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1 Introduction  

The general point of departure of this thesis is the curiosity in why some 
regions grow faster and enjoy higher levels of development than others, and 
why these differences persist over time. The relatively age-old topic is still 
actively debated among geographers, economists and policymakers alike. A 
recent wave of increasing polarisation between regions in many developed 
countries has ignited political discontent (Rodríguez-Pose, 2018; Storper, 
2018) and brought these issues on top of the research and policy agenda once 
again. This makes fresh takes on theoretical understanding and practical policy 
advice on regional economic development highly welcomed. 

Traditional models of long-term economic development typically consider 
how aggregate inputs like capital and labour are converted into aggregate 
economic output. With the rise of endogenous growth theory in the early 
1990s1, the emphasis has been on one input – knowledge – and the role its 
accumulation via learning and innovation plays in generating growth (Lucas, 
1988; Romer, 1986). Accordingly, disparities in economic performance are 
considered to be caused by the differences in local knowledge, innovation 
capabilities and activities, and the increasing returns they generate. 

From a spatial perspective, these increasing returns due to better abilities to 
generate, acquire and make use of knowledge in some regions are related to 
agglomeration economies – the benefits firms get from locating close to each 
other. Hence, the main interest in disciplines focusing on spatial patterns has 
been the interplay between agglomeration, innovation and economic 
development. Indeed, these ideas have a long pedigree in those disciplines 
(McCann & Van Oort, 2019). Various traditions in economic geography, 
regional studies and urban economics have produced an impressive body of 
work, and since the pioneering works of Marshall (1920) and Jacobs (1969) 

 
1 In regional science there was an increased focus on endogenous factors that emphasised the 

role of local context, especially technological externalities, already in the 1970s (Capello, 
2009). 
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agglomeration economies carry the lion’s share among the factors explaining 
economic fortunes of regions.  

Since the 2000s, the academic discussion in economic geography has seen a 
revitalised interest in the topic of agglomeration benefits. However, instead of 
focusing on pure size of agglomerations and aggregate economic inputs, the 
evolutionary turn in the field (Boschma & Martin, 2010) has brought a growing 
interest in the structure of regional economies and heterogeneous nature of 
economic inputs. Arguably, the composition of regional portfolio in terms of 
specific economic activities (e.g. industries) gives a more accurate picture of 
its current economy and future development potential than single figures about 
regional size and aggregate input levels.2 This has stimulated a new, rich body 
of mostly empirical research focusing on the concepts of related variety 
(Frenken, Van Oort & Verburg, 2007) and related diversification (Boschma & 
Frenken, 2011; Frenken & Boschma, 2007) in explaining regional economic 
development. 

This strand of research falls under broad umbrella of evolutionary economic 
geography (EEG) and revolves around the key concept of relatedness that is 
used to represent similarities and complementarities between industries. This 
dissertation aims to contribute to this still relatively new body of work in EEG, 
but in doing so touches also upon the classical issues of agglomeration 
economies and the role of regional context in economic development. 

The dissertation first takes on the relatedness concept itself. Inter-industry 
relatedness has over the past decade been applied enthusiastically in explaining 
the evolution of regional economies (see literature review by Content & 
Frenken, 2016). It can be visualised as a network of industry classes linked 
based on how related they are to each other.3 For example, manufacturing of 
cars is more likely linked in this network to motorcycle production, than to 
making tennis rackets because the first two industries use similar knowledge. 
While there have been great advances in techniques to measure inter-industry 
relatedness, the conceptual maturity is still to be attained. Beyond suggestions 
of new indicators (e.g. skill relatedness, occupational relatedness etc.), the 
underlying definition of which industries are related is rarely questioned. 
Amongst the authors who recently have started to engage with these issues, has 
multi-dimensionality aspect of relatedness received the most attention 
(Boschma, 2017). At the same time, discussion on relatedness’ connection to 

 
2 This is not to argue that ’doing many things is more important than doing the right thing(s)’. 

3 Such network is usually called industry space. 
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similarity and complementarity4, and on dynamic aspect of relatedness is 
almost lacking.  

Concerning the latter, it has been speculated already a while ago that 
relatedness is dynamic (Boschma, 2017; Boschma & Frenken, 2011; Castaldi, 
Frenken & Los, 2015; Desrochers & Leppälä, 2011), but so far empirical work 
has used relatedness as a static measure. The two notable exceptions are 
Kogler, Essletzbichler and Rigby (2017)5 on patents and Hidalgo (2009) on 
export products which both find that density of relatedness network increases 
over time, but relatedness dynamics is not the main focus of these studies.  

The static view becomes problematic when one studies long-term economic 
development. In long-term context, knowledge and resource-use profiles of 
industries change and together with that changes also relatedness between 
industries. Thus, the dissertation argues that in these cases it is important to 
regard relatedness as dynamic and view it as co-evolving with general 
economic processes (Kuusk & Martynovich, 2021). The dissertation 
investigates empirically the dynamics of relatedness network and its 
consequences to regional economies. The results suggest that applying a 
dynamic view of relatedness can contribute to a more nuanced understanding 
of its role in regional economic development.  

Next, the dissertation engages with both main strands of EEG that apply 
relatedness concept in describing regional economic development – literatures 
on related variety and on regional diversification. 

A key premise in EEG is that (knowledge) variety at local level is central to 
the beneficial feedback mechanisms and path dependencies defining regional 
economic development patterns (Frenken & Boschma, 2007). Frenken et al. 
(2007) argue in their seminal article that not any local diversity, but regional 
presence of industries with related knowledge profiles – related variety – is 
best for triggering these positive feedback mechanisms since it facilitates 
knowledge spillovers6 between industries and local learning. Currently, the 
growth benefits of regional related variety is a dominating view in academic 
literature and in policy circles. 

 
4 Respective discussion exists in strategic management literature (e.g. Lüthge, 2020; Weiss, 

2016). 

5 I would like to thank David Rigby for pointing out this reference. 

6 Beneficial exchange of ideas between individuals. 
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Empirical findings are, however, still inconclusive (Content & Frenken, 2016). 
Benefits from related variety differ by industries (Bishop & Gripaios, 2010; 
Hartog, Boschma & Sotarauta, 2012) and regional types (Firgo & Mayerhofer, 
2018; Kuusk & Martynovich, 2021; van Oort, de Geus & Dogaru, 2015). 
Therefore, one can only support the call for a more context-sensitive re-
theorisation of related variety (Gong & Hassink, 2020). The dissertation 
contends that such re-theorisation(s) should pay close attention to specific 
mechanisms (learning, matching, sharing) and channels (e.g. local buzz, labour 
flow, cooperation between firms) that convert related variety into improved 
regional performance in various regional contexts. More specifically, it 
demonstrates that market-mediated channels (like labour flows) play a larger 
role than is usually assumed (Kuusk, 2021). 

Empirical evidence on the role of relatedness in regional diversification 
process is more solid. Most studies find that related diversification – entry of 
related industries into regional portfolio – is more likely than unrelated 
diversification (Alonso & Martín, 2019; Antonietti & Boschma, 2020; 
Boschma, Balland & Kogler, 2014; Boschma & Capone, 2015; Coniglio et al., 
2018; Cortinovis et al., 2017; Neffke, Henning & Boschma, 2011; Xiao, 
Boschma & Andersson, 2018). For example, car producing regions are more 
likely to start making motorcycles than tennis rackets. With the focus on 
probability of entry and exit of industries, regional level studies have not 
assessed the overall potential for related diversification that various regions 
have. At country level, Hidalgo et al. (2007) argue that diversification options 
have an inverted U-shaped relationship with income level. Less developed and 
rich regions both have few related diversification options – the former since 
they host few industries and that means few potential new industries can be 
related to their industry mix, and the latter since most industries are already 
present. Middle-income countries have the best diversification options because 
they host many industries that are related to several potential new 
diversification options. The dissertation shows that at a regional level similar 
inverted U-shaped pattern exists between related diversification potential and 
population size.  

Moreover, the dissertation argues that there is a close connection between local 
levels of related variety and related diversification potential – if one changes, 
so will typically the other. Hence, a closer look is taken at this understudied 
aspect of the relationship between the two. This relationship is discussed in the 
context of different types of regional development paths that related variety 
and related diversification potential facilitate (path extension/renewal vs path 
branching). 
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Finally, we can expect regions of different type, namely those belonging to 
different regional hierarchy levels (from core regions to small, peripheral 
regions), to have distinct capabilities, opportunities and constraints for 
economic development. Thus, the dissertation focuses on how the role of inter-
industry relatedness and composition of local industrial structure varies by 
regional type. 

