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Abstract. At the OECD level, within the framework of taxation, relevant documents that directly concern the procedure for enhancing 

interaction and cooperation among its member states are being developed. The most important ones include the development of 

recommendations in the field of taxation of controlled foreign companies, including the study of current aspects in the event of a conflict 

between the provisions on controlled foreign companies and the concluded double taxation treaties. Meanwhile, in the study of the 

formation of the institute of controlled companies with regard to the manner of their formation and use of modern forms and methods of 

administrative control and tax liability, it is important to study actions in the sphere of international tax law. However, the emerging 

problems in this sphere are relevant, since, at the level of national legislation of each state, there are both objective and subjective factors 

that directly affect the formation of law enforcement practice on controlled foreign companies, with regard to a lack of scientific 

information in the context of national law. Therefore, in terms of improvement of the tax legislation of countries with developing 

economies that are reforming the institution of controlled foreign companies and supplementing them with new provisions which cover the 

basic aspects of the formation of taxation of controlled foreign companies in the digital economy, it is important to mention the urgent 

measures aimed at improving them, including ways of implementation and modernization of the rules and procedure for determining the 

profits of controlled foreign companies in terms of clarifying the list of passive taxes, as well as the composition of costs of such 

companies. 
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1. Introduction 

 

The development of the global digital economy creates new challenges in the field of taxation and accounting, 

especially in relation to the regulation of the activities of the institute of controlled foreign companies. The use of 

various approaches to assessing the financial and economic activities of controlled foreign companies (CFCs) can 

provide sound tax control from the point of view of fiscal administration. What it involves is full compliance with 

the stages of control and verification of data for such categories of taxpayers (Alm, McKee, 2004), since in this 

case, it is possible to ensure that the assessment is performed at the appropriate level. As the basic criteria, the 

volume of assets generated and the amount of profit received can be used, as well as other indicators in the form 

of floor space, the number of staff, etc.  

 

When recognizing for tax reasons in a particular jurisdiction, it is important to understand the established list of 

active and passive income, since other things being equal, a clear border between them may be insignificant (in 

the opinion of Brown & Petersen (2009). In this case, within a specific legal tax jurisdiction, taxpayers can 

manipulate the recognition of specific types of income (Comi et al., 2019), for example, when including in the tax 

base of a CFC the amount of profit received for ordinary activities or "conditional dividends" (Gryzunova & 

Ekimova 2018). Undoubtedly, this indicates significant problems that arise in terms of the qualification of income 

received under CFC within national jurisdiction, with regard to the current recommendations of the OECD, as 

well as subject to double taxation treaties.  

 

 

2. Literature review  

 

At the OECD activities level, relevant documents that directly concern the procedure for enhancing interaction 

and cooperation among its member states are being developed. In turn, an important stage is the development of 

tax rules for CFCs, including the development of recommendations in the case of contradictions between the 

provisions of the CFC and the concluded double taxation treaties (Perez-Alvarez et al., 2020).  

 

The current provisions of the concluded OECD Convention include theoretical aspects of practical issues in the 

field of CFC taxation dealt with by economists and not fully developed. Thus, according to Porter (2003) studies, 

the legal rules of Luxembourg, Ireland, Belgium, and the Netherlands contain provisions contrary to the existing 

OECD conventions concerning the introduction of a permit for the taxation of CFC profits for persons being tax 

residents of third countries. 

 

In turn, according to Becker et al. (2016) and Dzenopoljac et al. (2017), these provisions, introduced in the form 

of legal rules, are not restrictive for the parties to the transaction, as well as persons belonging to a CFC being tax 

residents in the case of taxation of third parties who are not tax residents of the mentioned states. Meantime, 

Arunraj & Ahrens (2015) research revealed an important component in relation to the CFC taxation procedure, 

since regardless of the effect of the residence factor of companies and individuals, the tax itself is calculated only 

in relation to the received amount of profit (Lehoux et al., 2018). These arguments are probably true. Therefore, 

the use of this approach for taxing the received amount of CFC profits in EU countries is irrespective of the 

parties to the transaction located in third countries, with respect to the existing double taxation agreements 

between the respective states and without the use of the right to tax the amount of "conditionally received 

dividends" (Abadie et al., 2004; Chae, 2015; Rahman and Bobkova, 2017). 
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It should be mentioned that in the context of digitalization of all spheres of the economy and taking into account 

the difficult macroeconomic situation in recent years, including the current one, primarily due to COVID-19, the 

problem of expanding the national tax law in relation to the taxation of CFCs (Edeigba et al., 2020) and narrowing 

the role of CFCs (Kiy & Zick 2020) arises for many states.  

