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X[2[EoM sSNAE JHE eRle| EMof =ES FHM HERIFS X8 &
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1. A&

19909t ©|F A SRt olie} BA S ALEleh A X3t 5 QA
Sh ololl A BAXIste] Ao th Balo] Z7helo] ol En} Al
g A A 2] Shtnew economic geography)’ o]2Fal E2l= AR ge] AErE o]
FolAaL Qe ARAA ol gole 19601 dH] o] % A
AT FHYH =g A=FolA HZ 3 gieto 2 Eks 3|
A Fizo] AA BAsk Aksle) 2 wisteks AAlA)st s ojel
a0t Zes) ST & 5 ATk, 2008). FASAR] E A7
IH(Paul Krugman)S o8] A7AA] AAA2Ee] 84S 7xehHA
o}Z ZA7l EH) ek TLANEG FHOE FAEM Fujie)
WUIEA J. Venable) 5] AAAISL Jde] ATE o TiR 219
9] A F7Hdol A Yel= A4 & (agglomeration B concentration)
o] TFS Adste Aol 47AAEke] Y-S B3I ThFujita and
Krugman, 2004). ZLe{u} A7ZAIAgleke] A B3k BAlsAESs 54
o2 3 wolsh BANYIAES FHOR & w2 W 4 glov,

o, 1% ©

il

o] 22 ¥ Aol EO]E‘r AARArEe] ot BES Sl B3t
Follxe] R4 A drehet wiel, AARA e 4 ddd
213254291 3o BAS A1 QAT SeaE e F4 293 Tk

/35 FSIAL Y THBarnes, 2001; HHHS, 2008). ©]of] A8t A 2] 4173 A]
2)g)et AL 2] 7R Shgeographical economics) O 2 F-ZHXA] A ]
o|xe] AAAA g e el xpEAo] =o)E 7% glThScote, 2004).

AR g el Ao AAAA SR o]Ent &3} HHculwral turn)’
=Y F J2H, 1950~19601dth o] AFFE A|7]¢] Q1A &F] o]
Blepistemological theorizing) 2} TR &&= 41812 o] E3Khermeneutic theoriz-
ing = AWE G UThBarmes, 2001). 5, BAL-FolA ALE]-E3H4Q0 84
o] T840 tFHALL, ol 8A4E0] *7W°ﬂ*1 A= HAH
FHEHE F4% T83 Folgks Aoltk ool F2/dembeddedness),

|
3}
5}

o
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AF3) A A} Esocial capital), 55 H5(collective learning), W E-2] F(network) S
= 719EE g dF-E0] Bol o FAL St} B HZdl= A=
ZZkinstitutional turn), TAZ HZKrelational turn) 52 {07} A= HA]
A A2 8Fe] A%=2 FHHKinstitutional economic geography)¥} 21322 F
(evolutionary economic geography)ol] THEF FH4lo] Eolx|a1 QiTh

olfgt HLo| =oellX 7P T8 ek Nd T tEA
Aol MEQ At & 4= Utk UEL T A3 AL Hst I Aol
A9 2R 7], 22, JAFA T thdst Felo] 9xtEe] ofgA <l
AEE, 4, A8 59 gt 5715 7Rk 2 A&210 BAE 75
L7 HE=7}0] thGrabher and Powell, 2004). B3 A 28 WE Y= sfjzthe)
(new network paradigm) @ 2], A 2|28t} HEE o] AFoxE A
AA drAo) A Za3dt 242 IARXIT YkGordon and McCann, 2000;
Dicken et al., 2001; Pekkarinen and Harmaakorpi, 2006). ©]ol] o] Zx|x& ZAA|
A ete] MEYA A7 AeFs Aurauat shH, 53] HZ vESA
AT WHESRE FELAL = AR VIERA E-Gocial necwork analysis:
SNA)T} B2} Y EL S 0] E(actor network theory: ANT)S A0 & 112
stz sk

(
=

2. AAA e WEHD AT 7

03

) HIEYA A7 B

APEIEE}E Rl HIESRAE S Fejo] WASE A4 39
Aol [groz AgojErkelga) 4deh 1999). 71914 BARR= AR o]
ool 24, =7} 59 A, = AREolY AR E 29T A
2 M AR ofe} e RS} FXREA, AL B &

spA|E]sto) o]2717HA] teket BAelM HIESE B4k Atk <
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)
Y EYFNA 3B AAF T hub-and-spoke) T-F=
Aol AT S5 el nFstar, o|AY e RS AEdh
o} AR X B TE 1S UESAY o|YIA} 3.8, =74 o}
o|RIETE], AAIA Aol X Yehe= ASle-53 A3k WE
S A7E ok AARE AL 7199 AAH gAY, HANA
5 o)E, NAVEEARNT 22 FS B3l vES = sl a3
TkBosco, 2006).

I AAPY S 2Feh= W] e 22 FHEAY HEYIE B
= -l A = Almarker), $]Alhierarchy) 9} TS FAIH 2] FH)|
2 VEYAE 783k QTHPowell, 1990). ‘A H]E o]& o] wp=,
BAGE N A wgol|Tk & 79 ARlEo] Ho] 7] wiiol
A F22 71 719 W S5 o2 ZAsEn) ojuf 7Y 9)Fole
Algaro] ZReHA Hle AE-91A1Y oliEie] HaL, o] A% UIESA
© YAIF 22YE ] B8 Ao2 HFHETE 1y AnlgR 7]
S5ES TR A8l A&E AT 7IEY FEolA UESA 34
o] EiF o] HH UESAE YAZ ZAFE 7} obd A1 AAIE o

<F Htkol e A 1999). A1
Yol Al <3k iAol A,
F 04 FEEA HEHAE BHe AA% AR Aoy SAI9=
THEE A3Y ZAFHE vjetele Ado| FElo] A UThPowell,
1990; Grabher, 1993). 2} X.7)(Cooke and Morgan, 1993 HES A )&t}
Aol thall Agshar UIEL 7L AFdZZ] FofollA =& A2 £
A& AL, oA 7w, 78, AFY waket HHE" AP 9419
e FEE FFoA UskES AR

2000 o] BAAY S MIEAZ B2 A778%S Adnlan
< O UESA Nds O3] 29 7 @ A vEYA A, @
A UESI A7 @ UEHZY EA4E 71802 AHRAAY 54
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H
2
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FHEE A= A7) vl 7R FEAT: vIEAE de B
3] =g Ave 719 24 Al HEAR /idS = #4938 <
T8 A F R vE F Aok 1794 A =98 7o

