the contextual triggers was through coding, commonly 

ƪƴƻǿƴ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ΨDƛƻƛŀ ƳŜǘƘƻŘƻƭƻƎȅΩ (Gioia et al., 2013) ς Figure 3.14. ¢ƘŜ ΨcodingΩ ǘŜŎƘƴƛǉǳŜ 

followed a three-step approach (Gioia et al., 2013; Creswell & Poth, 2018): 

(1) Open coding ς where the events and outcomes from the case are compared to 

each other to identify concepts, patterns, and categories. 
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(2) Axial Code ς looking for relationships and describing and explaining higher-level 

themes. 

(3) Selective coding ς the final step to unify around a set of core or significant 

categories and form a larger theoretical scheme. 

Throughout coding, I synthesised the data and applied a combination of three methods to 

accumulate, scrutinise and reflect on the data collected through the study (Rousseau et al., 

2008ύΦ Ψ{ȅƴǘƘŜǎƛǎ ōȅ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀǘƛƻƴΩ focused on searching for patterns and connections that were a 

ŎƻǊƴŜǊǎǘƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƻǳǘǇǳǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎΦ CǊƻƳ ƘŜǊŜΣ Ψreflective interpretationΩ ŀƭƛƎƴŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ 

reasoning processes to provide feasible explanations from the integrative activity. The final step 

ŀǇǇƭƛŜŘ Ψsynthesis by explanationΩ όRousseau et al., 2008) focused on identifying the core 

categories of contextual triggers. 

 

Figure 3.14 Abstraction from Coding to generate contextual triggers 

To successfully code all the data collected, protocols and activity were defined while leveraging 

ŀƴŘ ǎǘŀȅƛƴƎ ŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ǘŜŎƘƴƛǉǳŜǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ΨDƛƻƛŀ ƳŜǘƘƻŘƻƭƻƎȅΩ (Gioia et al., 2013), 

pattern matching (Yin, 2018), and pattern codes (Miles & Huberman, 1994). The remainder of 

this section outlines the approach to identifying the core categories of contextual triggers. 

άThe first step in theory building is conceptualizingΦέ (Strauss & Corbin, 1998:103). To achieve 

ǘƘƛǎΣ ǿŜ Ǝƻ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ΨƻǇŜƴ ŎƻŘƛƴƎΩ ƻǊ Ψfirst-order analysisΩ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Řŀǘŀ (Gioia et al., 2013). This 

requires the identification of events, objects or interactions that can be subsequently grouped 

under common headings or classification (Strauss & Corbin, 1998). This grouping allows these 

phenomena to be labelled (Miles & Huberman, 1994), based on similarity of properties and 

dimensions, to a concept. From here, the attention turns to group the concepts or, more 

specifically, look at how the properties align across specific dimensions to form patterns (Strauss 

& Corbin, 1998) or, as Miles and HuberƳŀƴ όмффпύ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜŘ ƛǘΣ Ψpattern codingΩΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƭŜŀŘǎ ǘƻ 

the identification of categories as the critical output at this phase of analysis (Figure 3.15), by 

looking at them under more abstract explanatory terms (Strauss & Corbin, 1998) 
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Figure 3.15 Open Coding (Strauss & Corbin, 1998) or 1st Order analysis (Gioia et al., 2013) 

Gioia et al. (2013ύ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǎǘŀȅƛƴƎ ǘǊǳŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ Ψinformant termsΩ ƛǎ ŜǎǎŜƴǘƛŀƭ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ 

stage. The approach adopted by Bygstad et al. (2016) to apply affordances offered guidance on 

how to designate the contextual trigger and remain faithful to using more natural language. The 

ǘŜǊƳǎ ŎŀǇǘǳǊŜŘ ǿŜǊŜ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ƻŦ ŀ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŎƘƻƛŎŜ ƘŀǾƛƴƎ ŀƴ άever-

present potential for action" (Bygstad et al., 2016:87). This involved looking at contextual  

triggers and what best captures that which stimulated the digital platform design choice 

(Bygstad et al., 2016).  

Code Position Tenure 

OBPM_1 Online Business Process Manager 20 

OBDM_2 Online Business Process Manager 19 

OBDM_3 Online Business Process Manager 15 

OBDM_4 Online Business Process Manager 11 

OBDM_5 Online Business Process Manager 17 

OBDM_6 Online Business Process Manager 21 

OBDM_7 Online Business Process Manager 17 

OBDM_8 Online Business Process Manager 2.25 

SITPM Senior IT Project Manager 9 

SITBA Senior IT Business Analysts 9 

SITM Senior IT Manager 19 

HOC WW Head of Credit 22 

FICO FICO Business Model Owner 6 

GBDR Global Business Development Director 21 

ECSL EMEA Channel Sales Leader 21 

EBDD EMEA Business Development Director 14 

MBDA Director of Marketing and Business Development, Americas 22 

BD Business Development 12 

CDM Customer Delivery Manager 15 

Table 3.19 Research Informant coding, role, and tenure 

As the analysis process began, it became apparent that several simple housekeeping actions 

were necessary. First, the coding of the informants in the semi-structured interviews that 
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formed the basis of how the data were coded (Table 3.19). This allowed for subsequent filtering 

on specific roles as individuals provided information on the digital platform design choices. The 

next step was to outline the codes for the key objects, events and capabilities that were the very 

visible digital platform designs within the HPEFS (Table 3.20). These formed the basis of design 

choices' outcomes (or consequences) and represented the terms used within the observations, 

ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴΣ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǘŜǊǾƛŜǿǎΦ Lǘ ŀƭƛƎƴŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭ ǎǘŜǇ ƻŦ Ψdata reductionΩ ǘƻ ŀƛŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

analysis subsequently (Miles & Huberman, 1994).  

OBJECTS / EVENTS 
[Code] 

Platform capability Description 

CP Customer Portal 

A free, web-based digital portal and self-service 
asset management tool (Westcoast UK, 2014). 
Designed to provide 24/7 access to the 
ŎǳǎǘƻƳŜǊΩǎ ŀǎǎŜǘ ǇƻǊǘŦƻƭƛƻΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ Ŏƻƴǎǘŀƴǘƭȅ 
refreshed and up-to-the-minute. 

ESIGN 
eSignature through 
DocuSign or Adobe 

The ability to sign contracts through a third-party 
eSignature application, DocuSign (HPE Financial 
Services, 2016) and Adobe (HPE Financial 
Services, 2017) using APIs (application 
programming interface) as the integration 
technology. 

PCT 
Partner Connection 

Tool 

Allowing selling Partners and Distributors to 
present quotes easily, make credit applications, 
and generate documents for investments. 

FICO FICO Credit Scoring 
Automated customer credit risk scoring within a 
minute (HPE Financial Services, 2017). 

API 
Partner Connection 

APIs 
Allowing a Partner or Distributor to transact a 
financial solution within their own platform fully. 

EOT 
End-of-term self-

service for customers 

An end-to-end solution in the Customer Portal 
allows customers to select options at the end of 
a lease, receive pricing and select and fully 
process their decision. 

ITC 
L¢ /ƻƴǎǳƳǇǘƛƻƴ όΨŀǎ-a-

ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜΩύ 

Various innovative financial products allow 
customers to pay for the IT services they 
ΨŎƻƴǎǳƳŜΩ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ǇǳǊŎƘŀǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƘŀǊŘǿŀǊŜΦ 

SUBS Subscription 

METERING 
HPE Flexible Capacity 

and Pay-per-Use (PPU) 
Metered usage 
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OBJECTS / EVENTS 
[Code] 

Platform capability Description 

BASWARE 
Basware (Supplier 

Invoice Management) 

A third-party solution for the digital platform 
allows the automated receipt, review, and 
routing of supplier invoices. 

TECHNOMICS_APP 
HPE Technomics 

Mobile application 

Free mobile application (iOS or Android) allows 
selling Partners and Distributors to easily present 
quotes, make credit applications, and generate 
documents for investments. 

TECHNOMICS 
HPE Technomics 
(Omnichannel) 

A go-to-market strategy to provide a multi-
digital-platform solution under the marketing 
umbrella of HPE Technomics (Rothman, 2019). 
The key objective was the ability for these digital 
platforms to work seamlessly together and allow 
users to move easily from one to the other. 

CIRC_ECON Circular Economy 

It gives the customer a view of how they meet 
their sustainability goals while attaining value 
from refurbishing and recycling retired IT 
products. 

Table 3.20 Main innovation events and objects within the HPEFS digital platform 

¢ƘŜ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ ǇƘŀǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘǳŀƭ ǘǊƛƎƎŜǊǎ ǿŀǎ Ψaxial codingΩ ό{ǘǊŀǳǎǎ 

ϧ /ƻǊōƛƴΣ мффуΤ /ƻǊƭŜȅ ϧ DƛƻƛŀΣ нллпύ ƻǊ Ψsecond-order analysisΩ όDƛƻƛŀ et al., 2013). The goal was 

to identify relationships between the categories that emerged from the open coding step and 

ŎƻŀƭŜǎŎŜ ƛƴǘƻ ǿƘŀǘ ƛǎ ŘŜŜƳŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ Ψprincipal categoriesΩ ό{ŀǳƴŘŜǊǎ et al., 2012). The primary 

outcome is to relate and connect the categories at the property and dimension level and their 

subcategories (Figure 3.16ύΦ ¢ƘŜ ǎǳōŎŀǘŜƎƻǊƛŜǎ ŎƭŀǊƛŦȅ ǘƘŜ ǇƘŜƴƻƳŜƴƻƴ ƻŦ άwhen, where, why, 

how and with what consequences, thus giving the concept greater explanatory powerέ (Strauss 

& Corbin, 1998:125). As earlier, the properties represent general characteristics or attributes, 

while the dimension of a category depicts the location or position of a property on some 

continuum. To illustrate, Strauss and /ƻǊōƛƴ όмффуύ ƎŀǾŜ ŀƴ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ƻŦ ΨfrequencyΩ as a property 

ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊȅ Ψdrug experimentationΩΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘǎ ǳǎŜ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ΨoccasionalΩ ƻǊ Ψhighly 

regularΩ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ΨcontinuumΩ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ ƛǘǎ ŘƛƳŜƴǎƛƻƴΦ ¢ƘŜ Ψtype of drugsΩ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŀ 

ǎǳōŎŀǘŜƎƻǊȅ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ΨwhatΩ ǘƻ ƎƛǾŜ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƳƻǊŜ Ψexplanatory powerΩ ό{ǘǊŀǳǎǎ ϧ 

/ƻǊōƛƴΣ мффуύΦ CǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ Ψfirst-order conceptsΩ ŀƴŘ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊƛŜǎΣ Ψsecond-order themesΩ ŜƳŜǊƎŜ 

(Corley & Gioia, 2004). This allowed the focus to ask if the emerging higher-order themes are 
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giving concepts that explain what is being observed and those with limited explanation (Gioia et 

al., 2013). 

 

Figure 3.16 Axial Coding (Strauss & Corbin, 1998) or 2nd Order analysis (Gioia et al., 2013) 

Gioia et al. (2013) state that second-ƻǊŘŜǊ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ōǊƛƴƎǎ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘŜǊ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ Ψtheoretical 

realmΩ as we look for explanations of the observations. Applying ΨǎȅƴǘƘŜǎƛǎ ōȅ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀǘƛƻƴΩ and 

ǎŜŀǊŎƘƛƴƎ ŦƻǊ ǇŀǘǘŜǊƴǎ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ Ψreflective interpretationΩ ǇǊƻǾide feasible 

explanations for the integrative axial codes (Table 3.21). They are based on a synthesis and 

aggregation of sub-codes listed in Appendix 6. 

CATEGORY 
[Label / Code] 

CATEGORY description 

MARKET-DRIVEN PLATFORM CHOICES 
[MARKET] 

Digital platform choices that originate from the 
external market needs 

ENABLING SALES GROWTH through 
DIGITAL PLATFORMS 

[SALES_GROWTH] 

Digital platform design choices that are driven by 
different events and actions to result in increased 

sales growth of HPEFS financial products 

Competitive Landscape drivers of 
platform design choices 

[COMP] 
The competition of HPEFS drives design choices 

Embedding improved USER 
EXPERIENCE in the digital platform 

[UX] 

Platform choice is driven by the deliberate focus 
on improving the user experience-based 
ƻǳǘŎƻƳŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŦǊƻƳ ŘƛǊŜŎǘ ΨŀǎƪǎΩ 

Conforming to dominant third-party 
applications to aid integration to the 

platform 
[3rd_PARTY] 

Choices that are driven by the need to integrate 
the third-party applications to deliver on the 

capability they provide successfully 

Meeting REGULATION and 
maintaining COMPLIANCE 

[REGS_COMP] 

External regulation and compliance-driven 
choices to the digital platform 

Interview

Observation

Documentation

Category #1

Define based on PROPERTYand 
DIMENSION(position on continuum)

AXIAL CODING / 2nd Order analysis

SUBCATEGORIES
What
When
Why
How

Phenomenon

CONDITIONS

ACTIONS/
INTERACTIONS

CONSEQUENCES

Category #2

Category #3

Category #n

..

..

Property

Property

Property

Property

Category #4
Property



Chapter 3 ς Research approach and methodology 

107 
 

CATEGORY 
[Label / Code] 

CATEGORY description 

Tech enabling transformation in core 
activity through the digital platform 

choices 
[CORE_TRANS] 

Platform choices that improve the internal 
efficiency and effectiveness of HPEFS 

Global Process Consistency choices 
for the platform 

[GLOBAL_CONSISTENCY] 

A choice connected to the HPEFS strategy is 
global consistency in the processes employed in 

all geographies. 

Performance Improvement cycles 
applied to the platform 

[IMPROVEMENT] 

Improvement in key business metrics (e.g., cost, 
quality, revenue) that influence platform choices. 

Build vs Buy ς non-core applications 
decisions for the platform 

[BUILD_BUY] 

Making design choices based on the alternatives 
ƻŦ όмύ ǘƻ ōǳƛƭŘ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀƭƭȅ ǾŜǊǎǳǎ όнύ ǘƻ ΨōǳȅΩ ǘƘŜ 

capability externally 

Replacing and retiring outdated 
solutions in the core legacy platform 

[REPLACE_RETIRE] 
Managing technical debt 

Improving the potential in data 
management and Insights from 

platform design choice 
[DATA_INSIGHTS] 

Design choices to improve the availability, 
impact, and insights from data to business 

decisions and actions. 

Platform changes from assessing the 
future Technology Lifecycle 

(Emerging_Growing_Mature_Decline) 
[LIFECYCLE] 

Seeking out and adopting future capability to 
improve the digital platform and the impact on 
the products, services, and internal processing 

improvements that can be achieved. 

Policies and Procedure alignment to 
the platform capability 

[POLICY_PROCESS] 

Digital platform choices to drive alignment of the 
internal processes and policy of the business. 

Rectifying Issues in the platform 
[CORRECTIVE] 

Design choices that are required to return the 
digital platform to stability or drive incremental 

changes. 

Challenges to realising the evolution 
of the platform [EVOLUTION_CHALL] 

The specific design choice to overcome 
challenges to drive change and evolution of the 

digital platform 

Additional drivers of the digital 
platform design choices 
[ADDITIONAL_DRIVERS] 

Less prevalent design choices in the digital 
platform 

End-to-end Software Development 
Lifecycle process 

[SDLC] 

The overarching process to design, develop, 
deploy, and implement the digital platform (incl. 

structure) 

Performance Improvement cycles 
and Issue management applied to the 

platform 
[IMPR_ISSUE] 

Improvement in or rectifying issues in key 
business metrics (e.g., cost, quality, revenue), the 

experience of the user or underlying 
processes/ tasks - that influence platform choice 

Improving the potential in data 
management and Insights from the 

platform design choice 
[DATA_INSIGHTS] 

Design choices to improve the availability, 
impact, and insights from data to business 

decisions and actions. 

Table 3.21 Categories ς Axial coding 
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The final ŎƻŘƛƴƎ ǎǘŜǇ ǿŀǎ Ψselective codingΩ ό{ǘǊŀǳǎǎ ϧ /ƻǊōƛƴΣ мффуΤ {ŀǳƴŘŜǊǎ et al., 2012). The 

main categories of contextual triggers ǘƘŀǘ ǘǳǊƴŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ ΨcoreΩ ƻǊ Ψcentral categoriesΩ ό{ǘǊŀǳǎǎ ϧ 

Corbin, 1998; Matthew & Price, 2010) were identified. To be classified this way, they had to be 

frequent in the data, and central, i.e., where all significant categories identified can relate to it. 

Ideally, the phrase selected should be sufficiently abstract to be applicable in other areas and 

can explain variation in outcomes. Consistent with the approach, the central category had to be 

ŎƭŜŀǊƭȅ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ άin terms of its properties and dimensions." (Strauss & Corbin, 1998:157). These 

are summarised in Chapter 4 (Section 4.3.1). 

3.5.2 Use of MAXQDA for coding Semi-structured interviews 

A tool used in the process was MAXQDA (www.maxqda.com), which provided the capability to 

manage the coding process within the transcribed semi-structured interviews.  

 

Figure 3.17 Excerpt from MAXQDA coding configuration 

The tool's advantage was the ease of allocating and reallocating as I went through iterations of 

the analysis. Figure 3.17 provides an excerpt from the platform with both the open and axial 

codes applied. The software provides an easy capture of the grouping of the open codes within 

the axial codes (Appendix 6).  

http://www.maxqda.com/
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3.6 Chapter Summary and Conclusion 

As outlined at the beginning of the chapter, the research design strategic decisions followed the 

ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇƭŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ŀǳƴŘŜǊǎΩ (2019) research onion, Figure 3.1. It guided decisions logically 

through each ΨlayerΩ ǘƻ ƭŜŀŘ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ŘŜǎƛƎƴΣ ŀǎ ǎummarised in Table 3.22. Slight adjustments 

were required as data was gathered, with some findings causing a degree of course correction 

at times. The information presented in the chapter tries to reflect on the iterative and non-linear 

aspects of this type of research design. I also try to illustrate the dynamic and, at times, 

haphazard nature of research, which aligns with being a critical realist where new information 

and events can change the direction of the study and where the researcher, to an extent, is in 

Ŏƻƴǎǘŀƴǘ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ ǿŜ ƧǳƳǇ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ΨempiricalΩΣ ΨactualΩ ŀƴŘ ΨrealΩΦ CƛƴŀƭƭȅΣ ǘƘŜƻǊȅ 

development was found to be a deliberate activity were understanding what type of reasoning 

was applied proved critical to the process's success.  

Level Approach 

Interpretative 
Framework) 
(Philosophy) 

Critical Realism 
άcombines a realist ontology with an interpretive epistemology (Archer 
et al. 1998)" (Henfridsson & Bygstad, 2013:911) 

Theory 
Development 

Abductive-Retroductive Theorising 

¶ Abduction - Conceiving or creating a theory  
o Combining Deduction (constructing or elaborating the 

theory) and Induction (Justifying, evaluating, and 
testing the theory) 

¶ Retroduction - inference of mechanism to explain outcomes 

Propositional theory ς mid-range 

Methodological 
Choice 

Multi -method Qualitative 

Strategy In-depth CASE STUDY on Single Case (HPE Financial Services) 

Time Horizon Longitudinal data from 2013 to 2019 (7 yrs) 

Techniques and 
procedures 

Data COLLECTION ς Interviews, Observation, and documentation 

Å Data ANALYSIS ς Grounded analysis through CODING (Gioia 
methodology) and Retroduction 

Table 3.22 Summary of the chosen research design strategy 

From here, Chapter 4 focuses on the detail of the case study of HPEFS, which leads to Chapter 

5, where I explore the research findings. 
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4 HPEFS Case Study 

Chapter 4 provides an overview of the case, data collection and analysis approach taken (Figure 

4.1). Following the configurational perspective of Context-Mechanism-Outcome (CMO) 

(Pawson & Tilley, 1997; Henfridsson & Bygstad, 2013), the key events and design platform 

designs [O] from 2013 to 2019 (Section 4.1) lays out the digital platform designs deployed during 

this time.  

 

Figure 4.1 Overview of Chapter 4 ς HPEFS Case Study 

An overview of the in-depth Phase 2 data collected from the case study (Section 4.2) is presented 

following the research protocol described in Chapter 3. It provides the basis for the contextual 

triggers [C] identified (Section 4.3.1) ŦƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ΨGioia methodologyΩ ŦƻǊ ŎƻŘƛƴg. The 

retroduction process (Section 4.3.2) followed is outlined and employed to identify the digital 

platform integrations mechanisms [M]  at the architectural level, detailed in Chapter 5, Findings, 

and discussion. 

4.1 Introduction to Hewlett Packard Enterprise Financial Services 

Hewlett Packard Enterprise Financial Services (HPEFS) is a division of Hewlett Packard Enterprise 

(NYSE: HPE) that provides financial solutions to the customers of HPE and works with business 

partners and distributors (ǎŜƭƭƛƴƎ ΨpartnersΩ), herein known as partners. The organisation's core 

objective is to inform customers of and sell financial products. The products present options for 

the customer pertaining to their Information Technology (IT) investment strategy, allowing them 

to choose the best suitable financial option for their need to acquire equipment such as servers, 

Chapter 4

Introduction to Hewlett Packard 
Enterprise Financial Services

HPEFS Case Data

Case Analysis

ÅAn outline of the organisation in the Caseɀ
HPEFinancialServices.

ÅBrief introduction of the key events and 
digital platform designs that form the basis 
of the findings (Chp 5)

ÅOverview of the Phase 2 data collection 
completed in for each data source - internal 
documents, external documents and semi-
structure interviews.

4.1

4.2

4.3
ÅOverview of the Coding and Retroduction as 

the key techniques applied to the case data.
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storage, networking, desktops, and laptops. HPEFS customers are B2B (business-to-business) 

looking to secure finance to acquire IT equipment and solutions (hardware and software). They 

range from large global, multi-regional companies to local, small businesses ς based on their 

employee count and annual sales. Partners represent a route to sell financial solutions as they 

generally provide IT equipment and solutions to Small-to-Medium (SMB) customers.  

HPEFS currently has 1,500 employees worldwide and operates in more than 50 countries. In 

2019, the division generated $3.6 billion in revenue (placing them within the size range of a 

Fortune 600). Approximately $6.2 - $6.5 billion of financial product sales, such as financial or 

operational leases (referenced as financing volume in the financial results), are made each year 

to maintain this revenue (Table 4.1 ς SEC Filings represent the official and publicly available set 

of company financial results by quarter and year).  

 

Table 4.1 HPEFS Financial performance 

[Note: SEC Filings ς US Securities and Exchange Commission ς www.sec.gov] 

In 2012, the organisation began shifting towards digitalising the long-standing person-to-person 

selling approach. The strategic decision was driven to allow for double-digit growth without 

needing to grow the sales and operations teams by the same amount. The digitalisation 

solutions also supported enhancing customer and partner experience ōȅ ƘŀǾƛƴƎ άEverything 

Onlineέ as a key strategic initiative from 2013. Over seven years, HPEFS drove digital platform 

design changes to support this shift from face-to-face engagement to online through a digital 

platform both in terms of the service provided and the financial products available ς this 

provides the common theme through the journey as outlined in the next section. The business 

and IT leadership envisioned designs that focused on four critical components of a digital 

platform from an architectural perspective: (1) the core system(s) ς Leasing, Contract Lifecycle 

and Asset Management, and (2) a connecting infrastructure from the core system, (3) externally-

YEAR 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

REVENUE $3.626B $3.498 $3.216B $3.19B $3.6B $3.67B $3.60B

Growth y/y% - 5% - 3.6% - 8% - 1% + 13% + 2% - 2%

Non-GAAP Op $ $399m $389 $349m $336m $304m $290m $305m

% change y/y 2.84% -2.51% -10.28% -3.72% -9.52% -4.61% 5.17%

Financing Volume $5.6B $6.425B $6.504B $6.478B $6.085B $6.521B $6.2B

Financing Volume 

Growth Y/Y
-15.0% 14.67% 1.2% - 0.4% -6.07% 7.17% -4.92%
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facing portals and (4) the use of third-party applications to provide certain required services. 

Table 4.2. captures the key events, the capability delivered and the targeted business outcomes 

from 2013 to 2019. The initial target was to deploy two contemporary portals (Customer Portal 

and the Partner Connection Tool) in the overall HPEFS digital platform to support customers and 

partners in creating an online experience. Figure 4.2 highlights the chronological evolution (with 

numbering [1] to [13] of the digital platform's key capabilities). The following section provides a 

brief overview of each primary capability and the evolution of the digital platform (see also 

Appendix 4 for a more detailed outline of digital platform deployment). 

 

Figure 4.2 Chronology of Key Events ς Digital Platform Designs 

4.1.1 The evolution of digital platforms at HPEFS 

Following the journey from 2013 to 2019, the following section gives an overview of the digital 

platform designs to position the findings outlined in Chapter 5. The It9C{ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳǎΩ 

design integrates various capabilities rather than serving externally and internally. While 

presented as separate, they serve as different components of the overall platform to meet 

different needs of the products and services of the organisation. The following are thirteen of 

the capabilities denoted as key integration events in the evolution of the HPEFS digital platform. 

[1] Customer Portal - The Customer Portal, released as a free, web-based digital platform within 

the HPEFS digital platform to givecustomers a self-service asset management tool (Westcoast 

UK, 2014). Designed to provide 24/7 access to ǘƘŜ ŎǳǎǘƻƳŜǊΩǎ asset portfolio, data was 

constantly refreshed and provided up-to-the-minute customer information. The core objective 

of the platform was to enable a customer, through online solutions, to track and manage assets 
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through the lifecycle of a contract and give complete transparency. Each year, features and 

functionality enhancements were driven by feedback gathered internally (sales and operation 

teams) and externally (customers). As a result, improved real-time access to account data, 

automated notifications, and standardised and customisable reporting were created (HPE 

Financial Services, 2016).  

YEAR Layered Module 
Architecture Design 
(Digital Platform) 

Macro-level Business Outcome 

2013 [1] Customer Portal 
 

Enabling customers to easily manage their asset 
portfolios with HPEFS with ease, speed, and complete 
transparency. 

2014 [2] Partner 
Connection Tool 
(PCT) 

Allowing Partners and Distributors to present quotes 
easily, make credit applications and generate documents 
for investments. 

2014 [3] eSignature 
(DocuSign) 

Integrating DocuSign to allow the eSigning of financial 
contracts through the customer portal. 

2014 [4] Subscription Deploying the ability to present subscription payment 
structures (e.g., monthly payment) from Partner 
Connection 

2015 [5] IT Consumption Providing innovative financial products allows customers 
to pay for ǘƘŜ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ L¢ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜǎ ǘƘŜȅ ΨŎƻƴǎǳƳŜΩΦ 

2015 [7] FICO Credit 
scoring 

!ǳǘƻƳŀǘŜŘ ǎŎƻǊƛƴƎ ƻŦ ŀ ŎǳǎǘƻƳŜǊΩǎ ŎǊŜŘƛǘ Ǌƛǎƪ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŀ 
minute. 

2016 [8] Partner APIs Allowing a Partner or Distributor to transact a financial 
solution within their own platform fully. 

2017 [9] End-of-Lease self-
service for Customers 

Fully automated and self-serve solution in the Customer 
Portal to allow for pricing and options selection at the 
end of the lease. 

2018 [10] Omnichannel for 
Partners (HPE 
Technomics) 

Achieving seamless integration between the key 
elements of the digital platform ς desktop (Partner 
Connection Tool), mobile (HPE Technomics App) and 
Partner APIs. 

2018 [6] HPE Flex Capacity 
and PPU (Metering) 

Consumption solution for the larger customers based on 
capturing ΨƳŜǘŜǊŜŘΩ usage specific to the infrastructure 
and bill on a per-use basis. 

2018 [11] Circular 
Economy 

Gives the customer a view of their sustainability goals 
while attaining value from the refurbishment and 
recycling of retired IT products. 

2019 [12] HPE Technomics 
Mobile App 

A mobile app that compliments the Partner Connection 
tool that allows everything to be seamlessly connected. 

2019 [13] Supplier invoice 
management 

Embedding the Basware as a third-party solution to 
automatically process all forms of selling partner 
invoices to HPEFS (paper, pdf, electronic transfer) 

Table 4.2. Evolution of HPEFS digital platform key capabilities 
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By 2017, new functionality was announced for customers, allowing self-service decisions and 

possible actions at the end of a lease. This allowed the customer to explore different options in 

extending, purchasing, or returning assets at the end of the contract term (HPE Financial 

Services, 2017). Further changes included alerts on progress and logistic choices for packing and 

shipping in 2019 (HPE Financial Services, 2019) and were offered in 16 languages. 

[2] Partner Connection Tool (PCT) - The release of the PCT into the HPEFS digital platform 

expanded the transformation of HPEFS in 2014. As an additional digital platform solution, it 

allowed partners of HPEFS to seamlessly offer all the products and promotions in a Ψlow-to-no-

touchΩ way. This was a crucial solution in growing the Small and Medium Business (SMB) 

ŎǳǎǘƻƳŜǊ ǎŜƎƳŜƴǘ ŀǎ ƛǘ ŜƴŀōƭŜŘ ΨƛƴŘƛǊŜŎǘΩ selling through the partner's own sales teams. The 

platform helped close deals quicker, allowing faster partner payment, an essential business 

motivator. It also presented the opportunity to add a lift in the margin for a given transaction, 

giving the partner a higher profit. By late 2015, the platform expanded to 18 countries, with 

seven languages supported and the company working with over 1800 partners (Cornell, 2015). 

In 2018, the Partner Connection Tool ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ ǘƻ ŦƻŎǳǎ ƻƴ ŀƴ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜŘ Ψlow-to-no-touchΩ 

design with the integration of eSignature by Adobe. By 2019, it continued to grow as a key 

capability in the HPEFS digital platform to 23 countries and supported 13 languages, acting as 

the key enabler of the SMB business growth (HPE Financial Services, 2019). 

[3] eSignature (DocuSign) - In 2014, the digital platform introduced signing contracts through a 

third-party eSignature application, DocuSign (HPE Financial Services, 2016), using Application 

programme interface (APIs) as the integration technology. While not all countries recognised 

eSigned contracts, it was a significant change for both the customer experience and the internal 

efficiency where it was allowed. It provided complete visibility to the routing and progress of 

the contract throughout the signing process, i.e., who signed and who is next in the workflow to 

sign until complete. It enabled automated reminders for the documentΩs pending signature. 

²ƘŜƴ ǳǎŜŘΣ ƛǘ ǊŜŘǳŎŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƻǾŜǊŀƭƭ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎƛƴƎ ǘƛƳŜ ŀƴŘ ŜƭƛƳƛƴŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ Ψprint, sign, scan and 

uploadΩ ǎǘŜǇǎ (from an average complete the process of 2 weeks to completion in less than 24 

hours). It also removed mailing costs from the legacy process that used paper copies to send 

and return originals. 