 

At least on a practical level, the existing double taxation treaties (DTTs) contain a reference to national legislation 

on the application of the right to income. This is about such countries as Canada (Article 91, Income Tax Law), 

France (Article 209, Tax Code). Simultaneously, exceptions on DTT are also contained in the tax laws of South 

Africa and Venezuela, Brazil, and Mexico. In this regard, in practice, the current CFC taxation procedure can be 

applied not only as a tool against "deferred taxation", as it was originally provided in the US legislation, and the 

goals and methods may be quite different. This is clearly stated in the OECD recommendations, since "they 

depend on whether a country adheres to the principle of export neutrality or import neutrality". Therefore, it is 

important to consider the further influence on cross-country relationships in the global digital economy when 

setting the ultimate goal of qualifying the recognition procedure for taxation of active and passive income at the 

level of national legislation.  

 

3. Theoretical background 
 

The study of the formation of the institute of controlled companies, taking into account the order of their 

formation and the use of modern forms and methods of administrative control in relation to the activities of CFCs, 

as well as implemented measures of tax responsibility, is an important aspect of the research performed by both 

theorists and practitioners in the field of international tax law. However, the emerging problems in this sphere are 

relevant, since, at the level of national legislation of each state, there are both objective and subjective factors that 

directly affect the formation of law enforcement practice in relation to CFCs, with regard to a lack of scientific 

information in the context of national law.  

 

The global digital economy cannot be imagined without interconnected relations with major corporations 

(Korableva et al., 2018). In particular, the annual growth in the number of multinational corporations in the world 

that produce a significant number of goods (works, services) has significantly increased. Based on practical 

research data from Forbes' current rating of The World's Largest Public Companies, the top 100 largest 

multinational companies (MNCs) in the world for 2018 included 4 Russian companies: Gazprom, Sberbank, 

Rosneft, and Lukoil. The leading positions are occupied by MNCs that are actually located in the territory of the 

United States (30 corporations) and the PRC (21 corporations).  

 

The current processes of economic integration directly concern the legislation of each country, on the basis of 

which financial relations are regulated with regard to the forms and methods of control over the activities of 

subjects of financial relations. Therefore, the current processes in the field of international finance should be 

controlled by the states, since this is necessary, first of all, in order to prevent tax violations. This is about 

increasing the potential for capital withdrawal to offshore jurisdictions and tax evasion by companies that operate 

in the international market (Fig. 1). 
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Figure 1. Comparative characteristics of separate offshore jurisdictions that maintain a register of beneficiaries and do not provide open 

access to the balance of current accounts about the final beneficiaries for 2019. 

Source: Made by the authors based on information from https://knoema.ru/atlas  and https://www.audit-it.ru  

 

 

At the present stage, within the framework of globalization processes, there are stages on the way to the formation 

of special methods and forms of state financial control of such participants in financial relations. In the national 

tax practice, the appearance of provisions on CFCs since 2015 has had its own prerequisites both at the legislative 

level and in the form of economic grounds. At this time, like most countries, the Russian Federation initially 

provided the principle of separate taxation of profits received from organizations and shareholders/participants in 

the relevant legal entities, with regard to the principle of residency (Puryaev & Puryaev, 2020; Prodanova et al., 

2019). 

 

Thus, in Russia, as in the United States, when performing economic activities through the use of foreign 

companies, shareholders do not pay corporate income tax until this profit is distributed as dividends (until the 

amount of profit becomes the income of shareholders), or until the shareholders sell their shares in such a 

company. In this regard, before the adoption of the CFC tax rules, in Russia, in a similar way to the United States, 

the legislation allowed the possibility of evading national taxation through the creation of foreign companies with 

the participation of Russian shareholders.  

 

In advanced economies, foreign company tax laws (CFC rules) are applied in various ways. Among them are: 

Australia, Great Britain, Germany, and the United States. In turn, the Russian rules for CFCs, which came into 

force in 2015, were constantly adjusted. Despite the more favorable nature of the amendments, the current 

approaches to CFC regulation have not been changed significantly, and adjustments have been made in respect of 

some shortcomings of the original version of the tax legislation.  
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Thus, within the framework of the national economy's deoffshorization being performed since 2014, the draft law 

on CFCs was a basic policy aimed primarily at establishing a mechanism for collecting and paying income tax in 

respect of controlled entities and companies (Abramova et al., 2014), as well as forming the procedure for 

recognizing legal entities as tax residents of the Russian Federation, with regard to the establishment of 

appropriate criteria, including the establishment of the procedure for "actual income beneficiary" when applying 

international double taxation treaties (Zhuravlev et al., 2019; Yemelyanov et al., 2020).  