F2719 T AV RS B9 VENZE T ol Bal 49
G FTRTE A, A EolE S 2 A7 YY) &
4 WEARE AFFH Zoltk o] 9o 714 7 Bele) ANVAZ o

Hehs WESZ /idS g Akebsel tigk UESZ A7l
A Jepdt) 841 UESTE N5 7143 A 8x8%
AL BA37] 93] UEYIES o] 83 Camagni, 1991; Asheim and
Cooke, 1999; Capello, 1999). 71} 7+ AIE F3l 7|&AH 7} o] FA 1L
7l@HA s olFee NEeE orlole VEANA ANSAZ} 7P &
£7 o7 EPdthAudretsch and Stephan, 1996). A4+ U EQ]= BA& L
AHozZ 719 2+ FY AHIE ATshiA Ao vES s} of
3l =27} o] FoFIt. olejgt A= A oS REE 3 719 1 WAE
AR WHECE HES A 249 s A3 om, Abg-A o
2o ZRAAE FAHdke NEH 55 Busokan, 1997
Dahlstrand, 1999). BE3F VIEQ) A 5418 71502 AR ARAE FE k=
ATF=olME AY e} o7 MELA 545 A

zpolol wht [AA ezt @] vebas ek vk

2) MEHT AMdE Hd YEYA e

22| (Grabher, 2006= ZAAR|2)E YEY T A7 H AZES =27
HEYZ A dL FHHnetwork governance approach)@} AL WEH A 3
social network approach) .2 UFFATE UE T AMdA A2 18
=W E)(Granovetten) @] Z Ao 7JHRS B Ao 7 PrpSo] FtEo]
Qe B ARH A WS FoAERs F7HE Holtk o] AL
HEL=Z9] Fa4d0] Ao YAE ALE HE BHoE YE I
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TERETE= HEYZY] Wgo] F8slal A WHERT= ARG+
S AH W Ee] FR3ItE Fe LB (duster), A A Alregional
innovation system), 3}5A| F(learning region) ¥} 732 =2]o| A X9 A}3]
314 Qof ZA2E VESYAS F84d0 248 & AFE2 olg W

A3 Aotk A7|ex= MEAZ Amd H23) B e WEA9
el F-3 il AM 3] AmRr A} itk AR YEY A HEe o
= Ao & Zlelth

T2 9} F L (Grabher and Powell, 2004), 12| H(Grabher, 2006)= W E £
3 ANAEE AP P A stabilie 2} A A2~ S Elj(forms of gover-
nance)d] T 71A] 2H-E 1) W] 7HA MEY A FEIE A okskn Ytk
I ZAE Y| E Y A(project network), A Y| E Y] H(strategic network), B]F-
2] Y| B H(informal network), A W E-$| H(regional network)0|Th F 2k
WEY I+ B]2Y A Y E ] Hbusiness network) 2 E3AE] 7% SHFCKPowell
and Grodal, 2005).

TZAE YEYIE EA HAL 9d)] FAgRE=e] %oz 2AH
HESlzol) HlgA YESZL HIE 1te) AA) Fuke T 9L
3, A WEYa7t 24 2 AFl o8] 24FE o v, Z2A
EUEYIE 27 70 2 AN 7e) A2 PRk Z2AE vE
Sz AR ARo) o} AB1H 87, AW B, AU FAE B
A 5 Qe ANH A B T Aglo] RESE ol 54
ol ARl FAskE A7 £ ST A4 AL
(repositories of knowledge) ZA]2] A| A7} X3} Sk ZZA| 27} HF2H
t} o] AL ‘UAF F)2E(temporary cluster)’, ‘ZZAE A (project ecol-
ogy) JNAEE ololXltth. &, ZRAE YEQa= 54 A4S A &
71491 z3to 2 AT 4= QThPowell and Grodal, 2005).

A WEYZE FHH 24 7k BAR 0T VEHIY A
WES)ZHG Ue) 2455 ARUAIA Adolt Fusgo]
2 oxslo] gltk 37 ¢ $9H YEAE o TR, A&
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o

21 AR G129 e Tk FHE UEA)
), ek A A0 ALelA 24 O 92149 A9e FHee
Hs}ala QI o] HlEgEE BAFo)n WekAel BAS 71T Powel
and Grodal, 2005).

Hl34) WENZE APL BRI JlEe] A8 94, FEE
U] Ak £ HEYI A BAS 717 e el
38 AT T, ARSI ] 1A et 14 BA9) o]
24 B el U] e, AARIAS S NEAe) &
oJ#o] 1 )59l Sl PFa) ATEN T Grabher, 2006). B

d

dm e

2 HIEQF0NA AE2Q1 E4S 7171 2189 7Rk & BAIQ) 73t
A #HHE TS, YERAY] AF 39, dgaAe 2
TRt BAAA S I7E S WHhuman side) FEol] 2|58 SR 0]

Atk
A9 YESHIZE AR d79 4 EYI & 5 3, &
32, AGEAAA, Ee2E 9 2

=
1 O

A4 el 71k E Al
W ZRolA o) 84l SEe Axehe molSo] ArjHolg =,
I 230] 3% AFUEIE FANZITE Zo|TPowell and Grodal,
2005). Lefu} o]2fgt VIEEAY Fei52 F8lo] =T Ao ozt
M FAAAE BEo] Uehdt). olgld YEYA /e A9 72
2 BEAS S8k ido] o}, 9iAte] S BAY] il =
s Fr-

A olof 22 71ES MES A A7} AHs] L3 12 YPowell
and Grodal, 2005)2 THJg EF2] VESZ] HE7lssla 1 295
B7re = e 44 E5 Alske FR VIEES U 2ol &
7Rt

HA 733 AAlstrong ties) 2} 2FeF AA|(weak ties)2] z}o]7} F Q3=
0] K Granovetter, 1973). ZL2R=H|E12] 73+ AAA| 9} ¢kt AAlol st =
ole ZAAAEE ATl T8 IS T, A Al A2k

