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igital transformation has emerged as a defining paradigm in the 21st century, reshaping industries, 
organizations, and societies by integrating digital technologies into business processes and models. 
Scholars emphasize that digital transformation is not merely technological adoption but a holistic 

reconfiguration of organizational strategies, structures, and cultures (Chen et al., 2024). The growing ubiquity of 
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Abstract. Digital transformation has quickly become one of the most influential 
forces shaping organizations and societies in the 21st century. What began as a 
focus on digitization and IT adoption has evolved into a broader conversation 
about strategy, culture, and resilience. This study employs bibliometric analysis 
to examine the emergence of digital transformation as a research domain, 
drawing on a dataset of publications from 2010 to 2024. Through co-citation and 
co-occurrence techniques, the analysis identifies influential works, thematic 
clusters, and evolving research streams. The results highlight seven co-citation 
clusters, ranging from organizational behavior and resource-based perspectives 
to innovation ecosystems, automation, and servitization. Complementary 
keyword analysis reveals five clusters that emphasize technological 
foundations, strategic management, human capital, customer experience, and 
societal implications. Together, these findings demonstrate that digital 
transformation is a deeply interdisciplinary field, encompassing management, 
economics, information systems, and the social sciences. The study underscores 
both opportunities, such as innovation, agility, and competitiveness, and 
challenges, including inequality, labor market disruption, and fragmented 
definitions. Through its bibliometric mapping, this study addresses a research 
gap in the field's conceptual evolution across disciplines, while providing 
practical implications for managers to align technological innovation with 
human capital and for policymakers to ensure equitable, resilient digital 
frameworks. By clarifying conceptual boundaries and mapping intellectual 
trajectories, this research consolidates digital transformation as a coherent field, 
highlighting underexplored intersections with sustainability, inclusivity, and 
resilience, and providing guidance for future scholarship and practice.   
  
Keywords: Bibliometric analysis; Digital transformation; Growth; Innovation; 
Technology. 
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artificial intelligence, cloud computing, big data, and the Internet of Things has accelerated this transformation, 
making it a central theme in both academic research and managerial practice. The concept of digital transformation 
gained traction in the early 2010s, coinciding with the rise of Industry 4.0 and the proliferation of digital platforms. 
Early studies focused on technology adoption and IT capabilities, but recent scholarship has expanded to include 
organizational resilience, innovation ecosystems, and customer experience (Yaqub & Alsabban, 2023). This 
evolution reflects a shift from viewing digital transformation as a technical upgrade to recognizing it as a strategic 
imperative for competitiveness and survival. 
 
Bibliometric analysis offers a systematic framework for examining the intellectual structure and evolution of 
research on digital transformation. By examining co-citation networks, keyword co-occurrence, and thematic 
clusters, scholars can identify influential authors, journals, and emerging research streams (Cheng et al., 2023). 
Previous bibliometric studies have mapped trends in enterprise digital transformation, highlighting clusters 
around digital business models, organizational agility, and sustainability (Kraus et al., 2022). Such analyses reveal 
the interdisciplinary nature of the field, which spans management, information systems, economics, and the social 
sciences. 
 
Recent bibliometric reviews show exponential growth in publications on digital transformation, particularly after 
2018, reflecting its increasing relevance in the post-pandemic era (Christiam et al., 2024). The COVID-19 crisis 
accelerated digital adoption across sectors, prompting scholars to explore resilience, remote work, and digital 
customer engagement. However, while the literature has expanded, it remains fragmented, with diverse 
definitions and conceptualizations of digital transformation. This lack of consensus underscores the need for 
integrative analyses that synthesize the field’s intellectual trajectory. 
 
Despite the growing body of work, few bibliometric studies explicitly focus on the “emergence” of digital 
transformation as a research domain. Existing reviews often concentrate on enterprise-level transformation or 
specific technologies, leaving a gap in understanding how the concept itself has evolved across disciplines and 
geographies (Ghanbari et al., 2025). Moreover, limited attention has been paid to the interplay between digital 
transformation and broader societal challenges such as sustainability, inclusivity, and resilience. Furthermore, the 
literature remains fragmented with diverse definitions, and limited attention has been paid to the interplay 
between digital transformation and societal challenges such as sustainability, inclusivity, and resilience.   
 