Consequently, it was both a key benefit internally and to the customer. Designed to store the 

eSigned contracts in HPEFS Customer Portal automatically, the customer could view, download, 

or print them anytime. HPE strategically transitioned to integrate Adobe, the leading provider 

of eSignature, into the digital platform in 2017 (HPE Financial Services, 2017). Expanding the 
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platform capability to include the two dominant providers by retaining DocuSign gave the 

customers freedom to choose either based on their preference. Deploying further changes in 

2019 further enhanced the experience by allowing email authentication of the user identity, 

further simplifying the process and, therefore, the customer experience.    

[4] Subscription, [5] IT Consumption,  [6] HPE Flex Capacity and PPU (Metering) ς In 2014 and 

2015, new L¢ ŎƻƴǎǳƳǇǘƛƻƴ ǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƭŀǳƴŎƘŜŘΣ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳΩǎ 

evolution. As a way to reduce capital, maintenance, and upgrade costs, it allowed the customer 

to only pay for what they used (Hewlett Packard Enterprise, 2015). This was emphasised in a 

2016 IDC report quoted by HPEFS,   

ά! ǊŜŎŜƴǘ ǎǳǊǾŜȅ ŦǊƻƳ L5/ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ тф҈ ƻŦ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘǎ ǿŀƴǘ Ǉŀȅ-per-use 

options that bundle equipment, software, services and maintenance.έ 

(HPE Financial Services, 2018) 

One of the first of these was the Subscription solution within Partner Connection (Middleton, 

нлмсύ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƭƭƻǿŜŘ ŦƻǊ άprice per seat or per userέ in nine countries. HP marketed the solution 

ŀǎ άDevice as a Service, Simplifying PC Lifecycle Managementέ όIt LƴŎΦΣ нлмсύΦ !ŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭƭȅΣ ƛǘ 

was applied successfully to the print market (HPE Financial Services, 2016), demonstrating this 

shift by customers who paid for a service rather than buying or leasing an asset. By 2018, the 

digital platform had to handle different plans to accommodate flexibilities, i.e., pay for use, and 

an ability to flex up or down, among other functionality (HPE Financial Services, 2018). Further 

expansion of the IT consumption offers for other HPE solutions, such as Aruba products (wireless 

networking), appeared in 2018 (arubanetworks.com, 2018). Metered usage solutions (HPE 

GreenLake Flex Capacity and Pay-per-use (PPU)) also emerged (HPE Pointnext, 2018). Telemetry 

software within the digital platform collects and monitors data on consumption, allowing the 

ŎǳǎǘƻƳŜǊ ǘƻ Ǉŀȅ ƻƴƭȅ ŦƻǊ ǿƘŀǘ ƛǎ ΨusedΩΦ {ǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜƳŜƴǘǎ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƘŀǊŘǿŀǊŜ - e.g., 

Gigabyte used per month, the number of users on the network - provide the means to assign a 

cost per unit and then bill. Additional features require data collection and further developments 

within the digital platform and a broader ecosystem to accommodate a pay-per-use approach. 

[7] FICO® Credit Scoring (https://www.fico.com/) ς In 2015, the organisation's next evolution of 

the digital platform introduced an automated means of generating a credit score introduced to 

the partners of HPEFS from FICO (FICO: NYSE), formally called Fair, Isaac and Company. 

Leveraging and implementing this innovative credit scoring technology ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘŀǘŜŘ Ψless than a 

minuteΩ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ όIt9 CƛƴŀƴŎƛŀƭ {ŜǊǾƛŎŜǎΣ нлмтύΦ Lǘ provided the capability on the digital platform, 
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as a complete end-to-end for all the process steps, to enter the relevant data into the Partner 

Connection Tool. The customer is matched based on details entered if existing or entered in the 

system, if new. Combined with a specific set of configurations for a given country, the customer 

and the data of the deal were transferred to FICO to take advantage of their scoring model. The 

customer data was also combined with data from a local country credit bureau and Dun and 

Bradsheet customer database (https://www.dnb.com/) to generate a credit score from which a 

credit line could be offered. This dramatically reduced the overall decision turnaround time from 

the original 24hr - 48hr commitment to partners for the countries where it was made available. 

By 2019, the automated credit scoring capability had grown from a single county in 2015 to 16 

countries that used PCT as a key enabler for the double-digit growth of the SMB business (HPE 

Financial Services, 2019). 

[8] Partner Connection APIs - In 2016, HPEFS announced the ability to allow direct platform-to-

platform integration. The technology behind the integration was Application Programmable 

Integration (API), which would permit requests for data and responses from one system to 

another. Each API replicated the processes and specific steps available in the PCT capability in 

the HPEFS digital platform and allowed the partners to embed these Ψweb servicesΩ directly into 

their order management systems. Partners with this functionality provided financing options to 

their customers, and the IT solutions they supply with little need for leasing knowledge with 

straightforward access. 

άWith the HPEFS Partner Connection API, you can utilise a set of pricing and credit web services 

to streamline and automate your selling activities." 

(HPE Financial Services, 2019) 

In 2018, an eSignature API completed the suite of solutions to align with the processes of the 

PCT platform, which completed the API ecosystem. 

[9] End-of-Lease self-service for Customers - This was a significant update to the Customer 

Portal that allowed customers to peruse the available end-of-lease options, allowing them to 

decide online (HPE Financial Services, 2017). The customer could extend the lease, return the 

financed assets, or purchase them. This experience allowed for a complete end-to-end process, 

self-serve on the customer portal, and complete without the customer interacting with 

operations teams. In addition, internal changes in the core systems provided more automation 

in completing the process to drive further operational efficiency. The changes allowed the 
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operation team to focus on the higher-value opportunities where negotiation on pricing would 

be expected. 

[10] HPE Technomics - The strategy for providing partner solutions progressed to using an 

omnichannel concept at the end of 2018. The go-to-market strategy provided a multi-platform 

solution under the marketing umbrella of HPE Technomics (Rothman, 2019). The key objective 

was to enable these platforms to work seamlessly together and allow users to move quickly from 

one to the other.  

άThe capabilities available across the interconnected platforms include instant online quote and 

pricing, real-time credit decisioning, mobile devices and proprietary system integration APIs, 

online billing statements, asset-level invoicing, standard and customisable reporting, and more.έ 

(Rothman, 2019) 

[11] Circular economy - The Circular Economy Report showed the value of asset recovery to 

customers in 2018 (HPE Financial Services, 2018). It provided IT and sustainability organisations 

within a firm with a tool to estimate and share the carbon, energy, and landfill waste savings 

from end-of-use assets. It provided a new capability to the platform with an environmental 

perspective that is very much in vogue. 

[12] HPE Technomics Mobile App - The smartphone application allowed users to generate a 

credit-approval, financing quotations and contracts for customers (Rothman, 2019). All of which 

could be completed within the application, in real-time and finalised through eSignature. 

Findings from the Business Technology Performance Index Report for 2018/2019 

(Capgemini.com, 2018) drove this need, where online processing and operational execution 

occupied the top five customer demands in the selling process. 

[13] Supplier Invoice management ς ! ǎƛƳƛƭŀǊ Ψlow-to-no-touchΩ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƛƴ нлмф ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ 

partners to better track and quicken payment through automated invoice submission (HPE 

Financial Services, 2019). Integrating Basware (https://www.basware.com/) to the HPEFS digital 

platform allowed the partner to provide the invoice they create in any form. The Basware 

application automatically captured, digitised the content, and transferred it into the HPEFS core 

system. This makes the processing of invoices more efficient and quicker, which ultimately 

allows the partners to get paid faster, a key business outcome and benefits their cash flow. Thus, 

this improved the firm's accounts payable (AP) structures and processes. Basware also provided 

a dashboard to the partners to manage and track the submissions to HPEFS. 
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The boundary of the HPEFS digital platform aligns with the three strategic decisions outlined by 

Gawer (2021). First, the scope aligns with the organisation's core purpose to provide financial 

solutions to acquire IT infrastructure. Second, access to the platform provides control and 

determines the digital platforms' 'sides' (users), which is a business-to-business (B2B) based 

engagement.  It is granted through an internally-driven process to control and ensure the 

legitimacy of the firms. Finally, APIs as a boundary resource allow the platform to connect to 

external third-party applications or selling partners to use the capabilities of the digital platform, 

where access is carefully managed through internally-controlled protocols. The interrelation of 

the three aspects led to a definition of the boundary of the digital platform in this case. 

The leadership's foresight to move to a digital presence proved highly beneficial as the overall 

business results, throughout the period, remained steady. The double-digit growth in the SMB 

segment, powered by the digital platform, proved the HPEFS business vital (Figure 4.3). 

 

Figure 4.3 HPEFS Financial Performance (Annual Financing Volume) ς Source SEC Filings 

[Note: drop of 6.1% in 2017 due to lower financing volume associated with third-party and HPE 
product sales] 

Into 2017, the organisation has pivoted and elevated its focus on experience and, more 

specifically, user-centred design. Design thinking, Journey mapping, personas and empathy 

mapping are some of the newer techniques in play that drive the next phase of the digital 

ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳΩǎ ŜǾƻƭǳǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ It9C{Φ 

4.2 HPEFS Case Data ς data collection 

Following the research design protocol, the first data collection phase captured the detailed 

observations (Figure 3.5 and Appendix 4) and high-level strategic plans (62 off internal 
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documents). The more involved and comprehensive data collection (Phase 2) was driven by the 

theoretical lens of generative mechanisms and the configurational perspective (Henfridsson & 

Bygstad, 2013). Each data element was captured and coded based on the key events and 

outcomes of the digital platform designs (layered modular architecture designs). Twenty-four 

events were captured and coded within each data element (Table 4.3 ς 1010 codes applied over 

837 documents and 19 semi-structured interviews), which represents the micro-to-micro output 

(Hedström & Swedberg, 1996) of design choice to digital platform design (Figure 4.4). These 

designs led to the business outcomes and results (micro-to-macro) enjoyed by HPEFS, its 

customers and partners.  

 

Figure 4.4 Causal Mechanisms (leveraged from Hedström & Swedberg, 1996) 

The number of documents where each event occurs (internal and external), coupled with the 

number of times mentioned in the semi-structured interviews, was captured. The Customer 

Portal and Partner Connection Tool dominate heavily as the main capabilities in the HPEFS digital 

platform and are central to the evolution from 2013. 

The observations captured in phase 1 (Figure 3.5 and Appendix 4) provided (a) the year of 

deployment externally to customers or partners within the digital platform and (b) a 

comprehensive level of information around the key events ς the digital platform's capability, 

design characteristics, how it integrated into HPEFS and the business outcomes it drove. The 

chronology of the 13 key events from the complete list of 24 is presented earlier in Figure 4.2. 

Section 4.3.1 outlines the contextual triggers built from open and axial coding applied to the 

data in Table 4.3. 

Taking full advantage of my position as a complete participant, many internal documents were 

collected from 2013 to 2019 as part of the protocol outlined in chapter 3 (Section 3.4.2.1). Six 
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hundred and thirty-seven documents were collected, analysed, and first coded to the relevant 

business outcomes (Table 4.4). A detailed description of the categories and document types is 

outlined in Appendix 5.1. Some examples of the documents are highlighted in digital platform 

strategic plans from 2016 (Figure 3.8) and a strategic shift in 2019 to digital platform design 

(Figure 3.9). A sample of the detailed list of the documents is outlined in Appendix 5.2. 

 

Table 4.3 Coding of the digital platform designs (2013 ς 2019) 

The documents provide a comprehensive chronicle of the digital platform activity that 

complements the other data sources and supports triangulation. In addition to the documents 

focused on capabilities (category 1) and strategy (category 2), the business process (category 3) 

data focuses on the underlying policies, processes, and procedures. The go-to-market strategy 

(category 4) and competitive analysis (category 5) give an external view. Finally, the last group 

provides other aspects to plan and execute the digital platform changes (category 6). The change 

CORE SYSTEM [CORE] 23 1 0 24
Customer Portal (2013) [CP] 109 17 10 136
eSignature (2014) [ESIGN] 36 9 3 48

Partner Connection Tool (2014) [PCT] 210 52 21 283
Subscription / Device-as-a-Service (DaaS) Pay-at-your-

Service (P@YS) (2014) [SUBS] 16 3 17 36

Asset Recovery Services in Customer Portal (2014) [ARS] 9 6 16 31
FICO Credit Scoring (2015) [FICO] 19 19 8 46

Small Ticket Solutions - PCT (2015) [PCT_SMALL] 3 0 0 3
IT Consumption product offerings (2015) [ITC] 16 10 21 47

Configurable Offers & Bundles in PCT (2015) [PCT_OFFER] 15 3 4 22
Partner API's (2016) [API] 21 32 16 69

End-of-Term Self-Service for Customers (2017) [EOT] 8 2 1 11
Robotic Process Automation - RPA (2017) [BOTS] 8 0 0 8

Flexible Billing (2018) [FLEXBILL] 37 7 2 46
Omnichannel Partner (2018) [TECHNOMICS] 9 18 5 32

Omnichannel Customer & Service Now (2018) 

[OMNI_CUST] 10 1 0 11

Paperless Invoicing (2018) [PAPERLESS] 4 0 2 6
Partner Connection eSignature (2018) [PCT_ESIGN] 16 2 2 20
Flex Capacity / Pay-per-Use (PPU) Metering (2018) 

[METERING] 17 1 2 20

Circular Economy (2018) [CIRC_ECON] 0 1 16 17
HPE Technomics Mobile App (2019) [TECHNOMICS_APP] 17 29 9 55

Portal + (2019) [PORTAL+] 15 2 0 17
Pricing Engine (2019) [PRICING_ENG] 12 0 0 12

Automated Supplier invoice management (2019) 

[BASWARE] 4 2 4 10

TOTAL 634 217 159 1010

External 

Documents

Semi-Structured 

Interview

Internal 

Documents
Sub-codes TOTAL
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in approach to improving the design of the experience design and emphasising issues faced 

(contributing to the larger document count) are represented in this category. 

 

Table 4.4 Internal Documents 

From the extensive keyword search on the internet, 104 external documents and collateral were 

publicly available from 2013 to 2019 (Table 4.5). This also provides a basis for triangulating the 

events from the observations and internal documents. Additionally, 16 documents covering the 

quarterly and annual financial results published for the seven years of the study for HPE and 

HPEFS completed the search. This provided the overall financial results for HPEFS (Table 4.1) to 

illustrate the overall impact of the digital platform as part of its digital transformation. Details of 

Internal Documents Year

By document category 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019Grand Total

(1) Strategy 11 5 8 5 10 13 10 62

Strategic Planning document [STRAT] 11 5 8 5 10 13 10 62

(2) Capabilities 56 59 46 50 34 67 52 364

Supplier Invoice Management [BASWARE] 1 1

Core Legacy system [CORE] 4 1 2 1 8

    Customer Portal [CP]

    Asset Recovery Services [ARS]

    End-of-Term Self Service in CP [EOT]

    Omni-channel & ServiceNow [OMNI_CUST]

    Paperless Invoicing [PAPERLESS]

    Portal + [PORTAL+]

27 13 11 9 2 5 14 81

     eSignature - DocuSign & Adobe [ESIGN] 1 2 3 4 4 9 3 26

     Flexible Billing [FLEXBILL]

     Subscription / Device as a Service [SUBS]

     IT Consumption [ITC]

     Flex Capacity / Pay-per-use [METERING]

     Circular Economy [CIRC_ECON]

7 13 7 24 13 64

    Partner Connection Tool [PCT]

    FICO Credit Scoring [FICO]

    Small Ticket [PCT_SMALL]

    Offers & Bundles [PCT_OFFER]

    Partner API's [API]

    Partner eSignature [PCT_ESIGN]

    Omnichannel Partner [TECHNOMICS]

    Mobile App [TECHNOMICS_APP]

24 44 25 24 15 27 16 175

    Pricing Engine [PRICING] 2 2

    Robotic Process Automation [BOTS] 5 2 7

(3) Business Processes 2 9 3 1 1 1 17

Policy & Process [POLICY_PROCESS] 2 9 3 1 1 1 17

(4) Go-to-Market 2 9 1 1 13

Go-to-Market [GTM] 2 9 1 1 13

(5) Competitive Position 1 1 4 6 12

Competitive Actions [COMP] 1 1 4 6 12

(6) Planning, Execution & Structure 27 35 19 11 10 30 37 169

Experience Design processes [EXPER_DESIGN] 12 11 12 4 2 12 15 68

Driving Financial Value [FINANCE_VALUE] 3 1 1 5 10

Improvements & Issues [IMPR_ISSUE] 12 17 4 5 7 8 7 60

Execution process [PLAN_EXECUTE] 2 4 2 2 3 6 19

Software Development Lifecycle [SDLC] 1 2 9 12

Grand Total 99 109 89 68 56 111 105 637
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the documents, the categories, and their content are outlined in Appendix 5.3. with an example 

of the tracking table in Appendix 5.5. As these documents are externally focused, most outline 

the capabilities available to the customers or partners, focusing on the benefits and value 

proposition to drive sales and adoption. 

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 

1 4 13 22 6 22 36 

Table 4.5 External Documents - HPEFS 

The main driver of competition came from five key competitors (Dell Financial Services (DFS), 

IBM Global Finance (IGF), De Laga Langan (DLL), CHG Meridian and ARROW). Eighty documents 

(Table 4.6) across this group, coupled with the internal analysis, provided the direction to design 

features and capability on the digital platform to meet or exceed the competitive offering. 

  
 

 
 

Dell Financial 
Services (DFS) 

IBM Global 
Finance (IGF) 

De Laga 
Langan (DLL) 

CHG Meridian ARROW 

28 8 24 15 5 

Table 4.6 External Documents ς Key competition of HPEFS 

Finally, 19 semi-structured interviews were conducted to identify critical decisions throughout 

the seven years of the study to provide additional validation and triangulation between the data 

sources. Following three pilot interviews, the process was carried out as outlined in chapter 3 

(Section 3.4.2.4). The interviewees were coded as shown in Table 4.7: 

Code Position Tenure 

OBPM_1 Online Business Process Manager 20 

OBDM_2 Online Business Process Manager 19 

OBDM_3 Online Business Process Manager 15 

OBDM_4 Online Business Process Manager 11 

OBDM_5 Online Business Process Manager 17 

OBDM_6 Online Business Process Manager 21 

OBDM_7 Online Business Process Manager 17 

OBDM_8 Online Business Process Manager 2.25 

SITPM Senior IT Project Manager 9 

SITBA Senior IT Business Analysts 9 

SITM Senior IT Manager 19 

HOC WW Head of Credit 22 

FICO FICO Business Model Owner 6 

GBDR Global Business Development Director 21 

ECSL EMEA Channel Sales Leader 21 
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Code Position Tenure 

EBDD EMEA Business Development Director 14 

MBDA 
Director of Marketing and Business 

Development, Americas 
22 

BD Business Development 12 

CDM Customer Delivery Manager 15 

Table 4.7 Research Informant coding, role, and tenure (n = 19) 

Each interview was transcribed and inputted into MAXQDA for coding each interview ς see 

redacted examples (Figure 4.5) ς to facilitate the subsequent analysis as outlined next. 

 

Figure 4.5 Example of MAXQDA output from two of the Semi-structured interviews 

4.3 Case Analysis 

The case analysis involved a two-step approach aligned to the configurational perspective of 

Context-Mechanism-Outcome (CMO) from Henfridsson and Bygstad (2013) ς Research 

Objective 2. The initial analysis phase identified the contextual triggers (Section 4.3.1), which 

allowed the application of these triggers to the digital platform designs and applied retroduction 

to identify the digital platform integration mechanisms. The findings and discussion on each are 

presented in Chapter 5. A summary of the codes applied and the flow from Outcomes [O] to 

identifying and classifying their contextual triggers is outlined in Figure 4.6.  

4.3.1 Contextual triggers 

Following the key events or design outcomes [O] coding, identifying the contextual triggers [C] 

represents the first step (Figure 3.13). This involves initially open coding the internal 

documentation, external documentation, and semi-structured interviews with sub-codes 

Position code - MBDA 
Position code - BD 
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(Appendix 6.1) as outlined in Section 3.5.1. Leveraging the Bygstad et al. (2016) approach, 

relevant codes were allocated to each item to capture the stimulating or releasing conditions 

ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŎƘƻƛŎŜ όŀǎ ǘƘŜ ΨactionΩύ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŘŀǘŀΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛƭƭǳǎǘǊŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀƭ 

potential possessed in the design choice that was either planned (when the documents were 

published) or subsequently delivered. Axial coding is followed to provide a synthesis based on 

the relationship and higher-order themes to present contextual triggers. A final step (selective 

coding) was used to unify into core categories (Gioia et al., 2013; Creswell & Poth, 2018). 

9ŀŎƘ Řŀǘŀ ƛǘŜƳ ǿŀǎ ŀƴŀƭȅǎŜŘ ǳǎƛƴƎ ƳƻǊŜ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ ƭŀƴƎǳŀƎŜ ƻǊ Ψinformant termsΩΦ ! ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

the contextual driver(s) behind the proposed design choice was expressed (Gioia et al., 2013). 

This generated many different terms and descriptions, thus leading to many categories with 86 

codes (Appendix 6.1). From the open codes, 23 axial codes (Appendix 6.2) or Ψsecond-order 

themesΩ ŜƳŜǊƎŜŘ ό/ƻǊƭŜȅ ϧ DƛƻƛŀΣ нллпύ ǘƻ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǎŜΩǎ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇŀƭ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊƛŜǎ ƻŦ 

contextual triggers. 9ȄŀƳǇƭŜǎ ƻŦ ƻǇŜƴ ŎƻŘŜǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ Ψease of useΩ ώ¦·ψоϐΣ ΨsimplicityΩ ώ¦·ψпϐ ŀƴŘ 

Ψeffortless experience designΩ ώ¦·ψфϐ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ŀ ƳŜŀƴǎ ǘƻ ŎƭŀǎǎƛŦȅ ǘƘŜ Řŀǘŀ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǘƘŜǎŜ 

characteristics (outcomes) represent the triggers to the design choices for the digital platform. 

They embody those properties of a digital platform that embeds an improved user experience 

strategy, which became the axial code [UX_STRATEGY]. As a second example, presenting new 

digitally-enabled offers to customers [SALE_4], new solutions to allow partners to sell [SALES_7], 

and solutions to increase the reach of the digital platform to new segments [SALES_8] were 

specific triggers to drive business growth. Again, the open codes combine to generate an axial 

code or theme that summarises into enabling sales growth through digital platforms 

[SALES_GROWTH]. In other words, digital platform design choices driven by different events and 

actions result in increased sales growth of HPEFS financial products. The values in Appendix 6.2 

represent, for each axial code, the count of open coding assigned within each data source. The 

higher values represent those areas that had a more significant impact on the design choices of 

the HPEFS digital platform. 

The final ŎƻŘƛƴƎ ǎǘŜǇ ƛǎ Ψselective codingΩ ό{ǘǊŀǳǎǎ ϧ /ƻǊōƛƴΣ мффуΤ {ŀǳƴŘŜǊǎ et al., 2012). Three 

ΨcoreΩ ƻǊ Ψcentral categoriesΩ ό{ǘǊŀǳǎǎ ϧ /ƻǊōƛƴΣ мффуΤ aŀǘǘƘŜǿ ϧ tǊƛŎŜΣ нлмлύ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴ ƪŜȅ ǘǊƛƎƎŜǊǎ 

to the design choices of the digital platform from the case study. As with the previous step, the 

relationship between the axial codes and the selective codes provides a level of abstraction that 

explains the differences in the contextual triggers in the digital platform design process. 
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Figure 4.6 Code Summary from the Outcomes and Events 
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(1) Value creation outcomes - digital platform choice is driven by the deliberate focus on 

improving user experience-based outcomes. Key activity gathers market intelligence 

and engages with users to identify experience needs in order to deliver value and 

incorporate future trends. 

(2) Digital design strategy ς inform and align the ŦƛǊƳΩǎ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ platformΩǎ strategic direction 

to enable the business strategy, outcomes, and competitiveness. 

(3) Driving improved performance (incl. corrective action) ς processes to measure and 

analyse performance, undertake improvements, and resolve issues to meet the stated 

business goals of the digital platform. 

The contextual triggers of Ψvalue creation outcomesΩ and Ψdigital design strategyΩ ǿŜǊŜ found to 

be the primary drivers of the design process and determine the targeted capabilities for the 

digital platform. Whereas those Ψdriving improved performanceΩ ǿŜǊŜ generally more reactive in 

nature and drove changes to existing capability in the digital platform. 

4.3.2 Retroduction to the mechanisms 

The second phase involved the retroduction of the platform integration mechanisms (Research 

Objective 3). Once the contextual triggers were applied to each design platform design, the 

Ψsocio-technical actionΩ ǿŀǎ ŘŜǘŀƛƭŜŘ ǘƻ follow the design choices for each digital platform 

capability. The characteristics of the changes were captured as they pertained to the digital 

platform. For example, special characters (umlauts) were added to the digital platform to 

accurately present the German language in documents, integrating Adobe eSignature into the 

Partner Connection tool through APIs and modifications to the user interface (UI) for the user, 

among others.  

As outlined in chapter 3, Ψreasoning backΩ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ underlying mechanisms (Saunders et al., 2019) 

was employed where each event was dissected and unpacked, similar to the examples from the 

critical perspective of the characteristics of the digital platform change. Determining the 

mechanism was then based on reflecting and inferring the emerging platform integration 

patterns required to achieve the design or business outcome. The patterns of these retroducted 

findings form the basis of the digital platform integration mechanisms [M]  at the architectural 

level and are outlined in Chapter 5. 
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4.4 Chapter Summary 

Chapter 4 provides an overview of HPE Financial Services (HPEFS) and details the key events in 

the digital platform evolution from 2013 to 2019. The comprehensive case data collected is 

outlined (Section 4.2) across the sources of internal documentation, publicly available 

documents, and semi-structured interviews. Data from 2010 to 2020 provided a solid base for 

coding with ǘƘŜ ΨDƛƻƛŀ ƳŜǘƘƻŘƻƭƻƎȅΩ (Gioia et al., 2013), creating the basis for analysis (Section 

4.3.1). The final step in the analysis is the retroduction process (Section 4.3.2) which supports 

identifying the digital platform integration mechanisms that are outlined in the next chapter. 

These and other findings from the case study are explored in chapter 5 as they provide answers 

to the research question. 
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5 Findings and discussion 

A range of findings from the case study was established following the data analysis step to offer 

an answer to the research question posed at the beginning of the research. Signposting the 

chapter is presented below in Figure 5.1, which begins with the first set of key findings of the 

case of the three digital platform integration mechanisms that have emerged (Section 5.1). 

These mechanisms underpin the design choices observed in the HPEFS digital platform and the 

business outcomes of its digital transformation. A new concept of the Corrective Mechanism is 

outlined in Section 5.2 that influences design choices that are incremental adaptations of the 

digital platform based on issues and improvements. 

 

Figure 5.1 Overview of Chapter 5 ς Findings and discussion 

Section 5.3 provides insights into the contextual triggers established during the case analysis as 

a critical element in establishing the mechanisms. The second part of this section provides 

insights into positioning within the digital platform literature and how the triggers could be 

translated into situational mechanisms in the future (Henfridsson & Bygstad, 2013). As a 

longitudinal case study over seven years, the insights from critical observations tied to the 

evolution of the digital platform are explored in Section 5.4.  

A conceptual framework and digital platform design model are built on the case findings (Section 

5.5). This delivers the means to model the end-to-end design process for a digital platform that 

can be used to ƻǾŜǊƭŀȅ ƻƴǘƻ ŀ ŦƛǊƳΩǎ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ƧƻǳǊƴŜȅΦ As an interconnected model, 

it also outlines the cause-and-effect to help explain and theorise what an organisation will 

An interconnected model outlining the cause-and-effect 
relationship to in the digital platform design process to explain and 
help theorise what an organisation will experience.

Chapter 5

Digital Platform Integration Mechanisms

Corrective Mechanisms

Contextual Triggers & positioning within the 
digital platform literature 

Evolution between 2013 to 2019

3 x Generative Mechanism to explain integration of digital 
platforms at the architectural level

5.1.1 Capability appropriation mechanism
5.1.2 Layer complementarity mechanism
5.1.3 Value hybridisation mechanism 

Incremental adaptations of the digital platform

5.1

Practical design considerations for a digital 
platform

Conceptual framework and digital platform 
design model

5.2

5.3

5.4

5.7

5.5

5.6 Design principles

Coding of drivers (contextual triggers) for the design choices in the 
digital platform

(1) Broadening of the digital platform and (2) Growth in the skills 
and knowledge on experience design

Common categories of practical considerations for Digital Platform 
Design

3 x design principles: (1) Linkages, (2) Complements and (3) Synergies
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experience through this journey. The last two sections of the chapter offer the translation of the 

case findings and generative mechanisms into a set of practitioner applications. The three design 

principles translated into the three mechanisms (Section 5.6) can help improve the digital 

platform design outcomes and help overcome the challenges organisations face in their digital 

transformation. The final set of findings (Section 5.7) identifies several common categories of 

design considerations when integrating architectural layers in the digital platform. A chapter 

summary is outlined in Section 5.8. 

5.1 Types of digital platform integrations 

The study has extended the work of Henfridsson and Bygstad (2013) by applying their model of 

generative mechanisms to the context of digital platform design. The configurational 

perspective of context [C], mechanism [M],  and outcome [O] guided the dissection and 

unpacking of each digital platform event. From the perspective of the characteristics of each 

change event, three digital platform integration mechanisms have been identified. It was 

achieved by reflecting and inferring from each event towards an emerging set of platform 

integration patterns and changes that reflect the characteristics of a layered modular 

architecture (Yoo et al., 2010). The patterns that emerged through the study, using a 

retroduction method of analysis, form the basis of the digital platform integrations mechanisms 

[M]  at the architectural level. The three mechanisms are grounded in the concepts of (1) 

appropriation, (2) complementarity and (3) hybridisation. They help explain how the layers 

within a digital platform are integrated to deliver different types of outcomes, driven by the 

context within which they act. This is an extension of the innovation mechanisms developed by 

Henfridsson and Bygstad (2013) as they Ǝƻ ŘŜŜǇŜǊ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ Ψtechnical malleabilityΩ and the 

ΨrecombinationΩ of the infrastructure. The proposed mechanisms demonstrate malleability 

through the choices at the architectural level and shows the impact of changing the combination 

of digital components on outcomes (Um et al., 2015). Each mechanism generates a different 

level of impact as the casual influence on the resulting platform design varies. They also explain 

the 'internal potential' that given design choices possess. In this case, the study clarifies the 

critical elements of the digital transformation process when it centres on digital platforms. The 

three digital platform integration mechanisms (Research Objective 4) can be defined as: 

1) Capability appropriation mechanism - the process of activating the linkages between 

layers at the feature level in a digital platform to deliver on the intended value of the 

business process and desired service of the platform. Where needs-based or functional-

driven contextual triggers activate it. (Section 5.1.1). 
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2) Layer complementarity mechanism - the process of making design choices within layers 

that create complementarity between capabilities as they interact in the platform to 

drive higher-level outcomes. (Section 5.1.2) 

3) Value hybridisation mechanism ς the process of deriving value through synergies, 

created by integrating the layers of the platform into a unified or total solution for the 

user journey ς where the sum is better than the parts (Section 5.1.3). 