Empirically, the dissertation investigates the case of Sweden in 1991-2010. 
During these years, Swedish economy underwent a considerable 
transformation process – manufacturing employment declined as the economy 
shifted towards more knowledge-intensive production. This was accompanied 
by a strong divergence between successful regions and the rest of the country 
in the first decade, reversing to a more equal growth trajectories only in the 
2000s (Henning, Lundquist & Olander, 2016). Despite this catch-up in later 
years, several small regions still ended up with shrinking employment levels 
over this period. This broad economic transformation process, characterised by 
innovation spurts and economic adjustment during boom-and-bust episodes, 
and the accompanied rebalancing between core and small, peripheral regions, 
make Sweden an interesting case for studying spatial evolutionary forces. 

1.1 Aim and research questions 

The aim of this work is to advance our understanding about the role of local 
industry structure in regional economic development. Introductory discussion 
argued that in evolutionary economic geography a critical element of such 
investigations is the diversity of local industries and relatedness between them 
– these serve as sources of feedback and path dependencies that mould regional 
development trajectories. The main question driving the research reflects this 
standpoint: how relatedness between local industries contributes to and 
constrains regional economic development? 

The investigative questions that guide the research are:  

 How dynamic is inter-industry relatedness? 
 What is the relationship between related variety and economic growth? 
 How do regions convert their related variety potential into economic 

growth? 
 How does related diversification potential vary by regional size? 
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The focus of the research is on how these relationships and patterns vary by 
regional type – core, large, medium-sized and small regions (see section 3.2 
about choice of spatial units and regional levels) – because these regions are 
expected to have different capabilities, opportunities and constraints for 
economic development. 

By tackling these research questions, the dissertation seeks to contribute to 
scholarly debate on interplay between agglomeration, innovation and 
economic development in the following ways: 

 It demonstrates that relatedness is a dynamic phenomenon, and the 
growth impact of emerging, stable and disappearing relatedness 
linkages varies by regional type. Furthermore, the dissertation argues 
that relatedness ties have a ‘best before date’ and over time deplete 
their potential to generate inter-industry knowledge spillovers and 
stimulate innovation. At a more general level, it suggests that 
relatedness network co-evolves with broader economic structures and 
processes, and calls for studying the role and evolution of inter-
industry relatedness as part of broader structural change processes. 

 It argues that related variety works through two mechanisms 
associated with agglomeration economies (namely learning and 
matching) (Duranton & Puga, 2004). While earlier studies focused on 
learning via knowledge spillovers (Frenken et al., 2007), for many less 
innovation-intensive regions opportunities for resources reallocation 
via better matching at labour market might be equally if not more 
important. In addition, the results indicate that the role of market-
mediated knowledge flow channels like labour mobility might be 
underestimated compared to the role of pure knowledge spillovers in 
generating growth benefits from local related variety. This is 
especially the case in peripheral regions that are too small for 
diversity-based development dynamics to emerge (Eriksson & 
Hansen, 2013). Thus, it resonates with the research that questions the 
importance of local buzz and emphasises the role of labour mobility 
(Breschi & Lissoni, 2009; Fitjar & Rodríguez-Pose, 2017; Power & 
Lundmark, 2004). 

 It adds to the empirical evidence that not all regions benefit equally 
from related variety (Firgo & Mayerhofer, 2018; Hartog et al., 2012; 
van Oort et al., 2015) and suggests two new explanations. First, nature 
of relatedness ties (emerging, stable, disappearing) should match 
regional context to provide growth benefits (e.g. core regions gain 



15 

from emerging ties, but small ones from disappearing ones). Second, 
core and large regions that host knowledge-intensive industries and 
have advanced innovation systems are able to gain from variety of 
mechanisms and channels (e.g. labour mobility, cooperation between 
firms, pure knowledge spillovers), whereas small, peripheral regions 
benefit mainly from labour flows. More generally, the dissertation 
suggests that studies on related variety and economic growth should 
pay more attention to specific mechanisms at work and to regional 
context. 

 It shows that regions’ related diversification potential has an inverted 
U-shaped relationship with regional size – large and medium-sized 
regions have the highest potential, while core regions have used up 
most related diversification options. It proposes a framework that 
connects various regional development paths (ranging from path 
shifting to path creation) to the features of local industrial structure 
that supports these paths (e.g. related variety and related 
diversification potential) and to the mechanisms associated the paths 
(e.g. incremental innovation, entrepreneurial cost discovery (Rodrik & 
Hausmann, 2003)). 

1.2 Dissertation outline 

This dissertation is comprised of three articles and an introductory framing text 
kappa. The objective of kappa is to contextualise and synthesise the articles 
and to clarify overarching theoretical and methodological approaches of the 
dissertation. The kappa is written in style of an explanatory stand-alone piece. 

The articles included in the dissertation are: 

Article 1: Kuusk, K., & Martynovich, M. (2021). Dynamic nature of 
relatedness, or what kind of related variety for long-term regional growth. 
Tijdschrift voor economische en sociale geografie, 112(1), pp. 81-96. 

Article 2: Kuusk, K. (2021). Regional differences in how related variety 
‘works’: the case of labour mobility. European Planning Studies (in press). 

Article 3: Kuusk, K. Related diversification potential and pattern of Swedish 
regions in 1993-2008 (an unpublished manuscript). 
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2 Theoretical points of departure 

[The economy is] ‘always creating itself, alive and full of messy vitality.’ 
Arthur (2021) 

2.1 Evolutionary perspective on regional economic 
development 

Since the 2000s, economic geography has witnessed an evolutionary turn. This 
new branch called evolutionary economic geography (EEG) is mainly 
concerned with how regional economies over time transform themselves from 
within (Boschma & Martin, 2010). At a more aggregate spatial level, it engages 
with both sides of these transformation processes – how forces leading to 
economic change in regions shape the spatial landscape of economies, and how 
the landscape itself in turn feeds back to influence those forces (Boschma & 
Martin, 2010). The dissertation engages mainly with the latter aspect. 

According to EEG, similarly to endogenous regional growth theories (Acs & 
Sanders, 2014), the central economic forces in sculpting the development of 
regions are knowledge creation, innovation and its diffusion. Unlike traditional 
economic development models, knowledge is not thought of in terms of a 
simple production factor, but rather something that is in constant change, in 
creation (Boschma & Martin, 2010). This leads to the view of a dynamic 
economy that is ‘always creating itself, alive and full of messy vitality’ (Arthur, 
2021).  

The paradigm of EEG has not condensed into one coherent over-arching 
theory. Rather it is a diverse collage of ideas. This can partly be explained by 
the diversity of its roots – it borrows from and builds on three theoretical 
approaches: evolutionary biology/generalised darwinism, complex adaptive 
systems and path dependence ideas (Essletzbichler & Rigby, 2010; Kogler, 
2015). Each of these approaches dominates explanations in one of the key 
themes in EEG: what shapes the spatial dimension of novelty creation, how 
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spatial structures of economy emerge from micro-behaviour of economic 
agents, and how processes of path creation and dependence interact to create 
spatial landscape of economy (Boschma & Martin, 2007). 

The prevalent approach has been generalised darwinism which is the basis for 
studying what shapes spatial dimension of novelty creation. From economic 
point of view, it is the novelty converted into innovations – ideas applied in 
practice and having economic or social significance (Schumpeter, 1961) – that 
is of interest. Typically, research distinguishes between the introduction of new 
product or service (product innovation), and new methods of production 
(process innovation) (Fagerberg, 2006). For the former, another important 
distinction is made between incremental innovations, which are continuous 
improvements of previous innovations, and radical innovations which 
introduce a totally new type of technology (Fagerberg, 2006).7 All these 
innovations are mostly ‘new combinations’ of existing knowledge 
(Schumpeter, 1961). This combinatory nature of innovations emphasises the 
role of variety, selection and continuity – the key concepts of evolutionary 
thinking (Nelson & Winter, 1982).  

Variety8 – heterogeneity of agents, strategies, products, technologies etc. in 
population – is continuously created by a trial-and-error, or search, process 
(March, 1991; Simon, 1991). Search tends to be local – to occur in low 
uncertainty and low effort areas that tend to be cognitively similar – implying 
that improvements are small and incremental (Boschma & Martin, 2010). EEG 
has introduced the concept of relatedness – similarity (and complementarity) 
between knowledge profile of activities – that captures the cognitive dimension 
of localness in search and in other economic processes. Hence, variety of 
related knowledge in region is a more likely source of innovations than just 
any knowledge diversity (Frenken et al., 2007). Only when local search is 
unsuccessful or combinatory potential is depleted, are firms more likely to 
switch to more explorative search mode (March, 1991). Furthermore, firms are 
often assumed to engage in search or imitation behaviour only if they do not 
enjoy sufficient profits or during crisis (Boschma & Martin, 2010). However, 
it is more likely that most imagining about the growth opportunities is done 
before any crisis arrives, via routinised search activities (Dopfer, Foster & 
Potts, 2004).  