 

However, the peculiarity of the national legislation is that the profit received by a CFC is equal to the amount of 

profit received by the organization (individuals’ income) recognized as the controlling person of this CFC. 

Meanwhile, the accounting for the CFC's profits is performed in accordance with the general procedure 

established by the provisions of national tax law, with certain features. The controlling entity includes legal 

entities or individuals with a share of more than 25% (before 2016 – 50%), or the participation rate of more than 

10% if more than 50% of participating entities are recognized as tax residents of the Russian Federation. In 

certain cases provided by law, the CFC's profit is subject to tax exemption, in particular, if it belongs to non-profit 

organizations and is established in an EEU member state. In our opinion, the most relevant legal position is the 

procedure for calculating the amount of profit received within the CFC. For this, the following options for its 

definition are provided: 

1) based on financial statements (subject to certain conditions); 

2) according to the rules established for Russian companies based on the provisions of national tax 

legislation. 

 

In determining the net profit received according to financial statements, it is important for taxpayers to comply 

with the following legal requirements: permanent location of the entity in relation to a foreign state with which 

the double taxation treaty is concluded or an audit report in respect of the statements without a negative opinion 

(refusal of opinion) is available. There are also certain types of legal requirements if the CFC's "personal law" 

does not establish rules for maintaining financial statements, or when a mandatory audit is not provided.  

When determining the amount of profit received based on the application of national law, the necessary 

conditions must also be met for at least five subsequent tax periods. It is necessary to highlight that the amount of 

profit received from the CFC is subject to reduction by the amount of: 

1) dividends paid in the current tax period; 

2) tax paid in a foreign country. This operation should be document-wise, and if the Russian Federation does 

not have taxation agreement with the state (the location of the CFC), there should be provided a certification of 

the competent state authority. 

The profit received from the CFC does not include the amount of profit aimed at increasing the authorized capital 

of the organization's participants. Another important aspect when establishing tax legislation in relation to CFC 

was the procedure for paying income tax on income received in the form of dividends from the CFC, if the 

amount of profit received from the corresponding CFC was previously reflected in tax return. In this case, 

taxpayers are required to provide regulatory authorities with payment documents confirming the payment of tax 

(Nagoyev, 2012).  

 

Note that the established legal procedures related to the procedure for notification of participation in a CFC 

provide a general period for taxpayers – no later than 3 months from the date when the share of income received 

reached 10%. The opposite is also true: when the participation is stopped, the notification period will be the same.  

However, taxpayers are required to submit a CFC notification for the tax period no later than March 20 of the 

following calendar year. For its part, the tax service (if there is relevant information about such taxpayers) is 

obliged to send a corresponding request for explanations and notification about the CFC. Nevertheless, attention 

should be paid to the practical aspect of obtaining relevant legal information from Russian tax authorities in 

relation to the CFC, since the sources may include: 

1. Information contained in the notice provided by the taxpayer.  
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2. Data received from the foreign competent authorities on the basis of an agreement on the exchange of tax 

information of the relevant state or on the basis of the OECD Convention on mutual administrative assistance in 

tax matters. 

3. When tax control measures are implemented by the local tax services within the framework of inspections 

connected with the collection of relevant evidence. When identifying the fact of control over a foreign company, 

the procedure for identifying the actual circumstances indicating such control is crucial. The following can be 

used for this purpose: witness statements, the results of the request/seizure of documents, other sources of 

information. 

In this regard, it is necessary to analyze the greatest impact of existing tax and legal aspects in the qualification of 

active and passive income when regulating the determination of profits in respect of CFCs and their accounting 

for tax purposes. 

 

 

4. Results 

 

Based on the special report of the OECD adopted in 2015 in the form of "Designing Effective Controlled Foreign 

Company Rules", the most difficult aspect is the need to develop uniform unified rules for CFCs while 

maintaining freedom in relation to EU member states and the ability to develop their own regulations with regard 

to national specifics. 

 

Certain it is that the established uniform approach in the field of legal regulation of CFCs in the EU countries is 

manifested in most member states on the basis of provisions that define:  

(1) concept of CFC and controlling person,  

(2) procedure for determining the main elements in relation to the taxation of CFC profits. 