This paper addresses these gaps by conducting a comprehensive bibliometric analysis using co-citation and co-
occurrence techniques to map intellectual foundations and identify key thematic clusters. The study offers critical 
practical implications by providing a roadmap for future research and insights for managers to align technological 
initiatives with human capital, as well as for policymakers to create frameworks that balance innovation with 
equity. Ultimately, this research helps consolidate digital transformation as a coherent research domain, offering 
academic and practical value for navigating the complexities of the digital age.    
 
The remainder of the paper is structured as follows: the methodology section outlines the bibliometric approach 
and data sources; the results section presents the citation networks and thematic clusters; the discussion interprets 
the findings in light of existing theories; and the conclusion highlights the implications for research and practice. 
Ultimately, this study helps consolidate digital transformation as a coherent research domain, offering both 
academic and practical value for navigating the complexities of the digital age. 
 
Methodology  
Research Design  
This study adopts a bibliometric research design to systematically examine the intellectual structure and thematic 
evolution of digital transformation scholarship. Bibliometric methods are particularly well-suited for mapping 
emerging fields, as they enable researchers to identify influential authors, journals, and research streams through 
the quantitative analysis of publication and citation data (Jeppe et al., 2025). By combining descriptive statistics 
with network analysis, this design provides both breadth and depth in understanding how digital transformation 
has emerged as a research domain. 
 
Data Gathering Procedure 
The dataset was compiled from one of the major academic databases: Scopus, chosen for its comprehensive 
coverage of peer-reviewed journals across management, information systems, and interdisciplinary fields (Baas 



29 

et al., 2020). The study justifies using Scopus as the primary source for its dataset, given the database's 
comprehensive coverage of peer-reviewed journals. Specifically, Scopus was selected for its extensive reach across 
several critical fields, including management, information systems, and interdisciplinary fields. By utilizing this 
curated, high-quality bibliometric database, the researcher ensures that the quantitative analysis of publication 
and citation data accurately represents the "emergence" and intellectual structure of digital transformation 
scholarship. 
 
The search string included the keywords “digital transformation”, “digitalization”, “digitization”, and “Industry 4.0”, 
as well as the term “transformation”. Searches were restricted to title, abstract, and keywords to ensure relevance. 
The time frame was set from 2010 to 2024, reflecting the period when digital transformation began to gain 
prominence in academic discourse (Wiener et al., 2025). The initial dataset was screened to remove duplicates, 
conference abstracts without full papers, and non-English publications. Only peer-reviewed journal articles and 
reviews were retained to ensure academic rigor. After refinement, the final dataset consisted of 26,880, merged 
into a single corpus for analysis. 
 
Data Analysis Procedure 
The bibliometric analysis was conducted using VOSviewer, a widely used software for constructing and 
visualizing bibliometric networks (DeGroote, 2025). Two complementary techniques were employed. Co-citation 
analysis was used to identify the intellectual foundations of digital transformation research by mapping frequently 
co-cited authors, journals, and documents. Co-citation networks reveal the underlying theoretical and 
methodological influences shaping the field. Co-occurrence analysis was conducted to identify thematic clusters 
and research trends. By analyzing keyword frequency and co-occurrence, this method highlights the conceptual 
structure and emerging themes in digital transformation scholarship. 
 
Ethical Statement 
As this study relies on bibliometric data from a public academic database, several ethical considerations are in 
place to ensure scholarly integrity. The research adheres to the principles of transparency and objectivity by 
utilizing standardized data collection and cleaning procedures to minimize selection bias. No human participants 
or private personal data were involved in the analysis, thereby eliminating risks associated with informed consent 
or confidentiality. Furthermore, the study maintains intellectual honesty by rigorously using bibliometric software 
to ensure that the mapping of authors, journals, and thematic clusters is based on empirical citation patterns rather 
than subjective preference. Finally, the work respects intellectual property rights by appropriately crediting the 
foundational contributions of the scholars identified within the co-citation and co-word networks. 
 
