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XAl 20| XA ool THY B8 CiR0IXiE B B2 Siolrt. Al
22 XjAlo| Matn} B X|& THsE 432 TH5F iR deloln, m2tM XIHEF|S|
Zo| = olsHE Slsi= Slnre 71, HR, T 3 TIE 32 2018 off2E
ApiEks Sl MTshs ol FRsich 2 =22 o2t Z2 XM A ofstol| cht
LeME SZAFP| sl XIS 7ol o|fx FMoRRE A2 A7 02 &
ol chet MpNel Melot 1HE AlEskt 2 =RolMe sl Marshall o Neo-
Marshallian S| X2t sitlol} 25t =OIF HiRsI0] I7 EMAM| & X{HsitiapAef 7|
2 gzt olo7} CiFOfRIC) 8t X|SAAH|e] M40t H20| HEZ0| HT U
H =2l=in] oiX|Yoz XHSMAP| oi7e| X Bopt =olFict

ZHOf: B4l 2P AAH, K|A{AHA

A X|HABMH AT}

F2o] G744 Aol o 7 F83H thFoA e 5§ shut
o, AF27E A G E A AN A (regional innovation sys-
1w #4098 Aol 22ckd o B A

FEata AGHAAA A g2 BHE 77

71
ole it 2 27] HalME A 1“@1*%]74]«1 =98 A%

P

A
= —?r:—l"i—/‘d ‘;'—l?ﬂ% OI% 75‘1%]*5‘ ol 2oA A2 (knowledge) 3 &
12}, &3] Romer (1986, 1987),
Grossman® Helpman (19913, 1991h), 281 Aghion™ Howitt (1992)
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_nz
kot
il
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Al (innovation) &



8

YT H 11 H M2 3 (2005)

o ofef A ez A E A4 Ao] & (New Growth Theory) & A2
T A Y o]e] Fakg A&7 AANEE e se
718 8% A Z Aty AgHo B st ARo\} nEH L
TIHR FANIALY P o AAEE A&H AAYFL g
AE B8 A2 7129 =YL BT sbsaRte Aotk

BUUE FAo] A &7ked AAY R BEA 27HE B4z
olzhd Ao tig Aol A o8 JA AANPAAE L =9jsh=
H $8% g7e] gk A Al o]gA o]FojAm oo} &}
€71 4ol &3] AFNE(R&D) Y HFAER dAgE Ao}
A= ole wWf AFA olgfolrt, hukstH AL Ea YA
g A2 Aol AL Ba) AAA 2njr} gl AEo] H771
=M= o] FFE Schumpeter (1942) & HAlojgtn Aolgt) $me
BAFAE v R Ax D 7E 837 BUYE Asatgo] &
RHE7] WEolth wEbd PAe gez ojFsojof ). agm
Yalo] T HgE T3 ol HThH Halo] gt =oj= Alg] - A
A - AEA e Lol o] FolA o} il

BAVSZA NN A Hale) Aee B8] 42 4o 29
574 F shve 2 ol mAAA | oM} ntAs A= 229 A
At} g4 oA 2)2)E 29e AY e Ferhs Holg,
A Al & olefMe A EUolFe AeEZueloa Ajatg
A& TRl AR 7 7]Jeet o2} £ A2 olE "ol Q3o
Lo FE R PXT 7Y BEA EZe n|= spAch
Y o] dej2de]e Zo| gE Agur 953 a9 X9
of ENgThz AME neld W) AYHo)BY Fad FAHOR |
Ad F ot HA5EY X 9H Aol PAA H=go] Z7)5}H
wetA o9 gutE olalE s 71EY AAYFe 2 NI
TS =Yste Zlo] 8% EAE 3zdEn

AA Aqe] BT E AR olge A 7k 247 Mz 9
Ao BaAEete A & 5 AUtk A, AGFo| 2T 7
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Zalso] M2 AN AN B, & & Ado] drirgel A
$9¢ Bt 1 199 3714 49l $2¢ BYRo) @
A, HAe HFANBUTGE FPoz olafslolor Tk A
A, S5de AdA Aol Aol AgH WYL vl
AAAe Qo] Yk oA AAHE Adudd JULEE

