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Abstract
This study explores the emergence of a new entrepreneurship phenomenon (digital social
entrepreneurship) as a result of the collaboration among many agents (N-Helix), given the
government’s limited capacity to respond to the stakeholders’ needs satisfaction related to
an exogenous event (e.g., the COVID-19 pandemic). Our theory development is based on
three ongoing academic debates related to (a) the unrepresentativeness of the stakeholder
theory in entrepreneurship research; (b) the emergence of digital social entrepreneurship
(DSE) as a bridge between stakeholders’ needs, socio-economic actors, and digital-social
initiatives; and (c) the role of N-Helix collaborations to facilitate the emergence of global
knowledge-intensive initiatives and the rapid adoptions of open innovations. Our results
support our assumptions about the positive mediation effect of DSE in the relationship
between N-Helix collaborations and stakeholders’ satisfaction. Notably, results show how
pandemic has intensified these relationships and how DSE in N-Helix collaborations can
generate social impacts globally. Some implications for policy-makers have emerged from
our results that should be considered during/post-COVID-19 pandemic.
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1 Introduction
On January 1st, 2020, the Word Health Organization (WHO) announced a severe acute
respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2), which causes a new disease called
coronavirus. Two months later, the WHO recognized coronavirus as a pandemic (the
COVID-19) on March 11th, 2020. At this moment, we started to observe worldwide curfews, quarantines, and similar restrictions (i.e., stay-at-home orders, shelter-in-place orders,
shutdowns, or lockdowns) related to the COVID-19 pandemic; consequently, from January
1st to July 31st, WHO has confirmed 17.064.064 cases of COVID-19 across 216 countries
around the world, including 668.073 deaths (WHO, 2020b). According to the June 2020
World Bank Global Economic Prospects, the pandemic’s immediate impact was a 5.2 percent contraction in global GDP in 2020—the deepest global recession in decades. Despite
governments’ efforts to counter the downturn with fiscal and monetary policy support
(Frydman & Phelps, 2020), a deep recession triggered by the pandemic is expected to leave
lasting scars through lower investment, an erosion of human capital through lost work and
schooling, and fragmentation of global trade and supply linkages (World Bank, 2020). In
the short- and medium-term economic challenges, the pandemic has brought enormous difficulties for governments in terms of the over-demand for medical care and social support
from that part of the population that cannot meet its basic needs the pandemic (Frydman &
Phelps, 2020).
Within this picture, similar prominent evidence was the 2008 financial crisis that morphed into multi-faceted social, political, and economic challenges worldwide. While the
crisis exposed critical and unsustainable in many countries, the crisis also made clear just
how inter-dependent and interlinked the global economies are (Carayannis & Rakhmatullin, 2014). As a result, a new paradigm emerged where government, industry, university,
and civil participants work together to co-create the future and drive structural changes far
beyond the scope of what any organization/person could do alone (Carayannis & Campbell, 2010). The so-called “quadruple helix model” put a stronger focus on cooperation
in innovation via the dynamically intertwined processes of co-opetition, co-evolution, and
co-specialization within/across sectors, regions, and eco-systems (Carayannis & Campbell,
2010).
Based on the quadruple helix lessons from the 2008 financial recession, the world was
currently exposed to the COVID-19 stakeholders’ needs (e.g., the overflow of patients to
areas in atypical hospital care, provision of mechanical ventilation in intensive care units,
and assignment of extraordinary health personnel) (Hamele et al., 2018; Juckett, 2006).
Although governments have used different technologies for public service and communication with their stakeholders like the e-government (Gil-García & Pardo, 2005; Sharma
et al., 2018; Susanto et al., 2017), not all countries have disposed of resources to adopt digital technologies (Fathey et al., 2016). However, social distance restrictions have accelerated
the co-creation of multiple digital initiatives among multiple agents to satisfy the numerous COVID-19 health and social urgencies (Barnes & Sax, 2020; Bustinza et al., 2019;
Mahajan et al., 2020; Meissner & Kergroach, 2021; Ming et al., 2020). Indeed, most of
these entrepreneurial and digital initiatives have been developed altruistically among multiple specialized agents (Mostafa et al., 2020). Indeed, we have observed the emergence of
a new phenomenon, “digital social entrepreneurial initiatives,” in the intersection between
stakeholders’ needs and digital social initiatives that have emerged in collaboration among
multiple social, academic, economic, industrial, political, and civil society (also called
N-Helix) to respond to the COVID-19 pandemic (Apple, 2020b; Google, 2020).
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The accumulated literature has associated social entrepreneurship (SE) with the emergence of entrepreneurial initiatives that seek to solve certain stakeholders’ social problems (Dacin et al., 2010; Driver, 2017; Robb & Gandhi, 2016; Short et al., 2009), a few
of them using open innovation (Hamburg, 2017; Tracey & Stott, 2017) in collaboration
among actors (Iqbal et al., 2018). In comparison, digital entrepreneurship (DE) represents
the emergence of new entrepreneurial initiatives that incorporated digital technologies like
artifacts and platforms(Nambisan, 2017). Following these assumptions, digital social entrepreneurship (DSE) represents entrepreneurial initiatives with social purposes developed
by incorporating digital technologies into their business model as a result of the interaction of N-Helix agents (Battisti, 2019; Ghatak et al., 2020; Short et al., 2009). This nondocumented phenomenon represents the missing link between innovation, technology, and
entrepreneurship literature.
Inspired by this gap, this study examines the relationship between N-Helix collaboration
and DSE due to the government’s limited capacity to respond to the stakeholders’ needs
satisfaction related to exogenous events (e.g., the COVID-19 pandemic). The proposed
conceptual model is based on three ongoing academic debates related to (a) the unrepresentativeness of the stakeholder theory in entrepreneurship research; (b) the emergence of
digital social entrepreneurship; and (c) the collaboration among multiple agents (N-Helix).
To test our proposed conceptual model, we build a dataset based on the information provided by the two most relevant digital platforms (iOS—Apple store and Android—Google
play), the websites of the apps’ developers, and official datasets. Our results show that the
government’s limited ability to respond to the pandemic and manage its support services
through digital means encourages collaboration among N-Helix partnership agents. These
collaborations stimulate DSE that has a positive effect on stakeholder satisfaction. N-Helix
partnerships create value through innovation to develop DSE.
After this introduction, Sect. 2 proposes the theoretical framework to understand better the N-Helix response to an exogenous crisis like the COVID-19 pandemic. Section 3
includes the methodological design to test our set of hypotheses. Section 4 shows the main
findings of our study that are discussed in light of previous studies. Section 5 offers conclusions, limitations and proposes future research opportunities.

2 Theoretical Framework
Given the exposed critical COVID-19 stakeholders’ needs, we are merging three ongoing
academic debates. First, the stakeholder theory enriches our understanding of the emergence of entrepreneurship initiatives and their process (Venkataraman, 2002). However, it
is palpable the unrepresentativeness of this theory in entrepreneurship research (Freeman
et al., 2010). Second, while digital entrepreneurship (DE) has represented an agile response
for achieving twenty-first-century opportunities through new business and innovative models (Kraus et al., 2018; Nambisan, 2017), social entrepreneurship (SE) has represented an
ability to address social problems (Mair & Marti, 2006). Battisti (2019) suggests an alternative framework that considers socially relevant groups in the entrepreneurial innovation
and digital process. Following Battisti’s (2019) reasoning, we argue that the COVID-19
pandemic has raised important questions that should be answered at the intersection of
digital technologies, societal needs, and entrepreneurial behaviors emerging a new phenomenon: digital social entrepreneurship (DSE). Third, collaboration among diverse social
and economic agents (N-Helix) facilitates the emergence of global knowledge-intensive
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initiatives (Del Giudice et al., 2017). These environments facilitate integrated collaborations, co-created shared values, cultivated innovation eco-systems, unleashed exponential
technologies, and extraordinarily rapid adoptions (Galvao et al., 2019).