5.1.1 Capability appropriation mechanism 

Over seven years, there is clear evidence that a number of the changes in the digital platform 

were narrow in nature, i.e., delivering a specific feature and, therefore, functionality. The typical 

pattern of these changes to the digital platform was to add value by appropriation through the 

specific features that yielded a single desired outcome. By leveraging this concept (Ceccagnoli 

et al., 2012; Woodard et al., 2013; Kathuria et al., 2018), we can explain the link of the digital 

capability to add value to the changes in the underlying process. It is relatively easy to connect 

the design choice to the resulting outcome in the digital platform due to its singular nature. This 

is particularly evident in the 2013 to 2015 period as they accounted for the more considerable 

volume of change in this time. Generally, the outcomes are task-oriented for the customer, 

partner, or internal colleagues in HPEFS. In these cases, there is a degree of 'translating' the 

process and making it digital, i.e., linking the digital solution to performing the task ideally in an 

automated and better way. This enhances the value of the underlying business process and the 

ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳϥǎ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜ ƛƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ όмύ ǘƘŜ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴΩǎ ŀǾŀƛƭŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ ŀƴŘ όнύ ŜŀǎŜ ŀƴŘ 

speed for the user. The identified mechanism appropriates value from the internal potential of 

thŜ Ψdesign movesΩ to add new features and create digitally enabled products and services 

(Woodard et al., 2013). Many examples collected during the analysis phase pointed to specific 

functions added to the digital platform that provided value to the organisation, customers, and 

partners. 

Upwards of 150 changes resulted in a relatively large number of small functional changes across 

the digital platform. Every three months, upgrades were deployed as part of a 'quarterly release' 

where 'user stories' and their changes were realised. To illustrate, growing the Partner 

Connection Tool's impact required adding specific features to the digital platform to allow 

expansion from the initial two counties (North America and the United Kingdom). While the 

underlying business process steps remained constant, specific enhancements were 

implemented to meet a country's needs. For example, automatically applying stamp duty in 

Malaysia (2014), following local accounting rules in Italy for finance lease (2014) and generating 
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a specific set of loan documents in Mexico (2015) facilitated this growth with a large number of 

changes across the other countries. As the Director of Marketing and Business Development, 

Americas [Code: MBDA] reflected this growth: "the digital platform that we've developed has 

been highly successful. And I look at a couple of things there, (i) this business segment has grown 

double digits for the last three to four fiscal years; and (ii) this functionality has now taken us to 

a place where we can make firm commitments to the partners where we work and meet their 

ŜȄǇŜŎǘŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƴ ǎƛƳǳƭǘŀƴŜƻǳǎƭȅ ōŜ ŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ŘǊƛǾŜ ǎƻƳŜ ŜŦŦƛŎƛŜƴŎƛŜǎ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀƭƭȅΧ". During this 

time (2014), a new distributor mode was introduced to grow the Partner Connection tool's reach 

beyond partners and other changes such as the ability to change the salesperson assigned to a 

given deal. This represents a very small subset of the type of changes made in the Partner 

Connection and the continued ƳƻǾŜ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭƭȅ Ψembodied experiencesΩ (Yoo, 2010). 

Similarly, a sizable group of specific changes in the customer portal were made where the focus 

was on changes focused on the user, tasks, or the environment (Kyomuhangi-Manyindo et al., 

2021). Some examples include adding the ability for a customer to request a quote (in 2013) for 

asset returns and to initiate the request through the Customer Portal. Providing the customer 

with the ability to customise, run, filter, and export leased asset reports was a meaningful 

change deployed in 2013. Automatically revoking access for inactive customers, emulating 

customer accounts, and allowing read-only access in 2014 helped internal operations manage 

ŀƴŘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŎǳǎǘƻƳŜǊǎ ǿƘŜƴ ǘƘŜȅ ƘŀŘ ǉǳŜǊƛŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳΦ {ŀǾƛƴƎ ŀ ǊŜŎǳǊǊƛƴƎ ŎǳǎǘƻƳŜǊΩs 

recipient list for future use in eSignature provided the internal operations team with an 

important efficiency benefit in 2014. Processing a 'wet signature' through DocuSign in the 

customer portal allowed taking advantage of the tracking and notification functionality while 

still allowing those customers to sign a physical contract (2015). Another change involved 

reusing previously withdrawn eSigned envelopes (2015).  

The value creation outcomes (as the contextual trigger) for these changes were driven through 

three primary sources from 2013 to 2015 to get users' input and feedback on the digital 

platform's design choices. In each case, the focus was on identifying features to be deployed 

into the digital platform that is driven by the interaction of stakeholders within the platform 

(Suseno et al., 2018). A customer portal survey was given to active customers where the 

participant would rate task difficulty, overall experience, and degree of effort for specific tasks. 

The second approach was to gather direct feedback from focus groups of the internal operations 

and sales teams that support customers and partners daily, given their intimate knowledge of 

their asks and frustrations. Lastly, a feature-by-feature comparison of the competitor's features 
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completed the input based on publicly available information. The output from these activities 

generally resulted in a needs-based and function-by-function approach to the platform design 

for customers, partners, and internal colleagues. In effect, it created an ever-improving value 

proposition for the customers as part of ǘƘŜ ƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ focus on value creation (Saarikko, 

2015). This aligns with the changes seen in the digital platform in this period and further still 

with the contextual trigger of digital design strategy. The 2013 strategic initiatives drove the 

design direction to have 'everything online' as the strategy's tagline and provide 'fully functional' 

and 'easy to use tools and information' to customers and partners. In addition, the 

improvements in the business processes to enable the changes for customers and partners 

allowed the realisation of higher-order process capabilities (Rai et al., 2006). 

In summary, the findings lead to a definition of the capability appropriation mechanism. It 

defines the underlying potential of a design choice based on the linkages between layers at 

the feature level in a digital platform. Such that the design can deliver on the intended value 

of the business process and the desired service in the platform when activated by needs-based 

or functional-driven contextual triggers. 

5.1.2 Layer complementarity mechanism 

The second causal structure in the data is similar to the capability appropriation mechanism but 

generates a broader and more impactful set of outcomes. When analysing the main events (24 

off), we find that these broader changes begin to emerge from 2014 onwards. Following a similar 

approach to dissecting and unpacking each digital platform event, I identified 14 of the 24 

outcomes from these events as demonstrating a different type of integration in the platform to 

help understand the more widespread changes observed (8 examples out of the 14 are outlined 

in Table 5.1). The solutions integrate wide-ranging, more impactful capabilities at the layer 

level into the digital platform. The 'designed' relationship between the platform layers from 

these capabilities allows them to grow the mutual benefit with each other. This, in turn, 

delivers a broader set of outcomes on the digital platform, demonstrating complementarity 

(Tiwana, 2015; Tiwana & Kim, 2016; Tiwana, 2018). The first trigger to explain the difference in 

the observed platform integration was a shift in the digital design strategy by 2014 to constitute 

driving more significant business volumes through the Partner Connection Tool. This was based 

on a strategic direction to become a self-service tool with little to no need for HPEFS colleague's 

interaction to complete a deal (Figure 5.2).  
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Figure 5.2 tŀǊǘƴŜǊ /ƻƴƴŜŎǘƛƻƴ ΨŜƴŘ ǎǘŀǘŜΩ (May 2014) 

The online business process manager [Core: OBPM_7] outlined the essence of the strategy and 

ǘƘŜ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ ǘƻ άhave a self-service tool that would allow us to grow the SMB 

business. So, by having the self-service tool, we wouldn't have to grow sales force, so we've got 

partners and distributors self-serving and doing the business for us.έ ¢ƘŜ ŎŀǇŀōƛƭƛǘƛŜǎ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀǘŜŘ 

into the digital platform reflected this strategy in the digital design and outcomes observed, i.e., 

platform capability, financial products and offers. It was also coupled with a second trigger, i.e., 

adopting the 'effortless experience' framework (Dixon et al., 2013), for customers and partners 

from the beginning of 2014 (Figure 5.3). This shift added to the existing approaches to identifying 

and gathering stakeholder input to determine value creation outcomes. The six elements (see 

below) became the lens by which all design choices were assessed. 

 

Figure 5.3 The Effortless Customer Experience Framework (January 2014) 
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Having introduced the concept of the 'Customer pledge' in 2014 (HPE Financial Services, 2013), 

the effortless experience framework also became embedded into a 'Partner Pledge' (HPE 

Financial Services, 2015) to communicate the organisation's commitment. Thus, it exemplified 

the further push for those solutions within the Partner Connection Tool. While surveys and focus 

groups continued, the concept of 'low effort' became a central theme and main tenet of the 

experience strategy, which influenced the design choices of the HPEFS digital platform. Irv 

Rothman, the CEO and President of HPEFS, reinforced the drive for this approach due to the 

value it presents to customers: 

"The creation of and execution on a genuine value proposition is the true source of sustainable 

ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜ ŀŘǾŀƴǘŀƎŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ōŜǎǘ ŎƘŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǊŜǘŀƛƴƛƴƎ ŀ ŎǳǎǘƻƳŜǊ ŦƻǊ ƭƛŦŜΧǿƘƛŎƘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŀƴ 

imperative."  

(Meier, 2013) 

The third contextual trigger shift during this time was the strategic changes in the products and 

offered services. Between 2014 and 2016, the concepts of 'pay-per-use' and 'IT consumption' 

became commonplace (HPE Financial Services, 2015; HP Enterprise, 2015; Rothman, 2015; HPE 

Financial Services, 2016; Middleton, 2016). Financial products such as subscriptions (HP 

Financial Services, 2014; HP Financial Services, 2015) and Device-as-a-Service (HP Inc., 2016) 

drove an additional need for changes in the digital platform and, therefore, the mechanisms that 

underpinned the design choices. 

 

Figure 5.4 HPEFS digital platform (2019) 
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Driven by the contextual triggers, from mid-2014 on, five key layers of the HPEFS digital platform 

emerged (Figure 5.4), aligned to the layered modular architecture (Yoo et al., 2010). The design 

choices, driven by the shift in these triggers, resulted from integration and a combination of 

capabilities (see examples in Table 5.1). The reconfiguring of capabilities allowed a 

demonstration of both evolutionary and substitutional changes in the digital platform (Xie et al., 

2022). They subsequently realised and improved business outcomes regarding the performance 

of activities, available financial products, and the experience for the platform's users. The 

existence of complementarity is evident from the effects of the resulting relationship between 

the components in the layers and how they effectively play off one another. When acting in 

unison, improvement and emphasis on the capabilities' qualities explain the observed 

business outcomes and changes.  

Year Layer Integrations  Complementarity 

2014 eSignature in customer Portal [ESIGN] 

 

Service Layer (3rd party app) -  DocuSign 

Device Layer / UI ς Customer Portal 

Network layer - API 

Service Layer - Core system 

eSignature from DocuSign was integrated into the 

customer portal. Through APIs, the capability was 

embedded to allow the generation of envelopes 

from within the core system. The customer portal 

was enhanced by allowing the customer to be 

notified first and then be prompted to eSign the 

documents (Westcoast UK, 2014). This increased 

the value of the overall HPEFS digital platform by 

allowing more customer tasks to be completed as 

part of a 'one-stop-shop' strategy. 

2014 FICO Credit scoring [FICO] 

 

Service Layer (3rd party app) ς FICO 

Device Layer / UI ς Partner Connection 

Network layer - API 

Service Layer - Core system 

FICO credit scoring capability was integrated into 

the Partner Connection Tool. The integration of 

automated scoring provided a significant 

improvement to the turnaround time (less than a 

minute) of providing a decision. This enhanced the 

Partner Connection Tool as a means of financing 

for partners with the increased speed of credit 

decisions available (HPE Financial Services, 2015). 

2014 

to 

2016 

Configurable Offers and Bundles in PCT 

[PCT_OFFER] 

 

Device Layer / UI ς Partner Connection 

System Layer - Core system 

Between 2014 and 2016, a new capability was 

introduced into the core system and integrated 

with Partner Connection to allow more 

customisable offers and promotions. The overall 

HPEFS digital platform was improved by 

configuring and presenting a specific promotion 

efficiently. Where the partner could, in turn, easily 

select it and all processes from pricing to 

document generation was fully automated and 

integrated (HPE Financial Services, 2015). 
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Year Layer Integrations  Complementarity 

2014 

to 

2016 

IT Consumption [ITC] and Subscription 

[SUBS] 

 

Device Layer / UI - Partner Connection 

System Layer - Core system 

 

Between 2014 and 2016, new product offerings 

were introduced into Partner Connection, built 

with changes to the core leasing system. 

Integrating these new capabilities allowed 'pay for 

what you use' or 'only pay for what you consume'. 

The new capability in the tool gave an enhanced 

value to the Partner Connection as it broadened 

the financial products that could be offered to 

customers by the partners. 

2016 

to 

2018 

Partner APIs [API] 

 

System Layer (3rd Party App) - FICO 

System Layer (3rd Party App) - Adobe 

Network layer - API 

System Layer - Core system 

 

In 2016, the first set of APIs was created to allow 

a partner to embed the capability into their digital 

platform. This allowed the improvement and 

integration of different capabilities, such as FICO 

credit scoring and eSignature (Adobe), which 

enhanced the capability of the partner's own 

platform (HPE Financial Services, 2016). 

2018 Partner Connection eSignature 

[PCT_ESIGN] 

 

Device Layer / UI - Partner Connection 

System Layer (3rd Party App) - Adobe 

Network layer - API 

System Layer - Core system 

eSignature was introduced through Adobe into 

Partner Connection in 2018. The entry of the 

customer was automatically captured and sent 

through API to Adobe to generate an eSign 

transaction. The integration through APIs allowed 

Partner Connection to be enhanced by expanding 

what the partner could offer its customers 

regarding the ease and speed to eSign a contract. 

(HPE Financial Services, 2018) 

2019 Technomics Mobile App 

[TECHNOMICS_APP] 

 

Device Layer / UI - Mobile Apps 

System Layer (3rd Party App) - FICO 

Network layer - API 

System Layer - Core system 

HPE Technomics Mobile app was introduced in 

2019 as a different user interface for partners 

integrating through APIs. The screen real estate 

drove a need to change the platform to simplify 

the entry process, which significantly improved 

the experience of the partners and sales team of 

HPEFS (HP Enterprise, 2019). The UI design, in this 

case, drove the complementarity to the existing 

capabilities. 

2019 Automated Supplier Invoice 

Management [BASWARE] 

 

System Layer (3rd Party App) - Basware 

Network layer - API 

System Layer - Core system 

Integrating Basware into the HPEFS digital 

platform was offered to partners as a means to 

enter their invoices in an automated way. This 

allowed the partners to be paid quicker as the 

automated invoice processing enhanced the 

platform's value (HPE Financial Services, 2019) 

Table 5.1 Complementarity platform changes 

Other smaller examples also came through, such as changing the access by a person role in the 

firm to the user interface in Partner Connection to allow franchise businesses to drive internal 

efficiency (franchise financing is defined as a large number of small value deals for many 

individual franchises to finance IT solutions being processed over an extended time for a single 
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large franchisor). A second example was the initial integration of a customer's IT Service 

Management system (e.g., ServiceNow, BMC Remedy) to upload data into the Customer portal 

automatically. In 2019, a new core pricing engine, accessible by APIs, was initiated for all HPEFS 

digital platform applications. This was the first significant capability to be integrated online with 

Adobe or FICO but designed and developed in-house and demonstrated an alignment with the 

Ψprofessional serviceΩ API archetype (Wulf & Blohm, 2020). 

Retroduction of the patterns of integration, as highlighted, present the design process as 

making choices within layers that create complementarity between capabilities as they 

interact in the platform to drive higher-level business outcomes. Confirming the 'internal 

potential' of these choices and that they are responsible for the outcomes leads to forming 

the layer complementarity mechanism. This is reinforced as it acted in context, i.e., was 

contextually driven. In this case, it was that of growing the business with a broad 'low effort' 

strategy coupled with new forms of financing. 

5.1.3 Value hybridisation mechanism 

The third generative mechanism is a further evolution of capability integration within a digital 

platform and extends layer complementarity as it continues to broaden the business solutions. 

From observation, the integration of the digital platform layers is part of a total solution for 

the business, built on creating an experience where the key focus is on the end-to-end journey 

of the external user and the application of co-creation (Lusch & Nambisan, 2015) for service 

innovation. The solutions concentrate on the complete journey of the user, their engagement 

throughout and the touch points where the digital platform plays a role in the experience. Value 

hybridisation is created in the design choice by developing synergy within the platform's 

capabilities and the user's full journey (Suseno et al., 2018). In effect, the organisation creates 

a unified solution in the digital platform driven by the user's journey and the outcomes they 

will value, based on Grönroos and VoimaΩǎ ό2013) concept of Ψvalue-in-useΩ. In turn, this would 

create a return (revenue and profits) for the organisation. 

From the observations and internal documents analysis, the digital design strategy evolved with 

the philosophy of a 'fully-connected digital experience' with ease, speed, and transparency as 

the digital platform's central characteristics. The contextual triggers for value creation outcomes 

also progressed between late 2017 and 2019. The digital experience strategy shifted to 

introduce several key tools, methods, and techniques to design an improved experience and, 

thus, value creation outcomes. This aligns to the concept of understanding the ǳǎŜǊΩǎ Ψwell-

beingΩ ǘƻ aid in the design of a digital platform (Lohrenz et al., 2021). They included journey 
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mapping, co-creation workshops, design-thinking, prototyping, experimentation, and empathy 

mapping. By 2019 a 'Digital DNA' framework collated this set of tools and techniques to adopt 

as the standard set of design approaches for all digital solutions. In addition, it was combined 

with the concept of 'experience channels' to apply to the customers or partners interaction with 

HPEFS. This accounted for the design of the digital platform at this point and was based on the 

channels of (1) high-touch engagement with sales and operations, (2) low-touch self-service 

through various HPEFS digital platforms and (3) integration of key capabilities into the 

customer's or partner's platforms. 

The digital platform and the platform integration approach began to align with the changes in 

contextual triggers. The events in Table 5.2 illustrate the layer integrations to create a synergy 

between the user's journey and their interaction with the digital platform solutions from 2017 

onwards. 

Year Layer Integrations  Complementarity 

2017 End-of-Term Self-Service for Customers 

[EOT] 

 

Device Layer / UI ς Customer Portal 

Network layer - API 

Service Layer - Core system (Leasing) 

Service Layer - Core System (Contract 

Lifecycle) 

Service Layer ς Core system (Asset 

Management) 

Synergy was created within the end-to-end 

process to allow self-service for the customer 

so their journey and completion with low 

effort on all tasks. Additional synergy was 

created in the HPEFS core systems from 

request initiation, pricing options, asset return 

management and invoicing, where fully 

automated internal tasks aligned with the 

customer's journey and improved operational 

efficiency (HPE Financial Services, 2017). 

2018 Omnichannel Partner [TECHNOMICS] 

 

Service Layer (3rd party app) ς FICO 

Service Layer (3rd party app) ς Adobe 

Device Layer / UI ς Partner Connection 

Device Layer / UI ς HPE Technomics Mobile 

App 

Network layer - API 

Service Layer - Core system 

An evolution of the journey for the partners 

and a progression from a single platform 

module (Partner Connection) to create a 

seamlessly integrated set of platform modules 

ς Partner Connection (Desktop), HPE 

Technomics Mobile App, and Partner APIs 

(Own platform integration). This allowed the 

solutions to create a synergy between the 

overall HPEFS digital platform and the 

different selling methods, locations, and 

journeys partners needed to succeed (HPE 

Financial Services, 2019). 
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Year Layer Integrations  Complementarity 

2018 HPE Flex Capacity and PPU 

(Metering) [METERING] 

 

Device Layer / UI ς Customer Portal 

Device Layer / UI ς HPE OneView 

(Integrated IT infrastructure management) 

Network layer - API 

Service Layer (3rd party app) ς GoTransverse 

(Pricing and Billing) 

System Layer - Core system 

Journey for a larger enterprise customer to 

manage consumption for all IT infrastructure 

(Storage, Server, and Networking). The 

synergy designed between the products and 

solutions through the infrastructure 

management software to HPEFS's digital 

platform allowed for easy capturing and billing 

of usage with no effort for the customer (HPE 

Pointnext, 2018). The clear benefit to the 

customer was the 'pay for what you use' in any 

of the infrastructure financed with HPEFS. 

Table 5.2 Hybridisation of value platform changes 

Other examples include the new offers from 2018 that gave the customer flexibility to add 

related services to the financial contract and, subsequently, be processed automatically. Similar 

to the partner-based solution, a customer omnichannel was initiated in 2018 with the longer-

term strategy of integrating a customer's own IT service management (ITSM) such as ServiceNow 

(https://www.servicenow.com/) or BMC Remedy (https://www.bmc.com/it-

solutions/itsm.html). As a final example, in 2019, a major revamp of the external portals 

(Customer Portal and Partner Connection) was initiated. This was driven by another evolution 

in the context of experience on a digital platform from the perspective of 'collaboration' and 

combining Customer Portal and Partner Connection into a single fully integrated user interface 

and ŀ ƳƻǾŜ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ ŀ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ Ψservice platformΩ (Lusch & Nambisan, 2015), initially on the 

desktop platform, before moving to a mobile version. 

The Hybridisation of Value mechanism's definition is based on the process of deriving value 

through synergies as the causal structure. The mechanism explains the internal potential of 

the design choice as an action to integrate the layers of the platform. It creates a unified or 

total solution, where the synergy of the user's journey and tasks form the basis of the digital 

platform integration, which aligns with the study's observations. It also demonstrates the 

potential when a digital platform possesses a Ψsuperior architectural configurationΩ and how this 

can be a critical component of a competitive strategy (Kazan et al., 2018). As with the other 

integration mechanism, it helps explain the relationship between the causal action (the design 

choice) and the resulting outcomes. 

 

 

https://www.servicenow.com/
https://www.bmc.com/it-solutions/itsm.html
https://www.bmc.com/it-solutions/itsm.html
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5.1.4 Testing and validating the mechanisms 

Two approaches were employed to test and validate the mechanism (Wynn & Williams, 2012). 

The first 'methodological principle' for conducting and evaluating critical realist research was 

achieved by virtue of the research strategy itself (Section 3.3.2), i.e., to ensure a 'thick 

description' of the case study focusing on the actions and outcomes of the case. Wynn and 

Williams (2012) outlined this principle as the explication of events. As outlined in Chapter 3, the 

study design is built on a seven-year longitudinal study with data sources to provide 'thick 

descriptions' (Geertz, 1973; Stake, 2006) from the detailed reflections, observations, and data 

assembled during this time. 

The second principle is empirical corroboration by assessing the explanatory power of the 

mechanism compared to alternatives that offer the best explanation of the observed outcomes. 

During the reflection process, alternative mechanisms based on being technology-enabling, 

driven by competitiveness, creating product and service innovation, improving efficiency, and 

meeting regulation and compliance were considered as a possible explanation for the 'internal 

potential' for design choices. The concept of platform integration provides a more robust means 

to explain the contingent generative mechanisms that underpin the design choices observed in 

the HPEFS digital platform. This is based on the ability for the platform integration to be a more 

substantial basis for explaining the design outcome as it focuses on how the solution is built at 

the platform level. It connects the business outcomes back to how they were achieved. The 

proposition is that they provide a better explanation of the causal structure that generates the 

observed events (Henfridsson & Bygstad, 2013). While the other mechanisms exist (Huang et 

al., 2017; Törmer, 2018; Kovacevic-Opacic & Marjanovic, 2020) and give a good perspective of 

the choice characteristics, they lead to different outcomes than those seen in the case.  

5.1.5 Positioning within the digital platform literature 

A digital platform can be defined as an 'extensible codebase' to create 'core functionalityΩ that 

integrates 'shared' software-based subsystems (outlined in Chapter 2). With this definition in 

mind, the generative mechanisms identified in the study provide an improved understanding of 

how an organisation approaches integrating the 'subsystems' to the 'core', impact the digital 

ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳΩǎ ǊŜŀƭƛǎŜŘ ƻǳǘŎƻƳŜǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ŦƛƴŘƛƴƎǎ ŀƭƭƻǿ ǘƘŜ ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳǎ ǘƻ ŦƻǊƳ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ ƪŜȅ 

characteristics within the design process of the digital platform. This can be achieved by 

considering the type of integration or the 'designed relationship' of the subsystems and platform 

due to their impact on the outcomes in the process. It also confirms the role of 

interdependencies in platform evolution and how it is a potential driver of incremental 
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innovation (Hukal, 2017). This, therefore, positions the generative mechanisms identified in the 

ǎǘǳŘȅ ŀǎ ŀ ŎƻǊŜ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘǳŀƭ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊȅ ƻŦ Ψdigital platform designΩΣ ŀǎ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

literature review (Section 2.4.3) and its clear effect on change and evolution (Tiwana et al., 

2010). 

The mechanisms identified will also extend the digital platform literature on boundary resources 

(Ghazawneh & Henfridsson, 2013; Gawer, 2014; De Reuver et al., 2017; Wulf & Blohm, 2020). 

By embedding the mechanisms identified in the study, the platform owner can attain an added 

dimension on the level, definition, and type of integration they desire within the boundary 

resource design. As a result, the interaction between the digital platform owner and those 

developing modules, subsystems or third-party applications will be impacted. 

Another core concept of the digital platform literature is that of 'coupling' - the level of impact 

of a design change in one element on another (Brunswicker et al., 2019). The layer 

complementarity and hybridisation of value mechanisms help augment the definition by 

providing a means to understand the impact of a design change. With the mechanism's focus on 

integration between the layers, any change in one can be assessed regarding its impact on the 

digital platform's complementarity or hybridisation (or synergy) and, therefore, the resulting 

outcomes. 

5.2 Corrective Mechanisms 

The fourth mechanism in the case emerged as a new concept of a Corrective Mechanism. During 

the analysis of the contextual triggers, a number of the open coded focused on rectifying issues 

or making incremental adaptations to the digital platform. These situations were assessed 

through the lens of Lyytinen and Newman's (2008) model of Punctuated Socio-technical 

Information System Change (PSIC). Within the internal document and the semi-structured 

interviews, the kinds of observed change typically would not surface at the empirical level and, 

thus, escape those studies deploying a generative mechanism lens. However, they form an 

essential part of the digital platform's deployment. Following Lyytinen and Newman (2008), the 

Corrective Mechanism concept explains how a state of equilibrium is ensured or re-

established between and amongst the technology, actors, tasks, and structural components 

of a socio-technical system within which the digital platform sits.  

In other words, a gap introduces instability or a form of structural misalignment between the 

components. Gaps include such things as where an 'actor' cannot operate or accept the 

'technology'; an 'actor' is not able to carry out a 'task'; the 'technology' is not adequate to 
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support the 'task' to be performed; it is the wrong or inadequate 'technology' for the 'task' 

(Figure 5.5). 

 

Figure 5.5 Structural misalignment (leveraged from Lyytinen & Newman, 2008:598) 

Some examples from the case illustrate the misalignment or gap and the Corrective Mechanism 

that would restore equilibrium. Within the HPEFS process, the signing of the various documents 

in the regular order of practice is not all signed simultaneously. The initial implementation of 

eSignature had documents signed before events occurred, which required adapting the solution 

in Partner Connection (technology) to adjust the process by automating a split of the signing 

process in the documents (task) while still generating one transaction through Adobe. Within 

Partner Connection assigning the wrong customer (task) to a contract was an issue when 

searching the core system and selecting it incorrectly. The adjustment and fixing of customer 

matching accuracy (technology) after implementing FICO credit scoring are vital to remove this 

error. With the growing level of options of products in the Partner Connection Tool in each 

country, a problem arose with assigning the correct end-of-lease options for the customer in the 

contract. As a result, a set of dynamic tags (technology) were auto-insertable as a paragraph in 

the contract based on selection by a partner in the platform. In each case, the 'technology' 

solution helps with changing the relationship with the task, actor, or structure without a 

significant change which Lyytinen and Newman (2008) referred to as the deep structure (as the 

fundamental choices in a system to how it is organised, the key activities and interaction). 

The definition of the Corrective Mechanism is a causal structure that ensures periods of 

platform stability. This is achieved by keeping the deep structure intact through incremental 

improvement or adaptation without reconfiguring this underlying deep structure. These 
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causal structures explain the design choices that drive the return to 'balance of the system' 

(between two or more subsystems) and towards 'equilibrium'. Following the Lyytinen and 

Newman (2008) model of IS change, they will generally succeed in more significant 

punctuations (as a change in the deep structure). These can be represented by IS terms like 

'maintenance' or 'normal project operation' (Lyytinen & Hirschheim, 1987; Markus & Keil, 1994).  

5.3 Positioning contextual triggers in the digital platform literature 

As outlined in the previous chapter (Section 4.3.1), three 'core' or 'central categories' (Strauss & 

Corbin, 1998; Matthew & Price, 2010) explain key triggers to the design choices of the digital 

platform from the case study. Following Henfridsson and Bygstad's (2013) paper, these triggers 

reflect the properties of how macro-level events impact individual actions. In effect, they 

represent a macro-level condition that can be said to affect or shape action at the micro-level 

(Hedström & Swedberg, 1996). While not the focus on the study, the following selective coding 

of the contextual triggers can therefore form the basis of situational mechanisms and potential 

future research: 

(1) Value creation outcomes - digital platform choice is driven by the deliberate focus on 

improving user experience-based outcomes. Key activity gathers market intelligence 

and engages with users to identify experience needs in order to deliver value and 

incorporate future trends. 

(2) Digital design strategy ς informing and aligning the firm's digital platform's strategic 

direction to enable the business strategy, outcomes, and competitiveness. 

(3) Driving improved performance (incl. corrective action) ς processes to measure and 

analyse performance, undertake improvements, and revolve issues to meet the stated 

business goals of the digital platform. 