9, A%, AR D Jle 847 290 ohe2E PuAANE &
ol BAsE Fool Bastel mebd ALHAAAE AR

2
243} oS 98§83 ol8dol T AdAY B ATU
3

A
w o

i)

z %

=

ZA717] Y8l AGEAAA A7 o] 27 FUHFE 2 Al
2E 559 Bg AAF g n2E A=k ASYAAA %
#EE AFELS o WA o] VS JHA L JeER ofE
=R BF A3lel7@ 4 do] ot 1ev AHY
g} B 0|83 =& URE HdA A7 A 7] 84
et webd B =Bx AGEAA A #E
WA 849 FH A mEh

023 2ol FA"ETh e F AdA e AFHUA

= Marshall®} Neo-Marshallian®} #| 93

gt =02 7tEkslA gt ol 279 o83 A
Ao\ =7V A A A (national  innovation
198ARA e 718A d onE etk 1 Hee
2 AGENAA ] FAL’AY e AFEES Astn, "RTHe
2 AGEAA Y FAH FolE =Pt
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RloisiAAAS] O|2F SYUX : Marshalle] AIX|T

AQEAA AT £o]E ALLE AL HT] dolA|gt 1 o] EF V)
= oln & 7] Mol AT A AL Alfred Marshall2 A&
ghzicl, B8] Marshall (1919 ; 1927)0] SAAIZL AIA]Fo] &L

tlo Py
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AGHUAAE olsfshs o $83% o84 2THEL AT
Marshall2 7199l 2812 AS@AE AAR| F (industrial district) 2
= Mde B3l AHdch. Marshall o 93t XgjF oz AHH 7
JETE AH A A (agglomeration economies) 1 UAE 9|2 AR
55} externdlities) & AN, o B ATA] o) § e
A E L] FHA JES ste AoE Y2 AT (Beeson, 1987 ;
Feser, 2001 ; Fogarty & Garofalo, 1988 : Henderson, 1986 ; Moomaw,
1988). wEbA AIA T JAZA ZHE 7199 AT AA
9 AFEYE d9she ?35} 21le] Qﬁ‘r

ol

e

s

°

:2: i‘jr A ?}3@1 7199 A8 E gk nx
7} Hog 7PRA AT 7IFEe £3] A8 /] R
B5AEE B MEL Ve AN FWIHERRE $E,
AAZBALIAA olAdt Al 712 849 848 HZ9 AFoA
T F%9%] 458 vt ok (Abdel-Rahman, 1988 ; Fujita & Ogawa,
1982 ; Helsley & Strange, 1990). 53] Krugman(1991) & o]&}&t &
AR A A APl £RdE Edste] 2o AR 7Aoo )
3 B ES A2y

¥ Marshall& :;_Hgg} );_}%] x] = %x] 5

_\;L
xg o
o
X
18
oy
offt
>
oﬁ
2

of wel Fojdt
A2 e 521 71?1 Els
tjole] o] Zz1€c), Marshalle 71334 ma @vur az 9l



RA=HAAA 0] M2t 28 N

3 AdA 7] FAol oleld BHS B 7199 BHaEHS TA
13 Yo e o Be 84% A48, 22n A9 A9 B4
g Azl 8% 98 doz FAA,

Y

Marshalle| SICHA ZsHA] : APES A, MMAXIT, SFEXY

Marshall®] %7]0]&2 3HA ZA 0|2 vi'g Fi 3lo] 7]dzt
o FzaRge ML Fu AG FAeEE Frigth a2ER
A 49 ol9le] AAFA, dE EW FFU 8718 2 VIE 7Y
gy A" gz 5L T FHY A Adh
o] % Marshalle] 0|22 Al FHojEo] & A9e 7 2|27
A A7t gatEo] o8] AlAFIA| T (New Industrial District) ©]
EoE Qﬂ'ﬂ A€t Neo-Marshalliane]gt #2+ oA 714
(53] 271¢]) By ol V985 #¥E 35 4 718 H|9Y
Z2] Zte] ‘Eﬁa A3, MESA, AHHE 5& FAHeH o
B0 43RS B8 A9 U 7199 ey e A9AAE S
AYA e 8% SAZE AZYUTE(Best, 1990 ; Piore & Sabel, 1984;
Porter, 1990 ; Saxenian, 1990, 1994a). 53] ¢]&& £3}, A%, A}
3 Wty 22 B} ZHL 1899 84S Bl AT
by ADAAE olslshe ©|21gF Neo-Marshallian®] H AHE,
=58, EA, 71&3 2E JFA AN8QTe AAgEe] 8 2
HoARN FA ndd AAo|&de AT AolE Hith
Al 3 YA L AAFA R ofe o]5E S BATA ot
ozt ArHlog Hye H2 439 AEE Neo-MarshallianE9)
ATE B3l 2 o84 7127} AT A

