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DEVELOPMENT OF A PLATFORM ECONOMY IN RUSSIA: POSSIBLE NEGATIVE 
CONSEQUENCES FOR THE SIBERIAN AND FAR EASTERN REGIONS

ÐÀÇÂÈÒÈÅ ÏËÀÒÔÎÐÌÅÍÍÎÉ ÝÊÎÍÎÌÈÊÈ Â ÐÎÑÑÈÈ: ÂÎÇÌÎÆÍÛÅ ÍÅÃÀÒÈÂÍÛÅ 
ÏÎÑËÅÄÑÒÂÈß ÄËß ÑÈÁÈÐÑÊÈÕ È ÄÀËÜÍÅÂÎÑÒÎ×ÍÛÕ ÐÅÃÈÎÍÎÂ

In the national project “Digital Economy of the Russian Federation” it is noted that the state will support the cre
ation of leading platform companies. However, the project and numerous scientific comments on this project do 
not explain the possible socioeconomic consequences of the development of the platform economy for certain 
groups of Russian regions. To develop regional development strategies, first of all, it is necessary to know the 
negative consequences. Therefore, the purpose of the study was to identify possible negative consequences of 
the platform economy development for the regions of the Siberian and Far Eastern Federal districts of Russia. 
The analysis of the global array of scientific publications on platform economics in comparison with the peculi
arities of the socioeconomic development of Siberia and the Far East has revealed five possible negative con
sequences: concentration of platform companies in the capital of Russia; polarization of the economic space; 
transformation of regional labour markets; increase in migration flows and chaotic spatial diffusion of innova
tions. Qualitative estimates were obtained for these consequences. Future products and services with ultralow 
signal delay in 5G networks (Tactile Internet, holographic calls, etc.) were selected for a quantitative assessment. 
Calculations of the signal delay between 196 cities in Siberia and the Far East have showed that it will be possible 
to create six territorial digital platforms. The business ecosystems that can be created around these platforms 
can cover 52 cities. The rest of the cities will find themselves without access to new products and services. This 
will create a future digital inequality that will cover 260 times more people than the current inequality in access to 
3G–4G networks. The results can be used to refine the national project

Key words: digital economy; platform economy; regional development; telecommunication network; ultralow signal delay; 
city; region; digital divide; Siberian Federal District; Far Eastern Federal District

Â íàöèîíàëüíîì ïðîåêòå «Öèôðîâàÿ ýêîíîìèêà Ðîññèéñêîé Ôåäåðàöèè» îòìå÷åíî, ÷òî ãîñóäàðñòâî 
ïîääåðæèò ñîçäàíèå ïëàòôîðìåííûõ êîìïàíèéëèäåðîâ. Îäíàêî â ïðîåêòå è â ìíîãî÷èñëåííûõ íàó÷íûõ 
êîììåíòàðèÿõ ê ýòîìó ïðîåêòó íå îáúÿñíÿþòñÿ âîçìîæíûå ñîöèàëüíîýêîíîìè÷åñêèå ïîñëåäñòâèÿ ðàç
âèòèÿ ïëàòôîðìåííîé ýêîíîìèêè äëÿ îòäåëüíûõ ãðóïï ðîññèéñêèõ ðåãèîíîâ. Ïðè ðàçðàáîòêå ñòðàòåãèé 
ðåãèîíàëüíîãî ðàçâèòèÿ â ïåðâóþ î÷åðåäü íåîáõîäèìî ó÷èòûâàòü âîçìîæíûå íåãàòèâíûå ïîñëåäñòâèÿ 
ðàçâèòèÿ ïëàòôîðìåííîé ýêîíîìèêè äëÿ ðåãèîíîâ Ñèáèðñêîãî è Äàëüíåâîñòî÷íîãî ôåäåðàëüíûõ îêðó
ãîâ Ðîññèè, èõ âûÿâëåíèå è ñòàëî öåëüþ èññëåäîâàíèÿ. Àíàëèç ìèðîâîãî ìàññèâà íàó÷íûõ ïóáëèêàöèé ïî 
ïëàòôîðìåííîé ýêîíîìèêå â ñîïîñòàâëåíèè ñ îñîáåííîñòÿìè ñîöèàëüíîýêîíîìè÷åñêîãî ðàçâèòèÿ Ñè
áèðè è Äàëüíåãî Âîñòîêà ïîçâîëèë îïðåäåëèòü ïÿòü âîçìîæíûõ íåãàòèâíûõ ïîñëåäñòâèé: êîíöåíòðàöèþ 
ïëàòôîðìåííûõ êîìïàíèé â ñòîëèöå Ðîññèè, ïîëÿðèçàöèþ ýêîíîìè÷åñêîãî ïðîñòðàíñòâà, òðàíñôîðìà
öèþ ðåãèîíàëüíûõ ðûíêîâ òðóäà, óâåëè÷åíèå ìèãðàöèîííûõ ïîòîêîâ è õàîòèçàöèþ ïðîñòðàíñòâåííîé 
äèôôóçèè èííîâàöèé. Ýòèì ïîòåíöèàëüíûì ÿâëåíèÿì äàíà êà÷åñòâåííàÿ îöåíêà. Äëÿ êîëè÷åñòâåííîé 
îöåíêè âûáðàíû áóäóùèå ïðîäóêòû è óñëóãè ñî ñâåðõìàëîé çàäåðæêîé ñèãíàëà â ñåòÿõ 5G (Òàêòèëü



