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 The article analyzes approaches to the use of cloud technologies in the process 

of teaching students at large universities. The model of the academic cloud of 

a modern university is considered. Examples of software and functional 

platforms that meet the needs of students in electronic learning resources are 

given. The deployment models of the cloud-oriented educational environment 

that includes private cloud infrastructure as a service (IaaS) and platform as a 

university service are analyzed. The cost of deploying an academic cloud 

based on the educational institution’s infrastructure and renting infrastructure 

from a vendor is compared. A multifactorial model for evaluating investment 

options in the university cloud in the context of fuzzy information is proposed. 

In contrast to the known approaches to solving such a problem, our model 

assumes that the dynamics of the financial states of the players are set through 

a system of discrete equations. These equations describe the dynamics of 

multidimensional variables. The latter made it possible to consider the general 

problem of investing in the academic cloud within the framework of a game 

scheme for tasks in a fuzzy formulation, with the financial resources (FR) 

available to the educational institution. Preference sets and optimal financial 

allocation strategies for building an academic cloud are found. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

Information and communication technologies (ICT) have long been fundamental to the information 

society and have had a significant impact on education. Leading universities have been using cloud applications 

and technologies (CAT) for many years to improve the efficiency of educational and scientific work. Student 

access to multi-service information networks and data banks via the Internet has become a key task of modern 

universities, providing extraterritorial learning, flexible choice of programs and expanded access to resources. 

However, as the COVID-19 pandemic has shown, many universities information and educational environments 

do not cover the full range of necessary services. Works [1], [2] emphasize the inconsistency of the 

organizational and functional structures of IT departments with modern requirements. Therefore, the creation 

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/4.0/
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of new approaches to the formation of educational environments based on cloud technologies remains an urgent 

task. A developed IT infrastructure allows universities to work in a single information space, which is a 

competitive advantage. The introduction of a cloud-based learning environment (CBLE) promotes quality 

learning and professional development of students [2], [3]. According to [4], as of 2020, about 70% of North 

American universities have transferred their administration systems to cloud structures, and more than 50% 

have implemented cloud systems to improve scientific collaboration. The effectiveness of using CBLE is 

determined by various indicators, such as financial, quantitative and qualitative. An important aspect remains 

the study of risk factors for academic cloud deployment. Forecasting future states of CBLE is difficult due to 

the difficulty of identifying long historical series. 

The main factors destabilizing the university cloud include the constant progress of hardware and 

software, instability of exchange rates and the economic and political situation. This makes it difficult to assess 

the cost-effectiveness of using cloud technologies at a university. Existing approaches to assessing the 

investment attractiveness of deploying a CBLE for universities often do not take into account: the dynamics of 

the financial conditions of the players; interaction and mutual influence of projects; unclear information and 

instability of external factors [5]-[7]. 

In this publication, we offer our view on the problem of assessing the investment attractiveness of an 

CBLE deployment scheme using game theory methods. This allows mathematical analysis and selection of 

more suitable solutions. Two schemes are being considered: private cloud (private university cloud), which is 

customized for specific business tasks of the university and infrastructure as a service (IaaS) [8]-[10]. 

A game multifactor model for assessing investment options in a university cloud under conditions of 

fuzzy information takes into account the dynamics and interaction of players’ financial states. It is also possible 

to model and analyze the impact of information uncertainty, which provides more informed decisions on the 

choice of cloud services, which improves the quality of the educational process and optimizes financial 

investments. The proposed model allows already at the analysis stage to make informed decisions and optimize 

the use of university IT resources. 

 

 

2. REVIEW AND ANALYSIS OF THE LITERATURE 

Many researchers believe that an effective way to improve universities’ information and educational 

environment is to combine computer-based learning methods using cloud computing [5]-[7]. The advantages of 

using cloud technologies to provide electronic (mobile) training are described in [8]-[10]. As noted in [11]-[13], 

most of the usual forms of education have become virtually unsuitable for the sustainable development of the 

education sector. This is due to the fact that traditional IT used in education does not keep up with the 

dynamically changing demand for specialists in different fields. Research by Xiao and Wang [11] note that the 

traditional mode of e-learning is based on the use of the Internet. Most of the information and educational 

environment components are located inside educational institutions. This leads to many problems. Such 

problems include the need for large investments in hardware and software components of the information and 

educational environment. 

Research by Negru and Cristea [12] consider various models for the construction of cloud structures. 

Cloud service providers offer a wide portfolio of services, and customers get access to them under a specific 

financial agreement. It is always possible to come to a compromise between what a cloud provider can offer in 

terms of resources (software or hardware), the cost of services, and what customers are willing to pay. 

Today, cloud spending models are formed based on service models: IaaS, platform as a service (PaaS), 

and software as a service (SaaS). If we talk about the field of education, where financial resources (hereinafter 

referred to as FR) are usually limited, then for the university management at the stage of choosing a particular 

service model for a cloud structure, there is a need to predict the cost of an academic cloud for a certain period. 

This, in turn requires the construction of cost models, which must be accurate and error-free. 

In studies [13]-[16], the authors conduct a detailed analysis of existing models of cloud computing 

costs. As shown in studies [17]-[19], despite the growing popularity of ready-made corporate solutions and 

special Internet portals in the field of cloud technologies, the obvious advantages of using them, most 

educational institutions are focused on building their own cloud-oriented educational environment, that is, a 

corporate academic cloud, see Table 1. Therefore, a number of questions arise, answers which will allow us to 

conclude the feasibility and prospects of creating an academic cloud in an educational institution. What services 

and resources should it provide? What is the structure of such a cloud? What technical and software solutions 

will be most attractive for an educational institution? Which model of academic cloud placement will be the 

most economically justified?. 

From the author’s point of view [17]-[19], the academic cloud should provide support for each 

academic discipline with a full range of electronic learning resources and services. Secondly, the academic 

cloud should provide students with access to software products that are used in the educational process, for 
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example, programming environments, modeling, forecasting, project management, mathematical and statistical 

packages, and geoformation systems. Thirdly, software and technology platforms that ensure the functioning 

of the academic cloud should give users the opportunity to single sign-on, measure the number of services 

provided in time and resource indicators, provide services at the user’s request, provide wide access to the 

network, have tools and flexible resource allocation. 