As outlined (Chapter 2), the large body of research illustrates a concentration and strength in 

the digital platform literature of what needs to be done by the firm. In determining the 

contextual triggers from the case, an alignment with the literature findings on digital platforms 

is present (Section 2.4.3) to the triggers. We find that the 'digital design strategy' contextual 

trigger, established from selective coding, is also a critical domain in the literature. There is good 

evidence of alignment with a number of the central papers from the review. For example, 

Woodard et al.Ωǎ όнлмоύ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘǳŀƭ ƳƻŘŜƭ ŦƻŎǳǎŜǎ ƻƴ Ψdesign movesΩ as part of a 'digital business 

strategy' to create digitally-enabled products or services. A digital strategy was an ever-present 

part of the HPEFS case that was congruent with the business strategy and the annual strategic 
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initiatives. While the specifics of the HPEFS digital design strategy evolved through the case, the 

focus remained constant throughout, i.e., on improving the impact of digital solutions on the 

products and services [STRAT_1]. This was evident from the full suite of outcomes over the seven 

years of the study. Other literature examples include Lyytinen et al. (2016), highlighting the 

ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ŘƛƎƛǘƛǎƛƴƎ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŀƭƛƎƴǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ нлмо ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ ƻŦ Ψmoving onlineΩ ŀƴŘ Ƙƻǿ 

task performance was replicated on the digital platform [STRAT_1]. Rolland and Mathiassen's 

(2018) study in a Scandinavian media organisation explored the strategic choices between 

Ψdigital optionsΩ ƻƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ ǘƻ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ Ƙƻǿ ǳǎŜǊǎ ŎƻǳƭŘ ŎƻƴǎǳƳŜ ŎƻƴǘŜƴǘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ 

mirrors the HPEFS implementation of FICO credit scoring, Adobe eSignature and Basware for 

supplier invoice management as part of the strategic direction for Partner Connection to 

become a self-service tool, [STRAT_1] and [STRAT_4], between 2014 and 2019 and another 

channel for selling financial products [STRAT_2]. 

The second alignment from the contextual triggers identified is the influence of competition on 

the digital platform design. From the coding process (Appendix 6 - open and axial codes), it is 

clear how a competitive focus provided the direction to design features and capability on the 

digital platform to meet or exceed the competition in HPEFS [COMP_3]. Specifically, how the 

digital platform's architecture and configuration make it hard to imitate and become a source 

of the firm's differentiation. This aligns well with the literature studies such as Kazan et al.'s 

(2018) proposal that the digital platform's 'superior architectural configurations' can drive 

competitive strategy.  

Finally, from the study, axial coding yielded three key value creation outcome triggers focused 

on embedding an improved user experience - (1) Strategy [UX_STRATEGY], (2) Insights from the 

Users [UX_INSIGHTS] and (3) The experience design process itself [UX_DESIGN_PROCESS]. These 

triggers align well with Grönroos and Voima's (2013) definition of value creation and the 

literature's overall concept of value creation outcomes. This was best illustrated by the 'Digital 

DNA' framework from 2019 that collated the set of tools and techniques as the standard set of 

design approaches for all digital solutions built on user journeys, experience and, therefore, 

value. Continuing with Grönroos and Voima's (2013) seminal paper, many triggers in the case 

build on 'value-in-use' for the user and 'value-in-exchange' between the 'provider' and 

'customer' and the 'co-creation of value' from their interaction. This is exemplified best by 

Partner Connection in the value it can provide to a customer from the partner. Specifically in the 

range of offers, the ease of acquiring financial products (e.g., FICO credit scoring decision in less 

than a minute and eSigning contracts) and the ease [UX_3] and speed [UX_1] by which a partner 
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can offer it in a self-guiding and low-touch manner, [UX_4] and [UX_5]. This was well 

represented by the Online Business Process Manager [Code: OBPM_06] - "the benefits of partner 

connection has given you is you've got now a global platform that you can leverage for partners 

that can and partners can actually go into that platform themselves. They're not reliant on HPEFS 

colleagues to do that work for them. So again, that goes to speed of processing transactions and 

the flexibility that that would give them." This was also reinforced by Lee Harold, Corporate 

Financing Manager, SHI, one of HPEFS's partners, when he explained how the PCT created value: 

"ΧǿŜ Ŏŀƴ Ǝƻ ŦǊƻƳ quote to contract in minutes, enabling us to meet aggressive turnaround times 

and keep our business moving" (HPE Financial Services, 2016). 

5.4 Evolution between 2013 to 2019 

While the primary focus of the study was to explain how mechanisms influence the design of 

the digital platform, an additional assessment of critical aspects of what evolved was taken. We 

find that there is an evolution in two key aspects that appear, from the HPEFS case, that can be 

seen to coincide with each other: 

(1) How the organisation develops and increases its skill and knowledge in designing 

solutions for an improved experience for the users and, 

(2) Deploying ever-broadening solutions as they seek to increase the value of the digital 

platform that provides the improved experience design from (1). 

Analysis of the case provided insights into the general evolution that followed three overlapping 

phases approximated in Figure 5.6 that tend to mirror to the concepts of phase transitions 

(Sandberg et al., 2020). The generative mechanisms identified in Section 5.1 also mirror the 

phases and evolution of the digital platform (Note: understanding this potential relationship is 

called out as part of future research - Section 6.4).  

As outlined, HPEFS started with a more straightforward move to 'everything online' in 2013, from 

which it deployed single feature-driven solutions. The designs were generally connected to tasks 

in the digital platform for the customers, partners, and internal colleagues in HPEFS and to 

perform them more automatically. The design input was predominantly driven by need-based 

surveys, focus groups, and other forms of acquiring direct feedback. These accounted for the 

dominant level of change from 2013, but as the diagram represents started to reduce from 2014. 

While still applied in 2019, the relative quantity of these changes in the digital platform dropped 

dramatically. 
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Figure 5.6 A visual approximation of eǾƻƭǳǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ It9C{Ωǎ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ (2013 ς 2019) 

In 2014 a change commenced where the main capability additions were based on an experience 

strategy that was primarily centred on 'low effort' to use and adopt the HPEFS digital platform. 

As discussed in Section 5.1.2, the organisation adopted the 'effortless experience' framework 

(Dixon et al., 2013) for customers and partners. Due to this change, the solutions broadened 

from singular features to a combination of capabilities and how they complement each other. 

The broadening of the solutions can be associated with the approach to experience design 

(reflected in the layer complementarity mechanism). In the final phase, the most significant shift 

in developing expertise in experience design occurred in late 2017 but started in earnest in 2018. 

The organisation began to develop more advanced skills and knowledge in journey mapping, co-

creation, and high-fidelity prototyping through direct training and participating in externally led 

workshops. Follow-on activity with the organisation, customers and partners broadened the 

digital platform solutions with a more significant set of business outcomes and impact. The 

solutions were driven by the external user's end-to-end experience being sought in these cases. 

The first example was the design of End-of-Term self-service for customers in the Customer 

Portal, with a growing number of solutions deployed from 2017 (Section 5.1.3).  

Reflecting on these phases, a question emerges on what causes the evolution? One possible 

answer may be due to the ever-changing business strategy to stay competitive and achieve 

increased business goals (revenue and profit). This likely drives the organisation, causes the push 

for greater solutions and, therefore, more knowledge of how to create them and can explain the 

phases seen in the case. It may also present opportunities to understand how to accelerate a 

transformation (Note: this is another future research area for consideration ς Section 6.4). 

While not a focus in the study, we find a series of path dependencies as the digital platform 

builds on what it has previously designed and developed (David, 1985;  Lim et al., 2011; Bergek 

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

Singular feature-based
Linking solution to tasks

Needs-based
Surveys, focus groups

Low effort experience strategy
Combinedcomplements in 

capability

End-to-endJourney
Capability synergy

Total solution
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& Onufrey, 2014) and towards broader solutions. On the partner side, a number of the solutions 

connect, and their design is heavily influenced by the initial design of the Partner Connection 

digital platform. We see the evolution of the Partner APIs (2016) that matches and fully aligns. 

From here, the concept of the Partner omnichannel design (2018) demonstrates the 

dependency on the desktop solution of the Partner Connection Tool (2014) that leads to the HPE 

Technomics Mobile application (2019). This presents a future research opportunity to 

understand better the impact of the path-dependency in digital platform design and evolution. 

Finally, the case itself provides a unique set of insights and longevity on a digital platform and 

the evolution during this time. In general, most studies in this area are much shorter in duration 

and with much more limited access. Therefore, the mechanisms identified have a greater level 

of temporal input to their definition. 

5.5 Conceptual framework and digital platform design model 

By drawing on the findings in the case, I can position them within a proposed conceptual 

framework and digital platform design model (Figure 5.7 ς Research Objective 5). As an 

interconnected model, it outlines the cause-and-effect relationship that explains and theorises 

what an organisation will experience when designing a digital platform. These insights will have 

implications for both theory and practice as the model presents an understanding of the causal 

structure's impact on the design process. The proposed framework augments the seminal work 

of Henfridsson and Bygstad (2013) as it complements the generative mechanisms of digital 

infrastructure in their study. It allowed the application of this theoretical lens to the subordinate 

level of the digital platform (or technology) as one of the Ψnecessary elementsΩ ƛƴ a digital 

infrastructure. 

It provides a general framework that underpins the digital platform design process as an 

organisation focuses on delivering critical outcomes driven by relevant contextual triggers. The 

model defines the main elements of the casual path by breaking it down into three key 

components. Reconfirming the relevance of the context-mechanism-outcome model (Pawson 

& Tilley, 1997), the 'flow' of the process (reflected in the arrows) and relationships of the 

constructs are mainly linear in the path, i.e., from (1) context to (2) design choices whose 

potential is explained by one of the digital platform integration mechanisms to (3) business 

outcomes: 

(1) Context (Contextual Conditions and Triggers) ς drives the design direction for the 

creation of capability in the digital platform where the stakeholder input influences the 



Chapter 5 ς Findings and discussion 

148 
 

contextual triggers as value creation inputs. They will come in many different forms, are 

context-driven, and will be influenced by the goal of integrating an improved user 

experience within the digital platform. As observed in the case, they will evolve over 

time ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ ǎƪƛƭƭǎ ŀƴŘ ƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜ ƛƴ ŘŜǎƛƎƴƛƴƎ ǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴǎ to deploy ever-

broadening solutions driven by a changing digital design strategy. The firm's strategic 

intent will drive the digital design strategy to align with the business goals. Over time 

the value creation inputs, and the digital design strategy will also exhibit a symbiotic 

relationship with new insights and evolving strategies influencing the digital platform 

design. As the mechanisms within the design choices act in context to trigger outcomes, 

understanding the role of the contextual triggers is essential due to their influence on 

the overall process. The framework presents the two primary contextual triggers that 

will determine the main capabilities to be integrated into the ƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘƛƻƴǎΩ digital 

platform. 

 

Figure 5.7 Conceptual framework and digital platform design model 

(2) Integration Mechanisms and the design process ς as the organisation embarks on the 

design of the digital platform, the design choices are underpinned by the platform 

integration mechanisms. It is possible to position the design choices within these 

contingent mechanisms to explain the potential and subsequent business outcomes 
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that would create value. The model will also help explain why an organisation may have 

to make additional corrections based on feedback and improve adoption from which 

they will have to make changes. 

(3) Outcomes ς once deployed, the digital platform changes are implemented, where 

adoption ultimately leads to the desired business outcome(s). The observed output can 

then be seen in value capture (revenue and profits) or value creation in terms of the 

experience to the customer (or partners). Understanding the platform integration 

mechanisms and Corrective Mechanisms makes it possible to connect the outcome to 

the design action that generated it. 

5.6 Design principles 

A proposed set of digital platform design principles that can guide a firm's efforts provides 

Ψpractical utilityΩ (Corley & Gioia, 2011) from the study. It must be acknowledged first however, 

that a level of uncertainty comes with these proposals with the application of a critical realism 

perspective. The creative process involved in abduction and retroduction will require future 

study to build on the case work and further verify and explore the potential of the following 

proposals. They support the generation of strategic design choices of capability between the 

layers and components of a digital platform and are embedded within three design principles: 

(1) Linkages, (2) Complements and (3) Synergies. They can guide practitioners to drive and 

sustain a digital transformation through its digital platform as part of an overall design process. 

They are a translation of the platform mechanisms as outlined in Section 5.1 of the chapter: 

(1) Linkages - Identifying and utilising linkages between the components of a platform that 

add features and functionality that improve how tasks are performed, internally or 

externally. 

(2) Complements - Looking for potential solutions where the functionality of one platformΩǎ 

components and another fully complement each other to drive better outcomes τ

creating a 'designed' relationship between the platform layers from these capabilities 

that allows them to benefit as they play off one another mutually. 

(3) Synergies ς Actively combine components that give synergy to the user and their 

journey to the capabilities on the firm's digital platform. To focus on the unison of the 

parts to create a 'total' solution that can deliver for all stages of the user on the journey 

and their engagement with the organisation through its digital platform. 
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5.7 Practical design considerations for a digital platform 

To complement the general design principles retroducted from the case (Section 5.6), I focus on 

more specific forms of design considerations in this section. The eight considerations came 

through my observations as a complete participant in the study and coupled with reflections 

from the other data sources (archival records and semi-structured interviews). They represent 

the more frequent areas from the analysed data that can help practitioners in their digital 

platform design journey. They underpin the generative mechanisms and can be considered a 

requirement to realise the mechanism's internal potential. Where appropriate, examples from 

the case have also been included. 

Consideration #1 - Experience design - Developing and deploying a digital platform to generate 

value requires the firm to focus on how best to design an experience for the user. As an essential 

characteristic, the direction to design and deliver the digital platform should primarily be from 

an outside-in approach, i.e., customer or partner perspective, as they interact with the 

organisation for all products and services. Critical for the organisation is to account for the 

business problems the customer (or partners) is ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎƛƴƎ ƻǊ Ψpain pointsΩ. In parallel, a focus 

ƛǎ ƴŜŜŘŜŘ ǘƻ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ǘƘŜ Ψtouch pointsΩ ŀƭƻƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŎǳǎǘƻƳŜǊϥǎ ƧƻǳǊƴŜȅ ǘƻ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘ ŀ Ŧǳǘǳre state 

where a low-effort, self-ŘƛǊŜŎǘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ΨfrictionlessΩ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜ ƛǎ ŜƴƧƻȅŜŘΦ Lǘ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭƭȅ ƳŀƪŜǎ ƛǘ 

more challenging to switch to competitor platforms and reflects the current trend of the 

consumerisation of IT (Gregory et al., 2018) that is driving superior experience as a minimum 

expectation for users. 

Consideration #2 - Interaction and engagement - Careful thought should be given to the types 

of users and user interfaces to control the way interaction occurs with the organisation's digital 

platforms. Solutions such as self-service platforms, mobile applications, and the integration of 

external systems to drive business outcomes can enable a strategic shift for the organisation 

and therefore need consideration. In the case study, the HPEFS partner omnichannel created 

the opportunity for different forms of engagement for partners with their customers, designed 

to maximise the benefit of the platform choices to achieve their business goals. 

Consideration #3 - Data ς Following an integration strategy for the platform's components 

should include an intent to deliver effective ways to capture, store, transform and present data. 

It can be viewed as central to the success once the following is considered ς what is captured, 

why it is captured and how to transform the data into actions, insights, and decisions. Within 

HPEFS, it was a fundamental consideration as it drove improvement in the journey of the 
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customer, partner, and the activities of the internal colleagues. The Partner Connection tool 

illustrated the importance of this attribute as data was captured and carefully used throughout 

the financial transaction. Speed, low effort, ease of use, and simplicity, vital to delivering an 

optimal experience, were possible by the considered design of use and application of data 

throughout this digital platform. 

Consideration #4 - Transforming the underlying process ς Applying a process lens to design the 

digital platform's ability to impact activities and tasks, focusing on those performed internally 

and externally, to achieve business outcomes more efficiently. A vital component of the user 

journey is the tasks they perform and are therefore pivotable to the improvement that a digital 

platform can enable. For example, the end-of-lease changes in the customer portal allowed an 

end-to-end process for customers that was backed up by modifications to the internal core 

system and data management. This allowed for a fully automated end-to-end solution where 

ǘƘŜ Ψhuman touchΩ ǿŀǎ ǾŜǊȅ ƭƻǿΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŜŦŦƻǊǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŎǳǎǘƻƳŜǊ ǿŀǎ ƳƛƴƛƳŀƭΦ This replaced the 

phone calls, emails and manually generated quotations between customers and HPEFS 

colleagues with a self-serve solution where the pricing, contract generation and any other part 

of the tasks were automatically completed to reduce the effort for all involved significantly. 

Another consideration is to automate the mundane, lower value-add activities (e.g., data entry 

and capture) to allow the organisation to focus on higher value-add tasks. For example, the auto-

population of fields in Partner Connection from the core system and automatic selection of 

customers for credit decisions proved quite impactful in creating an improved customer 

experience. 

Consideration #5 - 3rd party applications ς Integrating external applications can provide 

immediate advantages, and the suitable means to integrate can be implemented without 

extensive internal development. As a result, it can give a path for an organisation to avoid the 

cost of a legacy system replacement ƻǊ ŜǾƻƭǳǘƛƻƴ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ Ψtech debtΩ ǿƘƛƭŜ ǎǘƛƭƭ delivering an 

impact from the digital platform (Rolland & Mathiassen, 2018). It also allows future capability 

development to be driven by the provider and permits access to innovation without significant 

investment. HPEFS examples from the case include the FICO credit scoring solution, eSignature 

from Adobe and DocuSign, and supplier invoice management from Basware to illustrate the 

impact of this type of integration. 

Consideration #6 - Products and services ς Designing and integrating the layers of a digital 

platform presents the firm with the opportunity to create and offer new technology-based 
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solutions to customers (and partners). Improvements in the service or service-based products 

are driven by integration and changes to capture data differently (e.g., direct user interface 

entry, APIs, telemetry solutions) and processing it automatically that previously was not 

necessarily efficient or cost-effective. Examples from HPEFS illustrated some of these changes, 

e.g., Basware for supplier invoice management, Adobe eSignature for eSigning contracts, and 

metering of infrastructure usage for IT consumption. 

A second consideration is how to design tailored solutions to address the customer or partner's 

needs. Designs are based on how the user is configured or decisions they make on the platform, 

e.g., tiered pricing, offer-driven pricing, contracts, and branding as was delivered in Partner 

Connection. 

Consideration #7 - APIs ς Integration solutions between the layers of the digital platform have 

a significant role in enabling business outcomes. Providing the means to access third-party 

applications enables the organisation to overcome the current infrastructure's internal 

limitations, e.g., FICO credit scoring and Adobe eSignature in the case. Transition to future 

solutions becomes more accessible with the standardisation of these solutions, e.g., the Stripe 

payment platform planned for HPEFS. Finally, system-to-system integration is also more readily 

possible with these solutions, e.g., customers' use of ServiceNow to manage their IT assets can 

ōŜ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ It9C{Ωǎ /ǳǎǘƻƳŜǊ tƻǊǘŀƭ ŦƻǊ ǘƘƻǎŜ ƭŜŀǎŜŘ ŀǎǎŜǘǎ. The organisation benefits 

from the flexibility to switch and the ability to add or change with a lower effort. As outlined by 

the Global Business Development Director [Code: GBDR] on Partner APIs [API], "the benefits to 

the partner is it allows their sales team for work within their existing environment, it becomes 

an enhancement to their current system functionality and, and makes it easy for them, so they 

don't have to swivel chair in between two different systems, they can work within the one system, 

just take advantage of the additional functionality." 

Consideration #8 - Complexity and size of development for new solutions at the subsystem 

level are more readily possible by adopting a digital platform integration approach. This is 

ǿƻǊƪŀōƭŜ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻŎǳǎ ƛǎ ƻƴ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ΨsolutionΩ ƻǊ Ψsoftware subsystemΩΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ Ŏŀƴ ǎǘŀƴŘ 

somewhat separate until ready, e.g., the HPEFS plans for a new pricing engine or the Portal+ 

platform for collaboration. Therefore, the transformation process can be more of a continuous 

incremental change, i.e., a form of a gradualist paradigm approach (Hayes, 2014). It can 

therefore have a greater chance of success than a larger, more radical form of discontinuous 

change, i.e., the punctuated equilibrium paradigm (Hayes, 2014). 
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5.8 Chapter summary 

The chapter provides the significant findings from the case and a set of answers to the posed 

research question on how mechanisms connect the design choices observed in a digital 

platform. The three contingent digital platform integration mechanisms (Section 5.1) explain the 

causal nature of design choices in a digital platform. The outcomes from these choices are 

triggered by one of the mechanisms found in the study, driven, and acting based on situational, 

contextual triggers. The next set of findings (Section 5.2) focuses on a new concept called 

Corrective Mechanisms. This provides insights into the types of changes that are typically 

incremental and more of an adaptation of the digital platform. The mechanisms align with 

Lyytinen and Newman's (2008) model for IS change to restore balance or equilibrium in the 

socio-technical system.  

Section 5.3 outlines the contextual triggers identified as part of overlaying a configurational 

perspective (Context-Mechanism-Outcome) to the case, which is critical for identifying the 

generative mechanisms. The contextual triggers align with several areas identified in the digital 

platform over the seven years. Positioning these findings with the literature review is also 

outlined in this section to connect to the digital platform literature. Section 5.4 reflects on the 

digital platform's evolution from 2013 to 2019 and the case itself. It explores how the solutions 

changed and broadened during this time in parallel with the approach to designing the platform 

and the experience therein. Section 5.5 presents a proposed conceptual framework and digital 

design model based on the findings of this study. This outlines an interconnected model to 

outline the cause-and-effect to help explain and theorise what an organisation will experience. 

The penultimate section presents several design principles built leveraged the generative 

mechanisms. These provide input and potential application opportunities for practitioners, thus 

showing and demonstrating the practical utility of the study and output. 

The final section outlines more specific forms of design considerations that are the more 

frequent characteristics that can help practitioners in their digital platform design journey. They 

underpin the generative mechanisms and can be considered a requirement to realise the 

mechanism's internal potential. In summary, the chapter presents a series of findings to provide 

answers in support of the research questions. The longitudinal nature allowed an extensive 

range of areas to be explored, and several additional areas emerged that, while not part of the 

study, may form the basis of some additional future research (Section 6.4). The next chapter 

closes the study with key conclusions, contribution summary, reflections, and several 

recommendations for the next steps. 
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6 Conclusions 

IDC predicts that the investment in digital transformation will be a compound annual growth 

rate (CAGR) of 16.5% between 2022 and 2024, with a worldwide value of $6.3 trillion (Carosella 

et al., 2021). We also find that platform-based business dominates this transformation, 

exemplified by some of the most valued companies, e.g., ΨGAFAMΩ - Google (Alphabet), Amazon, 

Facebook (Meta), Apple, and Microsoft (Constantinides et al., 2018). In 2020, as digital platform 

ecosystems, these companies occupied the top five brand positions in terms of value (Forbes, 

2020). However, as explored in chapter two (Section 2.4.3), the literature offers limited guidance 

ƻƴ ΨhowΩ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŎƘƻƛŎŜǎ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳǎ Ŏŀƴ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ 

ƳƻǘƛǾŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘΦ ¢ƘŜ ƭƛǘŜǊŀǘǳǊŜ ǊŜǾƛŜǿ ǎƻǳƎƘǘ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ŘƛƭŜƳƳŀ ƻŦ Ψhow 

to designΩΣ and the theoretical lens of generative mechanisms (Henfridsson & Bygstad, 2013) 

helped focus on context, design choices, and the digital platform design outcomes. The research 

question subsequently formulated then provided the basis for the study - "For a digital 

transformation within financial services, how do enabling mechanisms influence the design 

choices of a digital platform?". The research approach and methodology were designed to 

provide answers (explored in Chapter 3). I outlined the chosen critical realist philosophy, the 

justification for selecting an in-depth qualitative case study of HPEFS, and the application of the 

seminal work of Henfridsson and Bygstad (2013) on generative mechanisms. Other leverage in 

the thesis included the application of affordances (Bygstad et al., 2016) to identify contextual 

triggers and layered modular architecture (Yoo et al., 2010) to position the designs within the 

digital platform architecture. The research focused on examining a digital platform at an 

architectural level and investigating the ΨactionΩ of design choice and how the outcomes 

observed arose.  

Within Chapter 4, three digital platform integration mechanisms and the concept of Corrective 

Mechanisms proposed answers to the research question. The analysis and findings examined in 

the chapter enable a deeper understanding of the mechanisms underpinning an organisation's 

design choices. It shows how they can positively influence a firm's digital transformation, 

providing additional insights into guiding change. Chapter 5 describes the proposed digital 

platform integration mechanisms and their influence on design choices on a platform. The 

chapter further explores a conceptual framework and model that highlights the interconnection 

of the mechanisms with the design process and explicates a set of design principles for 

practitioners. 
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The structure of this final chapter begins with an outline of the original contributions to 

knowledge (Section 6.1). It positions the research's output within the fields of generative 

mechanisms, digital platforms and the proposed contribution made. The application to practice 

is presented (Section 6.2) to view the practical utility of the output. The study's limitations are 

explored (Section 6.3) before laying out the areas for further research (Section 6.4). Reflections 

and observations that may influence and form key considerations within future research and 

potentially help other researchers are presented in Section 6.5. This acknowledges the key 

aspects of the design process, research process and areas of the study that should be considered 

in the future. Penultimately a set of conclusions to summarise the key insights from the study 

(Section 6.6) are presented on the key contributions before final thoughts are presented 

(Section 6.7) to close out the study. 

6.1 Theoretical Contribution 

The following section summarises how the study contributes to two central bodies of literature: 

(1) Generative Mechanisms and (2) Digital Platforms. Each of the five original contributions to 

knowledge is followed by a brief outline of where the contribution will have its impact. 

Contribution 1a ς identified three digital platform integration mechanisms, as inherent 

properties of design choices, at the architectural level, explaining how they can lead to 

different impacting outcomes in a digital platform (Research Objective 4). The study has 

extended the work of Henfridsson and Bygstad (2013) by applying their model of generative 

mechanisms into the context of digital platform design, within a financial services organisation 

and over a seven-year duration. The main contribution to knowledge is the identification of 

three causal mechanisms within the design process of a digital platform. More specifically, the 

original contribution is the digital platforms integration mechanisms that have emerged to 

ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴ ǘƘŜ Ψinternal potentialΩ ǇƻǎǎŜǎǎŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŎƘƻƛŎŜǎ όŀŎǘƛƻƴǎύΣ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ŎŀǎŜΣ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŀ 

configurational perspective of context, mechanism, and outcome (Henfridsson & Bygstad, 

2013). The study further contributes by clarifying the critical elements of the digital 

transformation process as it centres on digital platforms. 

Contribution 1b ς the emergence of a new concept of a Corrective Mechanism. A causal 

mechanism that ensures platform stability periods, thus keeping the underlying deep 

structure intact and incremental improvement without reconfiguring it (Research Objective 

4). This further extends the generative mechanism theory to those incremental adaptations that 

generally succeed in punctuations of the IS system (Lyytinen & Newman, 2008). These causal 
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structures explain the design choices that drive the reǘǳǊƴ ǘƻ Ψbalance of the systemΩ (between 

two or more subsystems) ŀƴŘ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ ΨequilibriumΩ. The proposition from the study is to put 

forward these mechanisms as another set of original contributions to knowledge as they will not 

surface at the empirical level and will generally escape those studies deploying a generative 

mechanism lens. However, they form an essential part of the digital platform's deployment and 

illustrate their position in a digital transformation. 

Contribution 2 ς adding the concept of digital platform integration mechanisms to the digital 

platform literature provides a deeper understanding of specific design activities within a 

digital transformation (Research Objective 1). Digital platform integration mechanisms provide 

the means to explain how the design choice can influence the outcomes of the integration of 

ǘƘŜ ΨsharedΩ ƻǊ Ψadd-on software subsystemsΩ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎȅǎǘŜƳ in a digital platform 

(Meyer & Lehnerd, 2003; Tiwana, 2010). This study, therefore, provides an original contribution 

to the digital platform literature. It provides a novel means to compare platforms from the 

perspective of choices based on integration mechanisms made by an organisation related to the 

outcomes and, subsequently, the platform's performance. In effect, the choices are 

characterised by the integration mechanisms that, in turn, can be applied to other research 

efforts as a variable in platform innovation. 

Contribution 3 ς defining a digital platform design model that can explain what an 

organisation will follow when designing a digital platform (Research Objective 5). The added 

contribution to the knowledge is a conceptual framework and digital platform design model 

(Figure 5.7). As an interconnected model, it outlines the cause-and-effect relationship to explain 

what an organisation will experience when designing a digital platform. It can facilitate testing 

and validation of the design process to explain better what is observed. It can also help advance 

our knowledge on how to embed technologies into digital platforms that help with the digital 

transformation challenges organisations face.  

Contribution 4 ς to provide a set of digital platform design principles that can guide a firm's 

efforts into digital transformation (Research Objective 5). Building on the digital platform 

design model, a set of practical design principles has been established based on (1) linkages, (2) 

complements and (3) synergies between the layers and components of a digital platform 

(Section 5.7). As a proposed set of design principles, they can guide practitioners to drive and 

sustain a digital transformation through its digital platform as part of an overall design process. 

Contribution 5 ς Contribution from a seven-year longitudinal case. The final contribution to 

knowledge is that of the case itself. The circumstances present a unique set of insights and 
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longevity on a digital platform and the evolution during this time. In general, most studies in this 

area are much shorter in duration and with much more limited access. Therefore, the 

mechanisms identified have a greater level of temporal input to their definition. 

6.2 Contribution to Practice 

Firstly, the study's answer to the research question supports a practitioner in understanding the 

complexity of the process and the evolution of a digital platform. The proposed conceptual 

framework and model define the main elements of the design process and offer help with this 

complexity by breaking it down into more manageable components. It also provides a general 

framework that can underpin the annual strategic planning process as an organisation focuses 

on delivering different outcomes driven by contextual triggers.  

Second, chapter five (Section 5.7) defines a set of design principles and how integration will 

enable value creation outcomes with a focus on driving adoption. This represents the translation 

from the digital platform integration mechanisms to design principles on the integration of the 

layers and components: 

(1) Linkages - Identifying and utilising linkages between the components of a platform that 

add features and functionality to improve how tasks are performed, internally or 

externally. 

(2) Complements - Looking for potential solutions where the functionality of one 

component of the platform and another fully complement each other to drive better 

outcomes. Creating a ΨdesignedΩ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ ƭŀȅŜǊǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜǎŜ 

capabilities allows them to grow the mutual benefit as they play off one another. 

(3) Synergies ς Actively combine components that give synergy to the user and their 

journey ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǇŀōƛƭƛǘƛŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊƳΩǎ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳΦ ¢ƻ focus on the unison of the 

parts ǘƻ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ ŀ ΨtotalΩ solution that can deliver for all stages of the user on the journey 

and engagement with the organisation and its digital platform. 

Third, an organisation that desires to transition from features to user experience on their digital 

platform can achieve this with the evolution of the design process they follow (e.g., moving to 

journey mapping, co-creation, and prototyping). Working in tandem with this move is 

broadening the digital platform integration solutions to support the increasing value creation 

outcomes that the design process strives to create.  
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To complement the general design principles above, more specific forms of design 

considerations for practitioners were identified from the empirical data from the case. They 

underpin the generative mechanisms and can be considered a requirement to realise the 

mechanism's internal potential. 

(1) Experience design ς Focus on how best to design an experience for the user in the digital 

ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳΦ ¢ƻ ŜƳǇƭƻȅ ŀƴ Ψoutside-inΩ approach, i.e., designing from the customer or 

partner perspective, as they interact with the organisation for all products and services. 

(2) Interaction and engagement ς Accounting for the types of users, their roles and 

appropriate user interfaces to consider the design of the optimal interaction with the 

organisation's digital platforms. The design of how users interact on solutions such as 

self-service platforms, mobile applications or systems-to-system solutions are 

instrumental in driving business outcomes. 