76

Âåñòíèê ÇàáÃÓ. 2020. Ò. 26. ¹ 9                                                                  Ýêîíîìè÷åñêèå íàóêè

íûé Èíòåðíåò, ãîëîãðàôè÷åñêèå çâîíêè è äð.). Ðàñ÷åòû çàäåðæêè ñèãíàëà ìåæäó 196 ãîðîäàìè Ñèáèðè 
è Äàëüíåãî Âîñòîêà ïîêàçàëè, ÷òî ìîæíî áóäåò ñîçäàòü øåñòü òåððèòîðèàëüíûõ öèôðîâûõ ïëàòôîðì. 
Áèçíåñýêîñèñòåìû, êîòîðûå ìîãóò áûòü ñîçäàíû âîêðóã ýòèõ ïëàòôîðì, ñïîñîáíû îõâàòèòü 52 ãîðîäà. 
Îñòàëüíûå ãîðîäà îêàæóòñÿ âíå äîñòóïà ê íîâûì ïðîäóêòàì è óñëóãàì. Ýòî ñôîðìèðóåò áóäóùåå öèôðî
âîå íåðàâåíñòâî, êîòîðîå îõâàòèò â 260 ðàç áîëüøå íàñåëåíèÿ, ÷åì ñîâðåìåííîå íåðàâåíñòâî â äîñòóïå 
ê ñåòÿì 3G–4G. Ïîëó÷åííûå ðåçóëüòàòû ìîãóò èñïîëüçîâàòüñÿ äëÿ óòî÷íåíèÿ íàöèîíàëüíîãî ïðîåêòà

Êëþ÷åâûå ñëîâà: öèôðîâàÿ ýêîíîìèêà; ïëàòôîðìåííàÿ ýêîíîìèêà; ðåãèîíàëüíîå ðàçâèòèå; òåëåêîììóíèêàöè
îííàÿ ñåòü; ñâåðõìàëàÿ çàäåðæêà ñèãíàëà; ãîðîä; ðåãèîí; öèôðîâîå íåðàâåíñòâî; Ñèáèðñêèé ôåäåðàëüíûé îêðóã; 
Äàëüíåâîñòî÷íûé ôåäåðàëüíûé îêðóã

