Vadybiniy strategijos analitiniu schemu ekonomika: heuristiky optimalumas,
prielaidy paZeidimai ir sisteminés klaidos skirtinguose mechanizmuy reZimuose

Daugelis praktikoje naudojamy strategijos ,,jrankiy* (pvz., industrijos struktiiros analize,
portfelio matricos, vertés grandinés skaidymas, gebéjimy/kompetencijy sarasai,
subalansuoty rodikliy sistemos, ,,mélynojo vandenyno“ drobés) veikia kaip analitinés
schemos: jos glaustai ,,suspaudzia® sudétingg ekonoming aplinkg j sprendimui paruosta
naratyva. Si doktorantiiros tema §ias schemas traktuoja kaip ekonominj objekta — kaip
heuristikas, kurios aproksimuoja gilesnius struktiirinius modelius (pavyzdziui, IO ir kt.).
Pagrindinis tikslas — sukurti koncepcinj metamodelj, kuris formaliai susiety vadybines
analitines schemas su ekonominiais mechanizmais, kuriuos jos implicitiSkai koduoja, ir
identifikuoty mechanizmus, kuriuos jos sistemingai nutyli. Metamodelis bus naudojamas
apibrézti, kada heuristikos yra apytiksliai optimalios (t. y. pateikia sprendimo taisykle, artimag
tai, kurig sitlyty ekonominis modelis), ir kada jos generuoja sistemines paklaidas dél
prielaidy pazeidimy (pvz., dinaminio strateginio zaidimo redukavimas i stating industrijos
analize; neiSsamiy sutaréiy problemos supaprastinimas ] ,.kasty* klausima; tinklo rinky
traktuoté kaip vienpusés paklausos).

Numatomas mokslinis indélis — (i) ,,mechanizmy rezimy“ taksonomija strateginiams
sprendimams, (ii) prielaidy pazeidimy tipologija, paaiskinanti prognozuojamas distorsijas,
ir (iii) koncepciné klaidy kainos logika — kada netinkama schema lemia tik nedidelj
nuokrypi, o kada sistemingai sunaikina verte (per klaidingg kapitalo alokacija, neteisinga
firmos riby pasirinkimg ar platformy kainodaros strukttirg).

Tikétinas rezultatas — publikuotini koncepciniai ekonomikos straipsniai, kuriuose
formuluojama ,,strategijos analitiniy schemy ekonomika* kaip kryptis: ne kuriant dar vieng
vadybinj jrankj, bet pateikiant ekonomiskai gristg kriterijy sistemg, kada esamos schemos
veikia, kada klaidina, ir kada biitina mechanizmo specifin¢ analize.

The Economics of Managerial Strategy Analytical Schemes: The Optimality of
Heuristics, Assumption Violations, and Systematic Errors Across Mechanism Regimes

Many strategy “tools” used in practice—industry-structure analysis, portfolio matrices,
value-chain decomposition, capability checklists, balanced scorecards, or “blue ocean”
canvases—operate as analytical schemes: they compress complex economic environments
into decision-ready narratives. This PhD topic treats such schemes as economic objects—
heuristics that approximate underlying structural mechanisms drawn from industrial
organization and others.

The project’s central aim is to develop a conceptual metamodel that maps managerial
analytical schemes to the economic mechanisms they implicitly encode, and to identify the
mechanisms they systematically omit. The metamodel is then used to characterize when
heuristics are approximately optimal—i.e., when their implied decision rules align closely
with those suggested by an appropriate economic model-—and when they generate



systematic errors due to predictable assumption violations. Examples include reducing
dynamic strategic interaction to static industry analysis; treating incomplete contracting
hazards as a pure cost-minimization problem; or applying one-sided market reasoning to
networked and multi-sided settings.

The expected scholarly contribution is threefold: (i) a taxonomy of mechanism regimes
relevant for strategic decisions, (ii) a structured typology of assumption violations that
explains systematic distortions in scheme-based reasoning, and (iii) a conceptual account of
the economic cost of mis-specification—when a misapplied scheme produces minor bias
versus when it reliably destroys value through poor capital allocation, incorrect boundary-
of-the-firm choices, or flawed platform pricing structures.

The intended outputs are publishable conceptual papers in economics that establish an
“economics of strategy analytical schemes” research agenda. Rather than proposing another
managerial framework, it provides an economics-grounded criterion system for when
existing schemes are valid, when they mislead, and when mechanism-specific analysis must
precede any framework-based presentation.