olgigt A5 &9 714 EA <& Porter (1990) & “The Com-
petitive Advantage of Nations'©|t}. Portere =738 & X974 A
o] FAgAolm AFHEAYL 1 Gl &Fshe 7IH9H BF 2
gln #d o] FH3te AGUEHIE B3l IA 92 wett

=2
P
T

==
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TS Portere 59 A9 W) VEYAE vigtoz g
%—_,] APd A2 A2 A 1(Industry Cluster) 2} & on
FH2EHE 5T A Fley AniAe Bzagch = Y
T AS5H BT A BAE Y2 ololdole] 443} o} 7Y
HAlol F83 7|4 drke Aotk BT PP vk e £ oy
g AAEH2H MIE vi2 OE obd Marshalle] AHgdA] Fo] &)
W3 FEA Mot & 5 Ach(Best, 1990). ANGAAHG A 2
AFH2H T2 JAgE R8Tl 7 E FeAL B 974
9 H3d7E B8 ol A =J=U (Beau dry & Breschi,
2003 ; Ciccone & Hall, 1996 : Feser, 2001 ; Fogarty & Garofalo,
1988 ; Moomaw, 1988). ©]& A& FEHOE EAA xa)A
Aol 2 A9 A 2 g41%58 P F8844 7d4gE A
TEHE B HAFITL ol2d ol & Wi AAE Be 4o 1
= AR A g A6 §Ad uig e E AGALRAL ¢
07l =gt wi=e] AE7), olo9}, ofzizy}, Zzat), o
g4, anl wAEAlZ, Aduolol, & S
U, detle] §2 AFH o2 AFe2E S AL B X oo
Tk (Doeringer & Terkla, 1995 ; Feser & Koo, 2001 : Redman, 1994;
Rosenfeld, 1995).
g9 o3 Portere] ¥ fH9) 2AAw o) B39 PR o
A9 A gg #alE ST HEA Neo-Marshallian
Ql Piore®}t Sabel (Piore & Sabel, 1984)& The Second Industrial
Divide® A& B3] &3] ‘Third Italy'e} 2= ojgz]o} BXHxz|d o]
WITEE V190 YL HYom BARY, AKIATEY 27
o & ol A9 AV 28 5AE A ) Be Jgo] BuE
o AH2E 197 o5 A2 mo}Eom
ol o2 A& B3 HAHE 7197 T nFALY R
o l i ‘/}0}7}"1“ Aol A

Lazerson, 1988; Murray,

ﬂl

oy
o
2L
ik

ox
tlo |m
o
o
>
Ny
fr
olj
ko
¥
u
L
ofo
5
L3



XAHMAA 0|22 ofHiet 25 13

1987 ; Rabellotti, 1995). <& E°] Third Italy®] %2 Al A z=HA}
g 712 AzdAE AF ARl AR Bl BEL
37 HEg B3 A2 olo|tjo| & EEetn AAF MEHYS =

Z1gct,

Piore$} Sabeld] H& oo} Scott$} Storper (1992a, 1992b) EZH 2F
AW S B3 YFAMAAE FFHe2 F47|9F olgS B
FA Q07 EHAE ulgoR 3t AFE FAYIAA (flexible
production system) & ¥FE Aojgta ok £ o]EX T
AR, AR 2844, aga Bot AdE ¥R dsgke A2
< 374 gty 7dEe] AAAAY #4 - FHAH £3E F
& Aoldlm AT ol F FAA AL e T AHEH2HY
z