 

The OECD Report highlights current legislative approaches to regulating CFC taxation, including several main 

approaches that have the most practical application. The first option is a jurisdictional one, according to which the 

CFC tax regime is applied to companies based on their location with regard to the formation of a "white list" and 

"black list". The first refers to territories with high-tax jurisdictions, the second – to offshore or low-tax 

jurisdictions where the level of applicable tax rates is lower or even applies a rate of 0%, compared to the state of 

the controlling person. The jurisdictional approach is used in Germany, France, China, and other countries 

(Andersson, 2019). However, these states have different views regarding the criteria for the exercise of low-tax 

jurisdiction. For example, in France, a difference of 50% of the effective tax rate is set, while in Brazil there is no 

such order. 

 

Another option is transactional, that is, the CFC tax regime is applied based on the type of activity performed by 

the CFC and the type of income received by the relevant company. In particular, in France, there are rules 

according to which the regime under consideration will not apply to a CFC if it is engaged in industrial activities 

(in other words, business).  

 

When conducting a comparative analysis between the EU states and the procedure applied in the national 

jurisdiction of the Russian Federation with respect to the rules provided by the current tax legislation, the ratio to 

any of the mentioned options (approaches) is incorrect. In this case, the term "mixed approach" is preferable. I.e., 

with respect to the application of the jurisdictional approach, the main provisions related to CFC will apply. 

Especially emphasize that the application of a mixed approach is more characteristic of the German tax system, 

where only the passive income of a CFC is taxed, but at the same time, this type of income will be taxed if the 

effective tax rate for this type of income in the country of location of the CFC is less than 25% of the rate set in 

the country (Savitskiy, 2015). 
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Within the framework of the analysis of the most significant areas, with regard to the procedure for improving 

national legislation in the field of taxation of CFCs, it is important to highlight that significant changes have been 

made since 2019, which directly affected the current procedure for determining the profit of CFCs. In this regard, 

these provisions will be applied by the business for at least the next five tax periods, starting from 2020, so it is 

important to mention the most important ones. Since a number of changes have been made to the tax legislation in 

recent years related to the adjustment of the current procedure for applying the CFC rules in the field of taxation, 

these innovations, based on current practical experience, are harder in relation to the taxpayer, since they only 

increase control over it. 

 

Within the main directions for improving the current legislation in the field of CFC taxation in the Russian 

Federation, it concerns an important provision in the procedure for determining CFC profits. Until the tax period 

of 2019 in determining the profits of a CFC, the income received in the form of dividends sourced from the 

Russian organization were not considered, but it was required to comply with the mandatory conditions: the 

controlling person for such a CFC should have had the actual right to dividends.  

 

Based on changes made since 2019, when determining the profit of a CFC, the amount of passive income from 

Russian companies was not taken into account, if their actual recipient was a person controlling the CFC. The list 

of passive income includes loan interest, as well as royalties from the use of intellectual property. 

  

As a comparative characteristic, the changes in the current tax procedure for CFCs will be considered through the 

example of Austria, which came into effect in 2019 relative to adjustments made for passive income received. The 

current CFC rules provide the inclusion of income in the tax base of an Austrian corporate shareholder who 

directly or indirectly owns a controlling stake in a foreign enterprise if such an enterprise generates passive 

income with a low level of taxation (offshore jurisdictions). However, tax control is performed if the Austrian 

company owns, directly or indirectly, with its subsidiaries more than 50% of the share rights or capital. The 

following types of CFC passive income are subject to mandatory inclusion in the tax base of the Austrian parent 

company from 2019, namely: 

1) interest or other income from financial assets; 

2) royalties or other income from intellectual property; 

3) dividends and income from the disposal of shares; 

4) income from financial leasing; 

5) income from insurance, banking, and other financial activities;  

6) income received when invoicing companies that receive income from the sale of goods (services) 

purchased and sold to associates, that do not contain their own added value (economic value) in their 

cost. In this regard, the list of passive income in the Russian and Austrian tax systems is different 

(Fig. 2). 

 

 

http://jssidoi.org/jesi/
http://doi.org/10.9770/jesi.2020.8.2(59)


 ENTREPRENEURSHIP AND SUSTAINABILITY ISSUES 

ISSN 2345-0282 (online) http://jssidoi.org/jesi/ 

    2020 Volume 8 Number 2 (December) 

   http://doi.org/10.9770/jesi.2020.8.2(59) 

 

979 

 

 
Figure 2. Comparative analysis of the types of income recognized from passive activities when making a CFC profit 

Source: developed by the authors 

 

 

5. Discussion 

 

One of the important directions for improving the tax legislation in relation to CFCs is the inclusion of "capital 

amnesty" in the legal doctrine. This refers to the return to the national jurisdiction of the income of persons who 

do not live in the country for any reason (Almas, 2012). Nonetheless, according to Akamah et al. (2018), the tax 

incentive is the right for such categories of persons not to pay tax on the CFC's profits under the defined 

conditions.  