 

 

Table 1. Comparative characteristics of the costs of deploying an academic cloud 
Types of costs 
(types of FR 

required for the 

implementation 
of the solution) 

Privat cloud IaaS PaaS 

СBLE 

infrastructure 

Network equipment of the local level of the University’s СBLE 

СBLE university server The vendor of cloud services 
provides the capacities Server rack 

Data storage 

S
o

ft
w

ar
e 

Virtualization Proxmox free (or Solus Virtual Manager (SolusVM), Archipel, TotalCloud, and clearVM) Provided by the vendor 
ОS ОS Linux (or Windows) Provided by the vendor at the user’s 

choice Software 

platforms 

Libre Office (MS Office, Microsoft 365, Google Doc, WPS Office, and SoftMaker 

FreeOffice) 
Moodle (or Uchi.pro, PlayPosit, Edmodo, Google Classroom, Emdesell, Mirapolis, and 

Collaborator) 

Prints (or PrintNode, Air Sharing, and ezeep) 
Joomla (or Prodáct, VirtualityCMS, LPmotor, CMS S3, and Ecwid) 

MediaWiki (or Raneto, Notejoy, Docsify.js, Twiki, SlimWiki, MyBase.pro) 

Free Mind (or Lucidspark, MindManager, Zen Flowchart, Open Mind, GitMind, Wind-
up, and Edraw Mind) 

Service Hardware administrator Serviced by a vendor 

Academic cloud administrator Serviced by a vendor 
Engineers (for example, by faculty) 

Content managers 

Utility costs Electricity to the server Serviced by a vendor 
Internet traffic 

Content Additional resources aimed at the implementation of the educational process (full-text electronic copies of manuals, 

electronic training courses, video materials, and virtual laboratories) 

 

 

The proposed academic cloud model can be deployed based on the university’s own infrastructure 

and on renting cloud infrastructure according to the IaaS model when the required amount of dynamic resources 

(computing and storage), virtual servers, network infrastructure is provided at the request of the university, or 

according to the PaaS model, when the entire information technology infrastructure, including operating 

systems, database management system, communication software, computer networks, servers. The data 

warehouse is fully provided and managed by the provider, which determines the set of available types of 

platforms and managed platform parameters. Depending on the chosen deployment option, you can estimate 

the cost of creating a «cloud» on your own infrastructure by the type of a private cloud or by renting 

infrastructure from IT companies by the type of IaaS or platforms by the type of PaaS (Table 1). 

Note that, as shown in [17]-[20], universities are fully aware of the benefits of scalability, flexibility, 

and availability of cloud technologies after migrating to the cloud. But sometimes, an educational institution 

may face operational inefficiency in choosing one model of a cloud solution for implementing its educational 

activities. This often happens as a result of the discrepancy between the actions of the relevant IT departments 

of educational institutions and the long-term strategy. Optimizing the costs of a cloud solution, especially for 

universities, is an endless and evolutionary process of improvements throughout the life cycle of IT systems 

used in training and organizational work. 

As shown in Volozhenin [21], methods of statistical forecasting of cash flows from the introduction 

of cloud technologies can be applied if the selected IT project already exists and functions. Accordingly, 

additional investments are required because investing money is only necessary to increase the capacity or scale 

of the cloud solution. If an IT project, including cloud solutions, is only being developed and designers do not 

have statistical data on costs, it is better to use, for example, a gaming approach or an expert approach to assess 

the solution’s benefits. This will make it possible to get a more realistic assessment of the decision being made 

and its consequences. The game approach, in our opinion, is more complex since it allows us to take into 

account hidden problems during multifactor modeling. Such problems include, for example, the risks 

associated with introducing a non-optimal academic cloud model, potential additional costs, for example, and 

to ensure the protection of information in the academic cloud. Our proposed model contributes to a deeply 

mathematically sound university cloud deployment model choice. The above calculations and results may be 
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useful for creating educational institutions and various companies transferring their business processes to cloud 

structures in cloud services. 

The aim of the work is to develop mathematical models that allow us to assess the attractiveness of 

investing in an academic (university) cloud as part of a multistep quality game with fuzzy information. In the 

course of the study, the following tasks were solved: i) development of a model based on game theory 

(multistep quality game) to assess the attractiveness of investing in a university cloud as part of a multistep 

quality game with fuzzy information and ii) conducting computational experiments using the Python language 

(Pycharm Professional programming environment). 

 

 

3. METHODS AND MODELS 

3.1.  Statement of the problem and research methods 

As is known, to ensure the effective development of a CBLE for universities, financial support is 

necessary. At the same time, it is necessary to invest FR in such cloud services that provide universities with a 

high-quality level of service. The high-quality level of such services ultimately contributes to the high-quality 

training of future specialists. This can be done using various approaches based on an analysis of the selection 

of appropriate cloud services. In this article, to solve the problem of choosing cloud services, we use the tools 

of game theory, in particular, multi-stage quality games with fuzzy information. The vagueness of information 

is a factor that, as a rule, is present in reality. The use of game theory expands the possibilities for solving the 

problem of choosing services, along with, for example, optimization methods. During the study, the following 

methods were used: analytical to analyze scientific and technical literature on the problem of introducing cloud 

technologies in the field of education, to analyze the features of the functioning of the software and hardware 

infrastructure of a higher educational institution; game theory methods for solving the problem of choosing the 

optimal, from the point of view of multifactorial, model for deploying an academic (university cloud). A 

methodology was used to solve the problem based on the developed model of a bilinear multi-step game of the 

quality of multidimensional objects with fuzzy information. 

The article will consider two projects: i) Project 1. «private cloud» (private university cloud), which 

allows the university to customize it for its specific business tasks; and ii) Project 2. «IaaS» where infrastructure 

is considered as a service. Since, when using the PaaS model, all resources (software and allocation of structural 

elements of the system.) are dictated by the vendor, this model is not considered as an investment option in the 

СBLE within the framework of our study. It is assumed that two players with FR invest in these two projects. 

At the same time, we note that the financing of these projects is interrelated. Financing in one project causes a 

desire to «improve» the quality of your project with additional financing and vice versa. 

Let’s describe the interaction of the players. The interaction between the players will take place 

discretely in time. It happens this way. The first player at the moment of time 𝑡 = 0 has a set of FR, which is 

intended for the development of Project 1. The set is a vector 𝑥(0) = (𝑥1(0), . . . , 𝑥𝐾(0)) of K dimensions, 

where K is the number that corresponds to the number of instruments for the development of Project 1. Each 

component of this vector indicates the amount of the FR intended to finance the corresponding instrument for 

the development of Project 1, see Table 1. 

The second player at the moment of time 𝑡 = 0 has a set of FR, which is intended for the development 

of Project 2. The set is a vector 𝑦𝜉(0) = (𝑦1
𝜉

(0), . . . , 𝑦𝑀
𝜉

(0)) of M dimensions, where the number corresponds 

to the number of instruments for the development of Project 1. Each component of this vector indicates the 

amount of FR intended to finance the corresponding instrument for the development of Project 1, see Table 1. 

At the same time, it is assumed that in the interaction of players, from an informational point of view, 

there is a situation in which the first player does not know at the time 𝑡 = 0 exactly the condition 

𝑦𝜉(0)(𝑦𝜉(0) ∈ 𝑅+
𝑀) of the second player. He only has access to information that the state of the second player 

belongs to a fuzzy set {𝛺, 𝑚(. )}, where 𝛺 is a subset 𝑅+
𝑀 , and 𝑚(. ) −state member ship function 𝑦𝜉  lots 

𝛺, 𝑚(𝑦𝜉) ∈ [0,1] for 𝑦𝜉 ∈ 𝛺. 