 
7 Most innovation research focuses on these two innovation classifications. The reason is that 

these innovation types are assumed have different social and economic impact. 

8 Terms diversity and variety are used interchangeably in this dissertation. 
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The created variety (new ideas, products) is then exposed to selection 
processes that reduce existing diversity. The selection is determined by the 
interaction between entrepreneurial competences and contextual factors 
(Lambooy, 2002). It rewards the firms that are best adapted to the current 
conditions leading to survival of the sufficiently fit (Essletzbichler, 2015; van 
den Bergh, 2004). 

Turning to the idea of continuity and ‘memory’, the evolutionary theory 
emphasises the cumulative nature of knowledge which to a great extent 
accumulates via learning-by-doing at firm level. This knowledge is embodied 
in individuals (e.g. skills) and firms (organisational routines) (Nelson & 
Winter, 1982). The latter are the building blocks of the most cited work of 
evolutionary theory by Nelson & Winter (1982). Routines are the equivalent 
of genes in modern theory of evolution in biology and consist of ‘more or less 
standardised work processes embedded in organisations and firms’ (Lambooy, 
2002:1021). In each period, current and new generations of actors inherit the 
routines from older generation of previous period by replication via 
reproducing or copying which leads to the diffusion of the routines in the 
economy. This means the routines serve as the sources of cumulative 
processes, creating the continuity. This strand of EEG views economic 
landscape as a spatial distribution of routines over time (Boschma & Frenken, 
2006). According to the proponents of generalised darwinism, spatial 
agglomerations arise from historically developed concentration of knowledge 
embedded in organisational routines (Boschma & Frenken, 2006). 

The second approach – complex adaptive systems – emphasises instead of 
selection mechanism the idea of emergence of self-organised order via agents 
interacting with each other and with the environment. While complex systems 
ideas have not been as visible in EEG as generalised darwinism, there is 
potential for great contributions from studying multi-scalar operation of 
economy where spatially emergent and spatially embedded meso-level 
systems (e.g. agglomerations, institutions etc.) feed back into both macro- and 
micro-level (Martin & Sunley, 2010).  

The nature of such feedback mechanisms related to emergence can be of three 
kinds (Deacon, 2008; Martin & Sunley, 2012). In first-order emergence micro-
level actions lead to emergence of macro-level patterns, but these do not 
provide feedback to micro-level. In second-order emergence self-organising 
structures are amplified at macro-level which through feedback further 
amplifies micro-level patterns, essentially creating a lock-in. Emergence of a 
cluster of firms that are influenced by cluster-level properties, and which keeps 
attracting more firms is an appropriate example. In third-order emergence 
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micro-level agents selectively sample macro-level’s downward influences, and 
thereby create heterogeneity and divergence in the system. The dependence on 
memory and selection creates a complex pattern of continuity, ongoing 
adaptation and mutation. The changes in macro-level patterns do not simply 
add up or converge to a pre-determined state, but rather represent ‘constant 
formation and reformation’ (Martin & Sunley, 2012:349). Such economic 
landscapes are both historically organised, but also unpredictable.  

These ideas are highly relevant to the discussions in this dissertation. For 
example, it is suggested to interpret the central EEG concept of relatedness as 
an emergent phenomenon (Ingstrup & Menzel, 2019). In this view, relatedness 
between industries emerges and is upheld through interactions between firms 
as a bottom-up process. It forms a semi-stable meso-level system that feeds 
back into the actions of the same firms (e.g. by redirecting their search 
activities towards related industries and routinising them), but also influences 
macro-level economic processes (for example, by supporting the birth of a 
strong wind-turbine industry in Denmark as described by Ingstrup and Menzel 
(2019)). Hence, it is a third-order emergence. 

The third approach – path dependency literature – has been more successful in 
establishing its foothold in EEG. Its core argument is that development 
trajectories of firms, regions and industries are constrained by the historical 
processes that created them and take place in specific local environment 
(Boschma & Frenken, 2006; David, 1985; Martin & Sunley, 2010). The past 
and the place are seen as conditioning factors of development with spatial 
outcomes remaining probabilistic rather than determined. And since there is no 
final pre-determined outcome, the future unfolds and is created through the 
actions (both purposive and accidental) of agents at various scales. There has 
indeed recently been an increasing interest in the role of agency in shaping 
regional development paths (Grillitsch & Sotarauta, 2020), even though EEG 
remains still focused on regional economic structures. Compared to the other 
two approaches, path dependency literature has also paid more attention to 
institutions and their role in conditioning path development. 

A major contribution of path dependency approach to EEG literature is 
development of micro-foundations for how firm, and thereby also regional, 
diversification into new activities is related to its existing activities and 
knowledge base (Boschma & Frenken, 2011). Empirical evidence supports this 
view of regional diversification as a stylised and path dependent, and not a 
random phenomenon as assumed in traditional growth theories (Whittle & 
Kogler, 2020) – most empirical research finds that related diversification is 
much more likely than unrelated (Content & Frenken, 2016). 
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To sum up, EEG has made important contributions to our understanding of 
how regional economies over time transform themselves relying mainly on 
recombination and gradual reallocation of their local resources, and hence 
advancing in a path dependent manner. However, there is still lots of potential 
to advance and deepen these theories, especially through combining insights 
from the three main approaches – general darwinism, path dependency and 
complex adaptive system – which so far have focused each on their own 
specific research questions. The dissertation makes use of ideas from all three 
approaches – e.g. variety, emergence of structures like agglomerations and 
feedback between micro-meso-macro-levels, and continuity and change in 
regional path development. 

2.2 Agglomeration economies 

There is a long tradition of literature in economic geography addressing the 
topic of agglomeration externalities – the benefits9 that firms obtain by locating 
near each other – and their impact on regional economic growth. One key 
question is what kind of firms, or more generally what kind of industries, 
benefit more from each other’s presence. Some authors (Marshall, Glaeser) 
advocate for specialisation as a source for productivity gains and knowledge 
diffusion, while others (Jacobs, Henderson, Weitzman) hold that diversified 
industry structure is beneficial for emergence of innovations and hence also for 
economic development.  

Benefits from specialisation, typically defined as nearby firms in the same 
industry10, are called localisation externalities. Marshall (1920) was the first to 
draw attention to this phenomenon when he argued that labour market pooling, 
input sharing and information/knowledge spillovers can benefit firms located 
close to each other in industrial districts. These ideas were later formalised by 
Arrow (1962) and Romer (1986). As a result, these positive externalities 

 
9 Agglomeration can also have negative externalities (e.g. congestion costs), but these are not 

the focus of the dissertation. 

10 In empirical studies specialisation is typically defined as co-location of firms from the same 
industry which is often defined by 3-or-4-digit industry code. However, some critical 
voices argue that specialisation should rather be understood as a broader concept than just a 
set of firms from one narrow industry classification class and should include industries that 
are related to each other for example through input-output linkages or by some other 
relationship involving their economic activities (Grillitsch, Asheim & Trippl, 2018; 
Kemeny & Storper, 2015). 



21 

associated with specialisation have become commonly known as Marshall-
Arrow-Romer- or MAR-externalities. These externalities are expected to 
facilitate local development through improving productivity by lowering costs 
and through supporting innovation via knowledge spillovers. 

Proponents of the benefits of diversified industrial structure emphasise the 
value of economies of scope (i.e. efficiencies from diversity) and potential for 
knowledge combination. They build on work of Jane Jacobs by whose name 
the positive externalities arising from co-location of different sectors are also 
known today – Jacobs externalities (Jacobs, 1969). The common hypothesis is 
that regions benefit from variety in their industry mix because it offers higher 
potential for inter-industry knowledge spillovers. These, in turn, support 
innovation and lead to higher (employment) growth. 

These potential local externalities can be converted into improved economic 
performance through various channels like labour mobility, cooperation 
between firms, social and professional networks, chance encounters etc. Such 
channels remain underexplored in most empirical studies which lean towards 
assuming that the externalities are in the air (Marshall, 1920) or in local buzz 
(Storper & Venables, 2004), and take the form of pure knowledge spillovers.11 
However, knowledge flows can also be transaction-based flows (e.g. inter-firm 
collaborations) or market-mediated spillovers (e.g. labour mobility) 
(Johansson, 2005). The role of market-mediated spillovers (like labour flows) 
is often underestimated (Breschi & Lissoni, 2001; McCann & Simonen, 2005). 

Duranton and Puga (2004) take a different angle on agglomeration economies 
and advance our understanding by focusing on mechanisms behind these 
benefits. They identify three main mechanisms: sharing (e.g. sharing 
indivisible facilities, sharing gains from variety of local input suppliers or 
narrow own specialisation, sharing risks), matching (e.g. improving the 
expected quality, probability and timeliness of matches, for example between 
employers and job seekers on labour markets) and learning (i.e. gains via 
generation, diffusion and accumulation of knowledge).  