Introduction.Initial understanding of the digital 
economy [22; 33] has transformed into many 

different opinions and definitions [8]. Recently, 
the prevailing point of view is that digital plat
forms are at the heart of the digital economy [10; 
34]. According to the most general definition, 
platforms “function as an interface between dif
ferent groups of users and facilitate valuecre
ating exchanges” [6, p. 1331]. Digital platforms 
have begun to affect all types of human activity. 
To understand this phenomenon, new concepts 
such as “platformization” [23], “platform revo
lution” [24], “platform society” [36], “platform 
power” [11], “platform capitalism” [30], “plat
form cooperativism” [27], “platform urbanism” 
[19] and “platform logic” [28] have appeared in 
the scientific literature. In economic research, 
the new phenomenon is called “platform econo
my” [10; 17; 28;29; 31]. One of the scientific re
views [21] states that the first publications on the 
platform economy appeared in the early 2000s. 
In another study [28] it is proposed to count from 
the publication of D.S. Evans et al. in 2006 [9]. If 
you “dig deeper”, many of the provisions of the 
platform economy are based on the research of 
M.L. Katz and C. Shapiro on network externali
ties [16], which was published in 1985. A signif
icant theoretical contribution to the foundation 
of the platform economy was made by research 
on “twosided markets” (the platform is used for 
interaction between two groups of users who 
are sellers and buyers) [2; 25] and “multisided 
markets” (advertisers, investors, and other new 
groups are added to the previous two groups) 
[10; 15]. A separate research area is the study 
of business ecosystems that are formed around 
digital platforms [1; 13; 35]. New ideas are also 
generated in leading platform companies (Air
bnb, Alibaba, Alphabet, Amazon, Apple, Baidu, 
eBay, Facebook, Netflix, Tencent, Uber, etc.).

In recent years, several strategic docu
ments on the development of the digital econ
omy have been adopted in Russia, in which, 

among other things, the attention is paid to the 
platform economy. The government program 
“Digital Economy of the Russian Federation” 
was approved in July 2017(Order of the Govern
ment of the Russian Federation of July 28, 2017 
No. 1632r). This program has become the ba
sis for the development of the national project, 
the passport of which was approved in Decem
ber 2018 and published in February 2019. The 
national project was concretized in six federal 
projects (“Regulatory Regulation of the Digital 
Environment”, “Personnel for the Digital Econ
omy”, “Information Infrastructure”, “Information 
Security”, “Digital Technologies” and “Digital 
Public Administration”), approved in May 2019. 
According to the national project, “at least 10 
leading companies (ecosystem operators)” and 
“at least 10 industryspecific (industrial) digital 
platforms” should be created in 2020–2024. The 
Russian scientific community is actively discuss
ing the national project (as of October 1, 2020, 
657 journal articles on this topic were record
ed in the eLIBRARY.RU Scientific Electronic Li
brary). However, this set of publications does not 
contain scientific results that characterize the 
socioeconomic consequences of the develop
ment of the platform economy for certain groups 
of Russian regions.

When forming regional development strat
egies, first of all, it is necessary to know the 
negative consequences. This will make it pos
sible to develop regional programs to eliminate 
or reduce such consequences. In our study, the 
Eastern regions of Russia were selected as the 
analyzed territory, since there are numerous 
socioeconomic data on this territory in the In
stitute of Geography named after V.B. Sochava 
of the Siberian Branch of the Russian Academy 
of Sciences (IG SB RAS). Therefore, the pur
pose of the study is to determine the possible 
negative consequences of the development of 
the platform economy for the Siberian and Far 
Eastern regions. Since the platform economy 
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has just begun to form in Russia, it is necessary 
to determine a list of potential negative conse
quences based on an analysis of the national 
project, a literature review and clarification of the 
socioeconomic characteristics of the Eastern 
regions. This will be a qualitative assessment. 
Quantification is possible if statistics are availa
ble for a particular type of future digital service. 
Previous studies [5] have made it possible to 
identify this type of service. It is associated with 
ultralow signal latency in 5G networks (Tactile 
Internet, holographic calls, etc.) [18; 20].