Denote: 

− 𝐴 is the order 𝐾 matrix with positive elements. The matrix 𝐴 is the transformation matrix of the set of FR 

(vector) of the first player and is an «analogue» of the rate of change (growth or decrease) of his set of FR 

(for example, for those solutions and products for the academic cloud that were shown in Table 1); 

− 𝐵 is the order M matrix with positive elements. The matrix is the transformation matrix of the set of FR 

(vector) of the second player and is an «analogue» of the rate of change (growth or decrease) of his set of 

FR; 

− 𝑆1 is the dimension 𝑀 × 𝐾 matrix with positive elements 𝑠1
𝑖𝑗

, which are the ratios of the values of the FR 

of the following form: in the numerator is the value of the FR, going to the development of the unit of 
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efficiency increase 𝑖-development Project 2 of the second player. In the denominator is the value of the FR, 

going to the development of the unit of efficiency increase 𝑗-development Project 1 of the first player; 

− 𝑆2 is the dimension 𝐾 × 𝑀 matrix with positive elements 𝑠2
𝑖𝑗

, which are the ratios of the values of the FR 

of the following form: in the numerator is the value of the FR, going to the development of the unit of 

efficiency increase 𝑖 - development Project 1 of the first player, and in the denominator is the value of FR, 

going to the development of a unit of increasing efficiency 𝑗-development Project 2 second player; 

− Through 𝜇𝑗(𝑗 = 1, . . . , 𝑀) such values 𝜇𝑗 ≥ 0, ∑ 𝜇𝑗 = 1𝑀
𝑗=1 , which are elements of the diagonal matrix 𝛯 

order 𝑀, with diagonal elements 𝜇𝑗. The matrix 𝛯 characterizes the “structure” of the FR set of the second 

player. Element 𝜇𝑗 means a share 𝑗-the values of the FR set of the first player, which shows the 

transformation of this set into 𝑗-the value of the FR set of the second player. That is, if (𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝐾) the set 

of FR of the first player, then in 𝑗-the value of the FR set of the second player will be converted to the FR 

set of the first player, equal to 𝜇𝑗 ⋅ (𝑦1 , . . . , 𝑦𝑀). 

− Through 𝜆𝑗(𝑗 = 1, . . . , 𝐾) such values 𝜆𝑗 ≥ 0, ∑ 𝜆𝑗 = 1𝐾
𝑗=1 , which form a diagonal matrix 𝛬 order 𝐾, with 

diagonal elements 𝜆𝑗. The matrix 𝛬 characterizes the «structure» of the FR set of the first player. Element 

𝜆𝑗 means a share 𝑗-the values of the FR set of the second player, which shows the transformation of this set 

into 𝑗-the value of the FR set of the first player; that is, if (𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑀) the set of FR of the second player, 

then in 𝑗-the value of the FR set of the first player will be converted to the FR set of the second player, 

equal to 𝜇𝑗 ⋅ (𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑀). 

Remark 1. 

If there is a set of FR 𝑥 = (𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝐾) of the first player, then if you perform the operation: 𝑆1 ⋅ 𝑥, 

then we will get 𝑀 - dimensional vector, which «as it were» means a set of FRS of the second player. However, 

this product makes it possible to define only one component of this 𝑀 - dimensional vector (of the second 

player). This follows from the fact that the entire vector 𝑥 = (𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝐾) will be equivalent in efficiency to 

only this one component. For the other components of the FR set of the second player, there is no longer an 

FR set of the first player that would be equivalent in efficiency to this component of the second player. The 

entire set of FR of the first player «went» to «equalize» in efficiency with one component of the set of FR of 

the second player. Therefore, it is necessary to split the set of FR into parts so that it is possible to «equalize» 

the effectiveness of the sets of FR of the second player for all its components. This is done by introducing a 

set: 𝜆𝑗(𝑗 = 1, . . . , 𝑀):𝜆𝑗 ≥ 0, ∑ 𝜆𝑗 = 1𝑀
𝑗=1 . Note that the selection of these coefficients can be made in other 

ways, not necessarily as described above. 

The same is true for the set of FR of the second player. Within the framework of these designations 

and remarks, 1 of the state 𝑥(1) and 𝑦𝜉(1) at a moment in time 𝑡 = 1 are determined from the relations: 

 

𝑥(1) = 𝐴 ⋅ 𝑥(0) − 𝑈(0) ⋅ 𝐴 ⋅ 𝑥(0) − 𝛬 ⋅ 𝑆2 ⋅ 𝑉(0) ⋅ 𝐵 ⋅ 𝑦𝜉(0) (1) 

 

𝑦𝜉(1) = 𝐵 ⋅ 𝑦𝜉(0) − 𝑉(0) ⋅ 𝐵 ⋅ 𝑦𝜉(0) − 𝛯 ⋅ 𝑆1 ⋅ 𝑈(0) ⋅ 𝐴 ⋅ 𝑥(0) (2) 

 

We will conduct a step–by–step explanation of the relations (1) and (2). At the beginning, we will 

describe the actions of the first player and the second player. 

− Step 1: the first player increased the set of his FR with 𝑥(0) before 𝐴 ⋅ 𝑥(0). 

− Step 2: the first player allocated a part of his FR set for the development of his tools in Project 1 in the form 

of a set of FR 𝑈(0) ⋅ 𝐴 ⋅ 𝑥(0). Here 𝑈(0), a diagonal matrix of order 𝐾, consisting of elements 

𝑢𝑖(0): 𝑢𝑖(0) ≥ 0, ∑ 𝑢𝑖(0) = 1𝐾
𝑖=1 . 

− Step 3: the first player determined (based on the statistics of the implementation of previous similar 

projects) the structure (share) of their sets of FR corresponding to the instruments of Project 1, for effective 

competition with Project 2 of the second player for each instrument of Project 2. Therefore, for each 

component of the set of FR of the second player. This structure is defined by diagonal elements  
𝜇𝑗(𝑗 = 1, . . . , 𝑀): 𝜇𝑗 ≥ 0, ∑ 𝜇𝑗 = 1𝑀

𝑗=1 , which make up the diagonal matrix 𝛯. 

− Step 4: the first player, highlighting his set of FR 𝑈(0) ⋅ 𝐴 ⋅ 𝑥(0), leads to the corresponding reaction of 

the second player. It additionally highlights a set of FR as equal 𝛯 ⋅ 𝑆1 ⋅ 𝑈(0) ⋅ 𝐴 ⋅ 𝑥(0), in order to compete 

with Project 1. 

Similarly, the actions of the second player are explained. 

− Step 5: the second player increased the set of his FR with 𝑦𝜉(0) до 𝐵 ⋅ 𝑦𝜉(0). 

− Step 6: the second player allocated part of the set of his FRS for the development of his tools in Project 2 

in the form of a set of FRS 𝑉(0) ⋅ 𝐵 ⋅ 𝑦𝜉(0). Here 𝑉(0) is a diagonal matrix of order 𝑀, consisting of 

elements 𝑣𝑖(0): 𝑣𝑖(0) ≥ 0, ∑ 𝑣𝑖(0) = 1𝑀
𝑖=1 . 
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− Step 7: the second player has determined (based on the statistics of the implementation of similar previous 

projects) the structure (share) of their sets of FR corresponding to the instruments of Project 2 for effective 

competition with Project 1 of the first player for each instrument of Project 1. Therefore, for each 

component of the set of FR of the first player. This structure is defined by diagonal elements  
𝜆𝑗(𝑗 = 1, . . . , 𝐾): 𝜆𝑗 ≥ 0, ∑ 𝜆𝑗 = 1𝐾

𝑗=1 , which make up the diagonal matrix 𝛬. 