They do not focus on specialisation or diversity per se, but rather link 
agglomeration economies to the size of region.12 However, they also point out 
that heterogeneity of actors is key to most if not all of these mechanisms. This 

 
11 These can happen through professional and social networks, chance encounters, information 

buzz etc. 

12 These are known as urbanisation economies (Hoover, 1937). 
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links their work to the regional industrial specialisation-relatedness-diversity 
debate.  

Active debate on the topic of specialisation vs diversity started in the early 
1990s with the seminal works Glaeser et al. (1992) and Henderson, Kuncoro 
and Turner (1995), but despite ample empirical studies has not reached 
conclusive results (Beaudry & Schiffauerova, 2009; de Groot, Poot & Smit, 
2016). A recent comprehensive review concluded that there are almost as many 
studies that find support to specialisation hypothesis as those that do not (de 
Groot et al., 2016). And while there tends to be more evidence on Jacobs 
externalities there are still many studies with the opposite results and numerous 
studies produce insignificant results.  

Hence, the academic debate on whether specialisation or diversification is 
beneficial to economic performance remains lively and unresolved (Content & 
Frenken, 2016). Or as Kemeny and Storper (2015) point out the question is 
perhaps ill-placed: the search could be in vain since this dichotomisation is not 
in correspondence with what we see happening in the economy and with the 
broader picture of how regional system as a whole functions. Instead, they 
suggest that both diversified and specialised industrial structures could be 
beneficial, but in different time periods, for different regions etc.. There have 
been also other calls to stop overlooking the systemic nature of how regions 
influence each other and the impact of general developments in the economy 
(Henning et al., 2016). 

2.3 Relatedness 

Relatedness has acquired a solid place among the key concepts of EEG. It is 
actively used in empirical research and its measurement has seen several novel 
improvements in past decade. At the same time, the theoretical unpacking and 
crystallising of the concept has lagged behind. It is used as a fuzzy term 
representing both similarities and complementarities between different 
activities, actors, resources etc. Most users remain open about the exact 
meaning, others specify it depending on the empirical case at hand. Some 
scholars even argue that ‘few measurement procedures have been more heavily 
criticised than those used to capture relatedness’ (Lien & Klein, 2009:1099). 
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Historical roots of relatedness concept 

The concept of relatedness was first employed at firm level – Penrose (1959) 
suggested that firm growth is a process of related diversification and a few 
years later Chandler (1962) proposed to use it for assessing the impact of firm’s 
diversification strategies on its performance. The body of work that followed 
in management literature tested the hypothesis that firms with portfolios of 
related products perform better than firms undertaking unrelated activities 
(Ramanujam & Varadarajan, 1989; Rumelt, 1974; Rumelt, 1982; Teece, 
1982). The assumption was that the combinations of related activities generate 
economies of scope (i.e. synergies) in production (Teece, 1982). 

Early empirical studies focused on assessing the benefits generated by the 
similarity of products and markets (Robins & Wiersema, 1995). This approach 
produced mixed results and was in the 1990s replaced by resource-based view 
of technological relatedness (Bryce & Winter, 2009). Soon afterwards, some 
authors started instead referring to knowledge relatedness (Breschi, Lissoni & 
Malerba, 2003). This seemed a natural development since already by 
technological relatedness concept it was often not the technology itself that 
was emphasised, but knowledge and skills about these technologies.13  
However, both concepts remain in use. In essence, both aim to group 
technologies that ‘share a common or complementary knowledge base, rely 
upon common scientific principles or have similar heuristics of search’ 
(Breschi et al., 2003:70). 

Since the 1990s, two parallel strands of literature engage with similar topics to 
relatedness research. First, research in business studies using concept 
absorptive capacity (Cohen & Levinthal, 1990) – firm’s ability to absorb new 
knowledge – deals implicitly with the connection between relatedness and 
knowledge diffusion. According to this approach, firm’s ability to absorb new 
knowledge is a function of its prior level of related knowledge. For example, 
successful collaboration between firms requires its prior technological 
knowledge to be similar to new knowledge on the basic level, but different to 
a certain extent on the specialised level. Here basic knowledge means general 
understanding of a scientific discipline’s techniques, whereas specialised 
knowledge refers to the specific knowledge used by actors in their everyday 
business activities. Empirical studies indeed find that two organisations with 

 
13 Term technological relatedness is also used to denote various technological production 

system interdependencies and producer-user relationships (Boschma & Frenken, 2011). 
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greater technological relatedness in basic knowledge have greater mutual 
absorptive capacity (Cohen & Levinthal, 1990; Lane & Lubatkin, 1998). 

Simultaneously, a second strand of literature on proximity and innovation also 
engaged with similar questions. Its origins are more geographical. Namely, 
French school of proximity dynamics contributed to innovation literature by 
arguing that besides geographical proximity other non-spatial dimensions of 
proximity (i.e. similarity, familiarity) are key for learning and innovation 
(Gilly & Torre, 2000). In his seminal article Boschma (2005) distinguishes 
between five forms of proximity (geographical, cognitive, social, 
organisational and institutional). While this analytical clarification resulted in 
several empirical studies, introduction of dynamic perspective later on 
complicated empirical investigations due to linkages between changes in 
various proximity dimensions (Balland, Boschma & Frenken, 2015). In fact, 
Ferru and Rallet (2016) argue that the consequent need to simplify the form of 
non-spatial proximity was the reason behind introduction of relatedness 
concept. Was it so or not, in its conventional use relatedness does correspond 
to cognitive proximity. However, some scholars continue using terms 
proximity or relatedness as broader concepts that cover a range of non-spatial 
proximity dimensions (e.g. Hidalgo et al., 2007). Unsurprisingly, other 
researchers applying relatedness concept also recognise that synergy potential 
between local economic activities can span over other similarity features 
besides knowledge (e.g. markets, institutions) (Tanner, 2014) and some call 
for multi-dimensionality of relatedness concept (Boschma, 2017). This would 
essentially revert the earlier move of narrowing down in dimensions and 
increase the overlap between the concepts of relatedness and proximity. 

Inter-industry relatedness 

Literature on regional development predominantly uses indicators that capture 
relatedness between industries. In the 1990s, rigorous works emerged aimed at 
measuring the degree of technological relatedness between industries in a 
quantitative manner. For example, Teece et al. (1994) counted the number of 
times a combination of two sectors was found at multi-sector firms. Next 
Farjoun (1994) used occupational data to develop a relatedness indicator by 
calculating the degree of similarity in human capital of different sectors. The 
term related was also used to represent vertical trade relationships between 
industries (e.g. related sectors in cluster literature (Porter, 1990)) whereby 
relatedness is measured by input-output linkages (Fan & Lang, 2000). 

In the 2000s, search for even finer indicators continued resulting in several 
novel approaches. Hidalgo et al. (2007) developed product relatedness 
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indicator measuring the proximity between pairs of products based on the 
probability that countries export both products. Breschi et al. (2003) measured 
knowledge relatedness between patent classes by joint classification of 
individual patents across those classes. Neffke and Henning (2013) developed 
a skill relatedness measure based on labour flows between industry-pairs.  

The result has been a multitude of indicators to measure relatedness, but this 
has not brought clarity in the meaning of the concept. The two key open issues 
are: 

 What dimensions of industry features relatedness encompasses? 
 Does it represent similarity, complementarity or both? 

Relatedness – one or many dimensions 

Relatedness is used in relation to several kinds of industry features 
(technological, product, skill, market etc.). Moreover, similarly to strategic 
management literature (Pehrsson, 2006) the multi-dimensional nature of 
relatedness has become more emphasised (Boschma, 2017) and some 
researchers argue that all these dimensions (e.g. institutional and market 
relatedness) are important for regional development (Tanner, 2014). No single 
measure of relatedness is likely to capture equally all these dimensions 
(Boschma, 2017). The conventional view, however, continues to interpret 
relatedness as based on cognitive proximity between industries (Boschma, 
2017; Content & Frenken, 2016). Hence, two industries are considered related 
when they require similar knowledge. To provide focus, the dissertation 
follows this definition and considers knowledge the core dimension of 
relatedness. In this context, similarity between institutional framework, or 
market rules and market access of industries are considered to be in most cases 
secondary (perhaps sometimes necessary, but not sufficient to provide 
synergies). Therefore, these are rather regarded as supporting or constraining 
factors for realising the potential of core (knowledge) relatedness. 

Complementarity and similarity 

Majority of authors are not clear whether they mean similarity or 
complementarity by relatedness (Boschma, 2017; Makri, Hitt & Lane, 2010). 
Most define it as encompassing both. This ambiguity complicates the 
interpretation of research results, since the concepts represent an opposite 
relationship between activities. For example, in case of resources and activities 
at firm level, similarity refers to the degree of shared resource usage in two 
activities, while complementarity refers to the synergy resulting from 
combining resources from two (or more) different activities. In the latter case, 
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relatedness arises due to differences and need of joint usage, not due to 
similarities. 