N

e AAEF AYH HFo] By Fag ZAAH ouig 7
2& ujgit, a1z §F3id v‘ﬂ"ﬁ*}?ﬂ A ofel AA 2HAS
7197t 2T U EHA 5“44 o2 B& Anlgel 4, AN
z7}, a3 AN 53 AqEAAF A ol 'ar&??} A
g Aoz 7|uH7] uﬂ'roldr

ol e Ay 7Yzt UEHIZY FREESY FLAHS
Saxenian (1994a, 1994b) o] ¥.2~Bl Z1¢] Route 1283} AW &
@ EAE gA Z Jehdt, FEE $A7HY g JgEse
2 EXEE Ag@uale A93A e 98l Routel289] AH7A]
T FAHCE & YR 7o) F& ol 2tk 22l3 °olE 7Y
e B o] EAE, wEd A9 ul 7143t B2 E T
o] athA] EA %1, TE 7|gd X MEAETS T2y
e JFE A gE & M2 PHe olojtielE n@d 73 E
229 dz] £t} Saxeniane HZ o] Aol He &L oA
A ANHD BaE A9y 2 AAFR 1 99lo] dvtn '
Fch =, ol e AAAAY A EEPL V1de A&

I 71d LEE o 2 g NG O AT FEe A
2 AFste g4z AedTe ok ofd ulg ATzl B
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OB A 71988 Bl 2o 2

A HEHIE T8 A4F JHE THIIeE éﬁf&‘:} HEYJIE
T AAFAT] HEH 9B P 58 2 249 gato] 7}
Ae 849 Saxenian(1990) o] The-a e Fdo] & Uehdoh

It is not simply the concentration of skilled labor, suppliers and
information that distinguish the region'These networks defy
sectoral barriers: individuals move easily from semiconductor to
disk drive firms or from computer to network makers--And they
continue to meet at trade shows, industry conferences, and the
scores of seminars-This decentralized and fluid environment
promotes the diffusion of intangible technological capabilities and

understandings (p. 96).

Piore9} Sabel¥-E] Saxenian®] ©]2% Neo-Marshallian®] &=
AL 7o g & HAYEN A o]8 B Sl uete = g
A1 (learning region) o]|gh= A2 fd oz WA 8} (Braczyk, Cooke,
& Heidenreich, 1998  Peter Maskell & Malmberg, 1999 ; Simmie,
1997+ Storper, 1993). ¥FAY Ndel 71 F83% 24E Halo
NEZ199] AEelgt e sido] ohals Holt}. o] S|
st e 71zt a2lm AER 4Ee s Ed gL 23y
=, 2HA E7IGe] BAE FusiA gt=E AAE @il
Saxenian (1998) & ©]¢} #& a9 E4L »Ed AA 7Y
(blurred firm) ol2k= /MdS Baf A3y dezdale 2o g
AL s FAT 2FAFES 7R T YolA 7149018 9] 77t o]
&0l W ARETE oL AMle] 24F YR delEy
deke A A o B 2478 =2t welx HPM Ystd
71€27F Intel 2 ©]2)3hs Aol A8 ojzjgo] ¢le B olgl o)y
Foll= tEE oldd 7z U ?lz—i HEHAE Jdz A3
o o9 22 /AT wBAAS B A2l J)n gL

1
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Qs AUl EADIL B0, Tk o5E 58 Hu
B8 71909 3498 ZAY 2A JFE 0A ek

I7HEMUHA e ST
2719l HAAFE YA (innovation process) & NEOLE o] 3]

th ollgt NEA AR (linear model of innovation) o &|3HH A=
1

& 72t A4 wre —g—ﬁwﬂg,} Baoz o

2
)
{4
L
rir
£

sma B4, “Science : The Endless Frontier'o] ul&-& & A3
vde A2 AARD % w29 e FAg Farle) 99
o 2y Ao tigk A7t Alst el whet AR & ded A
¥ nygoz olgizhe o @At dvke A Aol tFE7) AR
(Fischer, Suarez-Villa, & Steiner, 1999 ; Lundvall, 1992 ; Nelson
& Winter, 1982 : Wiig & Wood, 1995, 1997). ©] XAl o|&lH §
Ne B S A AR tg 2 47718 ol AHes
£ SRS AVIET g 150 deasee aaE
ABshe Axs W 2 /8 B 270] Byee PEAe 93
o} Al (ecological web) 2] 3 =l olt}, olzd WA
A E‘;}“ﬂ A F7 A (dE 9 A= L W) o TS T
£ A4398E AAFAY Bdele Bae AfEclga 543l
Ijr(Camagm 1991 ; Hudson, 1999). Al tigh o9} 2 A% &
Hel Hoe BAL AFo] okl AAZA o= a7,
A A Al (innovation system) o] e AFE FAHH gl o]
@ AzdA 42e Fe4oRRE MRt B0 B3 A2
4 H20l A7k AR F29 BBE opiglon), HAATP

o F/FE g4 & F e Arrow(1962)4 80| & (learning

/\] AH
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nomics) o 93 B FIS WL AHo] Aot} o]E oo ul=
A AL RUHE X ubiquitous) O] T BHOE FHL A,