Materials and methods.Global array of 
publications (the following databases were 
analyzed: www.link.springer.com, www.onlineli
brary.wiley.com, www.sciencedirect.com, www.
journals.sagepub.com, www.ideas.repec.org, 
www.login.webofknowledge.com, www.scopus.
com, www.elibrary.ru) and data from the IG SB 
RAS were used to compile a list of potential neg
ative consequences. Cities, in which access to 
services with ultralow signal latency is possible, 
were determined on the basis of the author’s 
database for Russian telecommunications lines 
(compiled from reports of all telecom operators 
as of January 1, 2020). The algorithm for iden
tifying such cities was developed by the author 
earlier [5]. The socioeconomic significance of 
the selected cities was calculated by the num
ber of their citizens (data from the Federal State 
Statistics Service were used as of January 1, 
2020 [7]).

It is generally accepted that digital plat
forms are extraterritorial [24]. However, this ap
plies primarily to global platforms. Local and re
gional platform companies offer products and 
services within a specific territory. There are no 
concepts of identifying such territories in the 
world science. Municipal or regional borders 
are usually used [12; 14]. This is incorrect, since 
the zones of platform influence can unite frag
ments of different municipalities and regions. 
To solve this problem, the author’s concept of 
a “territorial digital platform” was used [4]. Ac
cording to the concept, a large city (more than 
250 thousand inhabitants) was singled out and 
the signal delay value was calculated relative to 
it (the formula is given in [18]) to all other cit
ies. The area of a large city influence included 
only those neighboring cities, to which the sig
nal delay in fiberoptic networks was extremely 
low (less than 1 millisecond). This allows you to 
place a digital platform in a large city in the fu
ture and form an ecosystem of users of the Tac

tile Internet and related services (in real time). 
Since the national project plans to develop 5G 
networks only in territories with a population of 
more than 1 million people, our study identified 
groups of cities with such a number of citizens. 
This means that all cities that are not included 
in the groups will be left without services with 
ultralow signal latency. From here, you can cal
culate the consequences of creating platform 
companies in large cities for each region. Neg
ative consequences were quantified by the total 
number of citizens without access to new types 
of services. 

Results and discussion.Our study assessed 
the potential impact of the platform economy on 
the socioeconomic development of 21 regions 
(Republic of Altai, Republic of Buryatia, Repub
lic of Sakha (Yakutia), Republic of Tuva, Republic 
of Khakassia, Altai Territory, TransBaikal Ter
ritory, Kamchatka Territory, Krasnoyarsk Terri
tory, Primorye Territory, Khabarovsk Territory, 
Amur Region, Irkutsk Region, Kemerovo Region, 
Magadan Region, Novosibirsk Region, Omsk 
Region, Sakhalin Region, Tomsk Region, Jewish 
Autonomous Region and Chukotka Autonomous 
Area). Analysis of the national project and glob
al experience in platform research has revealed 
five Russian features that in the future may have 
a negative impact on the Siberian and Far East
ern regions. 

The first possible negative consequence 
of the platform economy development in Russia 
may be the concentration of platform companies 
in the capital. The national project notes that the 
state will support the creation of 10 domestic 
leading companies. All major Russian state
owned companies are headquartered in Moscow 
and pay almost all taxes there. Most likely, the 
new leading platform companies will be local
ized in Moscow, and their ecosystems will cov
er all Russian regions. It is possible that leading 
companies will be created in various sectors of 
the digital economy and become monopolists in 
them. The development of platform companies 
indicates their desire to implement the “winner
takesall” strategy [26]. With this development of 
events, platform companies through their eco
systems will make a profit in the Eastern regions, 
and pay taxes in the capital. This will contribute 
to a sharp decline in regional budgets, which are 
currently supported mainly by regional compa
nies and territorial clusters. 

The second negative consequence can be 
associated with the polarization of the economic 
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space. At present, Russia’s economic space has 
been already polarized. Economic activity is con
centrated mainly in urban agglomerations, most 
of which are located in the Western regions. The 
platform economy development will facilitate 
the concentration of companies in the capital 
region and surrounding regions, which will lead 
to an even greater polarization of space. Com
panies from the Eastern regions will have to en
ter the ecosystems of leading companies from 
the Western regions with the further prospect 
of absorbing the first by the latter. Since these 
processes are not regulated in any way in the na
tional project for the development of the digital 
economy, the Eastern regions may eventually be 
left without their own platform companies at all. 
This can be called modern digital colonization, in 
which the Eastern regions will only supply data, 
and companies in the Western regions will pro
cess this data and develop. 