2.1 An exogenous event: the COVID‑19 pandemic
The modern world has faced three severe exogenous events related to population deaths
(Hamele et al., 2018). First, the 1918 influenza pandemic represented a severe event with
nearly 50 million deaths worldwide. Second, the 1957–1968 influenzas that killed approximately 2,000,000 people. Third, the 2009 H1N1 virus caused more than 575,000 deaths.
During these events, the lessons learned helped strengthen infection and viral disease monitoring systems (Kotalik, 2005). In these events, the population’s perception of uncertainty
is higher in societies with high cultural levels of uncertainty avoidance (Hofstede, 2001).
In natural disaster scenarios, the government controls and allocates resources to help the
affected populations (Frydman & Phelps, 2020). Therefore, governments are responsible
for monitoring, containment, and treatment of health emergencies.
Although governments have implemented initiatives to deal with exogenous events (GilGarcía & Pardo, 2005), collaboration among public–private agents emerged to support the
population’s needs (Demircioglu & Audretsch, 2020; Fathey et al., 2016). Collaborative
initiatives have offered a new way of self-managed uncertainty by allowing them to seek
information on their own about their specific information needs (ITU, 2020) and alleviates the demand for digital services in the local government. During the COVID-19 pandemic, apps provide many services such as self-diagnosis, news, quarantine control, infection maps, social distancing, regional trade status, and telemedicine, among many others
(Banskota et al., 2020). All these services allow people to feel more secure in an uncertain
context, while they might have been dispensable, overlooked, or even annoying in other
settings (Dehling et al., 2015). The threat of the COVID-19 pandemic affects all sectors of
society. Since the virus’s consequences are potentially deadly, individuals carefully evaluate and catalog all resources and services (Pakpour & Griffiths, 2020). Therefore, users
are becoming more demanding for pandemic support services (Kotalik, 2005; Quinn et al.,
2013). Based on these arguments, we propose the following hypotheses.

H1a An exogenous event (e.g., COVID-19 pandemic) has a negative effect on the government’s ability to respond to the stakeholders’ needs.
H1b An exogenous event (e.g., COVID-19 pandemic) has a positive effect on the emergence of N-Helix collaborations to the stakeholders’ needs.
H1c An exogenous event (e.g., COVID-19 pandemic) has a positive effect on the creation
of digital and social initiatives to respond to the stakeholders’ needs.

H1d An exogenous event (e.g., COVID-19 pandemic) has a negative effect on stakeholders’ needs satisfaction.
2.2 A collaborative response to an exogenous event: The N‑Helix model
Previous studies have shown N-Helix models’ evolution by collaborating with governments, universities, industries, and society to respond to specific needs (Fischer et al.,
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2018, 2019; Kobarg et al., 2018; Lew et al., 2018). In this vein, we have observed dualhelix partnerships (university-industry promoted by the public incentives), triple-helix
partnership (university-industry-government), and the quadruple-helix partnership (university-industry-government-society) (Baier-Fuentes et al., 2021; Demircioglu & Audretsch,
2019; Dooley & Kirk, 2007; McAdam & Debackere, 2018). Individually, the government
prioritizes sustained structural changes; the university focuses on the generation and transference of knowledge; the industry looks for developing competitive advantages; and social
groups look for supporting vulnerable populations (Bărbulescu & Constantin, 2019; Guerrero & Urbano, 2020).
As part of an N-Helix model, multiple actors collaborate to generate/transfer knowledge and innovations into society (Carayannis, E. G., Campbell, 2010; Del Giudice et al.,
2017). The knowledge transfer between N-Helix collaborations and exogenous events has
positively impacted university-supported firms’ innovation intensity during the 2008 financial crisis (Carboni & Medda, 2021). Indeed, digital technologies facilitate the generation/
transference of knowledge and the introduction of new business models or operational processes (He, 2019; Sahut et al., 2019). Knowledge transfer benefits from remote communication technologies, as it has been shown that physical distance between N-Helix collaborators is an essential element to consider for knowledge transfer and innovation (Mukherji
& Silberman, 2021). During the COVID-19 pandemic, the insufficient resources/investments in health infrastructures to respond to the population’s needs have motivated the
emergence of apps created by collaborating partnerships (Friedman et al., 2020). Therefore, N-Helix collaboration can alleviate the government’s overburden by supporting services related to social distancing, emotional support, remote medical services, monitoring
of active cases, among other tools that can be implemented through information and communication technologies (Banskota et al., 2020). Based on these arguments, we propose the
following hypotheses.

H2 In the context of an exogenous event (e.g., COVID-19 pandemic), the reduction
in the government’s response capacity is positively related to the creation of H-Helix
collaboration.
2.3 The stakeholders’ needs satisfaction: N‑Helix via digital social entrepreneurship
(DSE)
Previous studies have recognized the positive effect of N-Helix collaborations (e.g., industry, government, university, non-profit organizations, civil society) on multiple stakeholders’ needs satisfaction (Carayannis & Campbell, 2010; Fischer et al., 2020; Blair-Fuentes
et al., 2021). Nevertheless, the literature has also recognized many challenges in the configuration of N-Helix collaborations, such as response-times, bureaucracy, exclusion feelings, ethical dilemma, and intellectual property (Brannback et al., 2008; Goyal et al., 2016;
Kraus et al., 2018).
Although N-Helix collaborations imply multiple challenges (Iqbal et al., 2018; SaizÁlvarez & Palma-Ruiz, 2019), social distance restrictions and the COVID-19 stakeholders’
needs have encouraged N-Helix agents to look for a crucial intersection between social
entrepreneurship (SE) and digital entrepreneurship (DE) initiatives that have configurated
the called digital social entrepreneurship (DSE). In this new scenario, digital technologies
have been an invaluable resource for multiple N-Helix collaborations oriented to create
an agile response to the global pandemic effects (Ghatak et al., 2020; Short et al., 2009;
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Siegel & Guerrero, 2021). DSE can come in various sizes, depending on the resources
involved in its creation. In general, those large-scale digital social initiatives are developed
collaboratively between two or more N-Helix agents. The N-Helix model made a stronger
focus on cooperation in innovation, the dynamically intertwined processes of co-opetition,
co-evolution, and co-specialization within/across sectors, regions, and eco-systems (Carayannis & Campbell, 2010; Kolesnikov et al., 2019). We assume that exogenous events as the
COVID-19 pandemic have intensified DSE development by N-Helix actors (e.g., government, research centers, universities, industries, social organizations, and society). This type
of collaboration allowed sharing available resources and specialized knowledge to satisfy
societal needs with reduced costs, improved quality, and global coverage (Minshall et al.,
2008; United Nations, 2020b). This sense highlights the importance of networks and institutional spaces for transferring technology and innovation to promote DSE towards a highvalue proposition (Kruger & Steyn, 2020; Panetti et al., 2020). Indeed, N-Helix agents
have also faced significant efforts/tensions to develop these DSE with a large-scale impact,
and in some cases, the DSE has generated the non-satisfaction of the COVID-19 stakeholders’ satisfaction.
According to Schumpeter (1976: 83–84), every business strategy acquires true significance only against that process’s background and within the situation created by it. This
reflection explains why management literature has considered stakeholders’ crucial role in
defining business strategies (Freeman et al., 2010). Likewise, according to Venkataraman
(2002), the stakeholder theory needs to consider the entrepreneurial process as a legitimate
method of bringing about stakeholder equilibration; as well as, the entrepreneurship theory
must consider stakeholder equilibration explicitly (Venkataraman, 2002). Otherwise, both
theories are incomplete. In this vein, entrepreneurship should help to identify and exploit
opportunities to improve the well-being of individuals, groups, and communities through
solutions driven by digital technologies (Goss, 2005; Ratten, 2018). In this context, the
entrepreneur acts as a catalyst between the opportunities that emerge from an exogenous
event and the knowledge spillover that allows the introduction of innovations and new markets (Caiazza et al., 2020). We assume that DSE had emerged to address the N-Helix stakeholders’ needs on a local, national, and global scale (Battisti, 2019). Therefore, DSE could
be the driver of sustainable innovation of N-Helix collaboration (Hinings et al., 2018).
Based on these arguments, we propose the following hypotheses.

H3a In the context of an exogenous event (e.g., COVID-19 pandemic), N-Helix is positively related to the creation of DSE.
H3b In the context of an exogenous event (e.g., COVID-19 pandemic), DSE is positively
related to stakeholders’ needs satisfaction.
H3c In the context of an exogenous event (e.g., COVID-19 pandemic), DSE positively
mediates the relationship between N-Helix and stakeholders’ needs satisfaction.