AR, AEA 8919 A5aHeT %S Bl o 7iA] FEHE o
o0F & Stk 58] o]F o] w3 54 2919 SEHTIE 3
20| ofFA s} 38R, & 207 BAY AL o 2
Ag mebd A4S 33 S49 AAZ Adste #Ee AHE
A (holistic) BolA A& olglstele M2 Holet Atk o
€ =01 849 F8F F4 F il 7199 APl AA, A
A, AR, A=A et wtel ohE $ 9lon, ofd Yig AAE
2 glole 71984Ald &3 &ulE oleirt FET} o] sted Be
ATAE AAANM 53] A% (institution) &) F8AE 7z,
A TAHOE ofd 298 TPl el T

e 9ae Mo YA dAE dT7FA e, FEREd
T&, Hrle a4 WM 2 FH Fo] 83 AxH g9ler
Folzlth(Acs, 2002).

2719 YAAA AP Z7VAA (national economies) 3ol vIERS
F1 B, Hxo| 718 A (National Innovation System)
o] &2 Lundvall (1992), Nelson(1993), 1811 Edquist(1997) Zoj
ol AEEa Bt AAE QuiojMel Hae APkl
o]FofAlE MR E 71& $57 o9 $4F B3 A2 Ao}
T IR FoAH oY ol HARHY L e o4l A
o2 olgio} gt FAITH (Nelson & Rosenberg, 1993). wabA]
S7FAAAS H2e 71 ool T7he) 71 A dge
7AE 847t FAA, a8ln a8e] A3FAesE AHE F9
= or dvh. AF7A Y dPdMe 53] /|YRE o9 =
7hd9lel £33} (Roobeek, 1990), 71997 % &3} (Hampden-Turner &
Trompenaars, 1993), T8Al2® (Christensen, 1992), w3 2 w&
Al (Pate] & Pavitt, 1994) 5ol Fol &=S=Uch olgh 2 27}
YA A o] 29] AN W ESL A} A3 ARES (interactive learning)

A,

ox

o

oo e
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o2 gokg ¢ vk &, 7|4, A%, 2Eln #E 2FTY #YHH
o] Z B3 A gHL I/IHAAAY 71ed FY (technological capac-
ity) & AFAE 83 8Qlo] F}(Dalum, Johnson, & Lundvall,
1992).

a3y F7HEAAA Ee =Y 2715%E 2 7 $83 ZA9
AWaigch $A IRt EAshe £ A, A, A%, AY
# Aol QlFl Z7FEAIAA HellA Z7izte] B Ao|7t Yehd
o wbA Nelson(1993) o] A|Ag uiel o] z7hcke]el HAIAA
AFAAE o]F BA3le dwistd Rdg T3l 3o AY BVt
ey, 2%t olyel F3E3le A S (globalization) o A% 3} (re-
gionalization) 2 18 SR AAGAZA F7Pt 7HAle Rzt A
23] FAgd] wal gAAAY EARYEA It A -Gt
e ZAE AVIEA 22L& AEto)A Krugman (1995) & A%

o @97t gak 27kel AAE QoM slos wd Addes o
* EgEnn 249t g gasde] 4L 73 E Fa89
e URE (94 4A4g itk Qolth oldd AP Hug
:ql, A AT o)

]
de la Mothe, & Paquet, 1996). Porter (1998) & AlAIStE ZAA| A Al
A X Go] 7R E olst e FAE YSH o] TEITL