(3) Data ς Effective ways to capture, store, transform and present data can be viewed as 

central to the success of a digital platform. Therefore, essential questions should be 

considered - what data should be captured, why it is captured and how to transform the 

data into actions, insights, and decisions for the digital platform users. 

(4) Transforming the process - A core component of the user journey is the tasks they 

perform. Applying a process lens to design the digital platform's ability to impact these 

activities can positively impact business outcomes more efficiently. 

(5) 3rd party applications ς Integrating external applications can provide advantages 

without extensive internal development and take more or less immediate access to the 

digital solution. Overcoming the challenges presented by legacy systems, which are 

ƛƴƘŜǊŜƴǘƭȅ ŘƛŦŦƛŎǳƭǘ ǘƻ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ŀƴŘ ǿƘŜǊŜ ƭŀǊƎŜ Ψtech debtΩ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭƭȅ ŜȄƛǎǘǎΣ Ŏŀƴ ŀƭǎƻ ōŜ 

impacted using appropriate third-party solutions. 

(6) Products and services ς Designing and integrating the layers of a digital platform allow 

the firm to create and offer new technology-based solutions to customers (and 

partners). The core is establishing where and how to capture data differently (e.g., direct 

user interface entry, APIs, telemetry solutions) and then processing it automatically that 

previously was not necessarily efficient or cost-effective. 

(7) APIs ς Integration solutions, such as APIs, between the layers of the digital platform, 

have a significant role in enabling business outcomes. They can provide access to third-

party applications and enable the organisation to overcome the current infrastructure's 

internal limitations (as referenced above). 
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(8) The complexity and size of development - Adopting a digital platform integration 

approach allows the possibility to develop complex solutions by seeing them as 

subsystems. This is workable as the focus is on integrating the solution as a Ψsoftware 

subsystemΩΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ Ŏŀƴ ǎǘŀƴŘ ǎeparately until ready. 

Finally, while not explored in the case, a practical utility (Corley & Gioia, 2011) can come from 

illustrating the potential of generative theory constructs and the impact of platform integration 

mechanisms for practitioners. These insights may drive potential improvements in 

organisations' design processes with the emergence of additional mechanisms, thus providing 

future research opportunities. 

6.3 Research Limitations 

While the ǎǘǳŘȅΩǎ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ will contribute to an improved understanding of digital platform 

integration mechanisms, there are some limitations. This section focuses on highlighting those 

potential limitations that could impact the quality of the study or the ability to answer the 

research question effectively. This is important so they may be addressed and provide a guide 

for future research. On reflection, two main limitations potentially impact generalisability from 

a single case and bias. There are other items outlined at the end of the section. 

(1) Single case and generalisability - Being able to generalise based on a single case is a 

ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ƭƛƳƛǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ It9C{ ŎŀǎŜΦ ²ƘƛƭŜ ǘƘŜ Řŀǘŀ ŎƻƭƭŜŎǘŜŘ ƛǎ ΨthickΩ όDŜŜǊǘȊΣ мфтоΤ 

Stake, 2006), there is still a question about the ability to overlay the mechanisms onto a 

broader set of digital platforms and across industries. As a singular case is used in the 

study, the context and business conditions could lead to mechanisms specific to the 

circumstances. While fitting with the empirical data, it may not be transferrable in this 

case as there were no comparisons or data collected from other cases. Additionally, as 

the mechanisms are acting in context (Pawson & Tilley, 1997), which is different from 

case to case, this may also limit the effectiveness of the answer to the research question. 

However, for many reasons, an in-depth case study on a single case (Section 3.3) was 

the selected research strategy. First is the availability of ΨrichΩ ƛƴǎƛƎƘǘǎ ό²ŜƛŎƪΣ нллтύ ƻǊ 

Ψthick descriptionsΩ όDŜŜǊǘȊΣ мфтоΤ {ǘŀƪŜΣ нллсύ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǘŀƛƭŜŘ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ due to long 

ŀƴŘ Ψdeep accessΩ (Henfridsson & Bygstad, 2013; Williams & Karahanna, 2013) as a Ψfully 

engagedΩ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀƴǘ ό.ǊȅƳŀƴ & Bell 2007; Creswell & Poth 2018; Yin, 2018). 

Secondly, as a longitudinal study, the single case allows the exhibited conditions and the 

Ψunderlying processesΩ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀǎǎŜǎǎŜŘ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ Ƙƻǿ ǘƘŜȅ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ 
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ό¸ƛƴΣ нлмуύΦ Lǘ ŀƭǎƻ ŀƭƭƻǿǎ ǘƻ ΨfalsifyΩ ǇƻƻǊ ǇǊƻǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴǎ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƴŀǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƛƴ-depth 

data and can test the pre-conceptions, assumptions, and hypotheses that may be held 

όCƭȅǾōƧŜǊƎΣ нллсύΦ CƛƴŀƭƭȅΣ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ŦŜƭǘ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƴȅ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ΨmisunderstandingsΩ ŦǊƻƳ ŀ ǎƛƴƎƭŜ 

case could be overcome by strategically selecting the right case Flyvbjerg (2006), which 

HPEFS would be argued to fit. Strengthening generalisability could be achieved by 

testing and validating the integration mechanisms and contextual triggers (situational 

mechanisms) in other digital platform evolutions. This would allow validation of the case 

study's findings if applied to a broader range of financial services organisations and 

other contexts.  

(2) Bias ς ŀǎ ŀǳǘƘŜƴǘƛŎƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ŀŎŎǳǊŀŎȅ ǿŜǊŜ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅΣ Ƴȅ ǊƻƭŜ ŀǎ ŀ Ψcomplete 

participantΩ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭƭȅ ǿŜŀƪŜƴŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŦƛƴŘƛƴƎǎ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ ōƛŀǎ ό{ŜŎǘƛƻƴ оΦпΦнΦрύΦ CƛǊǎǘƭȅΣ 

researcher and observer bias (Saunders et al., 2012) allows for the potential of 

subjective views of the situation to influence the data and observations. Secondly, 

interviewer, interviewee, non-response, selection, confirmation, and managerial bias 

were all possible issues in the semi-structured interviews (Bryman & Bell, 2007). This 

could have influenced the interviewees and their responses (or non-responses) and led 

to a poor selection of whom to interview, which could impact breadth and possibly 

overfocused on the management in the organisation. These types of biases would 

impact the quality of the output from the interviews and the credibility of the data 

collected. The use of archival information (internal and external documentation) and 

conducting semi-structured interviews were selected to counteract researcher or 

observation bias issues. ¢ǊƛŀƴƎǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƳǳƭǘƛǇƭŜ Řŀǘŀ ǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ Ψcorroborating 

evidenceΩ ŀƴŘΣ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ the validity of the findings (Wynn & Williams, 2012; Creswell 

& Poth, 2018). A broad range of participants was selected, resulting in a 60:40 split of 

individual contributors to management to counteract elite (or managerial) bias. 

However, 8 of the 19 interviewees were my direct reports, so a colleague from the 

university participated as an independent observer to minimise potential interviewee 

bias. Additionally, a different approach in the interviews to reduce confirmation bias 

ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ Ψdisconfirming evidenceΩ ōȅ ƭƻƻƪƛƴƎ ŦƻǊ ǳƴǎǳŎŎŜǎǎŦǳƭ ŎƘŀƴƎŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ 

platform transformation (Creswell & Poth, 2018). As with generalisability, removing bias 

by conducting a study in a broader set of organisations would prove helpful. This allows 

validation of the findings from the case study if or when applied to a broader range of 

financial services organisations and other contexts. 
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(3) Sensitivity of commercial data - a specific limitation exists in the case because of the 

sensitivity of the commercial data. It is possible to show the impact of the digital 

platform integration mechanisms through sales growth in the Partner Connection Tool 

(PCT) or by various customer segments adopting the customer portal. However, the 

commercial sensitivity meant it was difficult and presented a limitation in outlining the 

exact impact of the digital platform design choices. Redacted information presented in 

the thesis and normalising data from dollar value or count to percentage were the key 

methods to represent the data closely. Positively, however, the commercial data was 

also not central to identifying the generative mechanisms. 

(4) Impact of the decision process and those involved ς the study did not explore the 

decision-making process itself nor its impact. The potential question would posit 

whether different people and decision-making processes could lead to alternate digital 

design outcomes. This may modify the digital platform integration mechanism within 

the process or with people effectively-being in a different context and with different 

triggers. Future research should look more closely at decision-making for digital 

platform choices and the influence of the process, meetings where decisions are taken, 

and the leadership and stakeholders involved. As with previous limitations, conducting 

the study in another organisation would also prove helpful. 

(5) Boundaries of the HPEFS digital platform ς several limitations around the boundary 

definition exist from the case that should be considered for additional research. The 

digital platform integration mechanisms are based on a B2B engagement where access 

is not open and granted by the organisation. The platform can be seen as narrow in 

scope as the focus is on managing the end-to-end activities that pertain to HPEFS. As 

such, a Business-to-Customer (B2C) engagement, with more open access and the 

presence of complementors, maybe a limitation to the scope of the study's contribution. 

6.4 Future Research 

When considering the future research from the stage reached in the study, several situations 

exist wherein applying the model and mechanisms could strengthen generalisability (as outlined 

in the previous section). Testing and validating the integration mechanisms in other digital 

platform evolutions is the first opportunity: 

(1) To apply and test the digital platform integration mechanisms in other cases of digital 

platform evolutions. To establish if the findings and the integration mechanisms for the 
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digital platform turn out to be the same or similar, given its different context. This will 

also confirm how context may drive alternative platform integration mechanisms. 

(2) To investigate if additional contextual triggers exist (outside of digital design strategy, 

value creation outcomes, SDLC execution, improvements, and corrections) to determine 

if they give rise to alternate integration mechanisms. Therefore, identifying other 

elements that may drive the transformation of a digital platform and potentially other 

areas an organisation must contemplate. 

(3) An option to consider is conducting a subsequent study, applying action designed 

research (ADR) to an organisation's digital platform (Sein et al., 2011). The objective 

would be to transform an organisation through its digital platform and test the HPEFS 

study conceptual framework and model through direct application. To then reflect, 

learn, and refine the integration mechanisms definition. 

The second research opportunity would involve augmenting (or extending) the digital platform 

integration mechanism of the HPEFS study. This can increase the potential contributions to the 

broader area of digital transformation by focusing efforts on some of the following: 

(1) To explore the success and failure of an organisation's digital transformation with 

the lens of the platform integration mechanisms, i.e., to grow or expand the 

definition of the mechanism to better outline what will determine success and 

failure. Studying digital transformation success and comparing it to failures would 

support organisations as they struggle to digitally transform (De la Boutetière et al., 

2018) due to the key insights expected from such as study.  

(2) To identify situational mechanisms from the contextual triggers outlined in the 

study (from axial coding) to augment therefore the action formation mechanisms 

identified. This can also be further complemented by identifying the transformation 

mechanisms in the case. 

(3) To establish how the progression in the digital platform integration may influence 

the evolution of gathering input from external stakeholders and impact the growth 

in the size and breadth of the solutions (as observed in the case). 

(4) Investigate the impact of ever-changing business strategy to stay competitive and 

achieve increased business goals (revenue and profit). To understand how it can 

cause the push for more impactful digital solutions and, therefore, more knowledge 

of how to create them. An opportunity also exists to understand aspects of the 

growth and rate of acquiring knowledge to accelerate the transformational process. 
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(5) To determine the impact on the design choices and the process of platform 

integration mechanisms from the existence of path dependencies. There may be 

modifications in the integration due to the update on the previously installed 

capability in the digital platform. The example of the Partner APIs and HPE 

Technomics mobile app in the case illustrated this dependency but was not an area 

that was explored. 

(6) To determine if any other influences on the evolution of the digital platform may 

have a bearing on the identified integration mechanisms that may not have surfaced 

during the study. 

(7) To investigate how the integration mechanisms of the digital platform impact 

(positively and negatively) throughout the life of an organisation's transformation. 

Applying the normalisation process theory (NPT) elements ς coherence, cognitive 

participation, collective action, and reflexive monitoring (Carroll & Conboy, 2019; 

Carroll, 2020; Carroll et al., 2021) could provide valuable insights into this question. 

(8) To assess the impact of digital platform integration of ever-changing and 

contemporary technologies (e.g., augmented, and virtual reality, cognitive 

intelligence, machine learning and artificial intelligence). As new technologies come 

along, there may be a change in integrating them into an organisation's digital 

platform, which could be significant given the rate of technology change. 

(9) In the future, advanced analytics in research can also provide opportunities as 

broader types of data can be more readily available from digital platforms and the 

organisations under scrutiny. 

To look more closely at the decision-making process for digital platform choices. Specifically, to 

understand the influence on the design choices from the processes followed for decision 

making, meetings where decisions are taken, and the leadership or stakeholders involved. 

To explore and identify other approaches (methodological research) to establishing a 

generative mechanism in a case study with similar characteristics to the longitudinal HPEFS 

case. To probe for alternative approaches for identifying mechanisms and if other proven 

techniques could give rise to potentially different outcomes than was seen in the case. 

To establish a research agenda around the common theme of platform integration between the 

architectural layers of a digital platform. Within this research agenda, determine other 

explanations of how the platform's layers integrate and if some different explanations can more 

accurately explain the outcomes seen in a digital platform. 
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Finally, exploring and building towards a new IS design theory for digital platforms based on 

the underlying theory of digital platform integration mechanisms and its guidance to 

practitioners (Markus et al., 2002). 

6.5 Reflections and Observations 

The section provides reflections from the study that may influence and form key considerations 

within future research and potentially help other researchers. Initially, the observations (Section 

6.5.1) focus on the digital platform design process, its flows, and how it evolved throughout the 

study. From here, aspects of the study give some insights from the research process itself in 

Section 6.5.2 όŀŎǘƛƴƎ ŀǎ ŀ Ψcomplete participantΩΣ longitudinal study, and the iterative and non-

linear nature of the process). The final part of the section (Section 6.5.3) outlines those areas 

that, while not studied directly, are a part of the design process and would be considerations for 

future research. 

6.5.1 Reflections on Digital Platforms 

Reflection 1 ς An important consideration in digital platform research is to consider the co-

existence of a complex, iterative and very dynamic set of interdependencies and relationships 

that occur within a natural sequence. At a high level of abstraction, a central set of steps 

should be considered linear in flow where each preceding step is a critical input to the next 

step to provide a framework to position the findings in the study. The 'flow' of the design 

process, from the output of the study and the empirical data, is, in the main, linear. The 

researcher, when investigating digital platforms, should therefore consider how the design 

process flows and the steps that are involved - from contextual triggers to business outcomes 

while focusing on what is occurring below the surface: 

(1) Contextual trigger ς drives the design direction where the business strategy and 

stakeholder input influences the contextual triggers, coming in many different forms. 

(2) The design process that follows connects 

a. The desired business outcomes influence how the layers in a digital platform are 

both selected and integrated. 

b. The design choices that drive development leads to (3). 

(3) Deployment of the digital platform designs that, 

(4) Translates into a level of use and adoption. The organisation may then have to make 

some additional corrections based on feedback and adoption metrics from which they 

will have to make changes. 
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(5) Ultimately leading to business outcome(s) and, therefore, a value capture in terms of 

revenue and profits or value creation in the user experience to the customer (or selling 

partners). 

Reflection 2 ς As organisations work on designing their digital platform, there is a parallel 

evolution in (1) becoming more sophisticated and knowledgeable of how to design and (2) 

broadening their solutions as they seek to increase the value of the digital platform. As an 

organisation goes through an ongoing digital transformation, approaches to gathering input 

from external stakeholders and the growing breadth of the solutions for a digital platform will 

generally evolve. Through the seven-year transformation of HPEFS, there was a general 

evolution that followed three overlapping phases (Section 5.4), i.e. 

(1) Starting with the more straightforward move to 'online' in 2013, in HPEFS, to deploy 

single feature-driven solutions. The designs were predominantly driven by need-based 

surveys, focus groups, and other forms of acquiring direct feedback. 

(2) Evolution from 2014/2015 to add features was based on an experience strategy centred 

ƻƴ Ψlow effortΩ ǘƻ ǳǎŜ ŀƴŘ ŀŘƻǇǘ ǘƘŜ It9C{ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ. Solutions started to broaden 

from singular to a combination of features. 

(3) Developing expertise in experience design and becoming more sophisticated in areas 

such as journey mapping, co-creation, and high-fidelity prototyping led to broadening 

solutions with a more significant impact. The solutions were driven by the end-to-end 

experience being sought in these cases. The first example was the design of FICO credit 

scoring in 2015, with a growing number of solutions deployed from 2017 onwards. 

This highlights a potential area of future research - establishing how the digital platform design 

may influence this evolution. It is also likely that the design approaches will continue to develop 

as digital platforms and technology evolve. 

Reflection 3 ς there is an influence on the evolution of the digital platform of path 

dependencies to build on the previously designed and developed. While not a focus in the 

study, there is a path dependency as the digital platform builds on what it has previously 

designed and developed (David, 1985;  Lim et al., 2011; Bergek & Onufrey, 2014) and towards 

broader solutions. The example of the Partner omnichannel design (2018) demonstrates the 

dependency on the desktop solution of the Partner Connection tool (2014) to the evolution of 

the Partner APIs (2016) and then to the HPE Technomics Mobile application (2019). All of which 

connect to the initial design of the platform encapsulated in the Partner Connection tool. 
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Another future research opportunity involves exploring the impact of the path-dependency 

nature of digital platform evolution. 

Reflection 4 - FinTech is more than applying technology. There is a temptation to describe 

technology embedded into a digital platform within a financial services context as FinTech, 

which was a perception at the beginning of the research. Aligned to Deloitte (2015), a better 

ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ Ψembedding technology into financial services that fundamentally changes 

an organisation's business model and ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎΩ. Examples such as Stripe 

(payments), Rocket Mortgage (online mortgage, loans), Lemonade (insurance), Wealthfront 

(investment), or Revolut (send, save, and spend money) all fundamentally impact the business 

models in the areas they operate where technology is a core element of the disruption. While 

the digital designs within HPEFS changed aspects of the business model, the focus of the study 

was on the digital platform but not necessarily on the business model itself. So, it cannot be fully 

classed as FinTech research. 

6.5.2 Reflection on the Research Process 

Reflection 5 - The application of Generative Mechanism in research provides an excellent 

approach to sourcing the causal structure of action-to-outcome within an event. However, it 

can be perceived as complex to establish due to the creative retroduction process required (as 

an unobserved and inferred phenomenon in the design process). Within the study, there are 

several observations about the adoption of Generative Mechanisms as a theoretical lens: 

(1) The findings from the study show that explanations built on mechanisms can be helpful 

in theory-building within the IS domain. The study builds on previous studies by 

identifying mechanisms such as those on digital infrastructure (Henfridsson & Bygstad, 

2013), open government (Jetzek et al., 2013), using affordances to identify generative 

mechanisms (Bygstad et al., 2016), and the mechanism supporting the scaling of a 

Chinese digital credit business (Huang et al., 2017) ς which are some of the more highly 

cited papers. 

(2) Explaining change by inferring generative mechanisms provides an excellent approach 

to sourcing the causal structure of action-to-outcome within an event. This "internal 

potential" (Pawson & Tilley,1997:57) of ŀƴ ΨactionΩ ƛǎ ŀŘǾŀƴǘŀƎŜƻǳǎ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƛǘ ŀŎǘǎ ŀǎ 

the inference source, enabling retroduction that explains the causal structure and the 

observed outcome. Therefore, reflecting on 'what enables' an object, system, 

substance, or action to bring about change is key to identifying the mechanism (Sayer, 

1992). 
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(3) On the opposite side, the study also demonstrated that establishing the presence of the 

'real' structure (a mechanism) within a critical realist view (Saunders et al., 2019) can be 

difficult as it is unobservable. This presents a challenge for a researcher to be confident 

in identifying the correct mechanism that helps explain the observed outcome. 

Therefore, generative mechanisms can be potentially problematic as the validation is 

not straightforward, i.e., retroduction is a creative process that relies on inference, but 

how does the researcher know that the mechanism is valid? As an aid, Wynn and 

Williams (2012) outlined the approach of empirical corroboration to provide a means to 

test and validate mechanisms. It involves assessing the explanatory power of the 

mechanism (Section 5.1) in conjunction with the explication of events. 

(4) While adopted early in the process, the critical realist philosophy suited my approach, 

as proved in the study. It provides the advantage of basing the study on gathering data 

on the events experienced to ensure the full facts are attained. They act as the constant 

throughout and allow any doubts to return there to allow a retest of the inferences 

made to identify the underlying causal generative mechanisms through the 

ΨretroductiveΩ process (Saunders et al., 2019:147). 

Reflection 6a ς Access to a complete participant in a longitudinal study is strengthened by 

using complementary sources (archival data and interviews) to accurately account for all the 

relevant information. The combination provides a robust set of insights to the researcher. In 

this study, the impact of access to seven years of transformation as a 'complete participant' 

provides a different level of insight but requires archival information and other sources to 

succeed fully. While I was acting as the 'ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀƴǘΩ in the study, it was not until early 

2018 that I began adopting a researcherΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ. To ensure the data was comprehensive, 

assembling complementary sources (archival data and interviews) was key to completing the 

study. Therefore, the advantages of being a 'complete participant' could have been potentially 

negated for this extended study as accurately remembering all the relevant information would 

be difficult. The added advantage from multiple sources came through as it also promotes strong 

triangulation for validation (Eisenhardt, 1989; Rousseau et al., 2008; Yin, 2013) which was vital 

to managing bias, as discussed earlier. 

Reflection 6b -   Full access to a complete participant in a longitudinal study provides a key 

advantage for generalisability due to intense observation. It gives many discoveries, a deeper 

set of insights into the phenomenon, and an understanding of its change behaviour over a 

more extended time. Combining a longitudinal study with the depth of accessible information 
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as a 'complete participant' supports Flyvbjerg's (2006) approach to generalisability as outlined 

in Chapter three (Section 3.3.2). It would be challenging to utilise a single case to establish 

findings noted in HPEFS without this access and 'intense observation' within the longitudinal 

data. Reflecting on the case, a lower quantity of data and reduced quality would affect the 

analysis and conclusions and diminish the study's impact. 

It also allows for a deeper view of the phenomenon under scrutiny in seeing how it behaves over 

a more extended period. Thus, it gives a potentially better set of insights into what occurs. 

Moreover, it allows for an improved interrogation of the actual output. In this case, the evolution 

over the seven years allowed the three mechanisms to emerge. Whereas, over a single shorter 

period, it would have been more challenging to ascertain the existence of the three mechanisms. 

Reflection 7 ς There is an iterative and non-linear nature to the research process, which means 

the research will unfold until no new output, or saturation, in terms of the findings from the 

analysis. Throughout the process, there are times where reflection ŀƴŘ Ψthought trailsΩ about 

the data drove iterations based on the following: 

(1) Ongoing assessment of the literature's quality ς reliability, validity, adequacy, and 

completeness (Okoli & Schabram, 2010). At times, this drove an update to ensure the 

quality of the literature, i.e., a sufficient level of high-quality peer-reviewed literature, 

emerging sources found from reading, and ensuring the latest thinking is integrated. The 

three rounds of reading the literature (Section 2.3) provided a need for ongoing 

reflection on the changes in the field. 

(2) The data analysis process drove several refresh cycles of understanding (Figure 3.4 and 

3.5) by revising earlier thoughts and findings as each iteration was completed. 

6.5.3 Reflection on some broader considerations 

Reflection 8 ς With the generally narrow-focused nature of research, it is important to realise 

and consider other aspects that could have a bearing on the study or in the broader context 

of where the phenomenon sits. In this specific case, it is the people involved in the process, 

the decision-making process, and the platform's role in the broader transformation and 

normalisation. As seen in the case, the digital platform is an enabler for the outcomes and a 

central component. While not explored in this study, three other areas could be considered 

when discussing digital transformation for digital platform design. First, the participating 

stakeholders in the design process are central to making the appropriate choices on the 

components worthy of integration. Second, the decision-making process would be another key 
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focus for future research (e.g., satisficing, bounded rationality, heuristics, and intuition). Third, 

the platform's role is one of the essential elements of the broader normalising of a digital 

transformation, i.e., embedding and sustaining a digital transformation (Carroll & Conboy, 2019; 

Carroll, 2020; Carroll et al., 2021). This also represents a potential area of future research - the 

integration mechanisms of the digital platform impact across the four elements of the 

normalisation process theory (NPT) i.e. 

(1) Coherence: sensemaking individually or collectively from the presentation of 'new' 

capability to the HPEFS organisation, i.e., sensemaking for the ongoing use of technology 

(2) Cognitive Participation: People's relational work builds and sustains a community of 

practice around a digital transformation. This includes new methods within the design 

process, such as co-creation, prototyping, and journey mapping. 

(3) Collective Action: the operational work to enact the digital transformation. 

(4) Reflexive Monitoring: the appraisal of people's work to assess and understand how a 

digital transformation affects them and others, leading to reconfiguration. 

6.6 Final conclusions 

The following section provides some conclusions about the research pertaining to the key 

contribution to knowledgeΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇǊƛƳŀǊȅ ŦƻŎǳǎ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ ǎǳƳǎ ǳǇ ǘƘŜ ΨscienceΩ ōŜƘƛƴŘ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ 

platform designs through the lens of Generative mechanisms from Henfridsson and .ȅƎǎǘŀŘΩǎ 

(2013) seminal paper.  

Conclusion 1 ς Digital platform integration mechanisms can explain the inherent properties of 

design choices that, in turn, influence the digital design and the subsequent value creation 

outcomes. The study has proven that causal structures exist that can act in context on design 

choices an organisation may make on its digital platform (Pawson & Tilley, 1997). These causal 

mechanisms, when actualised, will explain the observable outcomes or events to demonstrate 

their alignment to the seminal work of Henfridsson and Bygstad (2013). Three digital platform 

integration mechanisms have emerged that fit into their action-formation mechanism 

ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴ ǘƘŜ Ψinternal potentialΩ ǇƻǎǎŜǎǎŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŎƘƻƛŎŜ όŀŎǘƛƻƴύΣ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ 

case, within a configurational perspective of context, mechanism, and outcome (Henfridsson & 

Bygstad, 2013). It can be positioned within a proposed conceptual framework and digital 

platform design model to explain what an organisation will follow when designing a digital 

platform (Figure 5.7). Finally, the importance of the findings is to help advance our knowledge 
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on how to embed technologies into digital platforms that help with the challenges organisations 

face to transform digitally. 

Conclusion 2 ς when incremental adaptions of the digital platform occur, a class of causal 

mechanisms - Corrective Mechanisms - explains how a state of equilibrium (or balance) is 

ensured or re-established between and amongst a socio-technical system. As a causal 

structure, it drives the return to balance of the system (between two or more subsystems) that 

leads to the observable event of equilibrium. Within the study, the changes were those 

incremental adaptations that generally succeed in punctuations of the IS system (Lyytinen & 

Newman, 2008). They can be represented by IS terms like 'maintenance' or 'normal project 

operation' (Lyytinen & Hirschheim, 1988; Markus & Keil, 1994), which illustrates the internal 

potential of the design choices (Figure 5.5). The events produced due to these Corrective 

Mechanisms will not surface at the empirical level and will generally escape those studies 

deploying a generative mechanism lens. However, they form an essential part of the digital 

platform's deployment and are essential to highlight and illustrate their position in a digital 

transformation. 

6.7 Final thoughts 

Over the seven years from 2013 to 2019, the HPEFS study highlighted how integrating 

architectural layers enabled the digital platform designs and business outcomes observed 

through a generative mechanism lens. As a complete participant for the duration of the study, I 

reflected on what would help an organisation endure. The digital platform can significantly 

impact when correctly designed, developed, and deployed. However, stepping back a little 

further from the case, I contend that the following quote ultimately provides the final word and 

possible backdrop to the success of a digital transformation : 

"It is not the strongest of the species that survives, nor the most intelligent that survives. It is 

the one that is the most adaptable to change." 

Charles Darwin (1809 ς 1822) 
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APPENDICES 

Appendix 1: Literature Review Methodology ς Ψ{ŜŀǊŎƘ and !ŎǉǳƛǎƛǘƛƻƴΩ 

Appendix 1.1 A hermeneutic framework for the literature review process 

The process is made up of two major hermeneutic circles that are mutually intertwined (Figure 

!мΦмύΦ ¢ƘŜ Ψsearch and acquisitionΩ ŎƛǊŎƭŜ ƛǎ ŦƻŎǳǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŜǇǎ ǘƻ ǎŜŀǊŎƘ ǘƘŜ ƭƛǘŜǊŀǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ 

ŀǘǘŀƛƴ ƳƻǊŜ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ŘƻƳŀƛƴ ƻŦ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ΨproblemΩ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅΦ  

Success is the identification of more relevant sources of information and through reading to 

develop understanding. 

 

Figure A1.1 A hermeneutic framework for the literature review process 
(adapted from Boell & Cecez-Kecmanovic, 2014) 

¢ƘŜ ǎǘŜǇǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ Ψsearch and acquisitionΩ ŎƛǊŎƭŜ ŀǊŜ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ Table A1.1: 

Step Description 

Searching 

¶ Searching for relevant articles through the use of search 
operators within academic sources and when necessary to go 
beyond the database search. 

¶ Focus on search techniques to quickly drill down into highly 
relevant material (precision). 

Analysis &
Interpretation

Data extraction

Critical 
Assessment

Mapping and 
Classification

Identify 
Research 
Problem 

&
Research 
questions
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Expand & 
Refining
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Selecting
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Initial idea
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Section 2.4.1

Section 2.3
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Step Description 

Sorting 
¶ Applying different methods to sorting the articles found in the 

search (e.g., dates, citations, and relevance). 

Selecting 
¶ Defining and applying criteria to decide based on relevance what 

to carry out orientation-based reading on. 

Reading 
(Orientational) 

¶ Developing an initial understanding through ΨorientationalΩ 
reading to position the study. 

¶ Reviewing the title and initial read (i.e., abstract, introduction 
and conclusion) of the paper for preliminary, but brief, 
assessment to gain an overall impression of the content (Wallace 
& Wray, 2016). 

¶ AǇǇƭȅƛƴƎ ǎŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ŎǊƛǘŜǊƛŀ ŦƻǊ ǎǳōǎŜǉǳŜƴǘ ŘŜŜǇŜǊ ΨanalyticalΩ 
reading (part of the search and acquisition circle). 

Expand & Refining 

¶ Based on reading & ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ Ψanalysis and 
interpretationΩ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘȅ ǘƻ decide, if necessary, to 

o Expand the search approach i.e., different journals or 
sources. 

o Refine ǘƘŜ ǎŜŀǊŎƘ ΨcriteriaΩ ǘƻ ŦƻŎǳǎ ƻƴ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ŀǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ 
interest. 

¶ Identify improvements in the search strategies to achieve 
greater precision in subsequent searches. 