2.4 Proposed conceptual model
Based on the literature review, Fig. 1 shows our proposed conceptual model.
Our conceptual model proposes that an exogenous event (e.g., the COVID-19 pandemic) has a negative influence on the government’s ability to respond to social
demands (Miao et al., 2021) (H1a). The prioritization of government health spending in
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Fig. 1  Conceptual Model. Source: Authors

pandemic times means that non-emergency expenditures will be postponed (Prasad Das
& Nundy, 2020). In unstable economies, resource shortages will be even more damaging, even to the extent that they will not meet the health care needs of their citizens during the pandemic (Juckett, 2006). In this view, the COVID-19 pandemic will positively
impact N-Helix collaboration and DSE (H1b). An exogenous event represents a concern
for all sectors of society. N-Helix stakeholders can be motivated to support the government and citizens in addressing the health crisis through digital services and media such
as mobile applications (Marceau, 2002). Given the global contingency, N-Helix collaborations offer their services to citizens free of charge (Apple, 2020b; Google, 2020).
The purpose is social well-being, which shows the pandemic’s positive influence on
DSE (Berger et al., 2004) (H1c).
We propose that the COVID-19 pandemic will also have a negative effect on the stakeholders’ assessment of DSE (H1d). The COVID-19 consequences are related to individuals’ concerns about the reputation of sources that disseminate pandemic-related information and services (Pakpour & Griffiths, 2020). This fact has increased the attention to
reliability sources due to the pandemic’s seriousness has led to more demanding assessments by stakeholders.
We also suggest a negative relationship between insufficient government capacity to satisfy stakeholder needs through digital media and N-Helix collaborations (H2). The government’s response capacity reduction increases the partnership between N-Helix actors (Battisti, 2019). Therefore, we expect greater collaboration among N-Helix agents stimulates
DSE (H3a).
The DSE’s altruistic nature allows users to access free services that they could not
obtain in other ways (Chesbrough & Di Minin, 2014). Individuals will better value service if they do not have to pay for it; in this sense, DSE will positively affect stakeholder
satisfaction (H3b). In this vein, DSE will increase users’ satisfaction since N-Helix initiatives can provide better quality resources and disseminate high-level innovation to
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stakeholders (Bonaccorsi & Piccaluga, 1994; Galvao et al., 2019). Therefore, we anticipate a positive effect of the N-Helix collaboration on stakeholder satisfaction through
DSE (H3c).

3 Methodology
3.1 Data collection
Dynamic research developed during two doctoral elective courses (social entrepreneurship and digital entrepreneurship) from March 2020 to August 2020. We build a dataset
using the two most relevant digital platforms: iOS (Apple store) and Android (Google
play) (Srinivasan & Venkatraman, 2018). Specifically, we paid attention to the apps created
from January 2020 to July 2020 worldwide to respond to the COVID-19 pandemic. We
obtained a sample of 130 mobile validated applications from 48 countries. The applications
included in the sample were selected considering the support of a government, university,
foundation, or company. It allowed us to analyze the origin and content of the apps with
information from additional reliable sources. We complement our dataset by researching
websites of developers (universities, governments, industrial actors, and non-profit organizations) and secondary datasets about COVID-19 statistics at the country level (i.e., United
Nations, World Health Organization, International Monetary Fund). From January to July
2020, Fig. 2 shows the number of COVID-19 infections globally and the created apps to
reduce the COVID-19 pandemic’ effects (Apple, 2020b; ECDC, 2020; Google, 2020).
From January to date, the leading society’s need has been reliable information on the
pandemic’s progress (UNESCO, 2020). The reputation of institutions has been insufficient to trust their initiatives’ credibility (Liao et al., 2020; Quinn et al., 2013). According to UNITAR (2020), inter-institutional collaborations have built a more reliable reputation than alone. The COVID-19 pandemic has required various specialized resources
(e.g., computer support, academic research, medical equipment, medical assistance,
diagnosis and treatment, communication) (WHO, 2020a). It is unlikely that a single
organization will have all these resources, and it is costly to acquire them from other
specialized actors (Apple, 2020a).
180
160
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40
20
0
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February
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April

Covid-19 global cases (100.000 hbs)
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App development

Fig. 2  The Covid-19 pandemic world progress versus the total number of apps related to. Source: European
Centre for Disease Prevention and Control, Google Play and App Store
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3.2 Variables
Our dependent variable is the stakeholders’ needs satisfaction (Melin et al., 2020). This
variable is measured using a Likert scale (1 lowest to 5 highest) to capture the app’s ranking satisfaction. This information came from digital platforms (iOS and Android) and provided information about how much each app was beneficial for its users.
Regarding independent variables, we used a set of independent variables. First, the
COVID-19 pandemic represents the level of danger of the virus for each country (Hamele
et al., 2018). This variable was measured using the number of deaths per 100,000 habitants
and the number of doctors and hospital beds per 10,000 habitants. The information came
from the 2019 Human Development Report 2019 (UNDP, 2019) and the European Centre
for Disease Prevention and Control (ECDC, 2020). Second, government responsiveness is
a binary variable that takes the value one if it is developed only by the government and otherwise zero (Guerrero, et al., 2020a; Guerrero, et al., 2020b; Susanto et al., 2017). Third,
the variable digital social entrepreneurship is a binary variable that captures value one
when the app was created for social purposes (satisfy the COVID-19 needs) and zero when
the app was created for commercial purposes (Battisti, 2019; Ghatak et al., 2020; Luke &
Chu, 2013; Short et al., 2009). Fourth, the N-Helix is a count variable that indicates how
many stakeholders participate in developing the app for social purposes (e.g., government,
university, industry, non-profit organizations) (Baier-Fuentes et al., 2021; Guerrero, et al.,
2020a; Guerrero, et al., 2020b; Lazzarotti & Manzini, 2009; Santos & Mendonça, 2017).
Regarding control variables, we used several controls at the country level. Table 1
shows the distribution of the apps in the sample by their country of origin. Table 2 shows
the descriptive statistics of the sample, and Table 3 shows the correlation matrix.

3.3 Method
We use Partial Least Squares Structural Equation Modeling (PLS-SEM) using SmartPLS
software (Ringle et al., 2015). Our sample is suitable for the implementation of this technique (Wong, 2013). This method is ideal for testing multiple relationships between variables and estimating the direct and indirect effects (Matthews et al., 2018).

4 Results and Discussion
Tables 4 and 5 show the direct and indirect effects, respectively. Indeed, Fig. 3 shows the
testing of the proposed hypotheses.

4.1 The effect of the COVID‑19 pandemic
The COVID-19 pandemic has a negative impact on local government response capacity
(β1a = -0.240; p-value < 0.05), supporting H1a. A plausible explanation is that extraordinary demands on public administration during the pandemic require that governments
prioritize citizens’ needs according to a criterion of urgency (Leal Filho et al., 2020).
Therefore, the government cannot meet all the population’s needs simultaneously. The
main explanation is the limited resources, technical capacity, or the overflow in demand
for public services (Frydman & Phelps, 2020). Despite there are some economies that
respond to the citizens’ needs during an external event, the magnitude of infections

13

M. J. Ibáñez et al.
Table 1  App Distribution by
Country. Source: Google Play
and App Store
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# Country

Total App Govern- Digital
social
ment
app
App

N-Helix App

Germany

2

0

2

2

Saudi Arabia
Argentina
Armenia
Australia
Austria
Bolivia
Brazil
Canada
Chile
Colombia
Dubai
United Arab Emirates
Scotland
Spain
Estonia
France
Ghana
Global
Netherlands
India
Indonesia
Ireland
Israel
Italy
Jamaica
Jordan
Luxemburg
Mali
Mexico
Nepal
Pakistan
Peru
Poland
Qatar
United Kingdom
Czech Republic
Romania
Russia
Switzerland
Thailand
Turkey
USA
Ukraine

3
1
1
2
1
1
1
6
4
2
1
1
1
9
1
1
1
1
3
6
1
3
1
1
1
1
1
1
4
1
1
3
1
1
6
1
2
3
2
1
1
38
1

2
1
1
0
0
1
1
3
1
1
1
1
1
1
0
0
1
0
0
2
0
1
0
1
1
0
0
1
3
0
1
1
1
0
0
0
0
1
1
0
0
5
0

1
0
0
1
1
0
0
3
2
1
0
0
0
8
1
1
0
1
3
4
1
2
1
0
0
1
1
0
1
1
0
2
0
1
5
0
1
2
1
1
1
28
1

1
0
0
0
1
0
0
2
0
1
0
0
0
3
0
1
0
0
0
1
1
0
0
0
0
1
0
0
0
1
0
0
0
1
4
0
0
0
1
1
0
18
1
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Table 1  (continued)

# Country

Total App Govern- Digital
social
ment
app
App

N-Helix App

Uruguay
Vietnam
South Korea
Japan

1
2
1
1

0
2
1
0

1
0
0
1

0
2
1
0

during a pandemic overlaps the countries’ capacities across the globe (Bohlken et al.,
2020). Several countries prepared for a global viral/infectious outbreak because of the
2009 H1N1 pandemic (Kotalik, 2005). However, the rapid spreading of the COVID19 pandemic and many deaths worldwide show the greater danger of this disease concerning other health crises (Krist et al., 2020). Indeed, the COVID-19 pandemic also
has a negative effect on stakeholders’ needs satisfaction (β1d =  − 0.204; p-value < 0.10),
supporting H1d. The main citizens’ concern is related to the lethality and the authorities’ recommendations (Quinn et al., 2013; UNESCO, 2020). Given the nature of the
COVID-19 pandemic, it has increased users’ preference for mobile applications developed by institutions with a good reputation (Mahajan et al., 2020). As a result, the population demands the assessment of apps related to the COVID-19 pandemic. We do not
find strong evidence to support the effect of the COVID-19 pandemic on N-Helix (H1b)
and DSE (H1c). The model shows a significant indirect effect related to the intensity of
the COVID-19 pandemic and the involvement of N-Helix in the development of DSE
(see Table 5). During an exogenous event, government authorities control decisions
and resources related to the exogenous event (Mahajan et al., 2020). In this COVID-19
pandemic, governments and global organizations have called for respecting the restrictions imposed and following only information and communication from official sources
(UNESCO, 2020). Given these restrictions, the government controls but also stimulates
the collaboration of public and private organizations.