Paradoxically, the enduring competitive advantages in a global
economy lie increasingly in local things: knowledge, relationships,

and motivation that distant rivals cannot match{(p. 77).
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X| A8 Al A T oz ol uhA

a3 GUAAE ATHE HER BAY Ul o¥A Bl

oF sherk HAlAAlY BAGEA 37} oo r A, Jl&, X
4 ol 2HE F & Folrh o] FANE B3] AT 2|
oA F8AE Gl o 2 2 sl 2] s
d A7 Sl Lundvall 1992) & F431A 1 92 9a Qe
FVEA R wE Fu QYA 2E AGL BT
o 2y A AGslee-deEgey Bas vad Pusle
(information technology) 2 X8 2)8}7] % (biomedical technology) &~
He ZAd4e] Ao} 2 dojr-22e AAANS 1 o)
ol AdA 42 HHoE Bl 58 o BAE 2ok u)Y
B3He A4 (tacit knowledge) 9] 413} ol A o] v&*é% Alqete] ¢l

HAAA A7 F7hade d7En Adste g vHos B
AET v FEE 249 ML Polanyi (1958, 1967, 1969) o 2]a)
A AHE NERE ol BdgHoln Edale nx2 AEsd,
Tt A A7 olgl 2 X4 njait). o8 So 424 gt
& 7R Bobt A7 At J1eart sk 22 g@xistd o)
Aze gdat A=z e BEo] gl o)gat B x4
ASle HANF (face-to-face interaction) & Ed)| At Adko] 7}xs}
HAESE A2 53 Agstoly HrIen e nxo
SN }%’J"ﬂ/ﬂ 4% qL 3 ey olE AL Es
AeHo g o] EAld] WYHE FYE Bk a8nz A
718k 2 3k Ahdo] FratE214]719] AAA (new economy) ol A
o] S7kETG T3 AAl 2 Ao vy "o

FH GAAAA A do] F71E AGHAAA L TAA =elo]
tde] & AL 19909 2XEjo|t}. 53] Malerba (1993) 9] o] e
of FZIEAAA et A7 AR R s Ay B
Aol HAUAA ATl Bosithe AL & HAZuh Malerbadl 98}

rulog_d__il&ﬁ

>4
r[r >
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olgtg]ojol X 712 FUAFH 3| o] FoIA & R&D FA4
o ¢ HZE&H ol YREEY] Hale FAVIQPOR o|FofF 1k
AEsE D AG3td AEFHAHE 3 o] FAHTh A gsid
15 &3] I7HEAIAIAIe] F&dedA IF Hojy 2|97t
2589 Aol VERAl drh Locke(1995) 7F A58 vhst 2
& 294 YA ZYAE 49 old glole olgol ZAY
AARY S Edle AL Brbedith aga oje A= olgeol &
£ Aol ol tREY /N FE S oldste
Ealgt shAch. 22 WeEholA Kumaresan¥}
Miyazaki (1999) = 3 =7} Wo F&ses A9 Ag7vktze) o
A Bl = IEAAAA Hdel 2tk &Aool dtn
th &, AGAA PR dg o] e olF glo] FVFEAAAE
Ed3he Ae AL sltke Aotk
Aol Ao digt BT FdL AGFHAAAA g A+
g, AR ZII= olojFth §3| HTY 7= Cooke (Cooke, 1992 ;
Cooke & Morgan, 1993, 1994a, 1994b ; Braczyk et al. 1998, de la
Mothe et al. 1998 ; Maskell et al. 1998) 5°] F=3th GelM=
FaFo| o8& Al Fuzgste BATAL &FHA (feedback
mechanism) o] @3S Woma MFo| old AAZA o3|FooF 3}
o FHHCR O AAE AT A @l T obd A Ho
gln FA%ch a3y ol| e A Ge digh B2t I7HEAAA
3 24 & ousixe dete Fd F5E da0t dvh 1719
AAAE 2318 ADHAAAN AFste T 847 Hego] 2
wa ohal A AYAAAY EEHE FFE FuEAY 9¥x