− Step 8: the second player, highlighting his set of FR 𝑉(0) ⋅ 𝐵 ⋅ 𝑦𝜉(0), leads to the corresponding reaction 

of the first player. It additionally allocates a set of FR, equal 𝛬 ⋅ 𝑆2 ⋅ 𝑉(0) ⋅ 𝐵 ⋅ 𝑦𝜉(0), in order to compete 

with Project 2. 

Thus, the sets of FR players 𝑥(1) and 𝑦𝜉(1) at a moment in time 𝑡 = 1 are determined from the ratios 

(1) and (2). The terms of the end of the trading session at the time 𝑡 = 1 there will be fulfillment of the 

conditions (3) and (4): 

 

(𝑥(1), 𝑦𝜉(1)) ∈ 𝑆0 with confidence ≥ 𝑝0, (0 ≤ 𝑝0 ≤ 1) (3) 

 

(𝑥(1), 𝑦𝜉(1)) ∈ 𝐹0 with confidence ≥ 𝑝0 (4) 

 

(𝑥(1), 𝑦𝜉(1)) ∈ 𝐷0 with confidence ≥ 𝑝0 (5) 

 

(𝑥(1), 𝑦𝜉(1)) ∈ 𝐻0 with confidence ≥ 𝑝0 (6) 

 

where 𝑆0, 𝐹0, 𝐷0, and 𝐻0 such: 

 

𝑆0 = ⋃ {(𝑥, 𝑦): (𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ 𝑅𝐾+𝑀, 𝑥 ≥ 0, 𝑦𝑖 ≺ 0}𝑀
𝑖=1   

 

𝐹0 = ⋃ {(𝑥, 𝑦): (𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ 𝑅𝐾+𝑀, 𝑥𝑖 < 0, 𝑦 ≥ 0}𝐾
𝑖=1   

 

𝐷0 = {⋃ {(𝑥, 𝑦): (𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ 𝑅𝐾+𝑀 , 𝑥𝑖 < 0}} ∩𝐾
𝑖=1 {⋃ {(𝑥, 𝑦): (𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ 𝑅𝐾+𝑀, 𝑦𝑖 < 0}}𝑀

𝑖=1 ,  

 

𝐻0 = 𝑅+
𝐾+𝑀  

 

If condition (3) is met, then we believe that the procedure for investing in Project 2 is reliable ≥ 𝑝0 

finished, as Project 1 turned out to be more efficient. If condition (4) is met, then we consider that the procedure 

for investing in Project 1 with certainty ≥ 𝑝0 finished, as Project 2 turned out to be more efficient. If condition 

(5) is met, then we believe that the procedure for investing in both Projects with confidence ≥ 𝑝0 is finished, 

as they turned out to be equally effective. If (6) is fulfilled, the procedure for investing in Projects continues 

for the time points 𝑡 > 1. 

The process described by systems (1) and (2) for the procedure of investing is considered within the 

framework of the scheme of a positional multistep game with fuzzy information [22]. Due to the symmetry, 

we will limit ourselves to considering the problem from the first player’s position. The second task is solved 

similarly. The solution to problem 1 is to find the set of «preferences» of the first ally player 𝑊1 and its optimal 

strategies 𝑈∗(. ). Similarly, the task is set from the point of view of the second player ally. 

The first player in task 1 is considered an ally player, and the second player is considered an opponent 

player in problem 2. On the contrary–the second player is considered an ally player, and the first player is an 

opponent player. The task of the procedure for investing in Projects by means of a system of discrete equations 

generates at each moment of time 𝑡 a collection of pairs of fuzzy sets {𝛤𝑡 , 𝑛𝑡(. )} × {𝛺𝑡 , 𝑚𝑡(. )} which reflect 

the process of transition from the initial states of the players (𝑥(0), 𝑦𝜉(0)) in subsequent states when players 

apply control actions. 

It is assumed that the first player at each moment 𝑡(𝑡 ∈ [0,1,2, . . . ]) his condition is known 𝑥(𝜏) для 

𝜏 ≤ 𝑡. The following conditions are met: 𝑥(𝜏) ≥ 0, if the reliability of such states 𝑛𝜏(𝑥(𝜏)) ≥ 𝑝0 and 𝑥(𝜏) ∉
𝑅+

𝐾 , if the reliability of such states 𝑛𝜏(𝑥(𝜏)) < 𝑝0, and also the values of the realizations of the strategy of the 

first player are known 𝑈(𝜏)(𝜏 ≤ 𝑡), allocated for interaction with the second player. Define the function 

𝐹(. ): 𝑋 → 𝑅+, 𝑓(𝑥) = {𝑠𝑢𝑝 𝑚(𝑦) for y ≤ 𝑥, 𝑥 ∈ 𝑅𝑀 , 𝑓(𝑥) = {𝑠𝑢𝑝 𝑚(𝑦)}. Denote by Ф∗– a lot of such 

functions, through 𝑇∗ = [0,1,2, . . . ] – the scope of the temporary variable change.  

Definition: in pure strategy, 𝑈(. , . , . )is the first player called a set of functions 𝑢𝑖(. , . , . ): 𝑇∗ × 𝑅+
𝐾 × Ф∗ →

[0,1], (𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝐾), such that 𝑢𝑖(𝑡, 𝑥, 𝐹) ∈ [0,1], (𝑡 ∈ 𝑇∗, 𝑥 ∈ 𝑅+
𝐾 , 𝐹 ∈ Ф∗). The second player chooses his 
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strategy 𝑉(. )based on any information. We define a set of initial states that have the property. Property: 𝑓 the 

game starts from the initial states, then the first player can choose his strategy 𝑈∗(. ) provided at one point in 

time t to fulfill condition (3). At the same time, this strategy, chosen by player 1, contributes to preventing the 

second player from fulfilling condition (4) at previous points in time. 

The set of such states will be called the preference set of the first player 𝑊1, and the strategies 𝑈∗(. ) 

the first player having the specified properties will be called his optimal strategies. Thus, the goal of the first 

player is to find the preference set, as well as to find his strategies, using which he will get the fulfillment of 

condition (1). The formulated game model corresponds, according to the classification of decision theory, to 

the problem of decision–making in conditions of fuzzy information. Such a model of investing in a university 

cloud is a linear multistep quality game with several terminal surfaces with fuzzy information. Finding the 

preference sets of the first player and his optimal strategies depends on many parameters. 

To describe the preference sets of the first player, it is necessary to enter a number of notations and 

values. Let us define the set 𝑆(𝑝0) = {𝑐(0): 𝐹(𝑐(0)) ≥ 𝑝0}. For anyone 𝑥 ∈ 𝑅+
𝑀 consider the set  

𝐿𝑥 = {𝑧: 𝑧 = 𝑙 × 𝑥, 𝑙 ∈ 𝑅+}. For anyone 𝑥 ∈ 𝑅+
𝑀 consider the set 𝑄(𝑥, 𝑝0) = 𝑆(𝑝0) ∩ 𝐿𝑥 . Define the vector 

𝛿(𝑥, 𝑝0): 𝛿(𝑥, 𝑝0) = 𝑖𝑛𝑓{ 𝛿∗: 𝛿∗ ∈ 𝑄(𝑥, 𝑝0)}. Consider the set 𝛥(𝑝0) = {𝛿(𝑝0): ∃𝑥 ∈ 𝑅+
𝑀: 𝛿(𝑝0) = 𝛿(𝑥, 𝑝0)}. 