 

A new direction in the studies of Coolidge (2012) is that in the case of a voluntary provision of CFC tax return by 

its controlling person (entity), the taxpayer will be exempt from penalties caused by delayed reporting. Besides, 

guarantees regarding the preservation of the CFC will be provided (apart from disclosure) if the CFC changes the 

country of registration, preserving all existing business relationships within specific jurisdiction through the 

procedure of re-domiciliation.  

 

Therefore, in the authors’ opinion, such a CFC can be registered as an international holding company (hereinafter 

IHC). However, with respect to statutory provisions, such a company shall make an investment in the national 

economy in the amount of not less than the threshold value (not less than 50 million rubles) within at least six 

months from the date of state registration of the respective company as an IHC. In this case, the capital amnesty 

procedure is a voluntary declaration in relation to a CFC, with regard to the provision of guarantees of exemption 

from penalties after redomiciling (Ferziger, 2013).  
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The conducted research aimed at improving the tax regulation of CFC activities has an important goal of 

stimulating the redomiciliation of CFCs into national jurisdiction only in special administrative regions located on 

Russky Island (Primorye Territory) and Oktyabrsky Island (Kaliningrad Region) for the purpose of obtaining the 

IHC status. It is important to take into consideration that, in practical terms, the redomiciliation procedure is 

possible not from all states (Leoncini et al., 2020). In particular, a company registered and operating in the 

territory of the British Virgin Islands (so-called BVI companies) cannot be re-domiciled (change of jurisdiction) 

to the Russian Federation directly. However, this is possible from other jurisdictions, for example, Cyprus 

(Akhmadeev et al., 2016; Akhmadeev et al., 2019). Therefore, in practical terms, it is possible to implement a 

two-stage redomiciliation from the British Virgin Islands through the jurisdiction of Cyprus.  

 

Conclusion 

 

According to the results of the study, it can be concluded that as part of improving tax legislation, countries with 

developing digital economy are reforming by adding new provisions regulating the basic aspects of the formation 

of CFC taxation. As for the Russian Federation, the main directions are to clarify the tax legislation for a more 

practical determination of the amount of profit received by a foreign company calculated in accordance with 

financial statements based on the company's personal law for the corresponding financial year. The term "personal 

law" originally referred to the operation of the legislation of the state, at the place of incorporation of the legal 

entity. At the same time, the profit received by a foreign company in foreign currency must be recalculated for the 

period based on the average exchange rate of the Bank of Russia. According to Bykanova et al. (2018) and 

Lehoux et al. (2019), this approach implied the formation of basic approaches to DE offshorization of the 

economy, according to which, the Russian legal doctrine established for the first time that the profits of foreign 

companies owed to Russian shareholders could be taxed even before the distribution as dividends (Ghosh & Maji, 

2015).  

 

An important tax change for taxpayers is also the consideration of the practical situation when interacting with 

offshore jurisdictions. These are cases when a CFC is registered in the territory of the relevant offshore territory 

and does not submit financial statements, and does not pay taxes. In this case, the CFC will not have the right to 

reduce the calculated profit tax. This approach of regulatory authorities has been analyzed when considering the 

general procedure for the interaction of companies with offshore jurisdictions and the list of states and territories 

that do not provide information exchange with national states for tax purposes is updated annually at the 

legislative level. In this regard, the following are the priority measures aimed at improving the legislation in the 

field of taxation of CFC activities.  

 

First, the modernization of the rules and procedure for determining the CFC's profit in terms of clarifying the list 

of passive taxes, as well as the composition of the CFC's expenditures. 

 

Second, the list of states and territories that do not exchange tax information with other jurisdictions should be 

periodically updated. 

 

Third, the use of capital amnesty in the framework of voluntary provision of tax return of a CFC by its controlling 

individual, which will allow such a person (subject to a number of conditions) to be exempt from penalties that 

were caused by a violation of the reporting terms. 