Results and Discussion 
Co-Citation Analysis 
Table 1 presents the top 10 most highly co-cited documents, along with their total link strength, as determined by 
the co-citation analysis. Of the 120,027 cited references derived from the database, 60 meet the threshold of a 
minimum of 60 cited references. The threshold was adjusted several times to ensure the formation of stable and 
well-balanced clusters, resulting in an optimal visual representation. Choosing the right threshold level was 
crucial; values that were too high or too low could result in visualizations that were either overly simplistic or 
excessively complex. 
 
Cluster 1 (Red): Foundations of Organizational Behavior, Resources, and Technology Adoption 
The first cluster highlights the theoretical underpinnings of organizational behavior, resource-based perspectives, 
and technology adoption that paved the way for digital transformation. Early works such as Ajzen’s (1991) Theory 
of Planned Behavior and Davis’ (1989) Technology Acceptance Model established the psychological and behavioral 
foundations for understanding how individuals and organizations adopt new technologies. These frameworks 
were complemented by methodological contributions from Anderson and Gerbing (1988) and Bagozzi and Yi 
(1988), which advanced structural equation modeling as a tool for empirical validation. On the strategic side, 
Barney (1991) and Amit & Schoemaker (1993) emphasized firm resources and strategic assets as sources of 
sustained competitive advantage, while Adner & Helfat (2003) introduced dynamic managerial capabilities as a 
driver of organizational adaptation. Knowledge management perspectives (Alavi & Leidner, 2001) and innovative 
city initiatives (Albino et al., 2015) extended these ideas into the digital domain, linking organizational learning 
and urban innovation. More recent contributions, such as those by Akter et al. (2016), have linked big data 
analytics to firm performance, demonstrating the alignment between IT capabilities and business strategy. 
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Collectively, this cluster suggests that digital transformation emerged from the convergence of behavioral 
theories, methodological rigor, and resource-based views, thereby forming the intellectual foundation for 
subsequent research. 
 

Table 1. Top 10 Documents with the Highest Co-Citation and Total Link Strength 
Documents   Citation Total Link Strength 

Barney, J. (1991). Firm resources and sustained competitive advantage. Journal of Management, 17(1), 
99–120. 

  515 403 

Adner, R. (2017). Ecosystem as structure: An actionable construct for strategy. Journal of 
Management, 43(1), 39–58. 

  223 231 

Amit, R., & Schoemaker, P. J. (1993). Strategic assets and organizational rent. Strategic Management 
Journal, 14(1), 33–46. 

  244 217 

Adner, R., & Kapoor, R. (2010). Value creation in innovation ecosystems: How the structure of 
technological interdependence affects firm performance in new technology generations. Strategic 
Management Journal, 31(3), 306–333. 

  171 187 

Ajzen, I. (1991). The theory of planned behavior. Organizational Behavior and Human Decision 
Processes, 50(2), 179–211. 

  130 174 

Anderson, J. C., & Gerbing, D. W. (1988). Structural equation modeling in practice: A review and 
recommended two-step approach. Psychological Bulletin, 103(3), 411. 

  360 154 

Bharadwaj, A. S. (2000). A resource-based perspective on information technology capability and firm 
performance: an empirical investigation. MIS Quarterly, 169–196. 

  191 153 

Adner, R. (2006). Match your innovation strategy to your innovation ecosystem. Harvard Business 
Review, 84(4), 98. 

  209 152 

Baron, R. M., & Kenny, D. A. (1986). The moderator–mediator variable distinction in social 
psychological research: Conceptual, strategic, and statistical considerations. Journal of Personality and 
Social Psychology, 51(6), 1173. 

  75 121 

Amit, R., & Schoemaker, P. J. (1993). Strategic assets and organizational rent. Strategic Management 
Journal, 14(1), 33–46. 

  162 118 

 
Figure 1 illustrates the network structure of the co-citation analysis. From the network visualization, the co-citation 
analysis identifies seven distinct clusters. Each cluster is labeled and characterized by representative publications, 
as interpreted by the researchers, within the context of these seven clusters. 