Table A1.1 Search and Acquisition (adapted from Boell & Cecez-Kecmanovic, 2014) 

¢ƘŜ Ψanalysis and interpretationΩ circle ƛǎ ŀ Ŏƻƴǘƛƴǳŀǘƛƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ Ψsearch and acquisitionΩ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǘƘŜ 

focus is to go deeper into the literature. Table A1.2 provides a summary of the activities involved. 

¢ƘŜ ŘŜǘŀƛƭǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŜǇǎ ŦǊƻƳ Ψmapping and classificationΩ ǘƻ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊƳǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǊŜ 

covered in the main text (Section 2.3) 

Step Description 

Reading 
(Analytical) 

¶ In-ŘŜǇǘƘΣ ΨanalyticalΩ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ƘŜƭǇ ƛƴ ƳŀǇǇƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŎƭŀǎǎƛŦȅƛƴƎΦ 

¶ To interpret and become immersed to achieve understanding. 

Data extraction 

¶ Lǎ ŀƴ ƻǳǘŎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ΨanalyticalΩ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎΦ 

¶ aŀƪƛƴƎ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛǾŜ ƴƻǘŜǎ ǘƻ ΨdeconstructΩ ǘƘŜ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜ ƛƴǘƻ ƪŜȅ 
elements e.g., 

o Understanding of the paper. 
o ¢ƘŜ ǇŀǇŜǊǎΩ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ƻǊ ŦƻŎǳǎΦ 
o Research questions being addressed. 
o Findings and proposals. 
o Key concepts and theories adopted. 
o Methodologies and approach. 
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Step Description 

Mapping & 
Classification 

¶ To systematically organise the Řŀǘŀ ŀƴŘ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ ƛǘ ƛƴ ŀ Ψsuccinct 
formΩ ƛΦŜΦΣ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘƛƴƎ ƎǊŀǇƘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ƻǊ ƛƴ ǘŀōƭŜǎ ǘƻ ŜƴŀōƭŜ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ 
assessment. 

¶ Mapping and classifying relevant ideas, findings, links, and 
contributions within the literature. 

¶ Goal to synthesise into logical groupings of patterns to reflect 
the key concepts. 

¶ A creative process that may lead to new questions and drive to 
identify new relevant material. 

Critical Assessment 

¶ Focus on analysis and evaluation. 

¶ Enable the identification of weaknesses and areas of limited 
research. 

¶ To provide the opportunity to problematise current knowledge 
by challenging assumptions. 

Identify Research 
Problem 

¶ Develop an ΨŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ ŀ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ƎŀǇΩ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ 
assessment. 

¶ 5ŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ƎŀǇ ƻǊ Ψproblematic assumptionsΩ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ 
importance as something to be solved. 

¶ ΨFormulationΩ ƻǊ ΨframingΩ ƛƴǘƻ ŀ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳΦ 

¶ The revision of the research problem may trigger a new round of 
search and acquisition. 

Identify Research 
Question 

¶ Transforming the research problem into a specific research 
question. 

¶ ²ƘŜǊŜ ŀƴǎǿŜǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ǿƛƭƭ ƘŜƭǇ ΨsolveΩ ǘƘŜ 
problem. 

¶ The research question(s) is what is empirically tested. 

Table A1.2 Analysis and Interpretation (adapted from Boell & Cecez-Kecmanovic, 2014) 

Appendix 1.2 Searching 

Sources (incl. Expand and Refining) - Selecting a bibliographic database was the initial decision 

before starting the searching process. From reviews of the various available sources, it came 

down to one of the main indexing databases, Web of Scienceϰ or Scopus®. I selected Scopus® 

ŀǎ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǎŜŜƴ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ άlargest abstract and citation database of peer-reviewed literatureέ ό9ƭǎŜǾƛŜǊΣ 

2022). It has content from 25,000 active journals and 7,000 publishers with detailed citation data 

and comprehensive export functionality for further analysis. As reproducibility and repeatability 

were important, I also found the creation of the search strings more intuitive, easier to set up 

and rerun than Web of Scienceϰ. 

I then focused on the leading journals for IS to provide the foundation of the literature review 

ό²ŜōǎǘŜǊ ϧ ²ŀǘǎƻƴΣ нллнύΦ ¢ƘŜ Ƴŀƛƴ ǎƻǳǊŎŜ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ ΨAIS Basket of EightΩ (AIS, 2022) 
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ς Table A1.3. The Academic Journal Guide (AJG) 2021 rating (formerly called the Association of 

Business Schools (ABS) rating) illustrates why these are some of the leading journals. A rating of 

4* ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎŜǎ ǘƘƻǎŜ ŀǎ Ψjournals of distinctionΩ ŀƴŘ Ψexemplars of excellenceΩΦ The next rating of 

Ψ4Ω ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘǎ ƧƻǳǊƴŀƭǎ ǿƘƻǎŜ ǇǳōƭƛǎƘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ǾƛŜǿŜŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ άmost original and best-executed 

researchέ ό/hartered Association of Business Schools, 2021:12). These high-quality ratings help 

to justify these journals as the main selection for the literature review. 

Journal AJG 2021 Rating Journal Citation Reports ϰ Rank 

MIS Quarterly 4* 1 

Information Systems Research 4* 5 

Journal of the Association for 
Information Systems 

4* 19 

Journal of Information 
Technology 

4 2 

Journal of Strategic Information 
Systems 

4 10 

Journal of Management 
Information Systems 

4 15 

Information Systems Journal 4 16 

European Journal of 
Information Systems 

4 17 

Table A1.3 AIS Basket of Eight (AIS, 2022) 

²ƘƛƭŜ ǘƘŜ ΨAIS Basket of EightΩ ό!L{Σ нлннύ provides the main source of the literature reviewed, I 

decided to broaden the journal coverage. I expanded, in a second iterative round of the process, 

by searching other highly ranked IS journals (Table A1.4). This helped the study to deliver higher 

quality research by taking a more concept-centric than publication-centric approach (Webster 

ϧ ²ŀǘǎƻƴΣ нллнύΦ ²ƘƛƭŜ ƴƻǘ ŀǎ ƘƛƎƘ ƛƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊŀǘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ΨAIS Basket of EightΩΣ ǘƘŜǎŜ 

ƧƻǳǊƴŀƭǎ ǇǳōƭƛǎƘ Ψwell-executedΩ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ŀƴŘ ŀǊŜ ǿŜƭƭ ǊŜƎŀǊŘŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ƎƛǾŜƴ ǘƘŜ Ψ3Ω ǊŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƻ 

justify their inclusion (Chartered Association of Business Schools, 2021). 

Journal AJG 2021 Rating Journal Citation Reports ϰ Rank 

Information and Management 3 12 

Decision Support Systems 3 13 

Information organization 3 21 

Information Systems Frontiers 3 26 

Information Technology and 
People 

3 35 

Table A1.4 Additional literature to augment the AIS Basket of Eight 
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Another expansion of the sources in this second round was to include the proceedings from AIS 

conferences (https://aisnet.org/page/Conferences - Table A1.5). These provided an additional 

valuable source of literature as they are seen as the primary conferences for IS academics and 

research-oriented practitioners. 

Conference Conference details 

International Conference on Information Systems 
(ICIS) 

https://aisnet.org/page/ICISPage 

European Conference on Information Systems 
(ECIS) 

https://aisnet.org/page/ECISPage 

The Americas Conference on Information Systems 
(AMCIS) 

https://aisnet.org/page/AMCISPage 

Pacific Asia Conference on Information Systems 
(PACIS) 

https://aisnet.org/page/PACISPage 

Table A1.5 AIS Conferences 

The third iterative round of literature came about from the reading step throughout and 

attending various online webinars, research seminars within the college, conferences, and many 

other interactions. Once something was identified as of potential interest, they were captured 

in a third group, from where I followed the same process i.e., if promising, to follow through 

with analysis and interpretation.  

I used an available ranking compiled by the Education University of Hong Kong (2022) for the 

relatively small number of academically published books included. While no internationally 

accepted system for the ranking of academic publishers of books they present an amalgamation 

of three ranking lists of (1) Australian Political Studies Association (APSA), (2) Socio-Economic 

and Natural Sciences of the Environment (SENSE) and (3) Centre for Resource Studies for Human 

Development (CERES) of the University of Utrecht. The publishers are ranked as A*, A, B or C 

where they assign the highest from the three lists for a given academic publisher. Examples of 

the A* rankings include Cambridge University Press, Chicago University Press, Columbia 

University Press, Oxford University Press to name but a few. Throughout, the sources were 

selected from A*, A or B. 

FinallyΣ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅΣ ǎƻƳŜ ƭƛǘŜǊŀǘǳǊŜ ǳǎŜŘ ƛǎ ŘŜŜƳŜŘ ŀǎ Ψ1st TierΩ ƻŦ Ǝrey literature (Adams 

et al., 2016). While not peer-reviewed, tier-one is generally where there is greater editorial 

control and confidence to which the expertise of the author(s) can be established. Examples 

from industry sources such as the International Data Corporation (IDC), Forbes, Gartner and 

https://aisnet.org/page/Conferences
https://aisnet.org/page/ICISPage
https://aisnet.org/page/ECISPage
https://aisnet.org/page/AMCISPage
https://aisnet.org/page/PACISPage
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McKinsey provided additional perspective and market insights to digital platforms and digital 

transformation for the study. The other grey literature was published material from HPEFS and 

their competitors, all of which was available in the public domain. Other internal material to 

HPEFS was referenced and if presented was redacted to preserve commercial sensitivity. 

Searching ς before going with a range of search terms, I decided to include a search on those 

ΨscholarsΩ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ ǎŜŜƴ ŀǎ ΨspecialistsΩ ƛƴ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ŀƴŘ ƘƛƎƘƭȅ ǊŜƎŀǊŘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛŜƭŘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ 

ƛƴ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ǿŀǎ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ΨconversationΩ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ L ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƴƎ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ 

study (Huff, 2009). The search of publications by author, included in the literature review, are 

outlined in Table A1.6, across all three rounds. They appeared as authors or co-authors a total 

of 85 times in round one, 19 in round two and finally 28 in round three. 

Author Publications 
in AIS Basket 

of 8 

2nd Round 3rd Round 

Ola Henfridsson 17 4 2 

Kalle Lyytinen 8 1 4 

Eric Monteiro 5 1 0 

Amrit Tiwana 20 2 0 

Annabelle Gawer 0 0 8 

Michael Cusumano 0 0 4 

Peter Evans 0 0 2 

Marshall Van Alstyne 3 3 4 

M. C. Boudreau 9 1 0 

 Youngjin Yoo 19 6 0 

Geoffrey Parker 4 1 4 

Table A1.6 Key Authors on Platforms or Digital Platforms 

Next, a broad range of terms was selected to reflect the diversity used in the titles, abstracts, 

ŀƴŘ ƪŜȅǿƻǊŘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ǎŜŀǊŎƘ ǘŜǊƳǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ΨAIS Basket of EightΩ ŀǊŜ ŎŀǇǘǳǊŜŘ ƛƴ 

Table A1.7. It became clear that other terms were necessary to capture the widest range of 

literature and at this stage to focus on inclusion than exclusion (Tranfield et al., 2003; Denyer & 

Tranfield, 2009; Okoli & Schabram, 2010). This search gave rise to a total of 519 articles for 

sorting. 



APPENDICES 

197 
 

Key Search Terms 1st Qty 

άtƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ 5ŜǎƛƎƴέ V 5 

άtƭŀǘŦƻǊƳέ V 302 

ά9ŎƻǎȅǎǘŜƳέ V 57 

ά¢ǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴέ !b5 ά5ƛƎƛǘŀƭέ !b5 άtƭŀǘŦƻǊƳέ V 9 

ά¦ǎŜǊέ !b5 ά!ŎŎŜǇǘŀƴŎŜέ !b5 άtƭŀǘŦƻǊƳέ V 4 

ά¢ǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴέ !b5 ά!ŎŎŜǇǘŀƴŎŜέ ŀƴŘ άtƭŀǘŦƻǊƳέ V 0 

ά!ŎŎŜǇǘŀƴŎŜέ ŀƴŘ άtƭŀǘŦƻǊƳέ V 4 

ά¢ǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴέ !b5 ά9ŎƻǎȅǎǘŜƳέ V 4 

άtƭŀǘŦƻǊƳέ !b5 ά9ƳŜǊƎŜƴǘέ ƻǊ άǇǊƻƎǊŜǎǎƛƻƴέ hw άLƴƴƻǾŀǘƛƻƴέ 
hw ά¦ƴŦƻƭŘέ hw άDǊŀŘǳŀƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέ 

V 47 

άtƭŀǘŦƻǊƳέ !b5 άwŜǳǎŜέ hw άwŜŘŜǎƛƎƴέ hw άwŜǳǎŀōƭŜέ V 4 

άLƴǘǊŀǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳέ hw άLƴǘǊŀ-ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳέ V 1 

άLƴǘǊŀǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳέ hw άLƴǘǊŀ-ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳέ !b5 ά5ŜǎƛƎƴέ V 0 

ά!ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜέ !b5 άaŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳέ hw άDŜƴŜǊŀǘƛǾŜέ V 17 

Table A1.7 Key Search terms and article quantity from Round 1 (within the AIS Basket of Eight) 

Within ǊƻǳƴŘ ƻƴŜΣ L ŀƭǎƻ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ŀƴȅ ǊŜǾƛŜǿ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜǎ ŦƻǊ άPlatform DesignέΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ ƭƛƳƛǘŜŘ 

ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ΨAIS Basket of EightΩ ŀƴŘ ȅƛŜƭŘŜŘ ŀƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ 57 documents for consideration. The round 

one total of 604 ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜƴ ǎƻǊǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜ ǘƘƻǎŜ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜǎ ŦƻǊ ΨorientationalΩ reading. 

Leveraging the output from the first round, I narrowed down the search terms for the next group 

ƻŦ Ψ3Ω ǊŀǘŜŘ ƧƻǳǊƴŀƭǎ ǘƻ ŦƻǳǊΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǘƘǊŜǿ ǳǇ ŀ ǘƻǘŀƭ ƻŦ 307 articles (Table A1.8). 

Key Search Term 2nd Qty 

άtƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ 5ŜǎƛƎƴέ V 
36 

ά5ƛƎƛǘŀƭ tƭŀǘŦƻǊƳέ V 170 

άtƭŀǘŦƻǊƳέ hw ά9ŎƻǎȅǎǘŜƳέ hw άLƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜέ !b5 ŀƴȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
key authors 

V 
20 

ά5ƛƎƛǘŀƭ ¢ǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴέ V 81 

Table A1.8 Key search terms and article quantity from Round 2 

The third iterative round of literature, as mentioned, came about from the reading step in 

rounds one and two, from attending various online webinars, research seminars within the 

college, conferences, and many other interactions. References of potential interest were 
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captured and grouped. While a much more diverse group, I was selective based on the journal 

or publications rating. The final count of this group was 72 (see Table A1.9 by journal and 

publication rating). 

Journal/publication rating Qty 

4* rating AJG 17 

4 rating AJG 10 

3 Rating AJG 19 

2 Rating AJG 12 

A Rating Publications 4 

B Rating Publication 2 

Grey Literature 5 

Conference Proceedings 3 

Table A1.9 Journal/publication references from round 3 

In summary, the searching process yielded a total of 979 articles publications or books for sorting 

(Table A1.10). As some were presented more than one time in searches, I had to filter out to 

arrive at the unique quantity of 836. The next step of sorting was to determine which references 

would be considered foǊ ΨorientationalΩ reading. 

Round Qty Unique references 

Round 1 604 468 

Round 2 307 296 

Round 3 72 72 

TOTAL 983 836 

Table A1.10 ¢ƻǘŀƭ WƻǳǊƴŀƭκǇǳōƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ΨǎŜŀǊŎƘƛƴƎΩ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ 

Appendix 1.3 Sorting and Selecting 

With such a large number of articles, I had to carefully consider how to filter out those that may 

ƴƻǘ ōŜ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ ōŜŦƻǊŜ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎΦ ¢ƻ ŀŎƘƛŜǾŜ ǘƘƛǎΣ L ŘŜǾƛǎŜŘ ŀ Ψpractical screenΩ ŦƻǊ ƛƴŎƭǳǎƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ 

ŜȄŎƭǳǎƛƻƴΣ ŀƴ Ψinitial weeding outΩ ό¢ǊŀƴŦƛŜƭŘ et al., 2003; Denyer & Tranfield, 2009; Okoli & 

Schabram, 2010). Table A1.11 outlines the 3-step sorting and selecting approach, completed to 

down-select the articles presented in the searching step: 
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Step Filter Focus of filter 

1 INCLUDE if either 

¶ Key Author (Table A1.6) OR 

¶ Highly cited article (> 20 citations) OR 

¶ Was returned more than 2 times in the 
searches. 

Identify high relevance due 
to the Author, has 
potential due to its high 
citation or uses a broad 
range of terms in the title, 
abstract or in keywords. 

2 INCLUDE 

¶ Title Review of the NOs from step 1 to decide 
if relevant. 

EXCLUDE if 

¶ Article title from Key Author deemed not 
relevant. 

¶ Title review from highly cited article deemed 
not relevant. 

Judgement review of all 
the reference TITLEs to 
determine what could be 
added or removed. 

3 EXCLUDE if 

¶ Rating not from AJG (2, 3, 4 or 4*) 

¶ Not from AIS Conferences 

Preliminary quality screen 
based on academic rating 
(Okoli & Schabram, 2010). 

Table A1.11 Total Journal/publication ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ΨǎŜŀǊŎƘƛƴƎΩ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ 

A detailed protocol document was created to outline the specific steps from running the queries 

in Scopus®, exporting the full data set into excel, to sorting and selecting. It was key to being 

able to repeat through each round. Table A1.12 outlines the summary of the number of 

references included in the reading step that subsequently followed. 

Round Initial search Unique Exclude Include 

Round 1 604 468 366 102 

Round 2 307 296 260 36 

Round 3 72 72 45 27 

TOTAL 983 836 671 165 

Table A1.12 {ǳƳƳŀǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ΨǎƻǊǘƛƴƎΩ ŀƴŘ ΨǎŜƭŜŎǘƛƴƎΩ ǎǘŜǇǎ 

Appendix 1.4 Reading 

This represented the ΨorientationalΩ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎ ǎǘŜǇ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ INCLUDE references (Table A1.12). As 

mentioned, this was to position the literature within platforms and more specifically digital 

platforms. The key part of this step was to provide the highly relevant papers and literature for 

ǎǳōǎŜǉǳŜƴǘ ΨanalyticalΩ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎΦ !fter reading the abstract, introduction and conclusion, I 

summarised the initial understanding of the paper, based on extracting data from three aspects, 
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(1) to (3), see next. An initial categorising (4) and questions (5) that could be answered in 

subsequeƴǘ ΨanalyticalΩ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎΣ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜŘ ǘƘƛǎ ǎǘŜǇΥ 

(1) The key focus of the paper - summarising the domain and main output or article goal. 

(2) Context - details of the type of study, timeframes, organisations involved or general 

situation. 

(3) The real-world problem the research was tackling (if called out). 

(4) Initial categorising ς proposed, initial category to assign the paper that captures the 

essence from a digital platform perspective (Categories - Business Value; Design 

selection; Design Strategy; Competition). 

(5) Key questions to ask about the article όƻƴ ΨanalyticalΩ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎύ ς questions and 

clarifications that would potentially be useful on further reading. 

The selection process was based on an initial assessment to determine relevance. In an overall 

sense, relevance was based on making choices around digital platforms (such as embedding new 

technologies) and how this could influence a digital transformation. The criteria for assessing 

relevance from the literature was by judging the levels on how they: 

(1) Offered the reader guidance from the perspective of a digital platform or digital 

transformation to achieve an outcome.  

(2) Explained choices or relationships on/within a digital platform and their subsequent 

impact internal to the organisation or external or outcomes (why).  

The relevance assessment gave rise to rating levels and criteria are summarised in Table A1.13. 

Rating Level Criteria 

HIGHLY RELEVANT 

¶ Provides clear insights in multiple ways to 
leverage or explain. 

¶ Very good examples of connecting to the how 
and why for digital platform design. 

¶ Applicability is high at the architectural level. 

MEDIUM 
RELEVANCE 

¶ Provides some good insights 

¶ Applicability is present at a general level. 

LIMITED 
RELEVANCE 

¶ Provides limited insights. 

¶ Applicability is possible but low. 

NO RELEVANCE 

¶ Provides no insights as focus or findings are 
not relevant to digital platform design. 

¶ Uncertainty as to its application to digital 
platform design. 

Table A1.13 Relevance Ratings 
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The level was assessed against the following characteristics or factors of the papers, considered 

within the lens of a digital platform, infrastructure, or ecosystem: 

(5) Examining and investigating a particular aspect within a digital platform, 

infrastructure, or ecosystem ς looking at and understanding its impact, its influence, 

key drivers or required conditions. Presenting insights on specific elements, 

components, or attributes of a digital platform, infrastructure or ecosystem. Defining 

the digital platform, organisational structure, or development processes to achieve a 

specific outcome.  

(6) Proposing design principles based on a research endeavour. 

(7) Establishing a new or augmented theoretical model / conceptualisation / emergence 

of key concepts / framework ς from analysis and proposals about design in a digital 

platform, infrastructure or ecosystem. 

(8) Demonstrating a relevant ΨAΩ that causes ΨBΩ. ²ƘŜǊŜ ΨBΩ ǿŀǎ areas, such as achieving 

value-based outcomes, how specifics in a digital strategy influence design, interactions 

from stakeholders in a digital platform (customers, developers, other companies) etc. 

Appendix 1.5 Analytical Reading and Data extraction 

The outcomes from in-depth, ΨanalyticalΩ reading help to map and classify the literature. It is the 

combination of these key actions with a critical assessment that drive towards understanding. 

The goal is to interpret and become immersed in the material to achieve understanding. Data 

extraction is an outcome of ΨanalyticalΩ reading by making extensive notes based on 

ΨdeconstructingΩ ǘƘŜ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜ ƛƴǘƻ ƪŜȅ ŎƻƳǇƻƴŜƴǘǎ (Boell & Cecez-Kecmanovic, 2014). It builds on 

ǘƘŜ ΨorientationalΩ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎ ƻǳǘǇǳǘ ŀƴŘ ŜȄǘŜƴŘǎ ǘƘŜ ƪŜȅ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ǘŀƪŜƴ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ 

(Table A1.14). The recurring objective was to expand understanding of the field and the 

approaches taken in each study, their motivation, theories, findings, and contributions. This gave 

rise to a more in-depth set of data collected from the literature and in some cases, papers were 

revisited based on a reference being made in another. 
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Components Description 

Key focus of the paper 

¶ Capturing the core focus of the paper i.e., summarising 
the domain and main output or article goal. 

¶ Revisited in ΨanalyticalΩ reading and revised, if 
necessary, ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭ ΨorientationalΩ ǊŜǾƛŜǿΦ 

Context 

¶ Details of the type of study, timeframes, organisations 
involved or general situation. 

¶ Revisited in ΨanalyticalΩ reading and revised, if 
necessary, ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭ ΨorientationalΩ ǊŜǾƛŜǿΦ 

Real-world problem 

¶ Real-world problems, challenges or questions that are 
addressed by the study. 

¶ ²ƘŜǊŜ ƭƛǘǘƭŜ ΨŀǘǘŜƴǘƛƻƴΩ has been paid, areas that are 
poorly understood or limited knowledge that support 
the motivation for the study. 

¶ Revisited in ΨanalyticalΩ reading and revised, if 
necessary, ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭ ΨorientationalΩ ǊŜǾƛŜǿΦ 

Theory / theoretical lens 
/ concepts 

¶ Theoretical concepts applied in the paper to 
o Explain how it influences or impacts a given 

platform-based situation. 
o As a lens for a study to assess its impact. 
o That proposed new conceptual or theoretical 

models. 
o Explain relationships. 

Proposals / statements 

¶ The proposal from the paper e.g. 
o How the theories are applied. 
o Frameworks or models to help in explanation 

¶ Details of the examinations based on specific 
theoretical lenses. 

¶ Revisited in ΨanalyticalΩ reading and revised, if 
necessary, ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭ ΨorientationalΩ ǊŜǾƛŜǿΦ 

Key findings 
¶ Revisited in ΨanalyticalΩ reading and revised, if 

necessary, ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭ ΨorientationalΩ ǊŜǾƛŜǿΦ 

Contribution 
¶ The contribution the author(s) call out that they are 

making with the paper. 

Research questions ¶ Stated research question from paper (if called out). 

Relevance to HPEFS 
¶ What can be seen as relevant from the case ς reflecting 

on potential events that may connect. 

Relevance 
¶ Revised based on the criteria, set as either High, 

Medium, Limited or No relevance. 

Table !мΦмп YŜȅ Řŀǘŀ ŜȄǘǊŀŎǘƛƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ ΨŀƴŀƭȅǘƛŎŀƭΩ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎΦ 

¢ƘŜ ƻǳǘǇǳǘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ΨanalyticalΩ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎ ǎǘŜǇ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ǘƘŜ Ǌŀǿ ƳŀǘŜǊƛŀƭ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƳŀǇǇƛƴƎ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎΦ 

The selection of data allowed the presentation of the topography and key aspects of the 
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literature. The aƛƳ ǿŀǎ ǘƻ άsynthesize the relevant literature into a compact classification that 

describes major views/approaches, contributions, authors and sources, etc.έ (Boell & Cecez-

Kecmanovic, 2014:266). Section 2.4 provides a comprehensive outline of the steps and key 

output from the literature review from mapping and classification to the formulation of the 

research question. 
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Appendix 2 Concept Matrix Reference categorisation 

 

VALUE Creation 

What drives value that will influence design choice. 

Reference Reference focus 

Abraham et al. (2013) 
Explaining Technology Acceptance (Value creation from higher 
acceptance). 

Adomavicius et al. 
(2008) 

Decision process - Investment decisioning (business value) and 
Technology Forecasting. 

Anand et al. (2016) 
Key Success factors (KSFs) for Digital Data Stream Investments (as 
criteria for value). 

Baird et al. (2016) 
Willingness to Pay (WTP) between Premium Extensions or Free 
Extensions. 

Bakos & Katsamakas 
(2008) 

Value within a 2-Sided Network & specifically Internet platforms 
(where have Buyers and Sellers). 

Burton-Jones & Grange 
(2013) 

Effective use of IT - Value driven from the 'effective' use. 

Ceccagnoli et al. (2012) 
Optimal structure to execute e2e (external 3rd party software 
providers). 

Chatterjee et al. (2002) 
Key hi-level management tasks (to drive "web assimilation" to 
achieve operational and strategic benefit). 

Claussen et al. (2013) 
Design 'policy' to drive higher user engagement (incentive driven 
to give access to more users if better engagement). 

Doll et al. (2004) 
Measuring User Satisfaction - creating and testing of End User 
Computing Satisfaction (EUCS) instrument. 

Fichman (2004) 
(1) Option valuation technique for emerging information 
Technology (IT) - when to take the lead to innovate 
(2) 12 factors to help define value and strategy for the IT activity. 

Ghazawneh & Mansour 
(2015) 

Creation of a synthesis of value creation perspectives and digital 
platforms to understand value creation in a digital application 
marketplace. 

Hackney et al. (2004) 

A Strategic decision framework for (1) Evolutionary change, (2) 
Value creation and (3) Management of change 
and 3 key steps to sustain (a) Value generation and (b) Facilitate 
business services innovation. 

Jiang et al. (2018) 
HERDING - proxy or type of explanation of platform adoption - 
outline of what can increase and decrease adoption based on 
following predecessor(s). 

Jung et al. (2019) 
Providing a model and answers to the policy decision(s) to drive an 
industry with a 2-sided market. 

Kallinikos et al. (2013) 
Impact of changing functional relationships between artifacts and 
impact on appearance and form of the artifacts - impacting on the 
value and utility of the artifact. 

Kari et al (2020) 

Understanding the characteristics that drive the relationship 
between the situation context (within an Exergame - Wii) 
=> and Use Continuance (post-experience, continued use - based 
on drives +ve or -ve experience (incidents) which equals value. 
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VALUE Creation 

What drives value that will influence design choice. 

Reference Reference focus 

Khan et al. (2013) 

To realise value from investments in the IT infrastructure and 
exercise the 'option' at the right time - through a time option 
valuation model to analyse the situation (based on a discounted 
cashflow model and growth option modelling). 

Kim et al. (2018) 
Exploration of the process of value co-creation in an ecosystem 
when there isn't a focal (or main platform provider). 

Kyomuhangi-Manyindo 
et al. (2021) 

Key focus on Users, their tasks, and the environment and how 
these factors impact on usability. 

Lusch & Nambisan 
(2015) 

Building from 6 x service innovation themes a tripartite framework 
for service innovation: 
(1) Service ecosystems - actor-2-actor structure 
(2) Services platforms - for service exchange 
(3) Value cocreation - customer need for a solution 

Ozdemir et al. (2011) 

Value that is enabled / reduced by the adoption of platform as part 
of the overall 'business activity'. A platform that brings a Services 
Provider (e.g., health care) and consumer (e.g., patient) - the value 
to both participants is key consideration to adoption IF it is 
reduced by adoption of any of the participants. Using incentives to 
reduce impact and to encourage adoption. 

Saarikko (2015) 
By applying servitisation as a theoretical framework to 
demonstrate the influence of Value propositions to the evolution 
of a digital platform. 

Song et al. (2018) 

Understanding of the cross-network effects (CNEs) within a 
platform (Apps-Users) 
Using value creation / capture process as a form of measurement 
(Use Value and Exchange Value) 
Show that CNEs are not necessarily asymmetric, the effect is 
temporal i.e., long term and short effects are different. 

Suseno et al. (2018) 

How value is created (as describe by newly merged value 
categories) resulting from value creating practices that are driven 
by interactions between stakeholders  within a digital innovation 
framework. Stakeholder interaction and value creating practices 
that merge (hybridisation - table 3, p.343) to create value. 

Taudes (1998) 

IT investment decisions & software growth options 
the application of real options methods to provide a dynamic way 
to value is extendibility in a changing environment (flexible 
implementation of its options over the base configuration and the 
option but not the obligation to invest - flexible way to show it $$ 
wise). 

Taudes et al. (2000) 

Application of option pricing models (modified net present value 
(NPV) equation) as a decision-making tool to value implementation 
opportunities" practical advantages of using pricing options 
models to decide to (1) Continue with SAP R/2 or  (2) Switch to SAP 
R/3. 

Yoo (2010) 

Research opportunities (6 off) around experiential computing 
digitally mediated (bring about) embodied experiences => in 
everyday activities => through everyday artifacts => that have 
embedded computing capabilities. 
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Competitive moves 

Reacting to competition or competitive moves 

Reference Reference focus 

Anderson et al. (2014) 
Making a strategic decision between performance and content for 
'winning' strategy. 

Foerderer et al. (2019) 

To show that a platform owner will be distinguishable from its 
competitor by its (1) ABILITY to use knowledge transfer resources 
and (2) Effectiveness in integrating knowledge across the 
ecosystem participants (across knowledge boundaries). 