 

Fourth, the elimination of inconsistency of CFC rules in the EU countries, since the legal regulation of various 

areas of taxation reveals a trend leading to the gradual rejection of tax sovereignty in the European economic 

community, and against the background of quite consistent and successful unification of EU tax rules in specific 

areas, the problem of inconsistency of CFC rules in the national jurisdictions of EU member states remains 

unresolved and urgent. Therefore, the pursuit of a fiscal goal by the state in terms of regulating CFC legislation is 
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acceptable in the short term, while in the long term, it may have a negative impact on the country's economic 

development and, as a result, on the development of the digital economy in general. 

 

References 

 
Abadie, A., Drukker, D., Leber, Herr J., & Imbens, G. W. (2004). Implementing matching estimators for average treatment effects in Stata. 

The Stata Journal, 4(3): 290–311. 

 

Abramova, M.A., Goncharenko, L.I. & Markina, E.V. (2014) Financial and monetary methods of economic regulation. Theory and 

practice, 4(21): 545-551 

 

Akamah, H. T., Hope, O.-K., & Thomas, W. B. (2018). Tax havens and disclosure aggregation. Journal of International Business Studies, 

49(1), 49–69. 

 

Alm, J., & McKee, M. (2004). Tax compliance as a coordination game. Journal of Economic Behavior & Organization, 54(3), 297–312. 

 

Almas, I (2012) International income inequality: measuring PPP bias by estimating engel curves for food. Am Econ Rev., 102(1): 1093–

1117. 

 

Andersson, J.J. (2019). Carbon taxes and CO2 emissions: Sweden as a case study. American Economic Journal: Economic Policy. 11(4): 

1–30. 

 

Akhmadeev, R.G., Bykanova, O.A. & Salomadina, P.S. (2019). The effect of the VAT change on the final consumer. Proceedings of the 

33rd International Business Information Management Association Conference, IBIMA 2019: Education Excellence and Innovation 

Management through Vision 2020, 765-770. 

 

Arunraj, N. & Ahrens, D. (2015). A hybrid seasonal autoregressive integrated moving average and quantile regression for daily food sales 

forecasting. International Journal of Production Economics, 170: 321–335. 

 

Akhmadeev, R.G., Kosov, M.E., Bykanova, O.A., Ekimova, K.V., Frumina, S.V. & Philippova, N.V. (2016). Impact of tax burden on the 

country’s investments. Journal of Applied Economic Sciences, 11(5): 992-1002. 

 

Becker, T., Illigen, C., McKelvey, B., Hülsmann, M. & Windt, K. (2016). Using an agent-based neural-network computational model to 

improve product routing in a logistics facility. International Journal of Production Economics, 174: 156–167. 

 

Brown, J. & Petersen, B. (2009). Why has the investment-cash flow sensitivity declined so sharply? Rising R&D and equity market 

developments. Journal of Banking & Finance, 33: 971–984. 

 

Bykanova, O.A., Akhmadeev, R.G., Glubokova, N.Y. & Kravchuk, I.S. (2018). The global market of roundwood: Financial aspects. 

Bulgarian Journal of Agricultural Science, 24(1): 8-16. 

 

Chae, B. (2015) Insights from hashtag supplychain and twitter analytics: considering twitter and twitter data for supply chain practice and 

research. International Journal of Production Economics, 16(5): 247–259. 

 

Comi, S., Resmini, L., & Vittucci, M.G. (2019). The impact of regional export promotion policies in Italy: the case of Lombardy. Scienze 

Regionali, 18(2): 215–235. 

 

Coolidge, J. (2012). Findings of tax compliance cost surveys in developing countries. eJournal of Tax Research, 1: 250–287. 

 

Dzenopoljac, V., Yaacoub, C., Elkanj, N. & Bontis, N. (2017). Impact of intellectual capital on corporate performance: evidence from the 

Arab region. The Classical Journal, 18(4): 884–903. 

 

Edeigba, J., Gan, C. & Amenkhienan, F. (2020). The influence of cultural diversity on the convergence of IFRS: evidence from Nigeria 

IFRS implementation. Review of Quantitative Finance and Accounting, 55: 105–121 https://doi.org/10.1007/s11156-019-00837-0 

 

http://jssidoi.org/jesi/
http://doi.org/10.9770/jesi.2020.8.2(59)
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11156-019-00837-0


 ENTREPRENEURSHIP AND SUSTAINABILITY ISSUES 

ISSN 2345-0282 (online) http://jssidoi.org/jesi/ 

    2020 Volume 8 Number 2 (December) 

   http://doi.org/10.9770/jesi.2020.8.2(59) 

 

982 

 

Ferziger, A.S. (2013). From Lubavitch to Lakewood: The “Chabadization” of American Orthodoxy. Modern Judaism: A Journal of Jewish 

Ideas and Experience, 33 (2): 101–124. 