1% o

A
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So] W= FAA ZEA(local embeddedness), AEZ R (institutional
thickness), ZHA]Z A} krelational assets), S A1 7@} AFHE ThEedlinger,
2003). 0|3 HE®Bumdl| o3l W= o], UIE TS| BB A|(bridge)
AR FoAS dxs HATh A AAlE TF Bt 7Is
Je QAE EskaL, A deAge] o] Folxit e
¢ 2 F2 AL F YA Y
, g RS gt E 5i}F o]
ojuf 1] e}t e AR, WA
GO A| N FE-E]Z] Qli=(non-redundant) K] FHol| FEl5it) =,
MEIL TR RO 53 gAllo] Thsdtths ARl Atk olok #
3iA 719 2 HIE A7} Q1SS ot Aol o= A= o|Esh=A]
750l F8 FARE FAIAL L, Q) &9 ofst AAZL
A HESIR g & JeA e = AE g = T
SAIE getele vl TS 7EAA E ]tk e e} ofo|H E(Grabher
and Tbert, 2006 &Rt AAA S AFelA et AAIE A8k
bt AAY] 98-S nFsA] FUE AS HHPe], 15t FEE

AE|71HEe] A3k AAE AR TREled AR ok dAle] Hdo]

N oo
m
rlo

%2
r
-
0

O

o

AR L =5
o2 E74- A BAE EUE 53 AYS AFs] 28l
x Ao g FAHE Y E A networks formed intentionally) 9} &-=2] W12
TEUA 2 AEA BANA Qe A HESA
(emergent networks) & 7ok A9 T80 AFHUT UIEHAY A
Zh3} 7]do] HIERZ9] XIslel] ks FARE, o]Flo] 24 ow vF
Ho|A = gth o 5o 7| 1T BACNAE oA Adelea] A
APAE, 5o WM E HARIF FQ RDE wfFdte FeolEF
YR BHE 5 JaL, I A BA HF-E =
Zolt}. o]9} TS| YIEHIE oM ALS|H #A9}
Uz 7136l 719ksE A2 Qtransactional) A} Ald: X8 F

offt
o
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<J2 1> HESR3 7%
=2y
(embeddedness)
—~ A Y EY3 3SZZHE
§ (Primordial Network) (Common Project)
L
_CC:- - 359 AslH BAA, A&HA Fo, - 359 47 AA4, MIEYZ o7t
5 2 A HA719l o) A, +8H R 473
@) o) AR HEYD, £33 it Ay, €= AR, 2
w UE ARYE, AR 7 o) FEFAE HEYD, tife Ad =g
R AE
= FENE

@'ﬁ
&
o>
N
o2

%

= HIZ4 HEY3 Uy g
? (Informal Network) (Strategic Alliance)
E | -wsoieaauese 9nmoAy | goiw 304, 4 2RH9 M=
S | win Az mud we 2 L 2 9u A 3Ee 50 59
" o) ATESY, FEITF o) gh=A, Hiole, ststat 22 M|
gt e . sAtdelA o] AlF
4 O—0—0
B i T ; . ©
- ?l;:.‘um xg;_ Bﬁ?léfz a}%ﬂg =
=5y
H]F2]3 (Informal) A%FA (Contractual)  (purposiveness)
Z4]: Powell and Grodal(2006: 64)2 4.
AN Z2E WA Airelationa) AT FHES 4= UARE ©]F o]
Sel 2AA2 4 gk
o]}t PSS E3l LU} 12 Y(Powell and Grodal, 2005)-2 LﬂE*?’J

3 EFnetwork typology S <18 1>} o] AL} 7125 &
273 Aol wet HIF2 Hdinformal) Q1 21} Al 2F2(contractuah @1 A OE
Wil AE5e A4 Axd wet Y #53 UEH S} 23 ©
A HESTZE 2x29] H] 7IX] g4l dEYZ] FFHE A ¥l
2 U E9]Hlinformal network)= AP Irotal 352 A4S 7HA
UE VIEHAE, IAF ool T7|Ho] ARk A2 HKol| W=7 H
g AE AHE 7R Aok ZLE Y E Y S primordial network)E T

OH i)

Rl
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do] TFol ARRlA BAEE THAH, ALAR] Fojeh 271 AAl9
S4e Uit 24 Aert VeSS, 95 ARUEY AdAT7F
o] Al &3tk BlEA HIEAAT} QP2 olal & fE2olA HH <
H eI X 5 U 3F 24 Ecommon projec) UIEHT=
Ax71olu 714l sl ApjEe YENAR s3Ake vIEAA
it 3 Z2AES o2 & 5 vk A=A Alfsrategic alliance)
7

L 9%le) A} R ARIE 5 4 Atk BE ZeAEs) Aep A

Frz 2dg 5 glon, A94 AFUEY AgATeE 22 294 Y
EQEE 33t = Sl

ATl 2Aoix] SNA, ANTo|| thgk FZo] #AlE Wl YITHBosco, 2006).
olo] MIESZ Amd2 Hd giul=)= AR UIESZ A S vl
EQT AT AES AuEI, of&] SNASH BlEo| UEYA £49]
&3 WHESE TS ANTO tisix T AwE A} g

3. N2 AT EA: SNAS ANT
1) SNAAKS] HIEYE #4)

(1) SNAQ| 7Hdnt &
Abg]#stoll = A 5 7He) QIztao] Q)

Tt ARSISH QIzkRe] Aot (31-8-8t, 2004). A1aF AA|Stel| <) <l
e Y ArregA Hro] Hlgor Huje avE e s

0z

Ir
=
k1
2
o,
2
_e
»
ro

N
N,
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Alrkstar Aelshs QIzte|t). o] AL 735917 Q17 4w a, #a
A18) 3} H(under-socialized) S17FO.E T HE] 7% S} Al EoA = o]9}h
R A 1tolele HYALE| SHE over-socialized) 17FRO 23S
T 5 A AR RE Fofike ogks 3k, ALE)EE Fa
F5¢ 3k TR dlssitie Aotk R AR UIES)A o]&
(SNAYOAE ol gt Al A8t ALslss] Qzke e QIS
A=, vkE BAIA 17l 17| QI 9ok AT EE A
th-8-38}, 2004). 5, VIERIFAAS] f)x]of] w} 9171 EefAl=
Aol Fo] e AL el wEt g2 d5S she Izt
Aske Aolth o]¢} o] HEE A3 UESA o] &2 7)919] 71
Zateribute) o] A THR1S] BAIA E5 (relational property) O 2 ATH 2]
< &7 o|Folgkal sl Jrh4s] 2004).