 
Figure 1. Co-citation Analysis of Digital Transformation 
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Cluster 2 (Green): Digital Transformation, Business Models, and Sustainability 
The second cluster centers on digital transformation as a driver of new business models and sustainability-
oriented innovation. Amit & Zott’s (2001) seminal work on value creation in e-business, later extended by Zott & 
Amit (2015), positioned digital technologies as enablers of novel resource configurations and entrepreneurial 
opportunities (Amit & Han, 2017). This perspective was reinforced by Berman (2012), who argued that digital 
transformation creates opportunities for entirely new business models. Scholars such as Bharadwaj et al. (2013) 
advanced the notion of digital business strategy, emphasizing the integration of IT with organizational goals. 
Sustainability-oriented innovation also features prominently, with Adams et al. (2016) and Bocken et al. (2014) 
linking digital transformation to sustainable business model archetypes. Industry 4.0 technologies (Bai et al., 2020) 
and entrepreneurial bricolage (Baker & Nelson, 2005) exemplify how firms creatively utilize digital tools to 
address environmental and social challenges. Appio et al. (2021) synthesized existing research to propose future 
agendas, while Ardito et al. (2021) highlighted the duality of digital and environmental orientations in SMEs. 
Overall, this cluster highlights how digital transformation is not merely technological but is deeply intertwined 
with sustainability, innovation ecosystems, and strategic entrepreneurship (Klein et al., 2012; Autio et al., 2018). 
 
Cluster 3 (Blue): Automation, Labor, and Economic Implications 
Cluster three focuses on the economic and labor market implications of digital transformation, particularly the 
impact of automation and robotics. Acemoglu & Autor (2011) and Acemoglu & Restrepo (2018, 2019, 2020) provide 
a comprehensive account of how technology reshapes tasks, displaces labor, and simultaneously creates new 
opportunities. Their work highlights the “race between man and machine,” showing both productivity gains and 
distributional challenges. Autor (2015) extends this discussion by asking why jobs persist despite automation, 
pointing to complementarities between human skills and machine capabilities. Brynjolfsson & McAfee’s (2014) 
Second Machine Age popularized these ideas, framing digital technologies as both engines of prosperity and sources 
of inequality. Beyond labor economics, Agarwal et al. (2010) examined digital transformation in healthcare, 
emphasizing sector-specific challenges and opportunities. Methodological contributions, such as those by 
Arellano & Bond (1991), advanced panel data techniques for studying employment effects, while Roberts (1989) 
contextualized the professional divisions of labor. Together, this cluster reveals that digital transformation is 
inextricably linked to debates on employment, inequality, and economic restructuring. It highlights both optimism 
about technological progress and caution about its disruptive impacts, situating digital transformation within 
broader socio-economic discourse. 
 
Cluster 4 (Yellow): Service Innovation, Ambidexterity, and Servitization 
The fourth cluster emphasizes organizational ambidexterity, service innovation, and servitization in the digital 
age. Andriopoulos & Lewis (2009) explored the paradox of exploitation versus exploration, showing how firms 
must balance efficiency with innovation to thrive in digital contexts. Barrett et al. (2015) extended this by 
examining service innovation in the digital era, highlighting how digital technologies reshape value creation in 
services. Servitization emerges as a key theme, with Baines et al. (2009, 2017) documenting the transformation of 
manufacturing firms into service-oriented organizations, supported by digital technologies. Ardolino et al. (2018) 
reinforced this by analyzing how industrial companies leverage digital tools to transform services. 
Methodologically, Braun & Clarke (2014) introduced thematic analysis, which has been widely applied to 
qualitative studies of organizational change. Collectively, this cluster demonstrates that digital transformation is 
not only about adopting new technologies but also about reconfiguring organizational structures and strategies 
to deliver services in innovative ways. The tension between ambidexterity and servitization reflects the broader 
challenge of managing paradoxes in digital transformation, where firms must simultaneously exploit existing 
capabilities and explore new opportunities. 
 