 

Ghosh, S.K. & Maji, S.G. (2015). Empirical validity of value added intellectual coefficient model in Indian knowledge-based sector. 

Global Business Review, 16(6): 947–962. 

 

Gryzunova, N.V., & Ekimova, K.V. (2018). Monetary policy and economy: Transmission channels and business competitiveness. 

Espacios, 39(19): 7-14 

 

Korableva, O. N., Kalimullina, O. V., & Mityakova, V. N. (2018). Innovation activity data processing and aggregation based on 

ontological modelling. Paper presented at the 2018 4th International Conference on Information Management, ICIM 2018, 1-4. 

https://doi:10.1109/INFOMAN.2018.8392659 

 

Kiy, F. & Zick, T. (2020). Effects of declining bank health on borrowers’ earnings quality: evidence from the European sovereign debt 

crisis. Journal of Business Economics, 90, 615–673. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11573-020-00968-0 

 

Lehoux, L., Duck, H., Akhmadeev, R., Morozova, T. & Bykanova, O. (2019). Sustainable development facets: Taxation solutions for the 

energy industry. Journal of Security and Sustainability Issues, 9(2): 457-472. http://doi.org/10.9770/jssi.2019.9.2(8) 

 

Lehoux, L., Morozova, T.V., Safonova, E.G. & Kalacheva, O.N. (2018). Adaptation of individual taxonomy in financial statements 

prepared in line with IFRS to XBRL format. Proceedings of the 32nd International Business Information Management Association 

Conference, IBIMA 2018 - Vision 2020: Sustainable Economic Development and Application of Innovation Management from Regional 

expansion to Global Growth, 2048-2055. 

 

Leoncini, R., Vecchiato, G. & Zamparini, L. (2020). Triggering cooperation among firms: an empirical assessment of the Italian Network 

Contract Law. Economics & Politics, 37: 357–380. https://doi.org/10.1007/s40888-019-00141-z 

 

Nagoyev, A.B. (2012) Priorities of modernization of economy of the North-Caucasian Federal District. Creative Economics, 2 (12): 265-

272. 

 

Perez-Alvarez, J.M., Gomez-Lopez, M.T., Eshuis, R. (2020). Verifying the manipulation of data objects according to business process and 

data models. Knowledge and Information System. 62: 2653–2683 https://doi.org/10.1007/s10115-019-01431-5 

 

Prodanova, N. A., Plaskova, N. S., Dikikh, V. A., Sotnikova, L. V., Nikandrova, L. K., & Skachko, G. A. (2019). Techniques for assessing 

the investment attractiveness of a commercial organization based on classical methods of strategic economic analysis. International Journal 

of Economics and Business Administration, 7(4), 35-46. https://doi.org/10.35808/ijeba/330    

 

Porter, M.E. (2003). The Economic Performance of Regions. Regional Studies, 37 (6-7): 549–578. 

 

Puryaev, A., & Puryaev, A. (2020). Evaluating the Effectiveness of Projects of Global and National Economic Significance Level. In Smart 

Innovation, Systems and Technologies (Vol. 172, pp. 317–331). Springer, Singapore. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-15-2244-4_29 

 

Rahman, P. A., & Bobkova, E. Y. (2017). The reliability model of the fault-tolerant border routing with two Internet services providers in 

the enterprise computer network. Journal of Physics: Conference Series, 803(1).  https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/803/1/012124 

 

Savitskiy, A.I. (2015) Controlled foreign companies: foreign experience and prospects in Russia, Law. 2: 37–39. 

 

OECD (2015), Designing Effective Controlled Foreign Company Rules, Action 3 – 2015 Final Report, OECD/G20 Base Erosion and Profit 

Shifting Project, OECD Publishing, Paris. http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/9789264241152-en. Para. 6. P. 13. 