BAALEIE] MES A A7 Ad 5 A gl 9T + o
Aol Aoz, APl B AR EAY T84S

132 AN A AHIE-S FAIE A7l ti-gshe Aol
2 AAALS) ] o] ATEL ZE M 2x(process) LTS T El(pattern)©l]
o BAE F= o] AT (Eedinger, 2003), ool AANALE]SE F412]
SNAoA 7 FERl 54L& UEYAY 725 ¥3]e olthy 4
AA 2 8ol SNAZE HE=HA 152t MEY T Y& TAHSZ 3
ATl sy dowtar, IEH AL 9t 238 Fil UES

of.
ol o T

(o
)

o
S

o>
ofN nE

sk
SO
Koo

o

Wghs @9elM Y= HlolHE £4%th= HolA o7t itk

D UELZY FEd FHES T 22 FEA13]formal sociology)ol A frefgh
AEO 2, FHl(forms)9} Ul-&(contents)S T, o] FHAM= AF SRS A}
3)AA dejo] 71518 geometry of sociations)©]#}al THEITH R3], 2004).

2) SNAYA HEHA AEe PP(matrix)®] FEE 2857 Hed), o5& SNA
tlolge] 71 784S0 Fejolt) Ee] FH= 3 Bladjacency matrix) T}
A8 H(affiliation matrix) F 7FA 2 U, E o] 2 AL i9}j Aol A
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B Apglatsto] =7k A4, 71], 718, 7HQl & & BFAY SA4&
TAHOE E4YY ks £ Bl e AolthEEd, 2002). Y]
EA 49 HolH Y] d2e AlE 7] widA, 28, At
U AkdS wgkshe 719 Abole] AR BA|, =7t 3 FHuA 59
AN o= HeolH 55 & 5 Utk

(2) =2 X|ES2} olo|

HESA Bae) HoHe vy, 24 AXF Hosidonal ap-
proach) @ A1 2] Hrelacional approach) & s 4= QITh 743}, 2003).
ARFETRY] ALSA FAAM AL ARshe XS ALS1A A9t
aaL, oleidt x|9je) whet ZdlEls ABE ARS)A Jgolelar it ¢
Ae FxoA e fixEkE Jdel T, 914 Hae HA A%
dxe] YHE 24t I YR EFHE e /HES Jv|gitt v
H, WA A vIESI] AA BAI9 Al =S e
Aotk o & 50] F4lo] Muts= AP E AHHQ F5 18-S 53
A Auss g7l 2, olW BAst T2l X 5] o)
Tl FAS tolEoleAE Hlal A7 = 3ok F A AL A
A1 e 28-S TSk dl wie) 9x1H HEL FAp) 2=
Aol Al F3o 288 FohAE3) 2003). X2 HEe] xEH

ol NEB+= TZFF S structural equivalence)O] a1, TAA HZA

£ Ueidth dFgES oA 7} o] FY Ho[HRE o]RoA e
(xn)®] IAE Uehlie PZo|al, 2&qE L2 7 do] e HoJH=E o]F
o sie BRolt). A2 Sof AHALL ARt AgS] BAE HelFE 3
H 2 X(case-by-case matrix), T AF 7ke] A7} EASHA 1, EANSHA] oA
002 THSHE Yol WS4 Aolel BAT K= slEz0l/] B
o weh AgH0 2 QAW BADT U 229 A BEY| B
AE BoF= AL (case-by-affiliation), 57 Aol 54 2&3 314 1, 814
kol 05] g 270 ek, o714 ARE AR ERSEH A2, 24,
19, 57k 5] e /1o AgEnk AR et Bl Hols)
£ I e BECHDE AR, 1310 90 A $AF 9L -

= At
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& o) Fasin oo tEAel ARLE A& tdiue, 24
I(degree), E'j_].]_n:_(density) %o] QJtk3)

ZQ3FS TFE3 EWPoweu and Grodal, 2005). O] o HEX|9} 1ZF EA)

o thelf A, BEAE QA7 fle 7 AHAE A2 A

S oJpjgitk oJ§ S0] AX BE 9 C% BE AW Ash /b A=

U] 58 v B= A} C] BEA %Ié}% gtk 1efeHE = o] HElA]

7} 93t AAIE vi== Yoty AWty 12 EAe dAEA &

& gelsEiEe GuSE IS SIS, 8 Aol e Al
1

47 ?27‘4 %*HC’ﬂ %Xlit‘rﬂ x5 9@@ =9, 2002. ol UE
F2 ARV i A5 SstaL of
W XA HHOﬂo] 713 tﬂ—}\g}\]y]_t_ 1= A3sk= FAGOA Ut v
EfFeM] o7t AAe 724 B o= AR AATTIE &
ALFJE=M), o] AL FEEA] go AAlo =21 AL vtk &3}
2004). T2 Bl SRS ARFER AR JRE YA Bile AR
=5 A3 AR T AKbrokerage) ZA B 23 HXE ZA|St}ar
5 glov), 29 ANS e Ut S S % 724 )

J

3) A2 AxE o == B3 g k9] A2 FoHy, UrE sVed 23
Al g FoAA AAE Pof BA 9] S HES rFity 3 AEHES
HEAS shige E4004 7P dixz)l /ides, I g & sle +
BeEe] MR BT AY ddse] sla, Al tE A5 vl EAlEHA
gofol gt “ﬂ TEH T4, TEA A 2 e S vEAZA
AH A el w2 BAS Amska ok 727 FAolR g vIES A

& =25 ARAS WAE A L3 WA HES Vs BeE 9
shetl, TRASE S99 Wgks AL 3 UESAY %LZX* A9k 1 9
A7F T2 qo] FYI AEE 1] WAIE SdthET Y, 2002). T2A F
AR B o E fARE 252 Austehs 5 22 block modeling)
Wol gledl, olRle 2 71¢°ﬂ et A5E E50E FoMTE A
ojtt. &, k=g | 7EA WA FHEE HBeR k= I #AE 2=
WAo] fARE 2ES shte] aFos BERde 7IMelthz&3l 2003).
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o] Y1Xt WA= AR FRoA L o]HS AX|sH=H], o] YA
o oM A= st JES 7HA7] wiEel TEAJ0] W thekst
ARE AT U Fvk o9 Adke ABA o F- AP erdius gau-
dens)’, Z1ER=HE] 9] <okl AAA|9] 73 (the strength of weak ties)’(Granovetter,
1973) A% A==, o]Hg =952 BT UEUt HolAH RIS
o] FEAT HI7t st S ARt 35S TRIthes
9, 2002). “LEH(Grabher, 2006 ©] FZZ FAIE AATOZH P9It
© o FHS FEE 5T F Ja, 724 B 7k e
HHE] AlLE delsiar 298 ¢ e AES 7137} Bollt= 2
Avsial ok 71 AAAEEtelA vIEAIE 4124 A Biwebs
of trustful tie) &2 7]3]F] 5 AAsta P} & FEA7e 9T
o] FasH UePARE 722 BA) JidAA HES IS 73594