Here are the conditions that make it possible to find a solution to the game, i.e., the set of «preferences» 𝑊1 

and optimal strategies 𝑈∗(. ) for the first ally player. 

 

3.2.  Solution of problem 1 

The solution to the above multipara metric problem depends on the ratio of the parameters that 

determine the confrontation procedure between the allied player and the second opponent player. Let us 

introduce this notation. Denote by 𝛴
^

1 plenty: 

 

𝛴
^

1 = 𝛴∗ − ⋃ 𝛴𝑖 ,
𝐾
𝑖=1   

 

𝛴∗ = {(𝑥(0), 𝛿(𝑝0)): (𝑥(0), 𝛿(𝑝0)) ∈ 𝑅+
𝐾+𝑀 ,  𝐴 ⋅ 𝑥(0) − 𝛬 ⋅ 𝑆2 ⋅ 𝐵 ⋅ 𝛿(𝑝0) ∈ 𝑅+

𝐾}  

 

𝛴𝑖 = {(𝑥(0), 𝛿(𝑝0)) ∈ 𝑅+
𝐾+𝑀,  (𝐴 ⋅ 𝑥(0))𝑖 = (𝛬 ⋅ 𝑆2 ⋅ 𝐵 ⋅ 𝛿(𝑝0)))

𝑖
, 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝐾; }  

 

Next, we additionally introduce the following notation: 𝐸 − the unit matrix of order 𝑀. 
 

𝑄1 = 𝛯 ⋅ 𝑆1,  𝑄𝑘 = {(𝐺𝑘−1 ⋅ 𝐵 ⋅ 𝛯 ⋅ 𝑆1 − 𝑄𝑘−1 ⋅ 𝐴)+ + 𝑄𝑘−1 ⋅ 𝐴};  

 

𝐺1 = 𝐸 + 𝛯 ⋅ 𝑆1 ⋅ 𝛬 ⋅ 𝑆2,  𝐺𝑘 = (𝑄𝑘−1 ⋅ 𝐴 ⋅ 𝛬 ⋅ 𝑆2 − 𝐺𝑘−1 ⋅ 𝐵)+ + 𝐺𝑘−1 ⋅ 𝐵 +  

 
(𝐺𝑘−1 ⋅ 𝐵 ⋅ 𝛯 ⋅ 𝑆1 − 𝑄𝑘−1 ⋅ 𝐴)+ ⋅ 𝛬 ⋅ 𝑆2, 𝑘 = 2, . ..  

 

𝑥+ = {
𝑥, 𝑥 ≥ 0;
0, 𝑥 < 0; 𝑥 ∈ 𝑅;

  

 

𝛼𝑖
𝑘,𝑗

= {
1, (𝐺𝑘 ⋅ 𝐵)𝑖𝑗 = 0,
(𝑄𝑘⋅𝐴⋅𝛬⋅𝑆2)𝑖𝑗

(𝐺𝑘⋅𝐵)𝑖𝑗
,  (𝐺𝑘 ⋅ 𝐵)𝑖𝑗 ≠ 0, 𝑘 = 1, . . .

  

 

The process of finding the preference sets of the first player depends on the ratio of the parameters that 

determine this confrontation of the parties. 

Consider the case 1. 𝐴 ⋅ 𝛬 ⋅ 𝑆2 ≥ 𝛬 ⋅ 𝑆2 ⋅ 𝐵. Let the assumption be fulfilled, that  

∀𝑘 = 1, . . . , 𝑎𝑛𝑑 ∀𝑖: 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑀 exists 𝑚(𝑖): 1 ≤ 𝑚(𝑖) ≤ 𝑀, in which: 

 

(𝑄𝑘 ⋅ 𝐴 ⋅ 𝛬 ⋅ 𝑆2)𝑖𝑚 ≥ (𝐺𝑘 ⋅ 𝛬 ⋅ 𝑆2)𝑖𝑚, 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑀, 1 ≤ 𝑚 ≤ 𝑀, 𝑘 = 1,2, . .. (7) 

 

inequality (6) does not hold. 

Then, the process of constructing preference sets continues in time, and the preference sets of the first 

player will be a countable number. Based on the principle of optimality of R. Bellman [23], the preference sets 

of the first player are «built» step by step. First, the preference set is built in one step. Then in two steps. Thus, 

there is a preference set for the first ally player. In the set 𝛴1, there is a union of preference sets 𝛴1
𝑘 for the first 
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ally player [22] for a specific number of steps, i.e., 𝛴1 = ⋃ 𝛴1
𝑘.∞

𝑘=1  Within the framework of the above notation, 

a record of the preference sets of the first ally player 𝛴1
𝑘 it looks like this: 

 

𝛴1
𝑘 = ⋃ {(𝑥(0), 𝛿(𝑝0)): (𝑥(0), 𝛿(𝑝0)) ∈𝑀

𝑖=1 𝑅+
𝐾+𝑀 , 𝐴 ⋅ 𝑥(0) − 𝛬 ⋅ 𝑆2 ⋅ 𝐵 ⋅ 𝛿(𝑝0) ∈ 𝑅+

𝑀 ,  

 

(𝑄𝑘 ⋅ 𝐴 ⋅ 𝑥(0))𝑖 > (𝐺𝑘 ⋅ 𝐵 ⋅ 𝛿(𝑝0)𝑖}.  

 

The optimal strategy 𝑈∗(. , . , . ), which is defined by the elements 𝑢∗(. ) = (𝑢∗,1(. ), . . . , 𝑢∗,𝐾(. ))of the 

first player–ally, which are diagonal elements of the matrix 𝑈∗(. , . , . ), in the field of preference 𝛴1
𝑘, it is written 

as follows: 

 

𝑢∗,𝑗(𝑥, 𝛿) = {

1 − [(𝛬 ⋅ 𝑆2 ⋅ 𝐵 ⋅ 𝛿)𝑗/(𝐴 ⋅ 𝑥)𝑗], 𝑏𝑦(𝐴 ⋅ 𝑥)𝑗 > (𝛬 ⋅ 𝑆2 ⋅ 𝐵 ⋅ 𝛿)𝑗;

𝑎 ∈ [0,1]𝑏𝑦(𝐴 ⋅ 𝑥)𝑗 = 0, (𝐴 ⋅ 𝑥)𝑗 = (𝛬 ⋅ 𝑆2 ⋅ 𝐵 ⋅ 𝛿)𝑗;

0, 𝑜𝑡ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑤𝑖𝑠𝑒; (𝑥, 𝛿) ∈ 𝑅+
𝐾+𝑀; 𝑗 = 1, . . . , 𝑀.

  

 

Preference sets and optimal strategies of the first ally player, in case 2:¬(𝐴 ⋅ 𝛬 ⋅ 𝑆2 ≥ 𝛬 ⋅ 𝑆2 ⋅ 𝐵) are found in 

a similar way. 