Cluster 5 (Violet): Innovation Ecosystems and Resource-Based Perspectives 
The fifth cluster highlights the role of ecosystems and resource-based theories in shaping digital transformation. 
Adner (2006, 2017) conceptualized ecosystems as structures that define the interdependencies among firms, 
emphasizing the need for innovation strategies to align with these ecosystems' dynamics. Adner & Kapoor (2010) 
further examined how technological interdependence influences firm performance, showing that ecosystem 
structure directly affects value creation. Barney (2001) provided a retrospective on the resource-based view, 
reinforcing the importance of firm-specific resources in sustaining competitive advantage. This cluster positions 
digital transformation within a broader ecosystemic lens, where success depends not only on internal capabilities 
but also on external collaborations and interdependencies. The ecosystem perspective emphasizes that digital 
transformation is inherently relational, necessitating firms to navigate intricate networks of partners, technologies, 
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and institutions. By integrating resource-based theories with ecosystem thinking, this cluster underscores that 
competitive advantage in the digital era is co-created, distributed, and contingent on the management of 
interdependencies. It reflects a shift from firm-centric to ecosystem-centric strategies, marking a critical evolution 
in how scholars and practitioners conceptualize digital transformation. 
 
Co-Word Analysis 
Table 2 presents a summary of the top 15 co-occurring keywords, detailing their occurrence frequency and total 
link strength. This co-word analysis utilizes the same database. Among the 51,658 keywords examined, 255 met 
the threshold of a minimum of 60 occurrences, leading to the identification of five distinct clusters. 
 

Table 2. Top 15 Keywords in the Co-occurrence of Keywords Analysis 
Ranking Keyword Occurrences Total Link Strength 

1 Innovation 1056 3613 
2 Digital transformation 1449 3414 
3 Sustainability 801 2510 
4 Artificial Intelligence 991 2471 
5 Sustainable Development 654 2300 
6 Digitalization 848 2182 
7 Industry 4.0 630 1870 
8 Decision-making 376 1663 
9 Covid-19 742 1649 

10 Digital Technologies 405 1516 
11 Technology Adoption 344 1466 
12 Technological Development 223 1257 
13 Digitization 250 1195 
14 Big Data 338 1125 
15 Blockchain 372 1090 

 
Figure 2 displays the network map generated from the co-word analysis. This map reveals five distinct clusters, 
categorized and labeled based on the author's interpretive study of the text's words. Each cluster demonstrates a 
close relationship with the others and shows partial integration. 

 
Figure 2. Co-word Analysis of Digital Transformation 
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Cluster 1 (Red): Technological Foundations  
This cluster highlights the core technologies driving digital transformation, such as cloud computing, big data, 
and artificial intelligence. The co-word analysis suggests that these terms form the backbone of scholarly 
discourse, emphasizing how infrastructure and advanced analytics enable organizations to transition from 
traditional systems to digital-first models. The prominence of these concepts reflects the growing recognition that 
technological readiness is a prerequisite for transformation. Discussions within this cluster often center on 
scalability, interoperability, and firms' ability to leverage data-driven insights. The cluster underscores that digital 
transformation is not merely about adopting new tools but about integrating them into organizational processes 
to create value. This technological foundation sets the stage for subsequent clusters, which explore how these 
innovations intersect with strategy, people, and broader societal impacts. 
 
Cluster 2 (Green): Strategic Management and Innovation  
The second cluster centers on the strategic dimension of digital transformation. Keywords here emphasize 
innovation, competitiveness, and organizational agility. The co-word patterns reveal that scholars view digital 
transformation as a strategic imperative rather than a purely technological upgrade. Firms are increasingly 
compelled to rethink their business models, customer engagement strategies, and value creation approaches in 
light of digital disruption. This cluster emphasizes the role of leadership in driving transformation, with a focus 
on vision, adaptability, and risk management. It also underscores the importance of innovation ecosystems, where 
collaboration among startups, research institutions, and industry partners accelerates digital adoption. The 
discussion suggests that digital transformation is inseparable from strategic renewal, necessitating a balance 
between experimentation and long-term planning. Ultimately, this cluster positions digital transformation as a 
driver of competitive advantage in volatile markets. 
 