PFE Fokal AAS FEshe K= Jido] sttt AR
Shof| A A1E] 9} 5850 ‘F-frisharing)’ o] & FTHH, AAIALE]EH]
T4 BAe dEE AHANXNE S A= AY Y] ] dividing)’
o] 2-L F11 ITKGrabher, 2006).
TS g g9k es) 7 VIEY A | Ao JA=AE YER=
H3EZQ AEE T4 (centrality)©] AT T41432 2 iAol AHEE
e

W e wigrol AR, A VIEYSE aslof ARt 7Fs e Aol
ThMizruchi and Marquis, 2006). FAAL 7Y = Z YELINAMY =
A o gxe] Al it Jreg A3l Al o= Arbgiel u
2 o) 7} Sleko FAAE AT JPelet D Aaso)

4) Z @] H(Freeman, 1979)0] A|QHsl A 71A] SAA], AZAEF A A(degree centrality),
23 E5 A A(closeness centrality), 71541 X(betweenness centrality)©] 713 tH3E
Aol ZgjHe FAAS 2Z F4A(local centrality)Z} S 2 F44d(global
centrality) © 2 F-E-3] AWHFCHAES) 2003). 3 === I F99 ¢E k&
So 4y A28 A5} £e% 24 FA40) £, W vED AAe)
A7 Txo AYACE FAE AelE AAFE 224 F440] Foha
t} olnf 24 FA4AAY 2 F4AC) WEA] X8R etk dAREF
A8e 24 A8, SHSAAT FAAEe 22 S48 AEEn
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A gol AgEE AR 3 s, tipEe) 497 Bl &
o T WA= ST ALS AAE A9E 2 Har, 220] B9
FAAo] Foml AEgo] A 719 At ) Held F
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(3) SNA XZ AH79| of

g FHEI 1324 B AFFH A7Eo] TS itk AH=
Z}E)(Lahei) Aol LAY A |
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AFZ AFeM = ol 718E2
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o
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AEAAHEE BT}k 3HA

|22jobel o] 37 AR SHAHE e R oI 719
F HEYIE SNAS o] &3] u3]l A7 % 9 thGiuliani, 2007). ©] 3720
Ae 719 &9 HA] HolHE o83l A2 UELAS} Bl=zY 2 UE
AAE HuFth SHEHAAY Filo] IR A9 A2jH FHA
I H|ZY 2 HIEL| 00| e] QA7) FAEER], ofUH 54 7199 A
2714 813 AHEEAE WAL ok &, AA vES A 74 7Y
o] A|27]9ke] Zpolo] o3 F-x3}E a1, T el om JAHES HoFE
o} o] & e Hiselective) MIE A 4L T BRI 28 =29
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A ANdas S AFETKBoschma and Lambooy, 1999; Boschma and Frenken,
2006; Gliickler, 2007).

TUdre A7 YATASTEPDY] $=E AAFAAA A+
2 5 F AtkelFEH 9, 2005; 2006). ©] AFolE o A7Hd 7B
o] A 7H UIESF, AlF AYe] S84 Se2EY A9AEY vl
EQIE Axsienh B3 53 A77EEY A ARE o]

&3l vlo]71=®1) woke] 7Y 2 7|# 3 HIES|AE A4S o
ATFNNE T2 FAAE ARE o83l UMEYA 728 UEY]Z
Aol s ARt 15t Fel2E ARsE AW 1 31
AAREE SHs= WAS ol 8atd WAodlA Bloju} 7 Y94
o] ELIE FAo7 AAE Helgtt & 7 501] hte] Ze2H
ol 2 7H 7Ide] &3l A=A, B RS Aol S5 HeAlE
AR A8l A Hloju, 63"4‘1‘7(1]% 7&«1 A ] =3 l
kel dd 2, 2005). EFH AZF200)= SIAEE
AEZ o83l SNA A4S T3l TEZHY] AlS
@919 A FUEA AR E UESA 45 o838 AY

T2E AW

e 1%
=3

4

S
» &

of\i

2) ANT(EHA UESA o)

(1) ANTS| 7HEat E4

AAA T UEHZ AFer] AAAUIEST o] E(actor-network
theory: ANT) = F-83F HZoF FEWT QIth ANT= ZHE(Callon), T+
FEol(Latour), Z(aw) 5= SHOZE 1980 dEE A7H o|2oF 57
TEFo o} B o] jlon 514 S| IS F= Al 7Ivks
511 JThlaw and Hassard, 1999). ANTS] 7]Q9& 3}8}7]&A)3] ko] x]dt
FZoll= AR H8hE HIESE oy SHEtokol|l A FEal Qv 2o
NES H8tA| o] gl o o] dH oAt Adoldt e E o)
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A Z2AXE FA NAES SHEe HAFE AR AT Bosco,
2006). =, A2 A=A 9 7EH2 A2 HT= ofDA| #8HA z]2]o]
ShedA =, aiAks, A7 ), A, Ve T 2L Teks a4
59 AZ8} F5AE-2] ARER1T ol 28-S F= Ao]thCoe et al., 2007).

T8 54 T shhe AT AR g AlErRRIhAE <39
agencyy = F-oJdh= Aolth gk, 2002). QM YLA=E B0l =}
AAAIE FARE BHe FOR, olF Fal A3, QAREHIITE T
Z- 394, AAE-ZA3ke} 28 olEHE HiAISIL UThCoe et al,
2007). B3 ANT= UEY 9] TAE EA(relational properties)o BRI}
© AoF, FERPAAT 2L oS 7ile A=C)VIE Sl ThDoak
and Karadimitriou, 2007). ©]¢} 7ro] YIELZ.2] YR |= Q17HEnt o},
AAA-ALE], ALEl-71Eo] BA9F 2L ol s EJeF tHddt HSIE/HA
et FAte] kS A8k low olgh A} 3 A4
3} thekAo] £831 fd o2 AR TEetlinger, 2003).