The third negative consequence may be 
the transformation of regional labour markets. 
The labour platforms’ development and the 
transition to remote work are changing employ
ment in countries and regions [37]. In a platform 
economy, specialists with unique skills will re
ceive higher salaries than they are currently, and 
lowskilled workers will become even poorer, as 
switching to temporary contracts will deprive 
them of their current social guarantees. For the 
Siberian and Far Eastern regions, this will lead 
to an increase in hidden unemployment, while 
in the Western regions this process will be miti
gated by greater economic diversification. Plat
formization will also facilitate the closure of small 
service and retail companies in the Eastern re
gions, and new companies will be created closer 
to the capital, which will increase unemployment 
in Siberia and the Far East.

The fourth consequence may be an in
crease in migration flows. Now in the East of Rus
sia there are flows of migrants from the periphery 
to regional centers and from regional centers to 
the Western regions. The development of the 
platform economy will help strengthen the so
called digital migration. As a result, highly qual
ified ITspecialists will move permanently to the 
Western regions (closer to the capital), where it 
is easier to find new and/or additional jobs in the 
conditions of economic turbulence. An increase 
in the outflow of population from Siberia and the 
Far East will have a negative impact on the entire 
economy.   

The fifth negative consequence of the de
velopment of the platform economy can man
ifest itself in the chaotic spatial diffusion of in
novations. The national project does not have 
a regional policy for spreading platform innova
tions. This would not matter with a single type of 
spatial diffusion. However, there are three types 
[3] and each of them has its own “spatial logic”. 
If these processes are not regulated, then inno
vations waves will be directed to some regions, 
bypass other regions, and collide in third re
gions. As a result, there will be chaos, which will 
intensify with distance from the capital, since the 
leading platform companies will close innovation 
flows among themselves within Moscow, and 
the spread of innovations throughout the rest of 
Russia will be carried out randomly. 

One of the ways to neutralize possible neg
ative consequences is the formation of multisid
ed territorial digital platforms in the regions as 
well as the formation of regional business eco
systems around them [4]. As a result of the study, 
it was found that six territorial digital platforms 
can be formed in the Siberian and Far Eastern 
regions (Table 1). This number of platforms is 
associated with the existing settlement system, 
the existing telecommunications network and 
the presence of at least 1 million people in the 
area of each platform influence. If in the distant 
future 5G networks start to be deployed in terri
tories with a population of 0.5 to 1 million people, 
then digital platforms can be created in Barnaul, 
Kemerovo, Tomsk and Khabarovsk.

The socioeconomic significance of the six 
platforms can be roughly estimated by the num
ber of cities and urban populations that will have 
access to services and products with ultralow 
signal latency. The study has found that in Sibe
ria and the Far East, more than half of the popu
lation will not have access (in real time) to such 
services and products (Table 2). If we consider 
access for each region, the most favourable sit
uation is in the Omsk Region (only the city of Tara 
is outside the influence of the platform). In four 
regions, the platforms can cover cities around 
regional centers (Novosibirsk, Krasnoyarsk, 
Vladivostok, and Irkutsk). A relatively unique sit
uation has turned out in the Kemerovo Region, 
where the regional center (the city of Kemerovo) 
and the surrounding cities are out of access to 
the Novokuznetsk digital platform. All cities in 
the other 15 regions will not have access to the 
six platforms.
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Table 1 / Òàáëèöà 1

A number of cities and urban population in areas of ultralow signal delay from territorial digital platforms 
in Siberia and the Far East (as of January 1, 2020)/ Êîëè÷åñòâî ãîðîäîâ è ÷èñëåííîñòü ãîðîäñêîãî 

íàñåëåíèÿ â çîíàõ ñâåðõìàëîé çàäåðæêè ñèãíàëà îò òåððèòîðèàëüíûõ öèôðîâûõ ïëàòôîðì 
Ñèáèðè è Äàëüíåãî Âîñòîêà (íà 1 ÿíâàðÿ 2020 ã.)