Theorem [22] specifies the conditions that determine the possibility of completing the procedure of 

player interaction in a finite number of steps with fuzzy information. The theorem. In the area of 𝛴
^

1 In the area, 

the first player can reach the goal: 

 

for a finite number of steps, i.e. 𝛴
^

1 ⊆ ⋃ 𝛴1
𝑘 ,  0 < 𝑁∗ < +∞

𝑁∗
𝑘=1 ,  

 

if 𝑙𝑖𝑚
�̄�→∞

( ) ,1min
1

, 








 Kk

iT

k  with some 𝑖:  1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑀;  

б) at least by a countable number of steps (or 𝛴
^

1 ⊆ ⋃ 𝛴1
𝑘∞

𝑘=1 ),  

 

if 𝑙𝑖𝑚
�̄�→∞

( ) ,1min
1

, =








 Kk

iT

k  with some 𝑖:  1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑀.  

 

There may be a situation in which the 𝛴
^

1 the first player in any number of steps may not reach the goal: 

 

в) by 𝑠𝑢𝑝
𝑇

(𝑚𝑎𝑥
1≤𝑖≤𝐾

( 𝑚𝑖𝑛
1≤𝑘≤𝐾

(𝛼𝑘
𝑇,𝑖))) < 1  

 

Note 2: note that the presence of a large number of parameters allows them to be controlled to achieve 

the desired result. The proof of the theorem is given in [22]. The solution from the point of view of the second 

player-ally is similar. The considered mathematical model allowed us to find a solution to the problem of 

assessing the attractiveness of investing in a university cloud within the framework of a multistep quality game 

with fuzzy information. The conditions for the completion of the procedure for investing in the university cloud 

in a finite time are given if there is a sufficient number of FRS from one of the players with a given degree of 

confidence. 

 

 

4. COMPUTATIONAL EXPERIMENT AND DISCUSSION OF RESULTS 

4.1.  Computational experiment 

The model proposed in the paper was implemented in the form of a software module of the decision 

support system (DSS). Computational experiments were conducted in the PyChar Professional programming 

environment on a PC with an i7 processor and 32 GB RAM. The computational experiments made it possible 

to visualize the results of the game, see Figures 1 and 2. The purpose of the computational experiments is to 

assess the attractiveness of investing players in a particular model of the university cloud. 
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Figure 1. Comparison of the summary results of the cost of the academic cloud by period 

 

 

 
 

Figure 2. Displaying the results of the experiment in the process of searching for areas of preference for 

players 

 

 

The experiment was conducted according to the data on the costs of the academic cloud provided by 

the National University of Bioresources and Environmental Management of Ukraine (Kyiv, Ukraine) and the 

Non-profit Joint Stock Company Kazakh National Pedagogical University named after Abai (Almaty, 

Kazakhstan). In the first stage of modeling, five main blocks were selected to select the academic cloud model, 

for which FR are needed. The infrastructure, software, maintenance, utility costs, and content blocks are 

analyzed. To calculate the costs, the analytical data of prices for services of IT corporations were analyzed, in 

which the main characteristics were the number of processor cores, the amount of RAM, the amount of data 

storage, and the type of operating system of the IaaS topology. The analytical data on the cost of the IBM 

Softlayer cloud [24], [25] are taken as a basis, namely, the cost of an annual lease of server capacity for the 

IaaS model. 

The obtained modeling results for the period from 1 year to 5 years, see Figure 1 allow us to evaluate 

the attractiveness in a price sense of a model for hosting an academic cloud. As is clear from the results obtained 

at this stage of the study, already in the 4-5th year of deploying a private academic cloud, the costs are 

significantly lower compared to the IaaS model. However, risk factors for academic cloud deployment require 

separate research. Predicting the future states of the academic cloud without using a game model is extremely 

difficult. Since without a detailed study of the main factors it is difficult to say which option will be more 
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preferable. Therefore, in the matrices 𝐴, 𝐵, 𝑆1, 𝑆2, 𝛯, 𝛬 parameters were specified that characterize the 

“structure” of the set of FR players, which in computational experiments makes it possible to take into account, 

for example, the instability of exchange rates and the general economic and political state both in the state and 

in the international market as a whole. 

Figure 2 shows a graphical representation of the experiment results. Two hyperplanes are given, which 

are the boundaries of two sets. The first set is the “guarantee” set of the first player, which describes sets of FR 

players that have the property that of them the second player cannot prove the effectiveness of Project 2. This 

is the set of states of players in 𝑅+
3  the positive orthant, which are located below the hyperplane colored blue. 

The second set is the set of sets of FR players that have the property that of them the first player can prove the 

effectiveness (attractiveness) of Project 1. This is the set of states of players in 𝑅+
3  the positive orthant, which 

are located below the hyperplane colored blue. The second set is the set of sets of FR players that have the 

property that of them the first player can prove the effectiveness (attractiveness) of Project 1. This is the set of 

states of players in 𝑅+
3  the positive orthant, which are located below the hyperplane colored purple. Then, if 

the sets of FR players are “below” these hyperplanes in a positive three-dimensional orthant, then the first 

player achieves his goal - he proves the effectiveness of Project 1 and the ineffectiveness of Project 2. 

Considering two projects, we noticed that financing one project inevitably causes a desire to improve the 

quality of its project with additional funding. This interaction results in a dynamic game where each player 

seeks to maximize his investment while minimizing the attractiveness of the alternative project to his 

competitor. Project 1 (“Private Cloud”) allows the university to customize the cloud to its specific business 

needs, providing greater flexibility and control over resources. This benefit is especially important for 

universities with unique or specific requirements. However, such customizations may require significant initial 

costs and effort to develop and maintain. Project 2 (“IaaS”), which views IaaS, provides a more standardized 

approach that can reduce upfront costs and simplify the implementation process. However, this design may be 

less flexible and limited by the capabilities offered by the service provider. 

Our research has shown that, depending on financing parameters and player strategies, preferences 

can change. If the first player can prove the effectiveness of Project 1 with sufficient FR, he will be able to 

attract more investment and prove the ineffectiveness of Project 2 for the second player. The reverse is also 

true. These findings allow universities and other educational institutions to make more informed decisions 

about their cloud service model, taking into account their financial capabilities and long-term goals. Going 

forward, more complex scenarios can be considered that include additional factors such as changes in market 

conditions or technological innovation. 

 

 

5. DISCUSSION OF THE RESULTS OF A COMPUTATIONAL EXPERIMENT 

Thus, the proposed model describes the dynamics of multidimensional variables, which made it 

possible to consider the general problem of investing in an academic cloud within the framework of a game 

scheme, taking into account fuzzy information and the FR available to the educational institution. Sets of 

preferences and optimal strategies for allocating FR for building an academic cloud were identified. The 

strength of the study is that the use of a game model makes it possible to take into account factors such as 

instability of exchange rates, economic and political conditions, the ability to predict the financing of Projects 

in the event of unforeseen circumstances caused by the actions of the enemy player and unclear information 

about the financial condition of its competitor. At the same time, researchers have the opportunity to use the 

model in simulation mode, relying on the adequacy of the developed model to the real financing process. 

A weakness of the study is that more research is needed into the risk factors associated with academic 

cloud deployment. And also that the considered model represents a “portrait” of reality that does not fully 

reflect reality. For example, consideration of a differential model, which takes a differential game as a basis, 

would make it possible to obtain a better picture of the process under consideration and, therefore, would make 

it possible to solve the problem taking into account additional factors and obtain a high-quality forecast. 