Concerning regional development, the focus in EEG has not been such 
‘coordinated complementarity’ of (unrelated) activities at firm level. Instead, 
the term complementarity has been often used in relatedness literature to 
denote knowledge combination potential between two industries sharing a 
knowledge base (Frenken et al., 2007). This clearly follows the cognitive 
proximity (Boschma, 2005; Nooteboom, 2000) and absorptive capacity 
(Cohen & Levinthal, 1990) arguments that emergence of knowledge spillovers 
and realisation of complementarity potential require a degree of knowledge 
similarity between activities. Hence, the dominating feature of relatedness is 
similarity that in empirical work has served as a proxy for assessing 
complementarity (potential). For example, studies assessing the impact of 
related variety on regional innovation level, typically measure relatedness as 
similarity between industries (and not as complementarity), and then assume 
that high relatedness implies high complementarity potential between the 
industries. While recognising the risk of not capturing some 
interdependencies/complementarities between activities if these are not 
explicitly assessed by chosen relatedness indicator the dissertation applies the 
view of relatedness as similarity. Future research on relatedness should aim at 
disentangling its two facets (Boschma, 2017) since, as explained below, 
distinguishing between the two is essential in understanding and capturing how 
relatedness influences regional development. 

Two main strands of relatedness literature – on related variety and related 
diversification – put different emphasis on these two facets of relatedness. 
Related variety literature focuses on learning through knowledge spillovers 
that rely on complementarities between industries. Another mechanism for 
benefits from local related sectors is providing better matching opportunities 
that facilitate labour reallocation and productivity. These in turn require only 
similarity between industries. In management literature, a further distinction is 
made between intra- and inter-temporal similarity (Lüthge, 2020). The latter is 
called redeployability14 and represents a possibility to reuse resources for 
similar (or related) activity in later time, while the former denotes synergies 
from concurrent sharing of resources by two activities (i.e. economies of 
scope). For example, labour reallocation represents redeployment of resources.    

 
14 Helfat and Eisenhardt (2004) refer to the value derived from redeployability as inter-

temporal economies of scope. 
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Research on regional diversification (mainly focusing on diversification to 
new-to-the-region activities) also typically uses relatedness to represent the 
degree of similarity between two industries. In most cases, one expects these 
diversifications to represent redeployment of resources, but diversification can 
also be driven by benefits from sharing of formerly underused resources. 
Relatedness as complementarity can also induce diversification since vertically 
linked industries might gain from co-locational synergies. There is a long 
tradition of theories of local (agglomeration) benefits from this kind of 
backward and forward linkages in economic geography literature (e.g. 
Marshall, 1920; Myrdal, 1957; Porter, 1990). 

Dynamic nature of relatedness 

Linked to the similarity and complementarity debate is the issue that 
relatedness is a dynamic phenomenon. That relatedness is dynamic has been 
suggested earlier (Boschma, 2017; Boschma & Frenken, 2011; Castaldi et al., 
2015; Desrochers & Leppälä, 2011), but empirical work takes predominantly 
static perspective. This is surprising since the employed knowledge and other 
resources – the sources of similarity – change over time.  

Several developments can cause the rearrangement of relatedness network.  

1. First relates to the diversification of world economy as new industries 
emerge, others die out. This can be caused either by creation of new 
technologies changing the very nature of production process changes 
(this involves combining different bits of knowledge and is 
innovation-based) or by Smithian specialisation that breaks up 
production processes of an industry into several new ones (this 
involves splitting an industry up and can be called specialisation-
based) (Saviotti, Pyka & Jun, 2020). The most fundamental 
reorganisation of the whole relatedness network stems from 
development of new general purpose technologies that are 
complementary to many other industries (Bresnahan & Trajtenberg, 
1995) and alter the very nature of production processes in large part of 
the economy. 

2. Second, relatedness can change by various forms of broadening of 
knowledge bases of firms (from search activities to multi-firm 
cooperation to changes in educational system) (Kuusk & Martynovich, 
2021). Central mechanism here is firm-level search activity. Search 
tends to be local and involve familiar knowledge bases (Fleming, 
2001). Once firm exhausts the potential of useful local recombination 
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or search is unsuccessful, it changes into an explorative mode which 
likely includes search in other industries (March, 1991). If inter-
industry exploration results in firm-level successful innovation that is 
of industry-wide interest, then these tend to diffuse to other firms. 
Widespread diffusion and active knowledge exchange between firms 
in two industries may lead to emergence of new knowledge similarity, 
i.e. relatedness (see Ingstrup and Menzel (2019) for an example). 
Other actors can also lead or coordinate such search activities. For 
example, Tanner (2014) describes the role of universities in the 
construction of relatedness. 

These developments may result in destruction of established relatedness 
linkages and emergence of new ones between previously non-existing or 
unrelated industries. Thereby the whole network of related industries is 
reorganised. For example, the arrival of information technology led to a rise of 
many new industries producing equipment using this technology or 
components for production of such equipment. It is likely that such new 
industries are related to each other, but also to several old industries that 
redesign their production process to make use of these new innovations. At the 
same time, existing relatedness ties between the industries switching to new 
technology and those relying on older ones, are likely to disappear because the 
knowledge profiles of these industries diverge. Since relatedness network 
arises through autonomous and self-reinforcing dynamics at the micro-level it 
can be considered an emergent semi-stable meso-level property of economy 
(Ingstrup & Menzel, 2019; Kauffman, 1993).  

The same emergent forces simultaneously lead to adjustments in the structure 
of economic activities at global, national, and regional levels. Thus, in the long-
term relatedness network is co-evolving with broader economic structures and 
processes. However, since most recombination efforts are likely to pick up 
local maxima from the vast knowledge recombination opportunities landscape 
(Kauffman, 1993) inter-industry relatedness is necessarily a dynamic 
phenomenon. 

The dynamic nature of relatedness network means its ties have different ages 
– some are emerging, some on the way to disappear, and some stay stable over 
long periods (Kuusk & Martynovich, 2021). The nature of these tie types 
differs fundamentally. For instance, emerging linkages can generate 
complementarities between industry-pair. However, unless at least one of these 
industries is dynamic and innovative, continuously updating its knowledge 
profile, then over time potential for beneficial knowledge spillovers may be 
depleted (Boschma, 2017). Thus, mature ties may instead merely signify that 
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the industries use similar knowledge. Hence, the capacity of different ties to 
provide growth benefits at regional level and the mechanism how they do it are 
not the same. In case of labour flows between related industries, mature and 
disappearing ties may instead work by facilitating structural adjustment 
(Frenken et al., 2007) through better matching at labour market (Duranton & 
Puga, 2004). 

To sum up, relatedness concept has been around for some time, but has gotten 
lots of attention in economic geography in the past 15 years. Its measurement 
techniques have made great progress during this time, but conceptually clarity 
is lacking. It is defined as both similarity and complementarity, and used to 
measure relationships between industries, products, patents, skills etc. This 
fuzziness makes it hard to synthesise and interpret the cumulative results of 
studies using the concept. Conventionally, relatedness is used to represent 
cognitive (or knowledge) similarity between economic activities and the 
dissertation follows that approach.  

2.4 Related variety and regional growth 

A key idea in evolutionary economic geography is that benefits from local 
(knowledge) variety are central to the feedback mechanisms and path 
dependencies defining regional economic development patterns (Frenken & 
Boschma, 2007). Frenken et al. (2007) suggested in their seminal article that 
not any local knowledge diversity, but regional presence of industries with 
related knowledge profiles – related variety – is best to generating knowledge 
spillovers and local learning that initiate these positive feedback mechanisms.  

Frenken et al. (2007) defined related industries as those having similar 
knowledge base. They argued that the more variety there is across related 
industries in the region, the more local learning opportunities there exist and 
knowledge spillovers are more likely to occur. Therefore, they saw the 
existence of related variety as an indication that region is likely to generate 
relatively more Jacobs externalities, which leads to innovation and 
employment growth.  

The concept quickly gained popularity and related variety is typically 
considered beneficial to regional economic performance. Related variety has 
found to enhance productivity (Boschma & Iammarino, 2009; Bosma, Stam & 
Schutjens, 2011; Quatraro, 2010), support employment growth (Bishop and 
Gripaios, 2010; Boschma & Iammarino, 2009; Cortinovis & van Oort, 2015; 
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Firgo and Mayerhofer, 2018; Frenken et al., 2007; Hartog et al., 2012; Kublina 
& Fritsch, 2018; van Oort et al., 2015) and value-added growth (Boschma & 
Iammarino, 2009; Boschma, Minondo & Navarro, 2012), and encourage 
innovation (Aarstad, Kvitastein & Jakobsen, 2016; Castaldi et al., 2015; 
Miguelez & Moreno, 2018). Some recent studies demonstrate a positive link 
between entrepreneurship and related variety (Colombelli, 2016; Content, 
Frenken & Jordaan, 2019; Ejdemo & Örtqvist, 2020; Kublina & Fritsch, 2018; 
Tavassoli & Jienwatcharamongkhol, 2016). 