Place of platform localization / 
Ìåñòî ëîêàëèçàöèè ïëàòôîðìû

Number of cities / 
Êîëè÷åñòâî ãîðîäîâ

Urban population (thousand people) / 
×èñëåííîñòü ãîðîäñêîãî íàñåëåíèÿ (òûñ. ÷åë.)

Novosibirsk / Íîâîñèáèðñê 9 1891,3

Krasnoyarsk / Êðàñíîÿðñê 9 1452,0

Novokuznetsk / Íîâîêóçíåöê 13 1269,6

Omsk / Îìñê 6 1244,0

Vladivostok / Âëàäèâîñòîê 7 1129,6

Irkutsk / Èðêóòñê 8 1066,3

Table 2 / Òàáëèöà 2

Distribution of the number of cities and urban population in the Siberian and Far Eastern regions, taking into 
account the presence or absence of ultralow signal delay from digital platforms (as of January 1, 2020) / 

Ðàñïðåäåëåíèå êîëè÷åñòâà ãîðîäîâ è ÷èñëåííîñòè ãîðîäñêîãî íàñåëåíèÿ ïî ñèáèðñêèì 
è äàëüíåâîñòî÷íûì ðåãèîíàì ñ ó÷åòîì íàëè÷èÿ èëè îòñóòñòâèÿ ñâåðõìàëîé çàäåðæêè ñèãíàëà 

îò öèôðîâûõ ïëàòôîðì (íà 1 ÿíâàðÿ 2020 ã.)

Regions / Ðåãèîíû

Territory with ultralow signal 
delay from platforms / 

Òåððèòîðèÿ ñî ñâåðõìàëîé 
çàäåðæêîé ñèãíàëà îò ïëàòôîðì

Other territory / 
Îñòàëüíàÿ òåððèòîðèÿ

Number 
of cities / 

Êîëè÷åñòâî 
ãîðîäîâ

Urban population 
(thousand people) / 

×èñëåííîñòü íàñåëå
íèÿ (òûñ.÷åë.)

Number 
of cities / 

Êîëè÷åñòâî 
ãîðîäîâ

Urban population 
(thousand people) / 

×èñëåííîñòü íàñåëå
íèÿ (òûñ. ÷åë.)

Republic of Altai / Ðåñïóáëèêà Àëòàé 0 0 1 64,5

Republic of Buryatia / Ðåñïóáëèêà Áóðÿòèÿ 0 0 6 521,3
Republic of Sakha (Yakutia) / Ðåñïóáëèêà 
Ñàõà (ßêóòèÿ) 0 0 13 523,0

Republic of Tuva / Ðåñïóáëèêà Òûâà 0 0 5 147,3
Republic of Khakassia / Ðåñïóáëèêà 
Õàêàñèÿ 0 0 5 334,4

Altai Territory / Àëòàéñêèé êðàé 0 0 12 1248,2
Transbaikal Territory / Çàáàéêàëüñêèé 
êðàé 0 0 10 515,9

Kamchatka Territory / Êàì÷àòñêèé êðàé 0 0 3 241,2
Krasnoyarsk Territory / Êðàñíîÿðñêèé 
êðàé 9 1452,0 14 594,4

Primorye Territory / Ïðèìîðñêèé êðàé 7 1129,6 5 186,2
Khabarovsk Territory / Õàáàðîâñêèé êðàé 0 0 7 970,6

Amur Region / Àìóðñêàÿ îáëàñòü 0 0 10 463,6

Irkutsk Region / Èðêóòñêàÿ îáëàñòü 8 1066,3 14 603,8

Kemerovo Region / Êåìåðîâñêàÿ îáëàñòü 13 1269,6 7 839,7

Magadan Region / Ìàãàäàíñêàÿ îáëàñòü 0 0 2 96,4

Novosibirsk Region / Íîâîñèáèðñêàÿ îáëàñòü 10 1914,7 4 112,9

Omsk Region / Îìñêàÿ îáëàñòü 5 1220,6 1 28,2

Sakhalin Region / Ñàõàëèíñêàÿ îáëàñòü 0 0 24 360,5
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End of the table