Prospects for future research include developing the model through risk factor analysis to more 

accurately assess the risks associated with academic cloud deployment. Continued modeling over longer 

periods is also needed to determine long-term economic benefits. And, taking into account the above, it is 

necessary to complicate the models of the processes being studied in order to successfully implement the 

developed algorithms for solving practical problems. 

 

 

6. CONCLUSION 

This paper examines a multifactorial model for assessing investment options in a university cloud 

under conditions of fuzzy information. Unlike similar models, our model assumes that the dynamics of the 

players’ financial states is specified by a system of discrete equations that describe the dynamics of 
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multidimensional variables. It is shown that the controllability of the process of investing in a university cloud 

can be described from the point of view of a game approach through a bilinear multi-step game with several 

terminal surfaces and fuzzy information. The novelty of the model lies in finding a solution to a bilinear multi-

stage quality game with several terminal surfaces under fuzzy information. The proposed solution adequately 

reflects the essence of the problem of choosing a university cloud deployment model. 

The results of a computational experiment conducted on data from two large universities in Ukraine 

and Kazakhstan confirm the effectiveness of the proposed model. The experiment varied various parameters 

to assess their influence on the choice of cloud service model. The practical significance of the results lies in 

the possibility of using the proposed model for the selection of cloud services by both educational institutions 

and companies transferring their business processes to cloud structures. Future research could focus on 

extending the model to account for additional uncertainties and improve its adaptability to changing cloud 

market conditions. 

 

 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 

The research was carried out within the framework of the project of the Committee of Science of the 

Ministry of Science and Higher Education of the Republic of Kazakhstan No. AP19678846 “Efficiency 

improvement of hybrid and distance forms of educational process based on university infrastructure 

development under digital transformation conditions”. 

 

 

REFERENCES 
[1] M. N. Dilmurodovna and S. Lecturer, “Cloud Technologies and Their Use in the Educational,” pp. 222–224, 2022. 

[2] M. A. Elmurzaevich, “Use of cloud technologies in education,” in Conference Zone, 2022, pp. 191–192. 
[3] U. M. Mustafayevich, “Educational Aspects of using Cloud-Based Network Services in Training Future Engineers,” Spanish 

Journal of Innovation and Integrity, pp. 13–19, 2022. 

[4] FutureNow Technologies & Science Blog, “Cloud technologies in education: examples and advantages.” 2022. [Online]. Available: 
https://futurenow.com.ua/hmarni-tehnologiyi-v-osviti-pryklady-ta-perevagy/ 

[5] C. Madhumathi and G. Ganapathy, “An Academic Cloud Framework for Adapting e-Learning in Universities,” International 

Journal of Advanced Research in Computer and Communication Engineering, vol. 2, no. 11, pp. 4480–4484, 2013. 
[6] L. Teng, Q. Tan, and A. Ehsani, “Assessing the impact of cultural characteristics, economic situations, skills and knowledge on the 

development and success of cloud-based e-learning systems in the COVID-19 era,” Kybernetes, vol. 51, no. 9, pp. 2795–2813, 

2022, doi: 10.1108/K-12-2020-0838. 
[7] E. Al-Masri, “Middleware Approach for Internet-Accessible Laboratories,” in IEEE Frontiers in Education Conference (FIE), pp. 

1–5. 

[8] J. A. Sánchez et al., “Cloud service as the driver for university’s software engineering programs digital transformation,” Procedia 
Computer Science, vol. 149, pp. 215–222, 2019, doi: 10.1016/j.procs.2019.01.126. 

[9] K. P. N. Jayasena and H. Song, “Private cloud with e-learning for resources sharing in university environment. In E-Learning, E-

Education, and Online Training,” Third International Conference, pp. 169–180, 2016. 
[10] J. C. R. Ribón, L. J. G. Villalba, T. P. de M. Moro, and Tai-hoon Kim, “Solving technological isolation to build virtual learning 

communities,” Multimedia Tools and Applications, vol. 74, no. 19, pp. 8521–8539, 2015, doi: 10.1007/s11042-013-1542-5. 

[11] L. Xiao and Z. Wang, “Cloud computing: A new business paradigm for E-learning,” in Proceedings - 3rd International Conference 
on Measuring Technology and Mechatronics Automation, ICMTMA 2011, vol. 1, pp. 716–719, 2011, doi: 

10.1109/ICMTMA.2011.181. 
[12] C. Negru and V. Cristea, “Cost models-pillars for efficient cloud computing: Position paper,” International Journal of Intelligent 

Systems Technologies and Applications, vol. 12, no. 1, pp. 28–38, 2013, doi: 10.1504/IJISTA.2013.055102. 

[13] M. Bhatt, A. Vazirani, S. Srivastava, and S. Chaudhary, “A Blueprint For a Cost-Efficient IoT-Enabled Biotech Lab,” Industrial 
Biotechnology, vol. 18, no. 2, pp. 83–90, 2022, doi: 10.1089/ind.2021.0025. 

[14] M. Yang, V. S. Jacob, and S. Raghunathan, “Cloud Service Model’s Role in Provider and User Security Investment Incentives,” 

Production and Operations Management, vol. 30, no. 2, pp. 419–437, Feb. 2021, doi: 10.1111/poms.13274. 
[15] S. Achar, “An Overview of Environmental Scalability and Security in Hybrid Cloud Infrastructure Designs,” Asia Pacific Journal 

of Energy and Environment, vol. 8, no. 2, pp. 39–46, Aug. 2021, doi: 10.18034/apjee.v8i2.650. 

[16] S. Gong, X. Zhu, R. Zhang, H. Zhao, and C. Guo, “An Intelligent Resource Management Solution for Hospital Information System 
Based on Cloud Computing Platform,” IEEE Transactions on Reliability, vol. 72, no. 1, pp. 329–342, Mar. 2023, doi: 

10.1109/TR.2022.3161359. 

[17] O. Glazunova, T. Voloshyna, V. Korolchuk, and O. Parhomenko, “Cloud-oriented environment for flipped learning of the future 
IT specialists,” E3S Web of Conferences, vol. 166, p. 10014, Apr. 2020, doi: 10.1051/e3sconf/202016610014. 

[18] M. Shyshkina, “The General Model of the Cloud-Based Learning and Research Environment of Educational Personnel Training,” 

Advances in Intelligent Systems and Computing, vol. 715, pp. 812–818, 2018, doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-73210-7_94. 
[19] O. G. Glazunova, O. V. Parhomenko, V. I. Korolchuk, and T. V. Voloshyna, “The effectiveness of GitHub cloud services for 

implementing a programming training project: Students’ point of view,” Journal of Physics: Conference Series, vol. 1840, no. 1, p. 

012030, Mar. 2021, doi: 10.1088/1742-6596/1840/1/012030. 
[20] C. M. Mohammed and S. R. M. Zeebaree, “Sufficient Comparison Among Cloud Computing Services: IaaS, PaaS, and SaaS: A 

Review Machine learning View project Parallel processing View project Chnar Mustafa Erbil polytechnic university Sufficient 

Comparison Among Cloud Computing Services: IaaS, PaaS,” International Journal of Science and Business, vol. 5, no. 2, pp. 17–
30, 2021, doi: 10.5281/zenodo.4481415. 