4.2 N‑Helix configuration in times of the COVID‑19 pandemic
Our results show a negative relationship between government responsiveness and the
N-Helix collaboration (β2 = – 0.381; p-value < 0.01), supporting H2. The plausible
explanation is that a decrease in the government’s response capacity to exogenous events
(e.g., the COVID-19 pandemic) generates an increase in the collaboration of multiple
actors (e.g., universities, research organizations, industries, social organizations). In
this scenario, N-Helix agents will detect the governments’ limitations and the population’s needs. Based on this information, N-Helix agents will collaborate to develop
initiatives to satisfy the population’s needs and transfer knowledge to respond to them.
In the COVID-19 pandemic case, N-Helix is looking to use digital resources to help
track, monitor, and follow-up infected individuals and provide multiple types of supports (Apple, 2020a). The collaboration among N-Helix agents helps fill societal needs
and bring high-level innovations within a global solidarity scenario oriented to address
the COVID-19 pandemic (Banskota et al., 2020; Mahajan et al., 2020; WHO, 2020a).
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A binary variable takes the value one if the app is developed only by the government and zero
otherwise
N-Helix
Count variable that indicates how many stakeholders participate in the development of the app
for social purposes
Digital social entrepreneurship A binary variable that captures value one when the app was created for social purposes and
zero when it was created for commercial purposes
Stakeholders’ needs satisfaction A Likert scale (1 lowest to 5 highest) to captures the users’ ranking satisfaction per app

Gov responsiveness

1.40
0.65
3.11

Google Play and App Store
Google Play and App Store
Google Play and App Store

1.72

0.48

0.69

Human development report 37.00 25.00
Human development report 25.68 10.53
32.05 20.88
European Centre for
Disease Prevention and
Control
Google Play and App Store 0.31 0.46

Number of hospital beds per 10,000 habitants

Number of doctors per 10,000 habitants
Number of deaths per 100.000 habitants

Mean S.D

COVID-19 pandemic

Source

Measures

Variables

Table 2  Descriptive statistics
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*/**/*** Significance level 0.1/0.05/0.01

Gov responsiveness
N-Helix
Digital social entrepreneurship
Stakeholders’ needs satisfaction

COVID-19 pandemic

Table 3  Correlation matrix

− 0.240**
0.122
0.138
− 0.180

1.000

COVID-19 pandemic

1.000
− 0.389***
− 0.325***
0.192***

Gov responsiveness

1.000
0.569***
0.125

N-Helix

1.000
0.149*

Digital social entrepreneurship

1.000

Stakeholders’
needs satisfaction
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Table 4  PLS-SEM model results
Measures

Mean

S.D

0.24**
0.03
0.07
0.20*
0.38***
0.56***
0.18**

0.11
0.10
0.09
0.12
0.05
0.10
0.09

0.06
0.15***
0.33***
0.06

0.05
0.03
0.10
0.05

0.24**
0.12
0.14
0.18
0.38***
0.21***
0.04*
0.56***
0.10*
0.18**

0.11
0.10
0.09
0.12
0.05
0.05
0.02
0.10
0.05
0.09

Path Coefficients
COVID-19 pandemic → Gov responsiveness
COVID-19 pandemic → N-Helix
COVID-19 pandemic → Digital social entrepreneurship
COVID-19 pandemic → Stakeholders’ needs satisfaction
Gov responsiveness → N-Helix
N-Helix → Digital social entrepreneurship
Digital social entrepreneurship → Stakeholders’ needs satisfaction
R-Square
Gov responsiveness
N-Helix
Digital social entrepreneurship
Stakeholders’ needs satisfaction
Total Effects
COVID-19 pandemic → Gov responsiveness
COVID-19 pandemic → N-Helix
COVID-19 pandemic → Digital social entrepreneurship
COVID-19 pandemic → Stakeholders’ needs satisfaction
Gov responsiveness → N-Helix
Gov responsiveness → Digital social entrepreneurship
Gov responsiveness → Stakeholders’ needs satisfaction
N-Helix → Digital social entrepreneurship
N-Helix → Stakeholders’ needs satisfaction
Digital social entrepreneurship → Stakeholders’ needs satisfaction

–

–
–

–

–
–
–
–

*/**/*** Significance level 0.1/0.05/0.01

4.3 Digital social entrepreneurship as a response to the COVID‑19 pandemic
Our results show that N-Helix is positively related to creating DSE (β3a = 0.560;
p-value < 0.01), supporting H3a. The analyzed N-Helix collaborations are related to developing, updating, and maintaining digital applications related to the COVID-19 pandemic.
As DSE represents a way to respond to the COVID-19 pandemic, most digital applications
have been developed using private–public donations (WHO, 2020a). This altruistic funding
system allows apps to be accessed and used free of charge by multiple users regardless of
their economic situation or geographic location. The N-Helix partnerships are primarily
motivated by the social purpose of supporting multiple users during the COVID-19 pandemic. Regarding the users’ needs satisfaction, the results show the positive effect of DSE
on stakeholders’ needs satisfaction (β3b = 0.177; p-value < 0.05), supporting H3b. These
results show some insights into the benefits captured by the apps’ users during the COVID19 pandemic. A plausible explanation could be that the users have access to multiple solutions to their needs that they could not obtain by other means during the pandemic times
(Chesbrough & Di Minin, 2014). Therefore, in times of pandemic, digital entrepreneurial
initiatives’ social orientation represents the mechanism to access free supports to satisfy
their stakeholders’ needs (Liao et al., 2020). Table 5 also shows a positive indirect effect
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*/**/*** Significance level 0.1/0.05/0.01

COVID-19 pandemic → Gov responsiveness → N-Helix
COVID-19 pandemic → Gov responsiveness → N-Helix → Digital social entrepreneurship
COVID-19 pandemic → N-Helix → Digital social entrepreneurship
COVID-19 pandemic → Digital social entrepreneurship → Stakeholders’ needs satisfaction
COVID-19 pandemic → Gov responsiveness → N-Helix → Digital social entrepreneurship → Stakeholders’ needs
satisfaction
COVID-19 pandemic → N-Helix → Digital social entrepreneurship → Stakeholders’ needs satisfaction
Gov responsiveness → N-Helix → Digital social entrepreneurship
Gov responsiveness → N-Helix → Digital social entrepreneurship → Stakeholders’ needs satisfaction
N-Helix → Digital social entrepreneurship → Stakeholders’ needs satisfaction
Total Indirect Effects
COVID-19 pandemic → N-Helix
COVID-19 pandemic → Digital social entrepreneurship
COVID-19 pandemic → Stakeholders’ needs satisfaction
Gov responsiveness → Digital social entrepreneurship
Gov responsiveness → Stakeholders’ needs satisfaction
N-Helix → Stakeholders’ needs satisfaction

Specific Indirect Effects

Measures

Table 5  PLS-SEM model results–indirect effects

–
–

–
–

0.04
0.03
0.06
0.02
0.01
0.01
0.05
0.02
0.05
0.04
0.06
0.02
0.05
0.02
0.05

0.00
0.21***
0.04*
0.10*
0.09**
0.07
0.02
0.21***
0.04*
0.10*

S.D

0.09**
0.05**
0.02
0.01
0.01

Mean
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Gov
responsiveness

H2
(-0.38)

H1a
(-0.24)

COVID-19
pandemic

H1b
(0.03)

H3a
(0.56)

N-Helix

H1c
(0.07)

Digital social
Entrepreneurship

H1d
(-0.20)

H3b
(0.18)

Stakeholders’
needs satisfaction

H3c
(0.10)
represents a non-significant relationship

Fig. 3  Hypothesis testing. Source Authors

between the N-Helix and the stakeholders’ needs satisfaction through DSE (β3c = 0.099;
p-value < 0.10), supporting H3c. As a result of the sharing of resources, capabilities, reputations, and risks among multiple agents (universities, businesses, non-governmental
organizations, and government), the N-Helix developers legitimized DSE. Therefore, DSE
is the vehicle through N-Helix agents that contribute to users’ confidence and needs satisfaction. In this view, the N-Helix DSE added value through joint innovative and entrepreneurial initiatives to improve multiple stakeholders’ satisfaction (Cunningham et al.,
2018). Therefore, we assume a mediation effect of DSE in the relation between N-Helix
and stakeholders’ satisfaction.