However, these effects are not always universal. Benefits from related variety 
vary by industries (Bishop & Gripaios, 2010; Hartog, Boschma & Sotarauta, 
2012; Innocenti & Lazzeretti, 2019) and regional types (Firgo & Mayerhofer, 
2018; Kuusk & Martynovich, 2021; van Oort et al., 2015). The relationship is 
stronger in more knowledge- or technology-intensive industries and regions 
(Cortinovis & van Oort, 2015; Hartog, Boschma & Sotarauta, 2012). This is 
expected since more knowledge should spill over between industries that are 
knowledge-intensive to begin with. It is also in line with the empirical results 
from earlier studies on agglomeration externalities showing that agglomeration 
effects are stronger in knowledge- and technology-intensive industries 
(Henderson, 2003). The evidence is less settled about regional differences – 
for instance van Oort et al. (2015) show that only regions with smaller cities 
benefit from related variety while national capitals, while other studies reach 
the opposite conclusion (Davies & Maré, 2021; Kuusk, 2021).  

While initial work on related variety focused exclusively on knowledge 
spillovers and learning, then more recent work highlights another mechanism 
how it supports regional development. Namely, in times of crisis and regional 
renewal related variety provides labour reallocation opportunities for workers 
from declining sectors (Eriksson & Hane-Weijman, 2017; Eriksson et al., 
2016; Hane-Weijman et al., 2018; Jaax, 2016). Although it was initially 
proposed that unrelated variety provides such portfolio effect protecting 
regions against adverse external shocks, recent evidence shows that industry-
specific shocks do not coincide with relatedness (Diodato & Weterings, 2014; 
Morkutė et al., 2017). This means, first, related industries are well suited for 
smoothing regional economic growth patterns. Second, that related variety 
works also through matching mechanism (Duranton & Puga, 2004). 

The rise of other mechanisms besides learning complicates the interpretation 
of the relationship between related variety and regional growth. On  the one 
hand, the mixed results can at least partly depend on the fact that no 
standardised research design has yet emerged for studying related variety. 
Researchers use various relatedness measures (industries, products, export-
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import, skills), spatial levels (NUTS2, NUTS3, national, local labour market), 
methods to draw a line between related and unrelated industries (e.g. using a 
cut-off value of continuous relatedness indicator instead of industry 
classification), growth measures (employment, value added, productivity, 
GDP per capita). Therefore, there is a call to move towards standardised 
research design to gather comparable data for uncover the historical evidence 
on the relationship between relatedness and economic growth (Content & 
Frenken, 2016). 

However, a better grasp of related variety’s benefits is likely to also require a 
more context-sensitive re-theorisation of related variety (Gong & Hassink, 
2020). Agglomeration externalities literature suggests that these forces differ 
by sectors and are time dependent for different kind of regional types (see 
meta-analysis by de Groot et al., 2016). Studies on related variety point in the 
same direction – that the impact of related variety on economic performance is 
heterogeneous. 

2.5 Regional related diversification 

Researchers and policymakers increasingly recognise that existing local 
capabilities constrain which new economic activities will be feasible to 
develop in region (Boschma, 2017; Hidalgo et al., 2007). Seminal works 
behind this view were put forward almost in parallel by Boschma and Frenken 
(Boschma & Frenken, 2011; Frenken & Boschma, 2007) working on a regional 
scale and Hidalgo et al. (2007) addressing developments by countries. Both 
explained how new local and national industries emerge by recombining 
knowledge and resources from local industries in a path-dependent manner 
(Frenken & Boschma, 2007; Martin & Sunley, 2010).  

Frenken and Boschma (2007) propose the concept of regional branching to 
describe this process. This concept sees regional economic development as a 
step-by-step evolutionary branching out in relatedness network to new 
industries which are related to region’s current industry mix. It is based on the 
assumption that products and services from a specific related sector are more 
likely to share similar characteristics and require similar capabilities for 
production than products and services from an unrelated sector (Saviotti & 
Frenken, 2008). Since knowledge needed to diversify into related industry 
already exists in the country or region, it reduces the costs and risks compared 
to unrelated diversification. Therefore, related diversifications are more likely 
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and more beneficial (Frenken et al., 2007). For instance, regions manufacturing 
cars are more likely to start producing motorcycles than growing cacao beans. 
Related diversification can also be more beneficial to regional economic 
performance because the region has better matching resources (e.g. 
knowledge, skills) to succeed in the new related activities, but also via 
increased innovation potential both in new and old related industries due to 
inter-industry knowledge spillovers.  

Empirical studies indeed find that regions tend to diversify into activities that 
are related (i.e. require similar knowledge and resources) to their current 
industry mix (e.g. Alonso & Martín, 2019; Antonietti & Boschma, 2020; 
Boschma et al., 2014; Essletzbichler, 2015; Neffke, Henning & Boschma, 
2011; Rigby, 2015). Related diversification is less likely in high-income 
countries, in regions with advanced innovation capacity or with more 
sophisticated production (Coniglio et al., 2018; Galetti et al., 2021; Petralia, 
Balland & Morrison, 2017; Xiao et al., 2018; Zhu, He & Zhou, 2017). This 
ability to break away from their past and jump further in relatedness network 
can be explained by their better general innovation capabilities and by the fact 
that they have few diversification options. This latter idea was suggested by 
Hidalgo et al. (2007) who argued that at national level the number of 
diversification options has an inverted U-shaped relationship with income level 
– both less developed and the richest countries have fewer related 
diversification options than middle-income nations. The former since they host 
fewer industries themselves and that means fewer connections to other 
industries in relatedness network. The latter since they already host most 
industries. Middle-income countries, in turn, have the best diversification 
potential – they tend to host large(r) number of industries which are related to 
many potential new industries. Similar inverted U-shaped pattern between 
related diversification potential and regional size is expected to exist at 
regional level. 

Even though the literature has focused on related diversification, have scholars 
increasingly acknowledged the role of unrelated diversification as a source for 
new knowledge and new development paths for regions (Grillitsch et al., 2018; 
Saviotti et al., 2020). They argue that unrelated diversification can allow 
regions to absorb external shocks in short-run via portfolio effect by spreading 
risks across industries with different exposure to the shock (Frenken et al., 
2007). In addition, unrelated industries can serve as a basis to develop new 
growth paths in long-run and protect regions against potential lock-in 
(Grabher, 1993). Hence, both diversification types bring their specific benefits. 
This has led to a more explicit recognition that new industries might often draw 
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on mixture of both related and unrelated local resources. Accordingly, the 
binary treatment of diversification as either related or unrelated has received 
critique (Whittle & Kogler, 2020). As a first step in this new direction, the use 
of continuous relatedness measure is suggested (Boschma, 2017).  

To sum up, regions tend to diversify into industries that are related to their 
current industry mix. These tend to be less costly and more beneficial to both 
firms and regions. Empirical studies also find that related diversification is 
more likely. However, regions have different opportunities for related 
diversification – core and small regions have few diversification opportunities, 
while medium-sized and large regions have the highest potential for related 
diversification. In recent years, the importance of unrelated diversification is 
becoming more recognised. 
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3 Data and methodological choices 

3.1 Data 

The dissertation uses Statistics Sweden’s employee and plant level annual data 
from the Longitudinal Integrated Database for Health Insurance and Labour 
Market Studies (LISA) for the years 1991–2010. For each individual registered 
in Sweden the database covers variables about the person (e.g. age, education, 
place of residence) and her/his main employment (e.g. industry, plant location, 
wage). Due to the focus on labour market developments, the analysis includes 
only working age population (16–64-year-olds).  

During this period, Statistics Sweden used two industry classifications – SNI92 
(for 1991–2001) and SNI02 (for 2002–2010) (Table 1). These Swedish 
national classifications (SNI) are identical to European Union’s NACE 
classifications (Nomenclature statistique des Activités économiques dans la 
Communauté Européenne) up to the 4-digit level. SNI92 and SNI02 
correspond to NACE Revision 1 and 1.1, respectively. The two SNI-
classifications were merged at the 5-digit level to ensure consistency over time. 
As SNI02 introduced only minor changes, an unambiguous conversion was 
possible. The merged classification was aggregated into 505 4-digit industries, 
which were included in the analysis.  