Gnyawali et al. (2010) 
A competitive move can be achieved through value co-creation 
with partners, forming strategic alliances & having more complex 
solutions. 

Halckenhäußer et al. 
(2021) 

Testing of 4 hypotheses to investigate when complementors face 
competition with platform owners. 

Jimenez & Arenas (2021) 
Explore and determine a set of mechanisms to show how firms 
balance between competition and cooperation on a digital 
platform. 

Kazan et al. (2018) 
3 x Competitive Strategies in network economies creates from a 
set of architectural digital platform profiles (6 off). 

Woodard et al. (2013) 
Conceptual model to explain how creating a 'stock' of platform 
designs (Design capital) that is owned by the firm can act as a 
foundation for a set of 'Design Moves'. 

 

 

Digital design strategy & options 
How to get to the future vision of the organisation 

Reference Reference focus 

Asadullah et al. (2018) 
The identification of 3 x categories of digital platform evolution 
mechanisms: (1) Platform Design, (2) Platform Operations & 
Capabilities and (3) Platform ecosystem and governance. 

Barrett et al. (2015) 
Review of 4 x papers on application of Service Innovation as a 
design strategy. 

Chanias (2017) 

Case study of a large financial services firm - proposal that shaping 
of a Digital Transformation strategy is an emerging activity from 
bottoms-up activities. In turn this is then formalised based on 
having (1) a shared target, (2) clear governance and (3) more 
deliberate strategy decisions. 
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Digital design strategy & options 
How to get to the future vision of the organisation 

Reference Reference focus 

Claussen et al. (2013) 
Design 'policy' to drive higher user engagement (incentive driven 
to give access to more users if better engagement). 

El Sawy et al. (2010) 

Strategic Dimension of how Information Technology (IT) can build 
a Strategic advantage in a turbulent environment. 
Digital Ecodynamics as a new phenomenon [Ecosystem dynamics] 
- made up of  (1) environmental turbulence, (2) dynamic 
capabilities, and (3) IT systems. 

Fang et al. (2018) 
Focus on (1) Digital Innovation (as strategic direction of what to do 
to realise value) & (2) Digital Entrepreneurship to drive digital 
ventures to take advantage of the digital innovation(s). 

Fichman (2004) 

(1) 12 FACTORS to help define value and strategy for the IT activity 
and (2) Option Valuation technique for emerging Information 
Technology (IT) to identify when to make the strategic decision to 
take the lead to innovate. 

Fichman et al. (2014) 

Digital Innovation (as strategic direction of what to do to realise 
value). Outline of a 4 x Step process to innovate (also part of the 
SDLC process): 
(1) Discovery 
(2) Development 
(3) Diffusion 
(4) Impact 

Gomber et al. (2018) 
Development of a FINTECH Innovation Mapping technique to 
assess if changes are transformational in a Business Model, to the 
Customer Experience and Service. 

Gregory et al. (2015) 

Investigation into strategic options to manage conflicts (6 x 
situations) in IT transformation. Adoption of ambidexterity 
resolution strategies (short- & Long-term goals; local vs global 
needs; blending IT and Business needs) as key decisions and trade-
offs made. 

Gregory et al. (2018) 
Key strategic input of IT consumerisation (or everyday IT) 
challenges and its impact on IT Governance. 

Gupta & Bose (2022) 

2 x longitudinal studies (digital start-ups in a Crowdfunding 
domain). Present a framework of how Digital Business 
Transformation (DBT) takes place in these types of entrepreneurial 
firms. This was shown to be achieved by the information exchange 
with the environment. 

Hackney et al. (2004) 

A Strategic decision framework for (1) Evolutionary change, (2) 
Value creation and (3) Management of change and 3 key steps to 
sustain (a) value generation and (b) facilitate business services 
innovation. 

Henfridsson & Bygstad 
(2013) 

3 x Generative Mechanisms - Innovation, Scaling & Adoption - core 
content of each mechanism gives a design strategy requirement - 
direction for the strategic choice fƻǊ ŜǾƻƭǳǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŀ ŦƛǊƳΩǎ 
infrastructure. 
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Digital design strategy & options 
How to get to the future vision of the organisation 

Reference Reference focus 

Henfridsson & Lind 
(2014) 

 Information system strategising focus through activity-based 
production of strategy content. Driven or built on local technology 
-mediated practices. 

Henfridsson & Lindgren 
(2010) 

Study of User Involvement practices (getting the User involved in 
the development of the product) and how they need to be 
'adapted' with the development cycle for things such as context, 
being part of a temporary system relationship etc. 

Hogberg et al. (2021) 

2 x case studies to understand how new technologies, new market 
actors, or new customer behaviours can digitally disrupt. Outlines 
3 x strategic responses: (1) Expanding the ecosystem, (2) Increase 
the strength of the links of the digital and business strategies  and 
(3) improving the relationships with the users. 

Holmqvist & Pessi (2006) 
Case study at Volvo to demonstrate that agility in IT initiatives can 
be achieved through (1) Scenario development and (2) keep 
projects sized to nurture learning. 

Huang et al. (2017) 

3 x approaches to platform development - based on identified 
generative mechanisms): (1) Data-driven Operations, (2) Instant 
Releases and (3) Swift transformations to aid in Rapid Scaling of a 
business. 

Jha et al. (2016) 

Study of the evolution of an IT Ecosystem and identified: 
(a) 5 phases of evolution of the ecosystem and (b) Definition of the 
critical elements of the ecosystem that includes three key features 
of lasting ICT-based solutions. 

Kathuria et al. (2018) 

Model to help understanding the strategic appropriation path to 
explain the linkage from (1) Technology (Cloud Computing in the 
study) to (2) Integration of the capabilities (Cloud integration), (3) 
the changed Business Portfolio Capability to (4) the resulting 
business flexibility and finally the impact to (5) Firm performance. 

Kovacevic-Opacic & 
Marjanovic (2020) 

Applying co-evolution and punctuated equilibrium to understand 
the ongoing process of digital platform strategy. 

Legenvre et al. (2022) 
Highlighted 4 x strategic maneuverers to take advantage of open 
technologies to drive competitive advantage. Outlined a 5-level 
strategic roadmap to realise the desired advantage. 

Lindgren et al. (2008) 

Using IT systems, that are dynamic, to enable boundary spanning 
i.e., making sense of peripheral information that is perceived 
relevant to expand the knowledge at the "centre" - to help 
manage the distribution and specialisation of work and context 
driven. 

Lowry et al. (2017) 

Focus on Privacy / Security Research  in Information Systems (IS). 
Key IS artifacts of Ethics, Information, Legal, Organisational, 
Person, Process, Protection, Social, Technology, threat, and 
vulnerability. 
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Digital design strategy & options 
How to get to the future vision of the organisation 

Reference Reference focus 

Markus & Loebbecke 
(2013) 

Strategic decisions: 
(1) Business Community (overlapping ecosystems of competing 
orchestrators in defined areas of business activity) 
(2) Standardised (to the user specifically = customised) vs. 
Commoditised (used by all) of the digital business processes.           
(3) Customisable digital platform (shared by many companies) vs. 
Business community platforms (tailored for use by all members of 
business community). 

Metzler & Muntermann 
(2021) 

The impact of digital transformation on an organisations' business 
model. New insights presented by looking at changes that occur in 
the business model, challenges of these changes and responses of 
the organisation to the challenges. 

Rolland et al. (2018) 

Making the strategic choices between Digital Options (new 
technical and informational features that will increase the 
ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳΩǎ ǾŀƭǳŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴύ ŀƴŘ 5ƛƎƛǘŀƭ 5Ŝōǘ όƳŀƛƴǘŀƛƴŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ 
evolvability of the platform - handling future changes and needs) - 
focus on the INTERACTIONS between each. 

Sawy et al. (2016) 

Identifying the foundational building blocks for Digital Leadership: 
(1) Business Strategy  
(2) Business Models  
(3) Enterprise platforms 
(4) People Mindsets & Skill sets 
(5) The IT function  
(6) The workplace  
With digitalisation moves in 3 areas, built on the foundation 
building blocks to achieve the leadership: 
(1) Products 
(2) Marketing 
(3) Enterprise Platform 

Sebastian et al. (2017) 

Achieving digital transformation through 2 x Digital strategies that 
defines a SMACIT-inspired value proposition: 
(1) Customer engagement to achieve superior experience. 
(2) Digitised solutions where the value proposition is built on 
products, service and data. 
To execute on the strategy requires 2 x technology enabled assets: 
(a) An operational backbone - to enable operational excellence 
and efficiency. 
(b) Digital services platform - to enable business agility and rapid 
innovation of new solutions. 

Siegel & Gabryelczyk 
(2021) 

Presenting a framework for Digital Transformation (DT) in public 
administration setting - four key streams of (1) Shaping and 
communicating the DT offerings, (2) Designing offers and 
stakeholder engagement, (3) Deployment and promotion and (4) 
Improvement and innovation of the DT offers. 
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Digital design strategy & options 
How to get to the future vision of the organisation 

Reference Reference focus 

Soto Setzke et al. (2021) 
Identifying configurations of digital transformation strategies from 
17 x case studies. Focus on Digital services innovation (DSI) and 
what leads to success. 

Törmer (2018) 
Identifying 3 x generative mechanisms of the digitalisation within 
the LEGO group - (1) Modular Upgradability, (2) Economics of 
Substitution and (3) Reproduction. 

Woodard et al. (2013) 
Conceptual model to explain how creating a 'stock' of platform 
designs (Design capital) that is owned by the firm can act as a 
foundation for a set of 'Design Moves'. 

Yaraghi et al. (2015) 

Strategies to drive the adoption and usage of digital platforms for 
the exchange of health information in a B2B environment (Medical 
practice to medical practice). Requires co-creation, multi-sided 
platform, self-service technologies to provides value to user. The 
results are influenced by the typography of the stakeholders, the 
isomorphic effects of 'larger' stakeholders that influence the 
actions of 'smaller' ones. 

Ye & Kankanhalli (2018) 

Strategic decision to the approach to development within the 
Software Development Lifecycle - User driven innovation through 
lead users on a platform and providing the technology (Toolkits) 
and policies/rules to enable it. 

Yoo et al. (2005) 
The strategic role standards in promoting, enabling, and 
constraining innovation through the theoretical lens of ANT - Actor 
Network Theory. 

Yoo et al. (2010) 

Proposal of a Layered modular architecture as a hybrid (on a 
continuum) of (1) the Modular Architecture of a physical product 
and (2) the layered architecture of digital technology with loosely 
couple components and varying degree of technology embedded. 
Demonstrate that the digital product platform is a source of digital 
innovation. 

 

 

Design selection 
(a) Making functionality based 'strategic' decisions. 
(b) Design principles (lower level) to guide decisions 

Reference Reference focus 

Blaschke & Brosius 
(2018) 

Present 4 x models of balancing Control and Generativity: (1) 
Contextual, (2) Structural, (3) Temporal and (4) Dominal Balance. 

Constantiou et al. (2017) 
Focus on user type & economic sharing between Platform owner 
and users. 
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Design selection 
(a) Making functionality based 'strategic' decisions. 
(b) Design principles (lower level) to guide decisions 

Reference Reference focus 

Du et al. (2014) 
Making the optimal business decision in the platform (tiering of 
digital content and outline the results of the authors assessment 
to revenue and traffic in the digital platform. 

Eaton et al. (2015) 
Maintaining Platform overall ownership and control while 
integrating external innovative capabilities through the 
Distributed tuning of Boundary resources e.g., APIs 

Engert et al. (2022) 
Identified 3 x synergistic complementor strategies to drive 
impactful products on digital platforms. 

Faber & de Reuver 
(2020) 

Study to close the gap on the extensibility of digital platforms. 
Focused on Openness, Control, Security, and privacy and how 
extensibility and generativity of a digital platform affect consumer 
decisions. 

Fischer et al. (2020) 

Focus on how 5 x companies utilised Business Process 
Management (BPM) to drive their digital transformation. 17 x 
recommendations identified and 3 x strategy archetypes: (1) 
Communication & Learning, (2) Unification & Optimisation and (3) 
Automation and Certification used in conjunction with 6 x meta 
objectives (Governance & Compliance, Management Support, 
Interaction Model, Education, Tool Support, Conventions & 
Guidelines). 

Flotgen et al. (2020) 

Through a model for the ecosystem of emerging Financial 
Regulation in order to extend the concepts of Boundary Resources 
to show that reporting digital platforms will need to be co-created 
with the framework due to the control of the sensitive data it will 
manage. 

Gal et al. (2008) 
Boundary Objects impact on being a mechanism to facilitate 
communication and shared understanding within the 
'infrastructure' i.e., not just a 'translation' device. 

Ghazawneh & 
Henfridsson (2013) 

Design of the boundary resources on a digital platform through 
the drivers of (1) Securing and (2) Resourcing. Understanding of 
the impact (relationship) on the connected 3rd party applications 
development. 

Giessmann & Legner 
(2016) 

Design principles for a viable Platform as a service (PaaS) business 
model - focus on value co-creation with partners by developing 
complementarity components and application. 

Hukal (2017) 

Looking a Modularity on a digital platform and the levels of Coarse 
and Granularity. The study revisits the role of interdependencies 
in platform evolution and the potential drivers of incremental 
innovation. 
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Design selection 
(a) Making functionality based 'strategic' decisions. 
(b) Design principles (lower level) to guide decisions 

Reference Reference focus 

Hukal et al. (2022) 

Identified 3 x synergistic complementor strategies to drive 
impactful products on digital platforms: (1) Content discoverability 
- ease for users to become aware of the complementors product, 
(2) Selective modularisation - investing in technical features and 
(3) Asset fortification - leveraging unique capabilities to ensure 
clear differentiation from competitive offerings. 

Iyer & Henderson (2012) 
Benefits and risk mitigation from the use of Cloud solutions (as a 
business and technical choice) that include gaining competitive 
advantage. 

Levkovskyi et al. (2021) 

Study focused on the gap of the operational level aspects of a 
digital transformation. Specific areas illustrated that business 
process transformation and key performance indicators are an 
important component to mastery of digital competencies 

Lohrenz et al. (2021) 

¦ǎƛƴƎ {ŜƭŦ 5ŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ¢ƘŜƻǊȅ ό{5¢ύ ǘƻ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ ŀ ǳǎŜǊΩǎ 
'well-being' on a digital platform to aid in its design. 13 x 
mechanisms identified to build a successful Digital platform that 
would help in the promotion of three of the fundamental 
constructs of SDT: (a) Autonomy, (b) Competence, (c) Relatedness. 

Lusch & Nambisan 
(2015) 

Identification of 6 x Service Innovation themes and a Tripartite 
framework based on  (1) Service ecosystem based on an  Actor-2-
Actor structure, (2) Services platforms for service exchange and  
(3) Value cocreation based on the customers need for a solution 

Lyytinen et al. (2016) 

The identified properties (5 off) of a digital infrastructure to 
support emerging innovation networks (4 off). Demonstrates how 
digitisation of the activity helps to  promote and sustain digital 
product innovation. 

Robey et al. (2002) 

Study of the implementation challenges and implications for a 
deployment of a new platform (ERP system in 13 firms). Findings 
that the ability to manage configurability knowledge realised 
higher assimilation. Identified two types of approaches that firms 
adopt: (1) piecemeal - focused on technology first vs. (2) 
concerted - focused on both technology and business processes. 

Sandberg et al. (2020) 

Use of Complex Adaptive Theory (CAS) to investigate the 
transformation of an analogue automation product platform and 
the ecosystem-centred organising logic. How the product platform 
digitisation leads to phase transitions and the mediating role of 3 x 
mechanisms: (1) Interaction rules, (2) Design Control and (3) 
Stimuli-response variety. 

Soh & Grover (2022) 

Assessment of the level of 'distributed sensemaking' on the 
innovations and content of the Platform Boundary Resources 
(PBRs) when released. The level of app complexity and relatedness 
to prior PBRs are important in the context of technological 
uncertainty that may exist. 
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Design selection 
(a) Making functionality based 'strategic' decisions. 
(b) Design principles (lower level) to guide decisions 

Reference Reference focus 

Staub et al. (2021) 

Focus on the acquisition of complementors and recommendation 
for larger companies for (1) Acquiring complementors, (2) Aligning 
ŀŎǉǳƛǎƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊƳΩǎ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΣ όнύ LƴǘŜƎǊŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ 
complementor and (4) ensuring coherency in the platform 
especially after diverse acquisitions. 

Tan et al. (2019) 

Presented 3 x key themes for IT-driven operational agility on 
platforms: (1) Resource or Task Interdependency (Pooled; 
Sequential; Reciprocal) 
(2) Agility (supported by the IT systems) and  
(3) Platform (2-sided / Multisided). 

Tiwana et al. (2010) 

Study to provide an understanding of the influence and effect of 
the platform design and architecture (what) and governance (as 
how  development is done decisions). Adopted the 'measure' of  
evolutionary dynamics (properties and criterion for change - to 
illustrate how they change). 

Um et al. (2015) 
Identify 5 x types of Complementor engagements and the role of 
Platform Boundary resources (PBRs) to stimulated and control the 
engagements. 

Wulf & Blohm (2020) 

A unified view on API design choices and strategic choices. 
Selecting the API Archetype in the platform to drive performance 
impact i.e., type of access (Professional Services, Mediation 
Services or Open Asset Services) and a targeted economy of scope 
(Production or Innovation) leads to better return-of-investment 
(ROI) or adoption. 
Finding that a solid technical solution along will not suffice => the 
API must align with the overall business objectives and the 
demands of third-party developers and end customers. 

Xie et al. (2022) 

Understanding how Small and medium sized enterprises (SME's) 
reconfigure their capabilities. A conceptual framework allows an 
explanation of how digital platforms affect the SME's business 
model innovation with (1) Evolutionary capability reconfiguration 
and (2) substitutional capability reconfiguration. 

Yang & Yuan (2012) 

Study of an Integration information platform to present 
information following a Situation-Awareness (SA) oriented design 
to allow (1) Perception, (2) Comprehension what's going on 
and (3) Projection of what will happen to allow action to be taken 
The study proposed a Service-centre architecture by employing 
(design principles) of : (a) Participatory Design (PD), (b) Software 
prototyping (Throwaway & evolutionary), (c) Component Based 
development and (d) Visualisation of the information. 
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Architectural design 

Design at the architectural level of a platform 

Reference Reference focus 

Brunswicker et al. (2019) 
Coupling between elements of the architecture. Type of 'coupling' 
as a key consideration on the Architectural design and its impact 
on platform performance. 

Chaturvedu et al. (2011) 
Exploration and view of the core architectural structure (technical 
requirements) of the 'program' of a Virtual World. 

Grover & Lyytinen (2021) 
Special Issue Editorial - focus on platform competition and the 
impact to a layered modular architecture to create value from 
data, complementarities, and transactions. 

Jha et al. (2016) 

Study of the evolution of an IT Ecosystem and identified: 
(1) 5 phases of evolution of the ecosystem and (2) Definition of 
the critical elements of the ecosystem that includes three key 
features of lasting ICT-based solutions. 

Kallinikos et al. (2013) 

Understanding the impact of changing functional relationships 
between artifacts on (1) Appearance and form of the artifact and 
(2) Value and Utility of the artifact. Outlined the influenced of the 
context. 

Karhu et al. (2018) 

Platform openness & forking - picking the right strategy to 
promote innovation and value generation in a platform. Achieved 
by making it more open to complementors but not wide enough 
to make it more conducive to forking. 

Kari et al (2020) 

Understanding the characteristics that drive the relationship 
between the Situation Context (within an EXERGAME - Wii) and 
Use Continuance (post-experience, continued Use). To understand 
what drives +ve or -ve experience (Incidents) which in turn equals 
value. 

Kazan et al. (2018) 

Creating a set of Architectural Digital platform profiles (6 off) that 
lead to 3 x Competitive Strategies in Network Economies. The 
Taxonomy for each Profiles is based on (1) Value Creation 
Architecture - whether is it Integrative or Integratable and (2) 
Value Delivery Architecture design - if the architecture has Direct, 
Indirect or Open Access. 

Lindgren et al. (2004) 
3 x Design principles for a Competence Mgmt System: (1) 
Transparency, (2) Real-time capture and (3) Interest Integration. 

Rai et al. (2006) 

Achieving an Integrated IT infrastructure to shape and give rise to 
'higher-order process capabilities' (or higher levels of process 
integration from physical, financial and information flows) to 
generate performance gains. Standards for the integration of data, 
applications, and processes to be negotiated and implemented in 
order for real-time connectivity between distributed applications 
to be achieved 

Song et al. (2017) 
Analysis of the effects of APIs on Innovation and Imitation and 
how they are influenced by market conditions and complexity of 
the platform. 
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Architectural design 

Design at the architectural level of a platform 

Reference Reference focus 

Tiwana (2015) 

Digital Platforms Extensions modularisation - maintaining Input 
control over revisions as Platform Owner. This influences the 
degree of the architecture being Loosely coupled (with a standard 
interface and not embedded). This is found to induce evolution to 
improve performance as extensions compete with each other. 

Tiwana (2018) 

Making key business choice on the digital platform on APIs and 
APPS in terms of coupling. Choice is: (1) Monolithicity or Tight 
Coupling internally in the App (Internal Architecture) or (2) 
Modularity or Loose Coupling to connect to the platform (External 
Architecture). The boundary of the app (defines the scope of what 
the APP performs for the user) and delineates between External in 
Internal architectures. 

Van De Wetering & 
Dijkman (2021) 

Focus on how Enterprise Architecture (EA) driven capabilities can 
enhance a firms digital platform capabilities (DPC). From 414 
respondents the enhancement to the digital platform driven by 
architectural level changes is explored. 

Yoo et al. (2010) 

Proposal of a Layered modular architecture as a hybrid (on a 
continuum) of (1) the Modular Architecture of a physical product 
and (2) the layered architecture of digital technology with loosely 
couple components and varying degree of technology embedded. 
Demonstrate that the digital product platform is a source of digital 
innovation. 

 

IT Governance & Execution of the Software 
Development Lifecycle  

The development process, i.e., getting it done 

Reference Reference focus 

Berente et al. (2019) 
Deployment & Implementation steps as a response to 'technology' 
based transformation or Innovation 

Carlo et al. (2014) Adoption timing impact in a Disruptive IT Innovation process 

Ceccagnoli et al. (2012) 
Optimal structure to execute e2e (external 3rd party software 
providers) 

Chatterjee et al. (2002) 
Key hi-level management tasks (to drive "web assimilation" to 
achieve operational and strategic benefit) 

Chen et al. (2022) 
Addressing the gap of a coherent approach to governance and 
design of digital platforms by categorising the mechanisms of 
incentives and controls. 
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IT Governance & Execution of the Software 
Development Lifecycle  

The development process, i.e., getting it done 

Reference Reference focus 

Fichman et al. (2014) 

Digital Innovation (as strategic direction of what to do to realise 
value). Outline of a 4 x Step process to innovate (also part of the 
SDLC process): 
(1) Discovery 
(2) Development 
(3) Diffusion 
(4) Impact 

Gregory et al. (2018) 
Key strategic input of IT consumerisation (or everyday IT) 
challenges and its impact on IT Governance. 

Kathuria et al. (2018) 

Key criterial for evaluating Enterprise Packaged software. 
Most significant: (1) Functionality, (2) Reliability, (3) Cost, (4) Ease 
of Use and (5) Ease of Customisation. 
Less significant: (6) Ease of Implementation and (7) Vendor 
reputations. [Note: 2006 paper] 

Mulyana et al. (2021) 
Findings that 'traditional' IT Governance (ITG) mechanisms are no 
longer valid. Identify 28 x ITG mechanisms that influence digital 
transformation. 

Pacheco et al (2020) 

5ŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀ ƴŜŎŜǎǎƛǘȅ ǘƻ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳ ŀ ŦƛǊƳΩǎ L¢ 
Governance (ITG) to assist in key business transformation and 
innovations. Leverages 6 x ITG archetypes to illustrate their 
influence on success factors as it relates to a predictable return 
from the development process. 

Parker et al. (2017) 

Study to "INVERT the FIRM" as an approach to facilitate external 
based development. As a way to access knowledge, skills, and 
innovation from external development. Also allows for spillover 
from one 'developer' to another - accumulate the potential 
impact. 

Tan et al. (2020) 
Model the effect of digital platform versioning on outcomes to 
demonstrate that release cycle time, in the SDLC, impacts on the 
number of applications and users on the platform. 

Tiwana (2010) 

Interaction between Control mechanisms in the development 
process: (1) Formal control - explicitly defined and prescribed to 
drive control of the outcomes and approach to development, (2) 
Informal Control mechanisms - declaration of shared values and 
beliefs. Demonstrates that the informal approach strengthens the 
approach to development but can weaken the realised outcomes. 

Wang & Burton-Jones 
(2020) 

Study to understand how the process of Governing Digital 
Transformations unfold. Identifies 2 x Stages and 7 x Modalities - 
to explain the process of governing. 

Ye & Kankanhalli (2018) 

Strategic decision to the approach to development within the 
Software Development Lifecycle (SDLC) - User driven innovation 
through lead users on a platform and providing the technology 
(Toolkits) and policies/rules to enable it. 
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Socio-technical effectiveness 

People and structure focus within the Socio-Technical System 

Reference Reference focus 

Anderson et al. (2018) 
Studying team effectiveness - Integration & coordination 
strategies when using Distributed Product Development projects 
of a digital platform 

Andersson et al. (2008) 
Study of knowledge management - understanding of the 
development of Architectural Knowledge within IT innovation. 

Gust et al. (2017) 
Steps (from the 4 x lessons in the study) to develop a state-of-the-
art data analytics capability. 

Karimi & Walter (2015) 

How dynamic capabilities are created in an organisation to 
support the building of a digital platform as part of a response to 
digital disruption 
Created by (1) Changing, (2) Extending or (3) Adapting the 
elements in the RPV Framework (Resources, Processes and 
Values). 

Lyytinen et al. (2016) 

Study of 4 x types of emerging Innovation Networks 
Process is digitised with focus on Knowledge creation and sharing 
(driven by application of  Operant (control of resources and 
knowledge) and Operand (e.g., tools used) resources) 
How digitisation helps to promote and sustain digital product 
innovation. 

Parker et al. (2017) 

Study to "INVERT the FIRM" as an approach to facilitate external 
based development. As a way to access knowledge, skills, and 
innovation from external development. Also allows for spillover 
from one 'developer' to another - accumulate the potential 
impact. 

Tiwana (2010) 

How the use of an Informal control mechanism (declaration of 
shared values and beliefs) to promote collaboration in 
development. Demonstrates that it strengthens the approach to 
development but can weaken the realised outcomes. 

Tiwana & Kim (2016) 

Outline of 2 x exploratory mechanisms when 'sourcing' IT 
capability from multiple places (or sources) at the same time 
(concurrent). The mechanisms give rise to improved performance 
of IT output: 
(1) UNIDIRECTIONAL MECHANISM (when there is alignment of the 
IT vendor practices to the 'clients'). 
(2) BI-DIRECTIONAL MECHANISM (degree of knowledge sharing 
due to the interaction between client and vendor). 

Yoo et al. (2005) 
The role standards in promoting, enabling, and constraining 
innovation through the theoretical lens of ANT - Actor Network 
Theory. 
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Digitisation 

Automation & digital embodiment 

Reference Reference focus 

Nissan (2000) 
Comparing the 'output' from a computer-generated answer and 
determining (with a modified TURING test - comparative test) 

Yoo (2010) 

Research Opportunities (6 off) around Experiential computing - 
digitally mediated (bring about) embodied experiences, in 
everyday activities, through everyday artifacts, that have 

embedded computing capabilities. 
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Appendix 3 GLOSSARY 

 
 

Acronym Full Form 

AIR Audit Issue and Recommendation (Internal Audit document) 

AMS Americas Sales team 

AP Accounts Payable 

APA Advanced Pricing Agreement (Financial product) 

API Application Programming Interface 

APJ Asia-Pacific Region 

ARS Asset Recovery Services (also Asset Upcycling) 

B2B Business-to-Business 

B2C Business-to-Customer 

BLA Business Lease Agreement 

BP Business Process 

BPL Business Process Leadership 

BPM Business Process Manager 

BPMgmt Business Process Management 

BRD Business Requirement Document (SDLC Document) 

CAF Channel Assistance Fee 

CAGR Compound Annual Growth Rate (%) 

CBA Cost Benefit Analysis 

CD Customer Delivery (Operations team for HPEFS) 

CDL Customer Delivery Leadership 

CDLT Customer Delivery Leadership Team 

CDM Customer Delivery Manager 

CE Customer Experience 

CEB CEB Inc (formerly Corporate Executive Board) 

CHG CHG Meridian (independent financial services company) 

CLI Customer Loyalty Index (Survey) 

COA Certificate of Acceptance 

COP Community of Practice 

CP Customer Portal 

CPE Customer Portal Experience 

CPQ Configure, Price, Quote 

CT Customer Technology 

CX Customer Experience 

DBT Digital Business Transformation 

DFS Dell Financial Service (captive financial services division) 

DLL De Lage Landen (independent financial services company) 

DQQ Detailed Quick Quote 
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Acronym Full Form 

DTLT Digital Transformation Leadership Team 

DTSC Digital Transformation Steering Committee 

EA Enterprise Architecture 

ECDLT Extended Customer Delivery Leadership Team 

ECE Effortless Customer Experience 

EMEA Europe, Middle East & Africa 

EODB Ease of Doing Business (Survey measure) 

EOT End-of-Term (Choices at the end of the lease) 

eSIGN eSignature (Adode & DocuSign) 

FB Flexible Billing (Financial Product 

FDD Functional Design Document (SDLC Document) 

FICO Fair, Isaac and Company (Credit Scoring) 

GBPOS Global Business Process and Online Strategy 

GLT Global Leadership Team 

GMC Global Marketing Council 

GPC Global Partner Conference 

GPG Global Process Guide (for Business processes) 

GPO Global Put On (Core system) 

GTM Go-to-market 

HP Hewlett Packard 

HPE Hewlett Packard Enterprise 

HPEFS Hewlett Packard Enterprise Financial Services 

IDC International Data Corporation (Market intelligence provider) 

IGF IBM Global Finance (captive financial service division) 

IPO Initial Public Offering 

IPR Intellectual Property Rights 

IS Information Systems 

ISV Independent Software Providers 

IT Information Technology 

ITAM Information Technology Asset Management 

ITC Information Technology Consumption (financial products) 

ITG Information Technology Governance 

ITSM Information Technology Service Management (e.g., ServiceNow, BMC Remedy) 

KPIs Key Performance Indicators 

LT Leadership Team 

MDOE Minimum Degree of Effort (Survey measure) 

MLFA Master Lease & Finance Agreement (financial product) 

MTC Medium (customer segment) through the Channel (partners) 

NPS Net Promoter Score (survey) 

OAD Opportunity Assessment Document (SDLC Document) 

OLCA Online Credit Application (& Quoting system) 
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Acronym Full Form 

OP Operations 

OpEx Operational Excellence 

P@YS Pay-at-your-service (Financial product) 

PBR Platform Boundary Resource 

PCT Partner Connection Tool 

PDO Program Development Office 

POC Proof of Concept 

PPU Pay-Per-Use 

PSIC Punctuated Socio-technical Information system change 

RPA Robotic Process Automation 

RRC Rapid Response Centre (AmericaΩs based operation) 

SDLC Software Development Lifecycle 

SDT Self Determination Theory 

SEC US Securities and Exchange Commission (www.sec.gov) 

SMB Small & Medium Business (customer segment) 

SME Subject Matter Experts 

SOW Scope-of-Works (SDLC Document) 

SSI Semi-structured Interviews 

TBR Technology Business Research (www.tbri.com) 

TCE Total Customer Experience (Survey) 

TRC Technology Renewal Centre (asset return processing centre) 

UI User Interface (e.g., Customer Portal) 

UX User Experience 

WD Wongdoody (Experience Design house) 

WLS World Learning Series (cross HPEFS training events) 

YTD Year-to-date 
  

  

 
 
 
 

 

  

http://www.tbri.com/
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Appendix 4 Chronological Development 

 

YEAR PLATFORM DEVELOPMENT 

Pre-2012 ¶ Core Platforms in HPEFS ς supporting the traditional internal 
processing of the leasing business, managing the contracts 
through their lifecycle and asset return. 