5 Conclusion
This study examined the relationship between N-Helix collaboration and DSE due to the
government’s limited capacity to respond to the stakeholders’ needs satisfaction related
to exogenous events (e.g., economic crises, natural disasters, pandemics). We propose a
conceptual framework that was tested with 130 apps related to the COVID-19 pandemic
provided by Google Play and App Store from March 2020 to July 2020. Our model shows
adequate measures of fit and supports our hypotheses.
An exogenous event like the COVID-19 pandemic reduces the government’s ability to
respond and, in turn, produces a decrease in stakeholder satisfaction. A decline in agile
government responsiveness stimulates the formation of N-Helix collaborations that act as
support entities during exogenous events to serve stakeholders who have fallen beyond the
state’s reach. Since a good part of the N-Helix initiatives pursues altruistic purposes for
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transferring technology, knowledge, and innovation to the most vulnerable or neglected
sectors, we found a positive relationship between N-Helix initiatives’ formation and DSE.
Also, DSE positively influences stakeholder satisfaction and acts as a mediator between
N-Helix initiatives and higher stakeholder satisfaction. Our results show that N-Helix initiatives, mainly DSE, function as catalysts of knowledge transfer and innovation for stakeholder satisfaction when the government cannot meet the population’s needs. In this sense,
exogenous global scope events, such as the COVID-19 pandemic, stimulate the emergence
of social initiatives intensive in innovation and high-value creation through the need for
support from governmental institutions to face these situations.

5.1 Implications for academics
Based on our results, we contribute to three ongoing academic debates. The first academic debate is related to the stakeholder theory. Our results show that N-Helix collaborations have emerged as an agile response to meet stakeholder needs in the context of an
exogenous event, supporting the government in areas it cannot achieve (Demircioglu &
Audretsch, 2020; Frydman & Phelps, 2020). During exogenous events, users demand more
support services, testing and pressuring the capacity of government, industries, universities, and civil society, and the entire entrepreneurial eco-system in general (Miao et al.,
2021; Prasad Das & Nundy, 2020; Quinn et al., 2013). N-Helix collaborations through
DSE provided innovation/technology-based solutions to improve users’ quality of life
during the coronavirus restrictions (Del Giudice et al., 2017; Goss, 2005; Ratten, 2018).
This study has evidenced the close relationship between N-Helix collaborations, DSE, and
stakeholder satisfaction. Like Caiazza et al. (2020), the DSE represents a catalyst between
opportunities that arise during an exogenous event and knowledge/technology transfer.
In this assumption, N-Helix collaborations generate social/health impacts, promote agile
DSE solutions, and increase stakeholder satisfaction. The study shows that the phenomenon of DSE created under the umbrella of N-Helix collaborations opens a new window of
research opportunities to enrich the stakeholder theory by including a contingent approach
(e.g., the analysis of exogenous events like a crisis, pandemics, natural disasters), as well as
the generation/spread of accessible open innovations at large scale.
The second academic debate is related to digital entrepreneurship and social entrepreneurship literature. The intersection between digital technologies, societal needs,
and entrepreneurship opens up a new edge in analyzing how society can address the
challenges of exogenous events like the COVID-19 pandemic (Battisti, 2019). N-Helix
collaborations through DSE have endorsed a solidarity-technology-based economy
(Iqbal et al., 2018; Saiz-Álvarez & Palma-Ruiz, 2019). Indeed, our results show how
the coincidence between SE, DE, and N-Helix collaborations has globally supported
health, social, economic, and emotional needs (Minshall et al., 2008; United Nations,
2020a, 2020b). This study contributes to entrepreneurship, innovation, and management literature by offering the DSE new approach that could reduce the number of
vulnerable groups and generate large-scale implications for solving social needs worldwide during exogenous events (e.g., the COVID-19 pandemic). Related to open innovation literature (Chesbrough & Di Minin, 2014), DSE also represents a vehicle to
generate accessible innovations for social purposes, as well as a better understanding
of how global solidarity enables the spread of knowledge, technologies, and digital
solutions to deal global exogenous events (e.g., the COVID-19 pandemic). Indeed,
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future research should study in-depth the multiple efforts, challenges, and tensions
associated with the development of these DSEs through N-Helix agents (Siegel &
Guerrero, 2021).
The third academic debate is related to N-Helix collaborations, results show that the
government’s inability to address the social needs arising from an exogenous event such
as the COVID-19 pandemic motivates the configuration of N-Helix collaborations among
multiple agents (Battisti, 2019; Marceau, 2002). N-Helix collaborations facilitate the creation of knowledge/technology-intensive initiatives and benefit from innovation eco-systems to create social impact through DSE (Del Giudice et al., 2017; Galvao et al., 2019).
N-Helix collaborations faced multiple tensions and challenges to successfully integrate
DSE in the adverse conditions arising from the COVID-19 scenario. Concretely, results
show that the COVID-19 pandemic influences the N-Helix DSE’s creation and the agile
government responsiveness. N-Helix collaborations occur spontaneously in uncertain
conditions triggered by the quality of coverage/response to the government’s actions
(Friedman et al., 2020). This study contributes by exposing the emergence of DSE due to
N-Helix collaboration and extending the notion of the quadruple helix approach (Carayannis & Rakhmatullin, 2014). The intersection between N-Helix collaborations and DSE has
a significant positive impact on achieving various stakeholders’ satisfaction. The explanation is that DSE provides open knowledge-intensive solutions to complex social problems.
From this perspective, stakeholders can benefit from N-Helix cooperation by accessing
innovative, entrepreneurial, and digital solutions. Given the N-Helix agents’ capabilities,
DSE is an efficient alternative where the government has limited resources/capabilities to
overcome exogenous events.

5.2 Implications for N‑Helix agents and stakeholders
Two implications emerge from our results. For N-Helix agents, we provide insights
into the global impact of DSE (apps) developed by N-Helix actors to satisfy the stakeholders’ COVID-19 pandemic needs. It is a relevant demonstration and legitimization
about how the N-Helix collaborations could redefine economic and social agendas
post-pandemic. For instance, during the 2008 financial recession, European policymakers decided to foster quadruple helix collaborations. In this vein, post-COVID-19
pandemic, policy-makers may foster DSE as an alternative to face the challenges in
the new socio-economic configuration. N-Helix and DSE have positively satisfied the
stakeholders’ needs, implies that this type of initiative shows good performance and is
desirable for society, considering the context of an exogenous event. Based on the 2018
financial crisis lessons, governments may learn to increase their capacity to respond
to crises by engaging N-Helix collaborations, which could alleviate the state’s burden
and make better use of public resources. For stakeholders, we provide insights into
the societal benefits of digital, innovative, and entrepreneurial initiatives developed by
N-Helix actors. It reinforces and raises the many agents’ participation in actions to
support societal and economic recovery post-COVID-19 pandemic or another exogenous event (e.g., natural disasters). N-Helix stakeholders can benefit from knowledge/
technology transfer by accessing better resources to generate a more significant impact
in their digital social initiatives (Carayannis & Campbell, 2010; Kolesnikov et al.,
2019). DSE could globally help vulnerable groups by improving the well-being and
generating high-value social impacts through collaboration among multiple actors.
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5.3 Limitations and research agenda
Our study has some limitations that represent opportunities for future research. The first
limitation is related to the size of our sample. We are studying an exogenous phenomenon
in real-time (e.g., the COVID-19 pandemic). Therefore, our sample was conditioned to the
number of applications created during our period of analysis. A natural extension of this
study is collecting data during the months associated with the COVID-19 pandemic. The
second limitation is related to stakeholders’ satisfaction measurement. The users’ rating is
voluntary. It explains why the total number of downloads is not the same as the number
of users’ rates. A natural extension demands new objective/subjective metrics that capture
users’ satisfaction and feedback. The third limitation is related to environmental conditions.
Although country-level conditions control us, the country level demands in-depth analysis.
By increasing the sample size, we hope to extend this analysis.
Future research could adopt a multidisciplinary theoretical approach (e.g., focusing on
N-Helix social initiatives’ value creation, as Guerrero, et al., 2020b and Siegel & Guerrero, 2021 suggested). First, strategic management literature offers interesting conceptual
approaches like resource-based view, knowledge management, and complexity approaches
to understanding how, in challenging times, N-Helix collaborations are strategically configured in terms of share resources/capabilities, define the strategies agilely, manage conflicts/
tensions agilely, and manage intellectual outcomes that are generated via DSEs. Second,
economic and political science literature offers interesting conceptual approaches in terms
of socio-economic responses/impacts of exogenous events and how the government strategically manages internal crises generated by external crises. Third, entrepreneurship literature offers multiple lenses to understand motivations, decision-making processes among
entrepreneurs and N-Helix agents (including the convergence between entrepreneurial
and innovation eco-system agents), the DSE’s evolutive trajectory, and configuration of a
new digital-social-entrepreneurial identify. Third, innovation literature offers interesting
approaches to understanding technology and knowledge processes among N-Helix collaboration in challenging times, such as intellectual protection, knowledge transfer, and knowledge commercialization (Hayter & Link, 2021; Siegel & Guerrero, 2021).
Future research represents an opportunity to continue discussing the DSE challenges,
what they are, how stakeholders face them, and how these can be implemented in a postCOVID-19 scenario. This research also suggests a provocative discussion regarding the
potential dual impacts (positive and negative) of DSE in society. We hope to encourage
academic debate regarding new conceptual/empirical trends in DSE and N-Helix collaborations’ contributions in uncertain times.
Acknowledgement Sebastián Barros-Celume, María J. Ibáñez, and Claudia F. Yáñez-Valdés acknowledge
the financial support during her PhD studies from the Facultad de Economía y Negocios at the Universidad
del Desarrollo in Chile.
Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License,
which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this article
are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly
from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