ANT7} TheFgh Shi-ofel] 2-8=HA, A2fsixts E3st o S
ool X ARl 9] o] 71A] F2E olsfislr] $13 AREEY] o] d 3 B
(heterogeneous association)S T &= WHHEOC & FEu11 91 THBosco, 2006).
%, B4 9L Al ZeA2E0] 28 HES vhE o A91A}
9] o8] ddy FAE Wle Aol 24& FaL AUk AAA|E 8|
M E3HA FgP ) gHEE A ANTO tigh #Aalo] Eolxl o, o] AL
CHESE BAHPHS Holk AFo] AlarHF A way of thinking)S 2]1|EH=
tl, & ot B9aE e 947 WA Bele Aol tig Ak
HPHS IESHTHCoe et al., 2007). H.Z~F(Bosco, 2006)2] ANTO]| il A&

o)

>~l

AHEE T uE £ ¢ EAFoE gkt 4= gty e “y= TRk
W AE, 58, 4, A9, AR vEYT a2n ) Aol o RE A

=0l "?‘:]_XH/] [BE= 3350}‘:% E’_}EZ] kol =RS X] PR
4 o144 B A 2 S AL B A

nﬂ
_033

pocy
flo
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A BREA AFA7E o)FORES o2 5] ANTE AWsh= Aot o]
A YA IEHIE Hole A2 ARSlol|A] 519j 9} 2249 WiAYS
< AWstA sl oA9A A, AE ARE, 7IE T o] dolgt 8AE
o] o]FolR A, gt o]G A o]Fo] A7t w} WMshE 1, 9-2jo] A
ol Y= ogH=AE olaEHAl SHBosco, 2006).

(2) X|2|et& <|o|

ANT= AA| Z|2)8} Aol A DA F7HE A7 B35 ES =
2 SeiRolAl Hertdll tigk AbatelA 88 WS Aleekal Aok
(Murdoch, 1998; Yeung, 2000). ANTE UE] A 9] 3 F(action)d} 238
(practico)®l] LS T JJom, WEYIE Tl A= I8
o s AfE Z2A20 el tigk AZs 7FsatA she o]l
ChEedlinger, 2003). ANTE 259 98] AAIY 533/ (complexity) S T &
FoMEE Al AR HEke] o] 24 WP EA Y F it E
A THBosco, 2006).

Aol A ANTE 1960~19701d 0] 9] F1H UES|T £4] o]F, v
EQAE BE @ ATE Sg Bl o2 TRt SHlA 9
o]2 7% 3HHBosco, 2006). ATt A] UEL T 71 BALe
g} o] WAL T Zo|ES FI VIESAE FEF o=
sl Rdsk A=tk o] g A HAY YIES A I3t
I ANTE= B AP 4S8 HIES A #-olA 43+
T 353e] ok 2y A9 MESA 33t E4]0] 24
2 739 g3 4S8 HE=E W 3 9, ANT= dgo} ge
(powen)ol] HA T B TS 7HA| AL o DA Alzdo] 1A o]FoARE
Ao 23-& FThBosco, 2006). ©]of HEZ It FA oy} TRE |2 glo
Aol MESA HIRT 3 O ©] Yotk 2102 Wrier|s gt} o
E(Murdoch, 19989 ANTS] WE I T2 4 Ad F7+e] 7fdo] o}

d #AH g3to] BE FosiRES sk ok I= ANTY| &3t

fodr e 2

>
mox2 > 1 o

3
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of gt TAH BHE AxshAA “UEHNT F-network perspective)
2zl lolA g o] Adfixed) DTH A Uabsoluce) A L2 ] F7H2
oJu|e} FE3F 4= TP (Murdoch, 1998: 357)32L ATk

ANT7Z} Z2)e} #AE oA 838 #4) T shuis oJ9A 39
25o0] ME HojxA 53} 7(act at a distance)’ Y3l WE YIS A
sh=rkolth MEMurdoch, 199552 o]l HiallA] Tha o] Adslar §
o} -217F AlA A (global), T A docal) UIEH] o] thal o]oF71& off, U]
E9]F.0] M (reach of the nerwork)ol] Wt o]7rE 713131, AAEA D
Holzl ol e 1Far Aol At ' thE AREe] HZA
FAA ol o8] FES WL v =R 3k BA7) A7) Eck o E
Z 2229 G (scale) & ABldistance)2] TAE AL wEhA] R
7t AAA 0T Be A Ho ko] A= F-3lo] 424 YRS Hl=
AA PRt AAA71E7E 2E|aL o EA o]t Bl= A A LRt
AN A wgle} FAlo FFS vX=rke} 22 i JddHTh=
Aotk 7|1 AAH e FAHolghe RS oA oE UEs F
i BEd], 92 FAFQ) AT AAHS A% o, tht o=
T 9 Ee 97 HE e vEYIY) ¢ e g 94
=7t EAZTRE Zlolth &, ANT| o] A|g]e} &
A2 7 MIES A7) FAEe ZaA20t FA7ge A
A FRE oJEHACE U 4 flon, mEhA ANT
A AR AAAR] A& BT aesta, kst 7EE vHshe

14 Frelshl gt

Aol £ YE

o) #AE 9

il

2
o,

4
1
r
X,
=2
R

H

.

i

( OHH
ofr

==

(3) ANT ME AH71o| o

ANTE ZE3 AT7EY & AHEY, AAEAE B3k VES
A PHEY SEA ANTZF AREH7I% skt A7]e4 71]], 714,
=7ke] JE YRR UELIA7T AABAE olslske £49 7]&
9497} FTkDicken et al, 2001). o]w] ANTS} 37 A|APFEA Q(global
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commodity chain: GCC)©] AEEEH|, GCC AL dhto] AES S
Z2| 7o) YEES AR ojdrt. wha] GCCollA VIEA #4419 4
2 Z getER] @31, ANTZE ] 2 E 7d o2 A A EThDicken et al,,
2001; Ecclinger, 2003). A|AI7AA|S] 7+22 EAHT ¢ dE 428 93]
Me YEYZ] IA1A o] Fadt, ol & 227} A=ol
g ARk 2= B8l o]t 233 A= Ak)E g9ixt 1t 9
T39S EA st A7 asit) o] gk AkdollA] ANTS] 8

do] A8E + Utk

= 78hs Hl ANT o]&=% o83tk ANT= AHpowen ©]5ro} #
HEa, 53] A o]dF PFA S MEY ALY it MBS
S5 J3FS W =ThHassard et al, 1999). 1 o= AA|, ANT7} AFS)%
Akl ol FEE UES A FHIE olsisk=dl f-83taL, =4,
FAA HIEHAE Axslstozs] B4 Hj=zy 2 A|2EE dold ¢
g, 2|2, EEC] o9A FEH I AHEA = Adlo] HeXE ¢
7z olafld = Q7] witolth ESH AR, ANTE o221 #AIE 7HA=
7N PRk} 150] vES A 23S T WHEc]7] "ttt o]
AFolM = BARE T7H 2Hde] A Wslel| d3s = F e
A, AR, HlZU 2 Y ER Hstal o]Eo] AAIAY o P9t
HESL| T Hofsh= vAUES #49th