 

Yemelyanov, V. A., Yemelyanova, N. Y., Shved, E. V., Nedelkin, A. A., & Rubak, E. O. (2020). Object-oriented design of the specialized 

software for automation of the metallographic analysis. Paper presented at the Proceedings of the 2020 IEEE Conference of Russian Young 

Researchers in Electrical and Electronic Engineering, EIConRus 2020, 556-559. http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/EIConRus49466.2020.9039284  

 

Zhuravlev, P., Poltarykhin, A., Sharagin, V., Vorobyeva, V., Bezveselnaya, Z., & Khodos, D. (2019). Economic aspects of human capital 

development in the context of renewable energy. Journal of Environmental Management and Tourism, 10(7), 1678-1686. 

http://doi.org/10.14505/jemt.v10.7(39).24 

 

 

 

http://jssidoi.org/jesi/
http://doi.org/10.9770/jesi.2020.8.2(59)
https://doi:10.1109/INFOMAN.2018.8392659
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11573-020-00968-0
http://doi.org/10.9770/jssi.2019.9.2(8)
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40888-019-00141-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10115-019-01431-5
https://doi.org/10.35808/ijeba/330
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-15-2244-4_29
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/803/1/012124
http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/9789264241152-en.%20Para.%206.%20P.%2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/EIConRus49466.2020.9039284
http://doi.org/10.14505/jemt.v10.7(39).24


 ENTREPRENEURSHIP AND SUSTAINABILITY ISSUES 

ISSN 2345-0282 (online) http://jssidoi.org/jesi/ 

    2020 Volume 8 Number 2 (December) 

   http://doi.org/10.9770/jesi.2020.8.2(59) 

 

983 

 

 

 

Egor DUDUKALOV  

PhD in Economics, Dean, Faculty of Management, Russian Presidential Academy of National Economy and Public 

Administration. Research interests: Digital Economy, Digitalisation, Industry 4.0, Development of Science and Education, 

Formation of Political and Administrative Elites, Economic Globalization. 

ORCID ID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6653-0026 

 

Galymzhan SPABEKOV 

Doctoral student of the Academy of Public Administration under the President of the Republic of Kazakhstan. Permanent 

place of work: deputy akim (head of administration) of Temirtau town, Karaganda region, Republic of Kazakhstan of 

economic issues. Research interests: public administration, state regulation of the economy and finance, industry, 

entrepreneurship and agriculture, land relations, public procurement.  

ORCID ID: https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7249-1468 

 

Liudmila KASHIRSKAYA  

Professor, Doctor of the Economic Sciences, Financial University under the Govemment of the Russian Fеdеrаtiоп. Research 

interests: accounting expertise, state financial control, audit, departmental interaction, efficiency of activity. 

ORCID ID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0234-0223 

 

Andrei SEVBITOV 

Doctor of Medicine, Professor, Head of the Department of propaedeutics of dental diseases of the Institute of Dentistry of 

Sechenov University. Currently engaged in teaching dentistry, as well as conducts research in the field of team management, 

corporate reporting. 

Research interests: management in dentistry, internal control systems, implementation of financial plan performance 

indicators. 

ORCID ID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8247-3586  

 

Olga VORONKOVA 
Doctor of Economics, Professor of management, business organization and innovation Department, Altai state University. 

Has the status of an expert of the Eurasian technological platform "Technologies of food and processing industry of 

agriculture – healthy food". Research interests: sustainable development of territories, innovation, technological and social 

entrepreneurship, "green" economy. 

ORCID ID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3106-4643  

 

Lidia VASYUTKINA  

PhD in Economics, Associate Professor at the Department of Financial Management and Financial Law. 

Bauman Moscow State Technical University. Research interests: accounting, analysis and audit. Economy and management 

of the national economy. 

ORCID ID: https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2649-2886 
 

 

 

 

Make your research more visible, join the Twitter account of ENTREPRENEURSHIP AND SUSTAINABILITY ISSUES: 

@Entrepr69728810  

 

 

Copyright © 2020 by author(s) and VsI Entrepreneurship and Sustainability Center 

This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY). 

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/ 

  
 

http://jssidoi.org/jesi/
http://doi.org/10.9770/jesi.2020.8.2(59)
https://checklink.mail.ru/proxy?es=GjJgBvVl%2Buv5eHAlhoC9mH%2BsuyJU906I26hJfvuLbb4%3D&egid=vPbPWpyIXKf%2BNH8pE%2BcWmuGeHCUj40M7WDaIZdgQl%2FM%3D&url=https%3A%2F%2Fclick.mail.ru%2Fredir%3Fu%3Dhttps%253A%252F%252Forcid.org%252F0000-0002-6653-0026%26c%3Dswm%26r%3Dhttp%26o%3Dmail%26v%3D2%26s%3D3b51efc3448ebeb3&uidl=15997564140468566361&from=edudukalov%40gmail.com&to=scopuspubl%40mail.ru
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7249-1468
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0234-0223
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0234-0223
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3106-4643
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3106-4643
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