13

M. J. Ibáñez et al.

References
Apple. (2020a). Apple and Google join forces to develop contact-tracking technology against COVID-19.
Newsroom.
https://www.apple.com/cl/newsroom/2020/04/apple-and-google-partner-on-covid-19-
contact-tracing-technology/
Apple. (2020b). iTunes Preview. App Store. https://apps.apple.com/us/genre/mobile-software-applications/
id36
Baier-Fuentes, H., Guerrero, M., & Amorós, J. E. (2021). Does triple helix collaboration matter for the early
internationalisation of technology-based firms in emerging Economies? Technological Forecasting
and Social Change, 163, 120439.
Banskota, S., Healy, M., & Goldberg, E. M. (2020). 15 Smartphone apps for older adults to use while in
isolation during the COVID-19 pandemic. The Western Journal of Emergency Medicine, 21(3), 514–
525. https://doi.org/10.5811/westjem.2020.4.47372.
Bărbulescu, O., & Constantin, C. P. (2019). Sustainable growth approaches: Quadruple helix approach for
turning brașov into a startup city. Sustainability. https://doi.org/10.3390/su11216154.
Barnes, M., & Sax, P. E. (2020). Challenges of “Return to Work” in an Ongoing Pandemic. New England
Journal of Medicine, 383(8), 779–786. https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMsr2019953.
Battisti, S. (2019). Digital Social Entrepreneurs as Bridges in Public-Private Partnerships. Journal of Social
Entrepreneurship, 10(2), 135–158. https://doi.org/10.1080/19420676.2018.1541006.
Berger, I. E., Cunningham, P. H., & Drumwright, M. E. (2004). Social Alliances: Company/Nonprofit Collaboration. California Management Review, 47(1), 58–90. https://doi.org/10.2307/41166287.
Bohlken, J., Schömig, F., Lemke, M. R., Pumberger, M., & Riedel-Heller, S. G. (2020). COVID-19 Pandemic: Stress Experience of Healthcare Workers - A Short Current Review. Psychiatrische Praxis,
47(4), 190–197. https://doi.org/10.1055/a-1159-5551.
Bonaccorsi, A., & Piccaluga, A. (1994). A theoretical framework for the evaluation of university-industry
relationships. R&D Management, 24(3), 229–247. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9310.1994.tb008
76.x.
Brannback, M., Carsrud, A., Jr., & N. K., & Elfving, J. . (2008). Challenging the triple helix model of
regional innovation systems: A venture-centric model. International Journal of Technoentrepreneurship, 1(3), 257. https://doi.org/10.1504/IJTE.2008.020539.
Bustinza, O. F., Gomes, E., Vendrell-Herrero, F., & Baines, T. (2019). Product–service innovation and performance: the role of collaborative partnerships and R&D intensity. R&D Management, 49(1), 33–45.
https://doi.org/10.1111/radm.12269.
Caiazza, R., Belitski, M., & Audretsch, D. B. (2020). From latent to emergent entrepreneurship: The knowledge spillover construction circle. The Journal of Technology Transfer, 45(3), 694–704. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s10961-019-09719-y.
Carayannis, E. G., & Campbell, D. F. (2010). Triple helix, quadruple helix and quintuple helix and how
do knowledge, innovation and the environment relate to each other? : a proposed framework for a
trans-disciplinary analysis of sustainable development and social ecology. International Journal of
Social Ecology and Sustainable Development (IJSESD), 1(1), 41–69. https://doi.org/10.4018/jsesd.
2010010105.
Carayannis, E. G., & Rakhmatullin, R. (2014). The quadruple/quintuple innovation helixes and smart
specialisation strategies for sustainable and inclusive growth in europe and beyond. Journal of the
Knowledge Economy, 5(2), 212–239. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13132-014-0185-8.
Carboni, O. A., & Medda, G. (2021). Innovative activities and investment decision: Evidence from
European firms. The Journal of Technology Transfer, 46(1), 172–196. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10961-019-09765-6.
Chesbrough, H., & Di Minin, A. (2014). Open social innovation. In New frontiers in open innovation (pp.
301–315). Oxford University Press.
Cunningham, J. A., Menter, M., & O’Kane, C. (2018). Value creation in the quadruple helix: A micro level
conceptual model of principal investigators as value creators. R&D Management, 48(1), 136–147.
https://doi.org/10.1111/radm.12310.
Dacin, P. A., Dacin, M. T., & Matear, M. (2010). Social entrepreneurship: Why we don’t need a new theory
and how we move forward from here. Academy of Management Perspectives, 24(3), 37–57.
Dehling, T., Gao, F., Schneider, S., & Sunyaev, A. (2015). Exploring the far side of mobile health: Information security and privacy of mobile health apps on iOS and android. JMIR mHealth and uHealth,
3(1), e8. https://doi.org/10.2196/mhealth.3672.
Del Giudice, M., Carayannis, E. G., & Maggioni, V. (2017). Global knowledge-intensive enterprises and
international technology transfer: Emerging perspectives from a quadruple helix environment. Journal of Technology Transfer, 42(2), 229–235. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10961-016-9496-1.