[21] A. S. Volozhenin, “Ocenka investicionnyh proektov vnedreniya oblachnyh tekhnologij,” Sovremennaya nauka i innovacii, vol. 1, 

no. 2307–910Х (Print), pp. 27–33, 2018. 
[22] V. P. Malyukov, “Game of quality for two groups of objects,” Cybernetics, vol. 26, no. 5, pp. 698–710, 1990, doi: 10.1007/BF01068551. 



                ISSN: 1693-6930 

TELKOMNIKA Telecommun Comput El Control, Vol. 22, No. 6, December 2024: 1369-1381 

1380 

[23] M. Sniedovich, “A new look at Bellman’s principle of optimality,” Journal of Optimization Theory and Applications, vol. 49, no. 

1, pp. 161–176, Apr. 1986, doi: 10.1007/BF00939252. 
[24] R. K. Kaliyar and A. Bhardwaj, “Analyzing IoT Temperature Sensor Application on IBM Bluemix Cloud,” in Proceedings of the 

8th International Conference on Communication and Electronics Systems, ICCES 2023, IEEE, Jun. 2023, pp. 316–321, doi: 

10.1109/ICCES57224.2023.10192636. 
[25] H. M. Makrani et al., “Adaptive Performance Modeling of Data-intensive Workloads for Resource Provisioning in Virtualized 

Environment,” ACM Transactions on Modeling and Performance Evaluation of Computing Systems, vol. 5, no. 4, pp. 1–24, Dec. 

2021, doi: 10.1145/3442696. 
 

 

BIOGRAPHIES OF AUTHORS 

 

 

Bakhytzhan Akhmetov     graduated from Moscow Higher Technical School named 

after N.E. Bauman in 1977 with a degree in 0608 – (Electronic Computers). In 1984, he also 

defended his Ph.D. thesis in the specialty 05.13.12 – (Computer-Aided Design Systems). In 

2007 he defended his doctoral dissertation at KazNTU named after K.I. Satpaev, specialty 

05.13.10 Management in Social and Economic Systems.” Professor on the specialty 05.13.00 - 

“Informatics, Computer Engineering and Management”. Academician of the National 

Engineering Academy of the Republic of Kazakhstan. Passed all stages of a university career: 

from teacher to rector, scientific and pedagogical experience - 45 years. Scientific interests - 

information and communication technologies, artificial intelligence, cybersecurity. Publications 

more than 400 articles, including 40 articles indexed in Scopus. Hirsch index in the Scopus 

database 7. Prepared 2 candidates of science, 15 Ph.Ds. Chairman of the National Scientific 

Council of the Republic of Kazakhstan on the priority «Information, Communication and Space 

Technologies». Member of the editorial board of the journals “Information Protection”, 

National Aviation University of Ukraine, Kyiv; “Ural Radio Engineering Journal”, Ural Federal 

University named after the first President of Russia B.N. Yeltsin, Yekaterinburg. He can be 

contacted at email: bakhytzhan.akhmetov.54@mail.ru. 

  

 

Valery Lakhno     is a Professor at the Department of Computer Systems, Networks 

and Cybersecurity at the National University of Life and Environmental Sciences of Ukraine, 

Ukraine. He holds a Ph.D. with a specialization in Cybersecurity. His areas of research include 

mathematical modeling, security of computer systems and networks, and intrusion recognition. 

He has filed a number of patents and industrial designs for his innovative ideas in the field of 

cybersecurity. He can be contacted at email: lva964@nubip.edu.ua. 

  

 

Nurzhamal Oshanova     is head of the Department of Informatics and 

Informatization of Education of the Kazakh National Pedagogical University named after 

Abai Candidate of Pedagogical Sciences, Associate Professor. She holds a 13.00.02-Theory 

and Methodology of Education and Upbringing (Computer Science). She can be contacted at 

email: nurzhamal_o_t@mail.ru. 

  

 

Volodimir Malyukov     is a Professor at the Department of Computer Systems, 

Networks and Cybersecurity at the National University of Life and Environmental Sciences 

of Ukraine, Ukraine. He holds a Ph.D. with a specialization in the Theory of Multi-Stage and 

Differential Games. His areas of research are mathematical modeling of economic and 

financial systems and their interaction He has filed a number of patents on the creation of 

decision support systems in the field of investment to ensure cybersecurity. He can be 

contacted at email: volod.malyukov@gmail.com. 

https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5622-2233
https://scholar.google.com/citations?view_op=list_works&hl=ru&user=uI-jpBAAAAAJ
https://www.scopus.com/authid/detail.uri?authorId=56829370400
https://www.webofscience.com/wos/author/record/ABI-3310-2020
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9695-4543
https://scholar.google.com.pk/citations?hl=en&user=kZHCqHAAAAAJ
https://www.scopus.com/authid/detail.uri?authorId=57680586200
https://www.webofscience.com/wos/author/record/1345843
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5795-6092
https://www.scopus.com/authid/detail.uri?authorId=57212004854
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7533-1555
https://scholar.google.com.ua/citations?hl=ru&user=HFRECQ4AAAAJ
https://www.scopus.com/authid/detail.uri?authorId=57200609600
https://www.webofscience.com/wos/author/record/Y-5570-2018


TELKOMNIKA Telecommun Comput El Control   

 

The game model of investing in the academic cloud (Bakhytzhan Akhmetov) 

1381 

 

Zhuldyz Alimseitova     is an Associate Professor at the Department of 

Cybersecurity, Information Processing and Storage at Satpayev University of Kazakhstan. 

She holds a Ph.D. in Computer Engineering and Software Engineering. Her research areas are 

information and cybersecurity, biometrics, pattern recognition, cryptography, and fiber-optic 

sensors. She can be contacted at email: zhuldyz_al@mail.ru. 

  

 

Aliza Turgynbayeva     is a lecturer at the Department of Information Systems at 

Almaty Technological University. Her research areas are decision support systems. She can 

be contacted at email: turgynbaevaaliza@gmail.com. 

  

 

Inna Malyukova     is a leading analyst at the rating agency “expert rating”, 

Ukraine. She is a Master of Banking with a specialization in the field of investments of 

banking structures and financial companies. She has developed a number of models for 

buying and selling cryptocurrencies, as well as models for managing financial flows of banks. 

She can be contacted at email: imalyukova82@gmail.com. 

  

 

Miroslav Lakhno     is a NET Full Stack Developer at e-Docs.UA. Education: 

National University of Life and Environmental Sciences of Ukraine, 2023. Research 

interests: IT and computer systems. He can be contacted at email: valss725@gmail.com. 

 

mailto:imalyukova82@gmail.com
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1907-8997
https://scholar.google.com/citations?user=fpFSVxUAAAAJ&hl=ru
https://www.scopus.com/authid/detail.uri?authorId=16041286300
https://www.webofscience.com/wos/author/record/ABH-9022-2020
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3506-1340
https://scholar.google.com/citations?user=gld8cHkAAAAJ&hl=ru
https://www.scopus.com/authid/detail.uri?authorId=57226759316
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6591-3797
https://www.scopus.com/authid/detail.uri?authorId=58508482900
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8779-2666
https://www.webofscience.com/wos/author/record/55774502