e 2

fu o aly
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0.
q

XA AAA L FHQA

J39E AGYAAA e ARA FAFYEY Eriksson (2000) & A
GYHAAALL 71 T2 A4 FHLAEM H3ARE rges
o]Fozl Ao FH~EE FErh Erikssond] YA s
< 7193 dHBANT 21 & REDE 2HA Portere] Fejx
B /Rt gde] Attn ¥ & gtk Agdoz Y2d Fea
B WM gAse 710 889 A4 34 A9ga54
g5 FAste 7199 HAEE S Ansln 25S shie YEYa
2 ge vzAg e v
Andersson¥ Karlsson (2004) & Eriksson®] 23} 7]&9] a3
oz AGHAAAL) 4E o2k Felsed A A a9
bkl AAEAAAE BBUT, o5 st 715 50] o]
B AEE A X (institution) 718} (infrastructure), 18] 8912 (incen-
o) 3 B Shtel BAAAE BART AA, QLSRN
AwE 2ATE B ATHE B} 2 A4RAAN] W 2
TS grjdt & AZe fPHolgn & $ U A UF
oleldll® AMEA THEoly Hgnt Zo] B¥ Aol T AXDE o
F& 713 F de ANLATRE TP aHER §e ould
A A== ARSI AHE (social capital) 747 EB3ckn 3P o)eldh A)
Ee AGYAAA7 Aeste 84S ATt wabr @ Ao g
AR E ol#lste o F83 8910 Hrh
=4, 71kl tid =oe AA7g AR e 23
A7k distolut AFAe) o] A A)4je] Mg ol
7 ] AL An@ch webd A7)l TS 98 o)
ZledEE TFET HAAAY F A #A75o] A
Qﬂ,*gh" Filolgte 2 12ig o x)47)dko] A FHAH Ao
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F Y=t Audretsch, 2001 ; Florida & Kenny, 1988 ; Kortum
& Lerner, 2000). WAL 83 Ze AT FH7|H] AU
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o Yoprt A2 49 53 AR Je vk
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Cooke (Cooke et al.,1997) & t23} Zo] NIHAUA A FHLa
g AMedth

An innovative regional cluster is likely to have firms with: access
to other firms in their sector as customers, suppliers or partners,
perhaps  operating in  formal or informal  networks;
knowtedgecenters such as universities, research institutes, contract
or research organizations and technology transfer agencies of
consequence to the sectors in question: and a governance
structure of private business associations, chambers of commerce
and public economic development, training and promotion agencies
and government departments, Where these are available in a
region and crucially, the organizations noted are associative (Cooke
& Morgan, 1998), meaning there is systemic, i. e. regular two-way,
interchange on matters of importance to innovation and the
competitiveness of firms, we may consider this to be a regional
learning system. Where to this added the financial capacity, through
the existence of the financial infrastructure needed to enable firms
to gain the necessary venturing finance and invest the necessary

qualities of capital to generate endogenous innovation, we may
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speak of a regional innovation system.

o|¢ &2 Cooke®] AHHAA =2l 53] BAL 7FAok &
FHo] vtR ‘AFA (associative) 0|2k 7dolt), Cooke A|HEAl
AAL A FHeEZ Aol AFE g2 71X FHLAE )
o AAR Fe F4F ANSTZ(regional structure) & Et}, =, =
?'2!/‘75%11741-4 THLA7 & Ao ST A% HAROE o

197271 Zodhd gAAAZA Y] on]E xR &
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<} Malecki (2002) & Z7F 2 ASYAUAAS Rosl= 2 Ado
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AHA A A (regional networked innovation system) W A
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o M do o rr
Job

B 27} A A A (regionalized national innovation system) ] 703
R o i
ojghe ozt ThE WA Diez(2002) & WA (metropolitan area)

oM o) A A A (metropolitan innovation system) & 278G Th
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Feldman, 1994, Feldman, 1999; Jaffe, Trajtenberg, & Henderson,
1993). °]€ ATE A Filo] Aoz HFHY 1 AF W
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Andersson Karlsson (2004) & #] 92|12 7]k (regional knowledge infra-
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Abstracts

1. Regional Innovation System Theory: Past and Present

Jun Koo

Regional innovation system has become a mantra among economic
development scholars and professionals alike. The creation and
dissemination of new knowledge is a critical element for the
sustainable development, particularly in the new economy. Therefore,
it is imperative to understand the innovation process from a
systematic perspective that includes firms, governments, insti-
tutions, as well as environmental factors surrounding them. In
particular, this study discusses early ideas of innovation system
developed by Marshall and Neo-Marshallians. It covers the basic
concepts of national and regional innovation system and their
implications. The study also examines the elements of the regional

innovation system and the current research trend.

Key Words : innovation, national innovation system, regional
innovation system