13

Digital social entrepreneurship: the N-Helix response to…
Demircioglu, M. A., & Audretsch, D. B. (2019). Public sector innovation: The effect of universities. The
Journal of Technology Transfer, 44(2), 596–614. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10961-017-9636-2.
Demircioglu, M. A., & Audretsch, D. B. (2020). Conditions for complex innovations: Evidence from
public organizations. The Journal of Technology Transfer, 45(3), 820–843. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10961-018-9701-5.
Dooley, L., & Kirk, D. (2007). University-industry collaboration. European Journal of Innovation Management, 10(3), 316–332. https://doi.org/10.1108/14601060710776734.
Driver, M. (2017). Never social and entrepreneurial enough? Exploring the identity work of social entrepreneurs from a psychoanalytic perspective. Organization, 24(6), 715–736.
ECDC. (2020). Data on testing for COVID-19 by week and country. Data on Testing for COVID-19 by
Week and Country. https://www.ecdc.europa.eu/en/publications-data/covid-19-testing
Fathey, M., Othman, I., & Norafida, I. (2016). Factors influencing cloud computing adoption for e-government implementation in developing countries: Instrument development. Journal of Systems and
Information Technology, 18(3), 297–327. https://doi.org/10.1108/JSIT-01-2016-0001.
Fischer, B., Guerrero, M., Guimón, J., & Schaeffer, P. R. (2020). Knowledge transfer for frugal innovation: Where do entrepreneurial universities stand? Journal of Knowledge Management., 25(2),
360–379.
Fischer, B. B., Schaeffer, P. R., Vonortas, N. S., & Queiroz, S. (2018). Quality comes first: University-industry collaboration as a source of academic entrepreneurship in a developing country. The
Journal of Technology Transfer, 43(2), 263–284. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10961-017-9568-x.
Freeman, R. E., Harrison, J. S., Wicks, A. C., Parmar, B. L., & De Colle, S. (2010). Stakeholder theory:
The state of the art. . Cambridge University Press.
Friedman, E. A., Gostin, L. O., Maleche, A., Nilo, A., Foguito, F., Rugege, U., Stevenson, S., Gitahi, G.,
Ruano, A. L., Barry, M., Hossain, S., Lucien, F., Rusike, I., Hevia, M., Alwan, A., Cameron, E.,
Farmer, P., Flores, W., Hassim, A., … Periago, M. R. (2020). Global Health in the Age of COVID19: Responsive Health Systems Through a Right to Health Fund. Health and Human Rights, 22(1),
199–207. https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32669801
Frydman, R., & Phelps, E. S. (2020). Insuring the survival of post-pandemic economies. In Center on
Capitalism and Society Columbia University (Issue 116). https://academiccommons.columbia.
edu/doi/https://doi.org/10.7916/d8-4y09-vc55/download
Galvao, A., Mascarenhas, C., Marques, C., Ferreira, J., & Ratten, V. (2019). Triple helix and its evolution: A systematic literature review. Journal of Science and Technology Policy Management,
10(3), 812–833. https://doi.org/10.1108/JSTPM-10-2018-0103.
Ghatak, A., Chatterjee, S., & Bhowmick, B. (2020). Intention towards digital social entrepreneurship:
An integrated model. Journal of Social Entrepreneurship. https://doi.org/10.1080/19420676.2020.
1826563.
Gil-García, J. R., & Pardo, T. A. (2005). E-government success factors: Mapping practical tools to theoretical foundations. Government Information Quarterly, 22(2), 187–216. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
giq.2005.02.001.
Google. (2020). Google Play Store. Apps. https://play.google.com/store/apps?hl=es_CL
Goss, D. (2005). Entrepreneurship and ‘the social’: Towards a deference-emotion theory. Human Relations, 58(5), 617–636. https://doi.org/10.1177/0018726705055965.
Goyal, S., Sergi, B. S., & Jaiswal, M. P. (2016). Understanding the challenges and strategic actions of
social entrepreneurship at base of the pyramid. Management Decision, 54(2), 418–440. https://doi.
org/10.1108/MD-11-2014-0662.
Guerrero, M., Santamaría-Velasco, C. A., & Mahto, R. (2020a). Intermediaries and social entrepreneurship identity: Implications for business model innovation. International Journal of Entrepreneurial Behavior & Research, 27(2), 520–546.
Guerrero, M., Urbano, D., & Gajón, E. (2020b). Entrepreneurial university eco-systems and graduates’ career patterns: do entrepreneurship education programmes and university business incubators matter? Journal of Management Development, 39(5), 753–775. https://doi.org/10.1108/
JMD-10-2019-0439.
Hamburg, I. (2017). Inclusive Education and Digital Social innovation. Advances in Social Sciences
Research Journal, 4(5). https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.14738/assrj.45.2861
Hamele, M., Neumayer, K., Sweney, J., & Poss, W. B. (2018). Always ready, always prepared-preparing
for the next pandemic. Translational Pediatrics, 7(4), 344–355. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.
21037/tp.2018.09.06
Hayter, C. S., & Link, A. N. (2021). From discovery to commercialization: Accretive intellectual property strategies among small, knowledge-based firms. Small Business Economics. https://doi.org/
10.1007/s11187-021-00446-z.

13

M. J. Ibáñez et al.
He, X. (2019). Digital entrepreneurship solution to rural poverty: Theory, practice and policy implications. Journal of Developmental Entrepreneurship, 24(01), 1950004. https://doi.org/10.1142/
S1084946719500043.
Hinings, B., Gegenhuber, T., & Greenwood, R. (2018). Digital innovation and transformation: An institutional perspective. Information and Organization, 28(1), 52–61. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.infoandorg.
2018.02.004.
Hofstede, G. (2001). Culture’s consequences: Comparing values, behaviors, institutions and organizations
across nations. Sage publications.
Iqbal, J., Kousar, S., & ul Hameed, W. . (2018). Antecedents of sustainable social entrepreneurship initiatives in pakistan and outcomes: Collaboration between quadruple helix sectors. Sustainability, 10(12),
4539. https://doi.org/10.3390/su10124539.
ITU. (2020). ITU Secretary-General Houlin Zhao’s statement on the launch of a global platform to help
protect telecommunication networks during the COVID-19 crisis. Retrieved July 31st, 2020, from.
Statement. https://www.itu.int/en/mediacentre/Pages/STMNT01-2020-global-platform-telecommun
ication-COVID-19.aspx
Juckett, G. (2006). Avian influenza: Preparing for a pandemic. American Family Physician, 74(5), 783–790.
Kobarg, S., Stumpf-Wollersheim, J., & Welpe, I. M. (2018). University-industry collaborations and product
innovation performance: the moderating effects of absorptive capacity and innovation competencies.
The Journal of Technology Transfer, 43(6), 1696–1724. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10961-017-9583-y.
Kolesnikov, S., Woo, S., Li, Y., Shapira, P., & Youtie, J. (2019). Mapping the emergence of international
university research ventures. The Journal of Technology Transfer, 44(4), 1134–1162. https://doi.org/
10.1007/s10961-017-9640-6.
Kotalik, J. (2005). Preparing for an Influenza pandemic: Ethical issues. Bioethics, 19(4), 422–431. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8519.2005.00453.x.
Kraus, S., Palmer, C., Kailer, N., Kallinger Friedrich, L., & Spitzer, J. (2018). Digital entrepreneurship:
A research agenda on new business models for the twenty-first century. In International Journal of
Entrepreneurial Behavior & Research: Vol. ahead-of-p (Issue ahead-of-print). https://doi.org/https://
doi.org/10.1108/IJEBR-06-2018-0425
Krist, A. H., DeVoe, J. E., Cheng, A., Ehrlich, T., & Jones, S. M. (2020). Redesigning Primary care to
address the COVID-19 pandemic in the midst of the pandemic. The Annals of Family Medicine,
18(4), 349–354. https://doi.org/10.1370/afm.2557.
Kruger, S., & Steyn, A. A. (2020). Enhancing technology transfer through entrepreneurial development:
Practices from innovation spaces. The Journal of Technology Transfer, 45(6), 1655–1689. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s10961-019-09769-2.
Lazzarotti, V., & Manzini, R. (2009). Different modes of open innovation: A theoretical framework and an
empirical study. International Journal of Innovation Management, 13(04), 615–636. https://doi.org/
10.1142/S1363919609002443.
Leal Filho, W., Brandli, L. L., Lange Salvia, A., Rayman-Bacchus, L., & Platje, J. (2020). COVID-19 and
the UN sustainable development goals: Threat to solidarity or an opportunity? Sustainability, 12(13),
5343. https://doi.org/10.3390/su12135343.
Lew, Y. K., Khan, Z., & Cozzio, S. (2018). Gravitating toward the quadruple helix: international connections for the enhancement of a regional innovation system in Northeast Italy. R&D Management,
48(1), 44–59. https://doi.org/10.1111/radm.12227.
Liao, Q., Yuan, J., Dong, M., Yang, L., Fielding, R., & Lam, W. W. T. (2020). Public engagement and
government responsiveness in the communications about COVID-19 during the early epidemic stage
in china: Infodemiology study on social media data. Journal of Medical Internet Research, 22(5),
e18796. https://doi.org/10.2196/18796.
Luke, B., & Chu, V. (2013). Social enterprise versus social entrepreneurship: An examination of the
‘why’and ‘how’in pursuing social change. International Small Business Journal, 31(7), 764–784.
Mahajan, V., Singh, T., & Azad, C. (2020). Using telemedicine during the COVID-19 pandemic. Indian
Pediatrics, 57(7), 658–661. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13312-020-1895-6.
Mair, J., & Marti, I. (2006). Social entrepreneurship research: A source of explanation, prediction, and
delight. Journal of World Business, 41(1), 36–44.
Marceau, J. (2002). Divining directions for development: a cooperative industry-government–public sector
research approach to establishing R&D priorities. R&D Management, 32(3), 209–221. https://doi.org/
10.1111/1467-9310.00254.
Matthews, L., Hair, J., & Matthews, R. (2018). PLS-SEM: The Holy Grail for Advanced Analysis. Marketing Management Journal, 28(1).