Table 1. Comparison of two SNI-classifications  

 

  

  SNI92 SNI2002 

Sections (1-digit) 17 17 

Divisions (2-digit) 60 62 

Groups (3-digit) 223 224 

Classes (4-digit) 505 514 

Sub-classes (5-digit) 755 774 

Period 1991-2001 2002-2010 
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3.2 Methodological considerations 

Although inter-industry relatedness is conceptualised as a network of 
industries, the dissertation does not directly apply network science methods. 
Rather, it follows more conventional quantitative estimation techniques. 
Before turning to method choices specific to relatedness literature, two choices 
of more general nature are explained: the choice of time periods and spatial 
units. 

Choice of time periods 

The investigated 20-year period (1991-2010) is divided into several sub-
periods to allow relatedness to change over time. The choice of sub-periods 
does not reflect any economic periods of fundamentally different nature, but is 
rather a result of dividing the total period into sub-periods of equal lengths. 
Articles 1 and 2 use 4-year sub-periods (1991-1994, 1995-1998, …, 2007-
2010). Article 3 uses instead rolling 6-year periods (1993-1998, 1994-1999, 
…, 2003-2008). This latter choice is driven by the aim to increase the length 
of sub-period because diversification events are expected to be rare. 

Choice of spatial units and regional levels 

Related variety and related diversification can be studied at various spatial 
scales. Empirical studies have used units ranging from national to sub-national 
(NUTS2-4) levels to local labour market regions (Content & Frenken, 2016) 
or even neighbourhoods within city (Andersson, Larsson & Wernberg, 2019). 
In principle, the choice of scale should reflect which mechanisms and channels 
associated with related variety and related diversification are more important 
for the research question at hand. For example, if labour mobility is considered 
the key channel, then labour market regions should be preferred. 

In this dissertation, the main spatial units are 90 local labour markets (LAs) as 
classified by Statistics Sweden (SCB, 2010). Their boundaries are defined by 
intensity of commuting flows between municipalities. This means that most 
interactions between workers seeking jobs and employers seeking labour occur 
within LAs (SCB, 2010). Hence, LAs are appropriate as spatial units for 
linking the supply and demand in labour markets to study regional labour 
market performance, which is one focus of the dissertation. They are also more 
generally considered the most suitable unit for agglomeration analysis 
(Frenken et al., 2007; Mameli et al., 2008). Over time, several Swedish labour 
markets have been merged and their number has decreased. To make the spatial 
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units comparable, the dissertation uses LAs based on Statistics Sweden’s 
classification in 2000. 

The LAs were grouped into four regional types reflecting their development 
capabilities following the classification by the Swedish Agency for Economic 
and Regional Growth: core regions (Stockholm, Göteborg, Malmö), large (20 
LAs), medium-sized (23) and small (44) regions (NUTEK, 2004). Average 
population of these regions is respectively 1,5 million, 160, 50 and 17 thousand 
inhabitants. All non-core LAs with universities belong to large regions, 
whereas some small regions represent expansive, low population density LAs 
in North-Sweden. Most of the high-tech industries are concentrated in core 
regions, while in several small regions main employer is public sector. 
Regional hierarchy level approach was chosen for two reasons. First, region’s 
position in national regional hierarchy represents better its capabilities to make 
use of growth potential provided by related variety or related diversification 
opportunities. Regions at the top of a regional hierarchy host emerging and 
innovation-intensive industries where knowledge spillovers play an important 
role. In addition, core regions have better general capabilities (incl. 
institutions) to innovate, adopt innovations made by others and develop these 
further. In these knowledge-intensive settings firms engage in cutting edge 
innovation activities. Second, growth pattern of Swedish regions varies 
considerably by hierarchy levels (Henning et al., 2016). 

3.3 Measuring relatedness 

To study related variety and diversification it is necessary to measure the 
degree of relatedness between economic activities (e.g. industries, products). 
The increasing number of empirical studies on relatedness and its impact on 
economic growth have led to new ways of measuring it. While the first studies 
were based on industry classifications and allowed dividing the economy to 
only two categories – related and unrelated – the availability of more detailed 
data has allowed more sophisticated approaches to be used that aim measuring 
also the degree of relatedness. The three most common approaches are:  

1. Majority of studies uses inter-industry relatedness based on the 
structure of standard industrial classification system. For instance, 
industries sharing a 2-digit code are often considered related. Validity 
of this approach has been criticised due to the lack of theoretical 
justification that classifications really measure relatedness (Neffke, 
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Henning & Boschma, 2011). More recently studies have also used 
classification systems for occupation and education (Wixe & 
Andersson, 2017). 

2. The most direct link with economies of scope is based on similarities 
in resources (e.g. skills, technologies, materials etc.) used in different 
industries. For example, some authors have turned to using linkages of 
industries derived from input-output tables (Fan & Lang, 2000). While 
other studies look at similarities in occupational profiles or labour 
mobility between industries (Hane-Weijman, Eriksson & Henning, 
2018; Neffke & Henning, 2013). Neffke and Henning (2013) argue 
that theoretically all these approaches have a downside because 
strategic relevance of various resources varies by industry. For 
example, material-based measures will better capture the production 
of goods than services. But they also maintain that human capital can 
be expected to have the least bias because nowadays it is the key 
determinant of success in most industries.  

3. Third approach is co-occurrence analysis (e.g. Bryce & Winter, 2009; 
Hidalgo et al., 2007; Teece et al., 1994). It measures how often two 
products or industries occur in the same country, region, firm or plant. 
The limitation of these measures is that they are based on outcomes. 
Hence, they first assume that country’s product or industry portfolio is 
coherent and from this they infer that this co-occurrence reflects 
relatedness (Neffke & Henning, 2013). In other words, while resource-
based indicators measure the potential origins of economic scope, co-
occurrence indicators measure its consequences (Neffke & Henning, 
2013). This approach captures relatedness in its multi-dimensionality 
since it is not possible to measure relatedness based on a single 
dimension (e.g. skills). 

The dissertation engages with labour market development and therefore uses 
skill relatedness measure (i.e. resource-based approach) proposed by (Neffke 
& Henning, 2013). It captures relatedness in terms of similarities of workers’ 
skill requirements which are assessed based on cross-industry labour flows 
working under the assumption that industries with similar skill needs typically 
have larger mutual labour flows. Neffke, Otto and Weyh (2017) show that it is 
a robust measure of inter-industry relatedness. 

Following Neffke and Henning (2013), for each pair of four-digit industries i 
and j (i≠j) an expected industry flow 𝐹పఫ was calculated based on industry size, 
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growth and wage using the zero-inflated negative binomial model. Skill 
relatedness is calculated as the ratio of observed to expected labour flow: 

𝑆𝑅 ൌ
𝐹
𝐹పఫ

 

where 𝐹  – the observed labour flow between industries i and j; 𝐹 – expected 
labour flow between the same industries. Two industries were considered 
related when observed labour flows exceed predicted flows, i.e. if 𝑆𝑅  > 1 (at 
5% significance level). Because the study covers 20 years, skill relatedness 
was calculated for five sub-periods (1991–1994, 1995–1998, 1999–2002, 
2003–2006, 2007–2010) to allow changing over time. A more detail discussion 
of this methodology is presented in Appendix 1.  

Relatedness is measured at 4-digit industry code level. At this level of detail, 
firms registered under the same industry code could still be engaged in 
economic activities that differ in nature (Kemeny & Storper, 2015). While this 
might introduce some noise in measurement of relatedness, so would using the 
most detailed level of 5-digit industry codes because estimates for smaller 
industries are less precise (Neffke & Henning, 2013). Given the small size of 
labour flows between most industry-pairs in Sweden already at 4-digit level, 
the latter was considered a larger drawback.  

In Article 3, a simplified version of this indicator is used to calculate skill 
relatedness (Neffke et al., 2017). Skill relatedness between industries i and j is 
measured as the ratio of their observed mutual labour flows to respective 
expected labour which are based on aggregate mobility rates in these two 
industries. 

𝑆𝑅 ൌ
𝐹

ሺ∑ 𝐹 ∑ 𝐹 ሻ/∑ 𝐹
 

where 𝐹 – is observed labour flow between industries i and j. Based on annual 
labour flows 𝑆𝑅  is calculated for each year. It is then normalised using the 
following formula: 

𝑛𝑜𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑙𝑖𝑠𝑒𝑑 𝑆𝑅 ൌ
𝑆𝑅 െ 1
𝑆𝑅  1

 

Next, mean of normalised 𝑆𝑅 over 6 years is calculated for each sub-period 
(𝑆𝑅௧). Industries i and j are considered related if 𝑆𝑅௧ > 0. The result is a 
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504x504 relatedness matrix. Again, matrices were calculated separately for all 
sub-periods to allow for changes in relatedness over time. 