L3 T (Fairtrade) AT WEY TS AHH A7 A= ANTE]
Fabale o] 83 Al 71 Atk SERo]9} 5 Whatmore and Thorne, 1997)
I, &7, oA AR A, AAR R, ADF 59 o]d s
1] A5 AdE BAE AT A71A #4197 TY &
ket 7193 73] BAIE Al gRECEAM E qES S
I ASS AXRAL AYFE 2 A E FEFS UESIAA F-A
YARZA ZAE3aL S B ThCoe et al, 2007). dlE E0] AFH9

T FARY TS Belshs v 45, DY Sl o8 F
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o] vre Fo AAlAow FujxloA HrjE=d HEA] A Hok
53t AA=T7Re 2Eo] Mg} 22 A E FuslEH A
| S8 oA Ha wEbA 35S iAol A SiE 2eg
o] glojzitk. ATl FA tigh o]y AAF 2 AEL HFHAS
Q17ke] Ao & FojAltk Q1zkw} v]IZt FRIEC] YEYA WM &

3} 289] AL AGFRAE LAuk YEYIA F83 ar2

o

3) SNAS} ANTS] H]wl

ANTE 94 AE SNAS) HluE = UES T WHESE AZEY
% 3h=tl, SNASHANT 257 A AgfstollA ddF e WEAZL 3
2o 7 HyMkn QQTKEetinger, 2003; Grabher, 2006; Bosco, 2006). F 7}A]
Xd: W A2jst 9o S| A RE S 0=, AAA| g4

2817 e o] AR FEWekw, AAEA] FEe) B TRS F
Bal= b AL 7EAA E 0 5KBosco, 2006; Coe et al,, 2007). 12U} SNA
T I olBolM & Aol ARAP Al 23S 771 Wi, 3394
A=A Aol 23S T Qiek W ANTE QIZks} HIQIZhe) o] &
H 72 glo] BAL ATk =R SNAE 425 44 5 &
FHY A4S FAISH, olBle FxF ZAAFo ol AddH. v
ANTE A2 ThE 92 F7d B2 E=e] 72 Aol 27

2] FET) 238 ANTE of 27 Aoldt thok A9IA7} ol
AllA Edek=7E 1E]a A& R wstele AL UES =}
olgt U WAE oplATlerlel T BAlS ZHAITE mekA] ANTE
NSk AN BAGE 7 BT olBHS o B AR S glek 1A
(non-linear), W] AHnon-representational) L2 ZA] ANT= SNAL} TFE
AR e 92 A4S FH5 2R WA U S e 99

o ot FHrpta glom, ANTZ} U] ¥EZZF ZX(comprehensive ap-

=
") u:

r:i offt B oox i o
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proach) o2 TAA SHd Ao R W7 )itk ANTE B917te] ot
i ERAAAS 18T F Ue 55 ATt ks BAe TR
&3] As 7FssHl gtk ey ANTE Reskal 412 Jugh
o] "WojRth= HFE W)= 3kBosco, 2006).

olo]] ANTS} SNAS] T3 xfo|H-E Aelahd tha 2 AA,
SNAS}H ANT B ZAA| 28t VIEQA AF-5 34sH sk WHES
2 9 ShEEobol| A ARtE O, dA| AAA| sl A] EidalA A
gxlo] IR W EC|TE SNAE ZAALE st A, ANTE H8l7]eAL
3ol A AAFEAT A, SNAS ALSZA UIERA, 5 PAEA] AL
oS THoE BAske Ao, HEYIY F2E FATCEZN HE
e EA4E vetstaat sk Aake] stk weka] AR 2] gl A
A B2 EYEIL o]8H o] Aeith WA ANTE 9iALEA]
AR ARE BFE Hal o] 23 SI9iAtE 1he B, 53] ¥ wAIE
S HIESAY EAS AHE T Stk mEbi] ANTE 54 £4 B9
27| Btk o X34 /de vEYA AT tig Al o=
A gl =Y ATE AA), SNA, ANT B AR 2] ghe] 314
ol 71Q1el AJ&tE Rt om, AAR gt XskE4] Hy BEth
BAA S e H2o] HIES A AFolA SNAE ©]&3 HES
3 FEE Hele A7t Bol FRHEHATE o3t AHY A2 T4
o] ARt VIEA A7t N Bt 54 JFS SAlst
EtEAS AEsh] izl olHg RS ATy o= Ak,
ojzlo] VIEQZY 2 #4102 AR/ T vpzriA| 2 d)9i2L
E3] Ale 0]9]9] o] o]dZ PRt st TA| e Blo] =
OFAHA ANTO] UERA Afard2ao] FEuH] =ivkal & 4 itk
ANT= AZEF7Re] AT 21 IS Holr o|3 IA] FIs&E4]
Aol ARoEH 4 grEeA "ok

rﬁ,r?lioﬁm{
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4. A&

SHA AV SNA B 9] YIEA 42 A2gellM 8] AEA
SAYHAL & gl A 1960~1970' At A2]stellA E3H UE
A2 A W 9 low EYAY 2 2S£ 4ol
OhE g AR Sl A A9} 22l 7k & UIEAA AT
8% = 1990 o] F-2] HIESA A Hom ZA|IA]2 st Yo
M UEAAY T2 E4HETE 8ol 23o] SR Zo] Ao
ok olell 719, 24, AN} 22 W ARl 2HE FIALSNAE =
Y3l MIER=S 725 nFshe Aol B4s WA | Sdo] St ©

_

w) Zzte] WS|ALEe] AEA SAo] B2 AEHol1 o)A BE
o] YESZ 2ol ofE YL FEA} BAlo] Bk oA WshE