13

Digital social entrepreneurship: the N-Helix response to…
McAdam, M., & Debackere, K. (2018). Beyond ‘triple helix’ toward ‘quadruple helix’ models in regional
innovation systems: Implications for theory and practice. R&D Management, 48(1), 3–6. https://doi.
org/10.1111/radm.12309.
Meissner, D., & Kergroach, S. (2021). Innovation policy mix: Mapping and measurement. The Journal of
Technology Transfer, 46(1), 197–222. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10961-019-09767-4.
Melin, J., Bonn, S. E., Pendrill, L., & Trolle Lagerros, Y. (2020). A questionnaire for assessing user satisfaction with mobile health apps: Development using rasch measurement theory. JMIR mHealth and
uHealth, 8(5), e15909. https://doi.org/10.2196/15909.
Miao, Q., Schwarz, S., & Schwarz, G. (2021). Responding to COVID-19: Community volunteerism and
coproduction in China. World Development, 137, 105128. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2020.
105128.
Ming, L. C., Untong, N., Aliudin, N. A., Osili, N., Kifli, N., Tan, C. S., Goh, K. W., Ng, P. W., Al-Worafi, Y.
M., Lee, K. S., & Goh, H. P. (2020). Mobile Health apps on COVID-19 launched in the early days of
the pandemic: Content analysis and review. JMIR mHealth and uHealth, 8(9), e19796. https://doi.org/
10.2196/19796.
Minshall, T., Mortara, L., Elia, S., & Probert, D. (2008). Development of practitioner guidelines for partnerships between start-ups and large firms. Journal of Manufacturing Technology Management, 19(3),
391–406. https://doi.org/10.1108/17410380810853803.
Mostafa, S. A., Mustapha, A., Shamala, P., Obaid, O. I., & Khalaf, B. A. (2020). Social networking mobile
apps framework for organizing and facilitating charitable and voluntary activities in Malaysia. Bulletin of Electrical Engineering and Informatics, 9(2), 827–833.
Mukherji, N., & Silberman, J. (2021). Knowledge flows between universities and industry: The impact of
distance, technological compatibility, and the ability to diffuse knowledge. The Journal of Technology
Transfer, 46(1), 223–257. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10961-019-09770-9.
Nambisan, S. (2017). Digital entrepreneurship: Toward a digital technology perspective of entrepreneurship.
Entrepreneurship Theory and Practice, 41(6), 1029–1055. https://doi.org/10.1111/etap.12254.
Pakpour, A. H., & Griffiths, M. D. (2020). The fear of COVID-19 and its role in preventive behaviors. Journal of Concurrent Disorders, 2, 58–63. https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781107415324.004.
Panetti, E., Parmentola, A., Ferretti, M., & Reynolds, E. B. (2020). Exploring the relational dimension in
a smart innovation eco-system: A comprehensive framework to define the network structure and the
network portfolio. The Journal of Technology Transfer, 45(6), 1775–1796. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10961-019-09735-y.
Prasad Das, S. A., & Nundy, S. (2020). Rationing medical resources fairly during the Covid -19 crisis: Is
this possible in India (or America)? Current Medicine Research and Practice, 10(3), 127–129. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.cmrp.2020.05.002.
Quinn, S. C., Parmer, J., Freimuth, V. S., Hilyard, K. M., Musa, D., & Kim, K. H. (2013). Exploring communication, trust in government, and vaccination intention later in the 2009 H1N1 Pandemic: Results
of a national survey. Biosecurity and Bioterrorism: Biodefense Strategy, Practice, and Science, 11(2),
96–106. https://doi.org/10.1089/bsp.2012.0048.
Ratten, V. (2018). Social entrepreneurship through digital communication in farming. World Journal of
Entrepreneurship, Management and Sustainable Development, 14(1), 99–110. https://doi.org/10.
1108/WJEMSD-07-2017-0045.
Ringle, C. M., Wende, S., & Becker, J. M. (2015). SmartPLS 3. Boenningstedt: SmartPLS GmbH. http://
www.smartpls.com
Robb, C., & Gandhi, S. J. (2016). Social entrepreneurial ventures: On the edge of chaos? Entrepreneurship
Research Journal, 6(1), 111–133.
Sahut, J.-M., Iandoli, L., & Teulon, F. (2019). The age of digital entrepreneurship. Small Business Economics. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11187-019-00260-8.
Saiz-Álvarez, J. M., & Palma-Ruiz, J. M. (2019). Entrepreneurship in the Solidarity Economy: A Valuation
of Models Based on the Quadruple Helix and Civil Society (pp. 33–50). https://doi.org/10.1007/9783-030-11542-5_4.
Santos, A. B., & Mendonça, S. (2017). Open Innovation Adoption in Clusters: The Portuguese Case. In:The
Quadruple Innovation Helix Nexus (pp. 245–264). Palgrave Macmillan. https://doi.org/10.1057/9781-137-55577-9_9.
Schumpeter, J. A. (1976). Capitalism. . Harper and Row.
Sharma, S. K., Al-Badi, A., Rana, N. P., & Al-Azizi, L. (2018). Mobile applications in government services (mG-App) from user’s perspectives: A predictive modelling approach. Government Information
Quarterly, 35(4), 557–568. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.giq.2018.07.002.
Short, J. C., Moss, T. W., & Lumpkin, G. T. (2009). Research In social entrepreneurship: Past contributions
and future opportunities. Strategic Entrepreneurship Journal, 3, 161–194. https://doi.org/10.1002/sej.

13

M. J. Ibáñez et al.
Siegel, D., & Guerrero, M. (2021). The impact of quarantines, lockdowns, And “REOPENINGS” on the
commercialization of science: Micro and macro issues. Journal of Management Studies. https://doi.
org/10.1111/joms.12692.
Srinivasan, A., & Venkatraman, N. (2018). Entrepreneurship in digital platforms: A network-centric view.
Strategic Entrepreneurship Journal, 12(1), 54–71. https://doi.org/10.1002/sej.1272.
Susanto, T. D., Diani, M. M., & Hafidz, I. (2017). User acceptance of e-government citizen report system
(a Case Study of City113 App). Procedia Computer Science, 124, 560–568. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
procs.2017.12.190.
Tracey, P., & Stott, N. (2017). Social innovation: a window on alternative ways of organizing and innovating. Innovation, 19(1), 51–60. https://doi.org/10.1080/14479338.2016.1268924.
UNDP. (2019). Human development report 2019: beyond income, beyond averages, beyond today. In United
Nations Development Program. http://hdr.undp.org/sites/default/files/hdr2019.pdf
UNESCO. (2020). ‘Fake news’ in the time of COVID-19. COVID-19 Response in Thailand. https://bangk
ok.unesco.org/index.php/content/press-provides-antidote-fake-news-time-covid-19
UNITAR. (2020). UNITAR’S response to the COVID-19 pandemic. UNITAR’s Response to COVID-19
Pandemic. https://unitar.org/unitars-response-covid-19-pandemic
United Nations. (2020a). UNOSSC in Action in Response to the Novel Coronavirus (COVID-19) Pandemic.
South-South Galaxy. https://www.southsouth-galaxy.org/news/unossc-in-action-in-response-to-the-
novel-coronavirus-covid-19/
United Nations. (2020b). UNOSSC in Action in Response to the Novel Coronavirus (COVID-19) Pandemic.
United Nations Office for South-South Cooperation. https://www.southsouth-galaxy.org/news/unossc-
in-action-in-response-to-the-novel-coronavirus-covid-19/
Venkataraman, S. (2002). Stakeholder value equilibration and the entrepreneurial process. In R. E. Freeman
(Ed.), The Ruffin Series of the Society for Business Ethics (3rd ed., pp. 45–57). University of Virginia’s Darden Graduate School of Business Administration.
WHO. (2020a). The COVID-19 Solidarity Response Fund for WHO. HELP FIGHT COVID-19. https://
covid19responsefund.org/
WHO. (2020b). Timeline: WHO’s COVID-19 response. Emergencies. https://www.who.int/emergencies/
diseases/novel-coronavirus-2019/interactive-timeline#!
Wong, K. K.-K. (2013). Partial least squares structural equation modeling (PLS-SEM) techniques using
SmartPLS. Marketing Bulletin, 24(1), 1–32. http://marketing-bulletin.massey.ac.nz/
World Bank. (2020). The Global Economic Outlook During the COVID-19 Pandemic: A Changed
World. FEATURE STORY. https://www.worldbank.org/en/news/feature/2020/06/08/the-global-
economic-outlook-during-the-covid-19-pandemic-a-changed-world
Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and
institutional affiliations.

13