Tomsk Region / Òîìñêàÿ îáëàñòü 0 0 6 773,1
Jewish Autonomous Region / Åâðåéñêàÿ 
àâòîíîìíàÿ îáëàñòü 0 0 2 80,2

Chukotka Autonomous Area / ×óêîòñêèé 
àâòîíîìíûé îêðóã 0 0 3 25,8

Total / Âñåãî 52 8052,8 144 8731,2

If the data in Table 2 are interpreted as the 
future digital inequality in the era of the Tactile In
ternet and 5G networks, then this inequality will 
be significantly greater than it is now. In the Sibe
rian and Far Eastern Federal Districts, as of Janu
ary 1, 2020, there were 190 cities with a connec
tion to the unified fiberoptic network of Russia 
and 6 cities (Anadyr, Bilibino, Verkhoyansk, Pe
vek, SeveroKurilsk and Srednekolymsk) were 
without such a connection (they were connect
ed via satellite). Hence, the existing digital ine
quality is estimated at about 3.1% for the num
ber of cities and 0.2% for the urban population. 
If 5G networks were formed on the same date 
and services with ultralow signal latency were 
provided, the inequality would be 73.5% for the 
number of cities and 52.0% for the population. 
Based on these data, it can be assumed that the 
development of a platform economy in relation 
to new hightech products and services will lead 
to an increase in digital inequality in Siberia and 
the Far East by 23.7 times in the number of cities 
and 260 times in the population.

Our study had several limitations. First, the 
situation with the future platform economy was 
projected onto the modern settlement system 
and telecommunications network. Perhaps in 
10–20 years, the settlement and network in Si
beria and the Far East will change. However, 
these processes are inertial, which gives rise to 
rough estimates. Secondly, urbantype settle
ments and rural settlements were outside the 
study. Taking these settlements into account will 
provide a more accurate estimate of the future 
digital divide. Third, the quantitative assessment 
was limited only to the development of region
al platform companies for generating products 
and services with ultralow signal latency. Oth
er types of platform companies (for example, 
in the field of sharing economy [32]) were not 
analyzed. Fourth, the allocation of territorial 
digital platforms was made with a limit on the 

population (at least 1 million people). Removing 
this limitation will allow you to look into a more 
distant perspective. Fifth, Siberian and Far East
ern business ecosystems, which can be formed 
by platform companies from European Russia, 
were not considered. 

Conclusions. Comparison of the platform 
economy problems, given in the global array 
of scientific publications, with the peculiarities 
of regional development in Eastern Russia, has 
revealed five possible negative consequences: 
concentration of platform companies in Mos
cow, polarization of the economic space, trans
formation of regional labour markets, increase 
in migration flows and chaos of spatial diffusion 
of innovations. According to the author, in order 
to neutralize these negative consequences, it is 
necessary to create territorial digital platforms. 
However, the existing settlement system and tel
ecommunications network will not eliminate the 
future digital inequality. Moreover, in Siberia and 
the Far East, the future inequality in access to 
products and services with ultralow signal delay 
in 5G networks will be many times greater than 
the current inequality in access to 3G–4G net
works. 

The practical significance of our research 
may be related to the development of a new sec
tion ”Regional Economic Policy” for the national 
project “Digital Economy of the Russian Feder
ation”, as well as to the formation of socioeco
nomic development strategies in each of the 21 
regions included in the Siberian and Far Eastern 
Federal Districts. Further research can be aimed 
at developing methods for quantitatively assess
ing the five possible negative consequences of 
the platform economy development, which for 
Siberia and the Far East received only a qualita
tive assessment. In future research on products 
and services with ultralow signal delay, it is de
sirable to overcome five limitations and conduct 
a more complete quantitative assessment.
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