2013 ¶ Digital platform - Customer Portal officially launched 
(https://h 22155.www2.hpe.com/) 

2014 ¶ Digital platform ς Partner Connection officially launched 
(https://h22165.www2.hpe.com) 

¶ Partner Connection - VERTEX Tax Engine integration for the USA 
(www.vertexinc.com) to drive state and city tax calculations. 

¶ Customer ς full emulation in Customer Portal to provide support 
by internal colleagues to direct customers. This allowed full access 
to act on behalf of the customer within the platform. 

¶ Customer eSignature ς implementation of DocuSign 
(www.docusign.com) to core system. 

¶ HP Subscription ς initial designs and concepts developed to 
present a monthly payment-based contract through Partner 
Connection. 

¶ Asset Recovery Services (ARS) introduced into Customer Portal to 
allow customers to request and process a return of leased assets. 

2015 ¶ Partner Connection ς initial integration of FICO based Credit 
scoring (www.fico.com) for Customers for the US and UK. 

¶ UX Redesign (2014) for Customer Portal and Partner Connection 
user interfaces to accommodate HP Enterprise and HP Inc 
branding. 

¶ Customer Portal - Read-only access for internal colleagues to 
customer accounts for support. To allow reconciling to information 
in the core systems to allow resolution to customer queries and 
issues ς i.e., that the operations teams can see what the customer 
sees. Provided extra control as the internal colleagues could not 
transact on the tool ς as compared to emulation which give full 
access. 

¶ Small Ticket solutions - allowing non-SMB users to efficiently 
process specific groupings of small tickets deals within Partner 
Connection (new User modes). 

¶ IT Consumption (ITC) ς strategy for new financial products to focus 
on pay-per-use. 

https://h22155.www2.hpe.com/
https://h22165.www2.hpe.com/
http://www.vertexinc.com/
http://www.docusign.com/
http://www.fico.com/
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YEAR PLATFORM DEVELOPMENT 

¶ Configurable Offers & bundles in Partner Connection ς creating 
drop-down options in the tool to allow easy selection for the 
Partners to automatically apply a promotion 

2016 ¶ Partner Pricing (Indicative Quote) & Credit APIs ς first API 
solutions deployed to allow partners to embed specific HPEFS 
processed (as are in Partner Connection) into a Partner own selling 
platform.  

¶ Customer - Credit Card processing (2015) ς detailed design and 
proposal from umber of banking partners ς paused. 

¶ Customer ς configuring UI presentment based on mode ς presents 
the screens relevant to the role of the user in the customer to 
match the activities they perform. 

¶ Partner ς management of customer Guarantors (Personal and 
Corporate) and Loans for Mexico & Peru 

¶ Tiered Pricing ς configured by Partner to allow tiering of pricing to 
different level of relationships. 

¶ UX Redesign (2016) for Customer Portal and Partner Connection 
to improve the User Interface based on flow of tasks. 

¶ Partners - Insurance offering made available for select countries 
through Partner Connection. 

2017 ¶ Customer ς Automated End-of-Term (EOT) pricing for Customers 
on self-service basis. Full end-to-end process for customers to 
present options and pricing in the Customer Portal. Additional 
automation deployed on the legacy systems to significantly reduce 
activity for the internal operations teams. 

¶ Customer - Switch from DocuSign to Adobe 
(https://www.adobe.com/sign.html) as main eSignature platform 
for HP Enterprise. 

¶ Partner ς At 28 Countries, 16 with automated credit scoring and 
16 Languages in Partner Connection.   

¶ Robotic Process Automation ς assessment of the potential impact 
on a number of specific use cases. Option to use as a bridging 
strategy to provide ability to implement automation within the 
legacy systems. 

APPROACH 

¶ WORKSHOP ς Forrester (www.forrester.com) ς specific 
engagement to design User experience 

2018 ¶ APIs (completed ecosystem) ς full suite of steps from quoting, 
credit application to contract generation available through X APIs. 
Each could be implemented individually or in a preferred 
combination depending on the partners requirements. 

https://www.adobe.com/sign.html
http://www.forrester.com/
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YEAR PLATFORM DEVELOPMENT 

¶ eSignature (Adobe) within Partner Connection ς allowing partners 
to offer the ability to eSign financial contracts and other 
documents. To automatically track the progress of the signing 
process within Partner Connection to drive an increase in 
turnaround time. 

¶ Omnichannel strategy for Partners ς seamless integration of the 
user interfaces for partners ς creation of strategy to build 
interconnection between Partner Connection, Partner APIs and 
the upcoming HPE Technomics mobile app. 

¶ Completion of the API ecosystem (Credit, Firm Quoting, 
Document generation and eSignature) 

¶ Flexible Billing ς self-service for partners in US/Canada. 
o LƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƴŜǿ .ƛƭƭƛƴƎ ŜƴƎƛƴŜ ƛƴ Dƻ¢ǊŀƴǎǾŜǊǎŜΩǎ 

TRACT® (www.gotransverse.com). 

¶ Omnichannel strategy for Customers ς development of strategy 
to allow integration of HPEFS digital platform and other IT service 
management (ITSM) platforms. Goal to allow data transfer and the 
initiation of relevant services offered by HPEFS for asset 
management. 

¶ Paperless invoicing ς introduction of automation to reduce the 
level of adjustments to invoice the drive creation of paper invoices. 

¶ Metering ς Flex Capacity and Pay-per-use ς a usage and 
consumption offering through telemetry software for Servers, 
Networking, Storage, and Infrastructure. An automated, scalable 
core framework to collect, calculate, price and bill for metered 
usage at the asset level. 

¶ Circular Economy ς new solution to provide a comprehensive 
report for a customer on the level of return, recycle, reuse and 
scrap of IT equipment. To provide options to r 

APPROACH 

¶ Engagement with Accenture (www.accenture.com) ς Vision and 
3-year roadmap creation (3-stage process) 

¶ Fjord Co-creation (www.fjordnet.com) workshop for Partners & 
SMB customers ς concepts developed to improve the digital 
experience with new solution on the digital platform (HPE 
Technomics Mobile App & Portal+). 

2019 ¶ HPE Technomics mobile app launched for Partners (Android and 
iOS) 

¶ Partner - Basware (www.basware.com) ς online and automated 
supplier invoice management. Ability to accept invoices in any 
formatted and translate into digital format to allow automatic 
upload and to allow quick payment processing within HPEFS. 

¶ Customer Asset platform (Service now) ς API Integration 

http://www.gotransverse.com/
http://www.accenture.com/
http://www.fjordnet.com/
http://www.basware.com/
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YEAR PLATFORM DEVELOPMENT 

¶ Portal+ - future planned redesign of the portals to integrate 
partners, customers and internal HPEFS colleagues with a focus on 
collaboration 

¶ Pricing Engine ς future planned core capability to integrate into 
the digital platform and to apply to different situations. 

APPROACH 

¶ Fjord Co-Creation (www.fjordnet.com) workshop for 
Enterprise and Global Accounts segment ς concepts 
developed to improve the digital experience. 

¶ Competitive analysis (capability based) ς TBR (www.tbri.com) 

 

 

 

 

  

http://www.fjordnet.com/
http://www.tbri.com/
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Appendix 5 Documents 

Appendix 5.1 Internal Documents 

Document Category Documentation Types 

(1) Strategy Annual Strategic plans 

¶ Documents that the Global Leadership Team (GLT) and the 
various extended leadership teams formulate each year 
outline the strategic initiatives that will be the focus for the 
coming fiscal year. 

 
Program objectives and goals 

¶ Documents that provide more specific detail for each program 
in the form of the goals, objectives, and targeted deliverables. 

 
Business priorities and key asks 

¶ These documents capture the decisions by the leadership, the 
program teams, and various other groups responsible for 
delivering. They will outline their priorities for a particular 
program and any key aspects that may require support from 
the leadership.  

(2) Capabilities Key features & functionality 

¶ Outline and detail of the critical features within the digital 
platform and the functionality that the capability performs. 
Screenshots from the systems can also accompany to give a 
better view of the functionality and the resulting outcomes or 
output from the platform. 

¶ This material can also provide the content for training and 
communication of upcoming deployments. 
 

Enhancements 

¶ Articulates the improvement from a change in the digital 
platform, i.e., enhancing functionality to provide improvement 
or improved experience for the customer, selling partners or 
internal colleagues. 
 

Experience-based 

¶ Provides insight into how the experience has changed and will 
grow due to the digital platform enhancements. 

 
Fixes & issue management  

¶ Outlines the issues found during adoption and subsequent 
improvements to the digital platform. The documents will 
generally give some insight into the problem or issue 
experienced by the customer or the selling partner. They can 
provide the details of the actual fix regarding the changes and 
how it addresses the issue. 
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Document Category Documentation Types 

Roadmaps 

¶ An outline of the upcoming and intended capability to be 
deployed or desiƎƴŜŘΦ  ¢ƻ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ ŀ ǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ΨfutureΩ ōŀǎŜŘ 
on a targeted timeline to deploy the upcoming capabilities. The 
roadmaps align with quarterly deployment releases within 
It9Ωǎ ŦƛǎŎŀƭ ŎŀƭŜƴŘŀǊ όbƻǾŜƳōŜǊ ǘƻ hŎǘƻōŜǊύΦ hŦŦ-cycle 
deployment releases occur from time to time, and the 
roadmap is adjusted accordingly.  
 

Technology Roadmapping 

¶ The output from the analysis to determine potential 
forthcoming capabilities and the trends found to influence 
how they can be incorporated into the digital platform as 
Ψfuture solutionsΩΦ 
 

New financial product offerings and programs 

¶ Details of new or enhanced products, programs, or offer that 
HPEFS has created to generate more revenue, increase 
profitability, and provide a new value proposition to customers 
or selling partners. 

¶ Partners, in this case, are typically incentivised to sell the 
programs, offers or promotions to customers as functionality 
in the digital platform allows them to gain additional profit 
margin (in the form of adding an uplift to the quoted price). 
 

Country and regional assessment and requirements 

¶ Adjusting or customising the digital platform capabilities as 
part of the deployment across regions and countries. There are 
generally specific country requirements that require to be 
incorporated into the digital platform. These documents 
provide the output and the analysis from assessments, which 
leads to the capability and requirements to fulfil those local 
needs based on the country's requirements.  
 

(3) Business Processes Policies 

¶ Overarching guiding policies of the business that support the 
subsequent processing of opportunities and deals. They drive 
requirements for the digital platform to ensure alignment to 
the processes and fulfil the policies' core requirements. 
 

Process and procedures 

¶ These documents are the detailed process steps, activities, 
instructions, or procedures to fulfil the business activities and 
business tasks of HPEFS. As with policies, the documents are 
required to ensure that the digital platform capability aligns 
with the underpinning or foundational process and procedures 
that apply within HPEFS. 
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Document Category Documentation Types 

(4) Go-to-market Go-to-market (GTM) research 

¶ The output of the Go-to-market team and the research they do 
across several different areas, i.e., the offering of products, 
competitive analysis, experience of the customers in dealing 
with HPEFS and the experience of partners. The documents 
also show the alignment and connection to the broader HPE 
product offering and HP Inc (pre-and post-split from 2015). 
They provide the information that demonstrates how the 
financial products align with the HPE business units and their 
selling strategy.  
 

Customer and selling Partner feedback (includes surveys, 
feedback from sales and operations and direct engagement) 

¶ Output, analysis, and findings from research that has been 
completed directly with selling partners and customers, with a 
critical objective of assessing experience and engagement. 
They provide measures on standard key performance 
indicators such as Customer Loyalty index (CLI), Net Promoter 
Score (NPS) and other forms of satisfaction and the experience 
of dealing with HPEFS. 
 

On-going promotion and selling of the HPEFS capability 

¶ Generally, these documents are collateral about the products, 
services, and capabilities that HPEFS provides to both 
ŎǳǎǘƻƳŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ǎŜƭƭƛƴƎ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊǎΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ƳŀǘŜǊƛŀƭǎ ǘƻ ΨsellΩ 
ŀƴŘ ΨpositionΩ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜǎΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ƻŦŦŜǊ ƛƴǎƛƎƘǘǎ ŦƻǊ 
the customers and the partners to the benefits of taking or 
adopting the products from HPEFS. It can also outline 
instructions for the customers or partners to perform tasks on 
the online digital platform and show how easily they can be 
completed. 
 

Capability Overviews & Value propositions to Customers / 
Partners 

¶ Key aspects of a given set of capabilities to outline the 
functionality, possible outcomes, and the proposed benefits. 

¶ Provides the value proposition for a given capability. 
 

(5) Competitive 
position 

Detailed Competitive analysis 

¶ Internally generated from publicly available information or 
engagements with external research companies specialising in 
competitive analysis. Generally, it provides insights into the 
customer perceptions of one competitor to another. 

¶ Additional focus is also put on the detailed feature level to 
compare the digital platform offerings between HPEFS and the 
relevant competitors to determine if they are behind, the same 
or ahead. They can also identify specific sources of 
differentiation in the products and services provided by HPEFS 
or the competitor. 
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Document Category Documentation Types 

(6) Planning & 
Execution 

Program structure 

¶ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘǎ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜ Ƙƻǿ ǘƘŜ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳΩǎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴΣ 
development and deployment are effectively executed. They 
generally outline the proposed program plan and the structure 
of the core activities and key deliverables for the program, thus 
allowing communication to the leadership team. Additional 
information such as resource allocation for each given 
program can be included. 
 

Deployment and implementation planning 

¶ These documents provide a clear outline of the approach to 
deploying the capabilities in the digital platform and the 
implementation plan. They generally include training and 
creating process, policy, and procedure documents. It can also 
include handover from the strategic program development 
team to the day-to-day business teams.  
 

Readiness planning 

¶ Documented output from assessments such as country 
readiness and specific capability readiness for pilots. The 
assessment outlines subsequent activities required to 
ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǎƛǊŜŘ Ψreadiness to implementΩΦ 

 
Status updates 

¶ Those documents provide progress to the numerous 
leadership forums, such as the Global Leadership Team (GLT), 
Digital Transformation Steering Committee (DTSC), and the 
business process leaders.  

¶ Allows for governance to be applied around the direction of 
the strategy implementation and provides a vehicle to ask for 
help from the leadership. 

¶ Requires various aspects of the digital platform development 
to be communicated regularly and generally allows a revisit to 
ǘƘŜ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘȅϥǎ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜΣ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǘƘƛƴƎǎ ŀǊŜ ΨtodayΩ όŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ 
status), and potential risks and roadblocks. 
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Appendix 5.2 Detailed document list (Internal) ς (1) Strategy Documents  
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Appendix 5.3 External Documents 

Category Documentation focus 

(1) Strategy Public communication of key changes in the HP, HPE, or HPEFS 
organisation. 

¶ Outline and communicate structural changes of the overall 
organisation or specific business units. 

(2) Capability Overview of the key features messaging the benefits to customers 
and partners. 

¶ Collateral in pdf form and is generally given to customers or 
selling partners, e.g., handbooks, briefing documents, solution 
briefs or flyers. 

¶ Key aspects of a given set of capabilities to outline the 
functionality, possible outcomes, and the proposed benefits. 

¶ Provides the value proposition for a given capability. 

(3) Business Processes Training material, videos, and other collateral to help customers 
and selling partners. 

¶ Provision of training material (video, user guides or 
presentations) to help customers, selling partners or internal 
colleagues adopt the digital platform or specific new 
enhancements. 

¶ Generally, will be presentations by HPEFS colleagues with 
slideshows or online informational tutorials, webinars, 
podcasts, or tutorials. 

¶ If available, accompanying collateral for demonstration 
systems allows customers and selling partners to trial 
capability. 

(4) Go-to-Market Key HPEFS statistics 

¶ Outline of fundamental business statistics that generally 
includes employee count, countries served, customer and 
selling partner statistics and value of assets on the balance 
sheet for HPE, among others. 

 
Overviews and value proposition of the financial products to 
customers or selling partners 

¶ Handbooks, solution briefs or informational flyers for products 
and service offerings. 

¶ Social media (e.g., Twitter, LinkedIn) and press releases 
through the HPE newsroom provide a conduit for key 
announcements on prƻŘǳŎǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜǎΣ ŜΦƎΦΣ It ŀƴŘ It9Ωǎ 
annual Global Partner Conference (GPC). 

¶ Interviews with key leaders in HP, HPE and HPEFS provide 
additional support to the value the products and services can 
provide to customers and selling partners. 
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Category Documentation focus 

Relevant go-to-market research from IDC, Gartner, and others to 
help message the value of the products and services. 

¶ Research and opinion from key thought leaders and market 
intelligence providers such as IDC on financial services and the 
competition faced by HPEFS.  

¶ They provide a perspective on the product offering from HPEFS 
and potential growth, and where the industry is headed in the 
coming years. 

 
Current landing pages and offerings (as of Oct 2019). 

¶ Websites for HPEFS and HPE that provide information on 
products and services, customer testaments and links to key 
collateral. 
 

(5) Competition Review of the publicly presented data for the main competitors of 
HPEFS 

¶ Investigation into the digital platforms and collateral to 
provide insights on offering and capability. 

¶ Accessing publicly available collateral such as demonstration 
sites, an overview of products and services, brochures, user 
guides and online tutorials. 

¶ Press releases by competitors and relevant industry 
competitive reports provide other available sources of 
capability. 

 
A similar focus on capabilities, financial product offerings, and 
value propositions to allow for triggering design choices within 
HPEFS. 

(6) Leasing Platforms Overview of current leasing platforms to act as core systems and 
other third-party applications 

¶ Detailed information on the platform capabilities and features. 
They are generally used in comparison and decision-making 
matrix analysis for design choices. 

¶ Review of the DŀǊǘƴŜǊϯ aŀƎƛŎ vǳŀŘǊŀƴǘϰ for a given capability 
to gauge the position of a given third party solution or platform 
to other competitive products. 

(7) HP & HPE Financial 
Earnings 

Quarterly earnings to provide insight into the financial results 
(revenue and profit) from 2013 to 2019. 

¶ Quarterly earnings presentation and announcements and 
submission to the Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) 
in the US - Form 10Q (comprehensive submission of the 
financial performance of HP and HPE quarterly) and 10K form 
(annual submission). 

¶ Quarterly Earnings presentations (PDF) presented by HP and 
HPE as part of their announcements (distributed by the 
Investor relations organisation) 
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Appendix 5.4 External Documents ς searching keywords and sources 

Initial KEYWORDS (and 
combination 

2nd iteration searches/ keyword combination Information Sources 
(used in searches 

HPEFS 
HPE Financial Services 
HPFS 
Partner Connection 
IT Consumption 
DaaS 
Pay as you Grow 
Customer Portal 
Partner Connection 
API 
HPE Technomics 
 
 

hpefs customer pledge 
hpefs customer 
brochures 
hpefs twitter 
customer portal 
hpefs twitter partner 
connection 
 

hpfs customer portal 
dell channel handbook 
HPE iQuote 
HP Financial Services 
strategy 
HPFS strategy 2016 
HPEFS SMB 
Dell Financial Services 
/ DFS 
IBM Global Finance / 
IGF 
De Laga Langan / DLL 
CHG Meridian 
ARROW 
Equipment Leasing 
and Financing 
Association (ELFA) 

 

Newsroom 
Solution Briefs 
Press Releases 
YouTube videos 
Embedded Videos 

 

  Document count ς TOTAL = 104 

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 

1 4 13 22 6 22 36 

 

HPEFS COMPETITION ς TOTAL = 80 

  
 

 
 

Dell 
Financial 
Services 

(DFS) 

IBM Global 
Finance 

(IGF) 

De Laga 
Langan 
(DLL) 

CHG 
Meridian 

ARROW 

28 8 24 15 5 

 

 

HP / HPE published Financial Results ς TOTAL = 16 
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Appendix 5.5 External Documents ς Tracking table (example) 
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Appendix 6 ς Coding 

Appendix 6.1 Open Coding (Sub-Codes) 

CATEGORY [Label / Code] 
CATEGORY 
description 

Sub-codes 

MARKET-
DRIVEN 

PLATFORM 
CHOICES 

[MARKET] 

Digital platform 
choices that 

originate from the 
external market 

needs 

Market-Driven Customer Expectations for a digital 
platform [MKT_1] 

Market-Driven Partner Expectations [MKT_2] 

Market-Driven RESEARCH and TREND analysis 
[MKT_3] 

Technology-based Market Shift [MKT_4] 

Embedding 
improved USER 
EXPERIENCE in 

the digital 
platform 

[UX_STRATEGY] 

Platform choice is 
driven by the 

deliberate focus on 
improving the user 
experience-based 

outcomes and from 
ŘƛǊŜŎǘ ΨŀǎƪǎΩ 

Transaction speed [UX_1] 

User FLEXIBILITY & TAILORING [UX_2] 

Ease of Use [UX_3] 

Simplicity [UX_4] 

Self-guiding / FLOW / error-proofed 
low touch / high touch / Fully Integrated [UX_5] 

Effortless Experience Design (6 Principles) [UX_9] 

Experience Strategy & Pledge (Customer & Partner) 
[UX_10] 

Digital DNA (UX_11] 

[UX_INSIGHTS] 

Partner Ask (Indirect feedback) [UX_6] 

Customer Ask (indirect feedback) [UX_7] 

Digital 1st / Digital natives [UX_8] 

Customer Portal Experience Survey / TCE / ECE 
[UX_12] 

Design feedback Sales / CD / HPE Presentations 
[UX_13] 

Direct engagement with Partners [UX_14] 

Direct engagement with Customers [UX_15] 

Journey Mapping / Experience Co-Creation [UX_16) 

Impact of LEARNING from PREVIOUS Platform work 
[AD_12] 

[UX_DESIGN_PROC
ESS] 

Needs based design [UX_17] 

Impact and Benefits assessment driven [UX_18] 

Usability - design and testing to measure usability 
[UX_19] 

Prototyping driven design [UX_20] 

UX Design Processes (Internal & External) [UX_21] 

Using external consultants / UX Designers - BEST 
PRACTICES and INDUSTRY STANDARDS [AD_4] 
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CATEGORY [Label / Code] 
CATEGORY 
description 

Sub-codes 

Conforming to 
dominant 3rd 

party 
applications to 
aid integration 
to the platform 

[3rd_PARTY] 

Choices that are 
driven by the need 
to integrate to the 

3rd party 
applications to 

successfully deliver 
on the capability 

they provide 

Customer Driven [3RD_PTY_1] 

Partner Driven [3RD_PTY_2] 

Platform 
changes from 
assessing the 

future 
Technology 

Lifecycle 
(Emerging_Gro
wing_Mature_

Decline) 

[LIFECYCLE] 

Seeking out and 
adopting future 

capability to 
improve the digital 
platform and the 

impact on the 
products, services, 

and internal 
processing 

improvements that 
can be achieved. 

Technology disruption [TECH_1] 

Technology Roadmapping [TECH_2] 

Issue impact on 
Experience 

[EXP_ISSUE] 

Issues that impact 
on Customer or 

Partner Experience 

[EXP_ISSUE] 

Product Offer 
driven 

experience 

[PRODUCT_EXP] 

Product offering 
driving an improved 

experience 

[PRODUCT_EXP] 

Platform 
change driven 

experience 

[PLATFORM_EXP] 

Platform 
improvement 

driving an improved 
experience 

[PLATFORM_EXP] 

Strategic 
Direction 

[STRAT] 

Platform direction 
aligned to and 
driven by the 

business strategy 

Digital transformation vision , guiding principles , 
strategic goals & design for experience (key 

components) [STRAT_1] 

Strategic Shift in Product Offering [STRAT_2] 

Business or Financial Value driven [STRAT_3] 

Business Growth led strategy [STRAT_4] 

ENABLING 
SALES GROWTH 

through 
DIGITAL 

PLATFORMS 

[SALES_GROWTH] 

Digital platform 
design choices that 

are driven by 
different events and 
actions to result in 

increased sales 
growth of HPEFS 
financial products 

Having new Capability for CONFERENCES [SALES_1] 

DEMO & CONFERENCE based Feedback [SALES_2] 

COUNTRY EXPANSION [SALES_3] 

New / Enhanced Offers - digitally enabled (incl 
support of HPE Products) 

[SALES_4] 

OFFER Flexibility to Tailor & Target [SALES_5] 

Partner Business Needs (indirect feedback) 
[SALES_6] 

Technology enabling partners to sell [SALES_7] 

Increasing the reach of the infrastructure [SALES_8] 

Marketing & Sales enablement (messaging) 
[SALES_9] 

Includes PLEDGE, new experience as well as 
communicating on NEW OFFERS, INTERNAL 

MESSAGING (e.g., training - STEPS, communication 
collateral) 

Partner Incentives / Channel Assistance [CAF] 



APPENDICES 

243 
 

CATEGORY [Label / Code] 
CATEGORY 
description 

Sub-codes 

Competitive 
Landscape 
drivers of 

platform design 
choices 

[COMP] 

Design choices are 
driven by the 

competition of 
HPEFS 

Fast Follower [COMP_1] 

Playing Catchup [COMP_2] 

Competitive threats [COMP_3] 

Competitive analysis & insights [COMP_4] 

Meeting 
REGULATION 

and 
maintaining 

COMPLIANCE 

[REGS_COMP] 

External regulation 
and compliance-
driven choices to 

the digital platform 

Regulation and compliance [REGS_COMP] 

Tech enabling 
transformation 
in core activity 

through the 
digital platform 

choices 

[CORE_TRANS] 

Platform choices 
that improve the 
internal efficiency 

and effectiveness of 
HPEFS 

Operational scaling [CORE_1] 

Sales expansion [CORE_2] 

Global Process 
Consistency 

choices for the 
platform 

[GLOBAL_CONSIST] 

A choice that is 
connected to the 

HPEFS strategy is to 
have global 

consistency in the 
processes 

employed in all 
geographies. 

Localisation [CONSISTENCY_1] 

Flexibility [CONSISTENCY_2] 

Ease of Scaling [CONSISTENCY_3] 

Build vs. Buy ς 
non-core 

applications 
decisions for 
the platform 

[BUILD_BUY] 

Making design 
choices based on 
the alternatives of 

(1) to build 
internally versus (2) 
ǘƻ ΨbuyΩ ǘƘŜ 

capability externally 

Leverage Best-in-Class capability [BUILD_BUY_1] 

Bridging strategy - overcoming legacy system issues 
[BUILD_BUY_2] 

Replacing and 
retire outdated 
solutions in the 

core legacy 
platform 

[REPLACE_RETIRE] 
Managing technical 

debt 
Core legacy system [REPLACE_RETIRE] 

Policies & 
Procedure 

alignment to 
the platform 

capability 

[POLICY_PROCESS] 

Digital platform 
choices to drive 
alignment of the 

internal processes 
and policy of the 

business. 
Support messaging, 
through training on 
Sales / Operations 
to 'sell' the digital 

platform 

Policy and process alignment [POLICY_PROCESS] 

Challenges to 
realising the 
evolution of 
the platform 

[EVOL_CHALL] 

The specific design 
choice to overcome 
challenges to drive 

change and 
evolution to the 
digital platform 

[EVOLUTION_CHALL] 
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CATEGORY [Label / Code] 
CATEGORY 
description 

Sub-codes 

Additional 
drivers of the 

digital platform 
design choices 

[ADD_DRIVERS] 

Less prevalent 
design choices in 

the digital platform 

User Testing (those that would be very critical - 
Negative test [AD_1] 

Being more confident in saying NO to DESIGNS 
[AD_2] 

Bringing in NEW BLOOD with a new perspective 
[AD_3] 

Impact of the TECHNICAL KNOWLEDGE of the 
BUSINESS to IT tech [AD_5] 

Structural and AGILE approach shift drove evolution 
[AD_6] 

DESIRE to BE SUCCESSFUL [AD_7] 

Impact of seeing DEVELOPMENT OUTPUT EARLIER 
[AD_10] 

Impact of PROTOTYPING [AD_11] 

Ease of Integration between systems [AD_14] 

EUROPE_APJ_ahead of NA for INNOVATION 
[AD_15] 

End-to-end 
Software 

Development 
Lifecycle 
process 

[SDLC] 

Overarching 
process to design, 
develop, deploy, 

and implement the 
digital platform 
(incl. structure) 

[SDLC] 

Performance 
Improvement 
cycles & Issue 
management 
applied to the 

platform 

[IMPR_ISSUE] 

Improvement in or 
rectifying issues in 

key business 
metrics (cost, 

quality, revenue, 
etc.), experience of 

the user or 
underlying 

processes / tasks - 
that influence 

platform choices. 

Drive additional Revenue (Value Capture) [IMPR_1] 

Improvements to gain efficiencies / Reduce Costs 
(Value Capture) [IMPR_2] 

Remove adoption roadblocks [IMPR_3] 

Making Improvements in the CORE system to 
enable Key Functionality [IMPR_4] 

Key Performance Metrics (KPIs) & Performance 
Measurement [KPI_MGMT] 

Improvements to achieve an Effortless / better 
experience [IMPR_5] 

Incremental improvement in process or tasks on 
the platform [IMPR_6] 

Rectify issues in process or tasks on the platform 
[IMPR_7] 

Due to POOR RESEARCH initially - had to rectify 
subsequently [IMPR_8] 

REACTIVE CHANGES [IMPR_9] 

Poor development from IT - ǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴ ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ƳŜŜǘ 
the need [IMPR_10] 

Improving the 
potential in 

data 
management 
and Insights 

from platform 
design choice 

[DATA_INSIGHTS] 

Design choices to 
improve the 

availability, impact, 
and insights from 
data to business 

decisions and 
actions. 

[DATA_INSIGHTS] 
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Appendix 6.2 Contextual triggers (2013 ς 2019) 
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