2 Hoow AdEo] JspEAA e 54T stEeiA 20008 &
oA ghks] AFE L U7|E kS §HH ANTE 1960~1970] A2
gte] X HIEH A 247 HIEANZ #olA 248 A=fte 3%
Aol vk 2oy ek 43 Relgo] 23S

ojuf ulet B2 adhdl WS 7L HIER=TL o 283 725
YA HAR=A S #4HS o 5, VIEIAA Y AET 23, 24
25 FHoE BAYTE of7ldMe 48 5499 SF] PR of
Yet QIZEHIRIZE, AA-Aks] o} 2 thekgt o] dF P9IAHE ared) ]
EAE vlehRE ARAs Algehe Sl o7t ok ofeg
ANT®] EA4Jo] mEgh Rsh22 Hoa 2= o] sPaAIA=] gt Aol

_>.~L

>,

5) XgPAAEA Alae 17to] AgdA ozt AU Tt e 4
o] &FHprofit-seeking) S SFA|4F o] &=t B profit-maximizing) =
71802 gtk ol FRAA M E £ HES il BA

DE Ego Itz /AR Bed wheiA, 13348 Alae *gg
22 wsle AAFAS 7t o|AA I AL E3ho] 2 zga}% 2001).
olo] ABFAAEFL 1B Trd] Sk x| AEE 2= Qe oA
7rel o]ZAT A, gAlg 22 vt dS $43h

od,
ol
ol
i ol H
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rZ o to >
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A AEA A WA HdTaL £ 5 vk
AFollA Ao gkt VES A7 AP 1 dE S0 H

iR A} gk 54 A ollA Herieitd el FAa ddo] o] Fo
AL g o, ZAIe SHA ] AR A BAIsh M= o]
213k 2ol FAE A o] RdE o83 TS Tl A%
& Aoty vbd AR 2|8 SHelr o] ARARA 2ol A= o] Al
A o]yt Atgo] FAHE Ao E AR #5175 QA4S ESIUA o
T SR Al AE 27 ARUEe] S840 23S € 5 3
= Aotk HIESA Anpds SRoA o3t w7t 7AFUE vES]
5 A7 o] AHellA o2 Z|doly ZiQ1E] Aol BlE
2121 YES| A7} oEA A A,

i)
o
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N
b
ol
F{F
N
I
°
o
yo
o
i

o
U e
2

v

gl T
olel TalA] SNA Zwle] Aol Tejg 9Bl YEYe] T2E
BA5je ofm $1x)9] olw ARG} TEH B B FAA
& 717 9IRel YomA HESZoINe] AR Bhok BE Frale
Aol T3 A7 P55 S ANT Bl BRI o]
A AAA A9le] G, F1ed 29, A8 AAA AR A8 WES)
254 A0 e o) A%19) A1) bl | <9
AR 2eln © Jlolch 53 FNAOZE L YT 393
& apgol 24 TR T AL oflel AR FRE I Folo]
7]

lﬂl o
g

A T MESA Ade] Heo|AFE A3 AAH 2917100 o]
A thekgh rEe] Apol|A A7t o] Fold Aoltk

a8 oleigt dle flellA =93 o|2ou NEES TeshAl X
317] 915k AY W A Ul8eMe o 23 st A7gA|e} o]
AL F Stk AA| SNAE YEYFY 722 gotals B4 E24Y
ofn] o)/de] Lol 7HHS F IRt BAH £48 TAAIShE )
dog st EYAE T2} PR ol wo= 9]
3

g nFS] Y3 PUEOR ANTS} ThEo] SNAZ o]g3he Aol
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TRk Y ANTO| F342
7] Wzl SNAS T3k 7A12Q £40] o]F SslaL o] &
HIES S Z2A|A0} 918 duie Zo] Fasitt F 74 A<
5 Pofrte] g5 FoARITRE S, YESS AMdX: A
oM AqdS A7 MIES =S 94 o8& F 1§ ddHola 74
Hog AT 5 9= vl 2 Ao= Wtk ot AdEsia A2
242 of® g Aol thef of® shte] AtRolu o] &l Bt
U Aol Sthe Aotk UIEAA] At dat ol et
FH2 AR Aol Fasital A7, 53] v|EAe] 54
g olEg HlagAo)a A7k AlZo] Fasitial 2t
WE B9k R MESS AAE B3 BAY o] R & F
2 G emergent effec) S WA Z]=H), o7t A VIESS A
= HELZE 3ol 83 d544S AlFITHDicken et al, 2001). ©]
Aol MEAA A7 ST AL AFE7E B Alcomplex sys-
wem®2] W& wA HAth= orE sAE 5 ATkzE- 2004). o9}
Lol Y ESZS] 504 T83 7ide] sz &
T A=, o8 Rkl UE A} B34
[e)

[e]
AL ‘B A complexity turn)’?0)Zhe TS AREE)| AW o

oL

~"/‘5](complexity)—% =

gt
ot o] Zrie

hd pid

6)

o

Al(complex systems)T “B-2 FALEC] T A&HAY, U8 & F3
13 FFA 43 Ze3he 27 AXNZFOE ofH FE|(pattern)E BET]
AXNA Fej7t 24 AAY Aevto g $A5R] e widt 3 o]
ZH B @AY AYR, 2005: 30|tk EEF B s «Ee
LER o]FA gloH, o] FHLAEL FHHoE EASA g
A} s A (interaction)S FuHFETE 11 Ay TALAE wWRuE 11
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= Abstract

A Review of Researches on the Networks in Economic Geography:

SNA and ANT

Koo, Yangmi

“Network” became one of the key issues in various fields of study. This paper
focused on the review of researches on the networks in economic geography.
Recently, with regard to the study of the network, there are two approaches, namely,
the network governance approach and the social network approach. In this study,
at first, forms of networks and network topology were explained based on the net-
work governance approach. Then, SNA(social network analysis) and ANT(actor net-
work theory) were reviewed as new approaches and methodologies of the network
analysis in economic geography. SNA was mainly introduced in economic geography
as the analytic tool for understanding the network structure focused on the character-
istics of individual actors. Meanwhile, ANT was interested in the action and the
process of the network formation between multiple heterogeneous actors by the ex-
ercising of power. These two methodologies are related to the ‘cultural turn’ of
new economic geography. With the increasing interest in the complexity and the

evolutionary perspective, a wide range of network researches are needed in economic

geography.

Keywords: economic geography, network, social network analysis, actor network

theory, evolutionary perspective
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