Cluster 3 (Blue): Human Capital and Organizational Culture  
This cluster emphasizes the human and cultural aspects of digital transformation. The co-word analysis shows 
frequent associations with skills, training, change management, and employee engagement. Scholars argue that 
technology adoption alone is insufficient without a workforce prepared to embrace new ways of working. The 
cluster underscores the importance of digital literacy, ongoing learning, and a culture that promotes innovation 
and collaboration. Resistance to change emerges as a recurring theme, highlighting the importance of leadership 
in cultivating trust and openness. Organizational culture is portrayed as both an enabler and a barrier, depending 
on how firms manage transitions. This cluster suggests that successful digital transformation requires aligning 
technological initiatives with human capabilities, ensuring that employees are equipped with tools and motivated 
to use them effectively. In essence, people remain at the heart of transformation. 
 
Cluster 4 (Yellow): Customer Experience and Market Dynamics  
The fourth cluster focuses on the external dimension of digital transformation, particularly customer-centricity 
and market adaptation. Keywords highlight personalization, digital platforms, and consumer behavior. The co-
word analysis indicates that firms are increasingly leveraging digital technologies to enhance the customer 
experience, from tailored services to seamless omnichannel interactions. This cluster highlights the shift from 
product-centric to customer-centric strategies, where data analytics and digital platforms provide deeper insights 
into consumer needs and preferences. Market dynamics, including globalization and heightened competition, 
further drive the urgency for transformation. Scholars discuss how digital ecosystems reshape value chains, 
creating new opportunities for engagement and monetization. The cluster suggests that customer expectations are 
a powerful catalyst, compelling firms to innovate continuously. In this sense, digital transformation is framed not 
only as an internal organizational change but also as a response to evolving market realities. 
 
Cluster 5 (Violet): Societal and Policy Implications  
The final cluster extends the discussion to broader societal and regulatory contexts. Keywords in this context 
include sustainability, governance, ethics, and digital inclusion. The co-word analysis reveals growing attention 
to how digital transformation impacts society at large, from labor markets to environmental sustainability. 
Scholars highlight both opportunities and challenges: while digital technologies can foster inclusion and 
efficiency, they also raise concerns about inequality, privacy, and ethical governance. This cluster highlights 
policymakers' role in establishing supportive frameworks that balance innovation and regulation. It also 
emphasizes the importance of aligning digital transformation with the Sustainable Development Goals, ensuring 
that technological advancements contribute to long-term societal well-being and sustainability. The discussion 
suggests that digital transformation is not confined to organizational boundaries but is deeply embedded in social 
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systems, requiring collective responsibility and forward-looking governance. 
 
Conclusion  
Digital transformation has become one of the defining forces of our time, reshaping how organizations operate 
and how societies adapt to change. What started as a conversation about digitization and IT adoption has grown 
into a much broader discussion about strategy, culture, and resilience. The bibliometric analysis in this study 
reveals that the field has drawn from diverse intellectual roots, including behavioral theories, resource-based 
views, ecosystem thinking, and sustainability, and has evolved into a truly interdisciplinary domain. The results 
also highlight the dual nature of digital transformation. On the one hand, it offers firms new opportunities for 
innovation, agility, and competitiveness. On the other hand, it raises challenges related to inequality, labor-market 
disruption, and organizational resistance. The analysis identifies clusters that make it clear that transformation is 
not a straightforward process but rather a complex interplay of technology, people, and context. By mapping these 
trajectories, this study helps consolidate digital transformation as a coherent research area. It clarifies definitions, 
identifies influential works, and points to gaps that future scholarship can address. More importantly, it shows 
that digital transformation is not just about technology; it is about aligning innovation with human capital, 
customer needs, and societal goals. 
 
Looking ahead, researchers should explore digital transformation through a more holistic lens, connecting 
technological advances with social and economic realities. There is particular value in studying how 
transformation intersects with sustainability, inclusivity, and resilience, especially in vulnerable contexts such as 
developing economies. For policymakers, the challenge is to create frameworks that encourage innovation while 
ensuring equity and long-term resilience. For managers, the priority should be to invest not only in digital tools 
but also in people and culture, since successful transformation depends on both. By taking these steps, the field 
can move toward a more inclusive and sustainable digital future. 
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