Spatial scale of calculating relatedness 

While classification-based relatedness indicators lack any spatial dimension, 
many others can be calculated at various spatial scales – global (Hidalgo et al., 
2007), multi-national, national (Hane-Weijman et al., 2018; Neffke, Henning 
& Boschma, 2011; Neffke et al., 2017), regional etc. Global indicators have 
several plusses compared to national ones. First, they cover all world industries 
and not only those present nationally. Second, they tend to be less noisy since 
they are based on larger number of observations. This means they likely 
capture better the pure knowledge, technological etc similarity whereas 
moving down to national and regional level gradually includes more of the 
aspects of local context and actual local economic relationships. Global 
indicators also allow estimating more precisely relatedness for small industries 
which in small countries is influenced most by noisiness at national level 
estimates (Neffke & Henning, 2013).  

For diversification studies, using global level relatedness indicators is 
preferred since otherwise related diversification options are constrained by the 
list of national industries. On the other hand, if these global level indicators are 
not at a detailed industry classification level, then variation in economic 
activities within industry classes (Kemeny & Storper, 2015) might lead to 
problems when using these indicators in different context. For example, 
relatedness matrices for developing and developed world countries might 
differ since their economic activities within detailed industry classes, but also 
in general, are different.  

Again, the choice of scale should preferably be made based on research 
question. Most relatedness research aims to capture the potential for economic 
benefits beyond the current state of affairs (e.g. from whom can the industry 
gain new knowledge, or in which new activities could it make use of its 
knowledge and resources) and this would gain from looking at least to some 
degree beyond the established local context, patterns and relationships. This 
would suggest measuring relatedness at a broader scale than the indicator will 
be used (e.g. using global or national relatedness to study regional 
development). However, in empirical studies the choice often depends on the 
availability of data and cannot be based on theoretical grounds. In this 
dissertation, relatedness is calculated at a national level since the author does 
not have access to nor is aware of microdata on labour flows at a global level. 
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3.4 Estimation techniques 

3.4.1 Measuring regional related variety 

Regional related variety (RV) is conventionally measured by entropy 
following the initial approach by Frenken et al. (2007). This indicator uses 
relatedness based on the structure of official industry classification. Commonly 
4-digit industries belonging to the same 2-digit industry class are considered 
related and industries belonging to different 2-digit industry classes are 
considered unrelated. 

𝑅𝑉 ൌ 𝑄𝐻

ீ

ୀଵ

 

where  

𝐻 ൌ 
𝑞
𝑄

logଶ ቆ
1

𝑞/𝑄
ቇ

∈ௌ

 

 
Here, each 4-digit industry i belongs to a 2-digit industry class 𝑆, where 𝑔 ∈
ሼ1,2, … ,𝐺ሽ. 𝑄 is the share of regional employment in each 2-digit industry 
class 𝑆. It is calculated as a sum of employment in its 4-digit sub-classes 𝑞: 
𝑄 ൌ ∑ 𝑞∈ௌ . 

Fitjar and Timmermans (2017) propose an alternative measure to capture 
regional related variety – regional skill relatedness (RSR) indicator. They find 
that it captures industrial structure of many Norwegian manufacturing regions 
better than an entropy-based indicator.  

𝑅𝑆𝑅 ൌ
ሺ∑ ቀ

𝑑
2 ቁඥ𝑃

ே
ୀଵ ሻ/𝑁

ሺ∑ ඥ𝑃ே
ୀଵ ሻ/𝑁

 

where 𝑑 is number of incoming and outgoing related ties for each industry i 
present in region r; 𝑃 is share of industry i in regional employment; 𝑁 is 
number of industries present in region r. RSR was calculated for 90 LAs in all 
sub-periods. 

Using RSR instead of the more common entropy-based related variety 
indicator has several advantages. First, it has a straightforward interpretation 
as a (weighted) average number of local related ties per industry. In network 
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theory, this represents an average degree. To give a simplified example – if 
RSR is equal to two, then a local industry is on average related to two other 
local industries.15 Second, compared to a system-wide entropy indicator a 
network-based measure allows to focus on industry-pairs and labour flows 
between these two industries. Third, RSR is not limited to using classification-
based relatedness. This is important because many skill relatedness linkages 
are between 2-digit industry classification groups (Henning, 2019; Kuusk & 
Martynovich, 2021). RSR-indicator is strongly correlated with the entropy-
based related variety indicator. The correlation coefficient (0,9) (Kuusk, 2021) 
is comparable to the one found in Norway (0,8) (Fitjar & Timmermans, 2017). 

One downside of RSR is that it weights ties essentially by the mean size of 
industry-pair they connect. Therefore, ties to some very small industries might 
be given an unduly high weight. Another drawback is that it does not directly 
capture the full potential from combining knowledge from more than two 
industries simultaneously. An alternative indicator might sum all the potential 
related industry combinations (i.e. pairs, combinations of three industries etc.) 
For interpretational simplicity and given the processes studied in the 
dissertation (i.e. labour flows between industry-pairs), applying pairwise 
industry combinations is perceived as a sound approach. The use of square 
roots as weights has a twofold impact. First, sum of weights is smaller for 
regions with a more unequal size distribution of industries given the total 
number of industries. Second, regions with larger number of ties related to 
several smaller industries instead of one large industry having many ties have 
higher RSR. The overall outcome of these weights depends on the combination 
of these two effects.  

A closely related concept is closeness of industries and regional coherence 
(Neffke, Henning & Boschma, 2011). This is another network-based measure 
for related variety. Closeness is defined as number of related ties industry i has 
to other local industries. Coherence in turn is defined as employment-weighted 
average closeness of industries in region r at time t: 

𝑅𝐶௧ ൌ𝑒𝑚𝑝௧𝐼𝐶௧


 

where 𝑒𝑚𝑝௧ is the employment share of industry i in region r at time t and 
𝐼𝐶௧ is closeness of industry i in region r at time t. RC- and RSR-indicators 

 
15 This is a simplified example since RSR uses square roots as weights. The effects of this 

choice are explained later in the text 
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are strongly correlated (0,99). The dissertation applies both of these network-
based measures to capture related variety. 

3.4.2 Assessing the relationship between related variety and 
regional employment growth 

The relationship between various related variety indicators and regional 
employment growth is estimated through a fixed-effects model. Such model 
estimates how change in region’s related variety is associated with change in 
its employment growth. Its main advantages is controlling for unobservable 
differences between LAs that might bias the results. Firgo and Mayerhofer 
(2018) demonstrate the risk of such bias in a similar study on Austrian regions. 
The concern is relevant in the Swedish case since labour markets vary 
considerably in size, physical geography, economic activities etc. Hausman 
test also suggests using fixed-effects model. 

∆𝐸𝑀𝑃௧ ൌ 𝑅𝑆𝑅௧𝛼  ሺ𝑅𝑇𝑌𝑃𝐸𝑅𝑆𝑅௧ሻ𝛽  𝑋௧𝛾  𝛿  𝜃௧  𝜀௧ 

where ∆𝐸𝑀𝑃௧ – annual employment growth (defined as 
ln(EMPrt+3/EMPrt)/3) in region r during each sub-period 𝑡 ∈
ሼ1991, 1995, 1999, 2003, 2007ሽ; 𝑅𝑆𝑅௧ – related variety indicator for region 
r; 𝑅𝑇𝑌𝑃𝐸 – matrix of regional type dummies (large, medium, small; 
reference: core); 𝑋௧ – matrix of control variables (including constant). Term 
𝛿 controls for time-invariant unobservable regional characteristics (regional 
fixed effects), 𝜃௧ represents region-invariant time effects and 𝜀௧ represents the 
error term. 

Regression includes control variables often used in growth models in related 
variety literature (Firgo & Mayerhofer, 2018; Frenken et al., 2007; Kublina & 
Fritsch, 2018; van Oort et al., 2015):  

Specialisation: captures employment effects of intra-industry agglomeration 
externalities (i.e. localisation economies) arising from regional specialisation. 
Degree of regional specialisation is measured by the Theil index (sum of 
location quotients of the SNI 2-digit industries weighted by their share in 
regional employment). This follows the approach taken by van Oort et al. 
(2015) and Firgo and Mayerhofer (2018). 

Population density: controls for general effects from the spatial agglomeration 
of economic activity (i.e. urbanisation economies) as higher density enhances 
growth by enabling better interaction (Puga, 2002). 
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Wage: median wage level in region controls for general economic convergence 
because regions with lower levels of economic development (and hence also 
lower wage levels) are expected to have higher employment growth. 

Manufacturing: employment share in manufacturing captures the effects of 
regional specialisation in manufacturing on growth. Bishop and Gripaios 
(2010) suggest that spillovers might differ between services and manufacturing 
due to tradability level. 

Human capital: captures human capital effects on regional employment 
development. It is measured as a share of workers with higher education 
amongst workers older than 25 years. 

Competition: controls for regional level competition between firms. It is 
measured as the inverse of number of employees per plant, but should be 
interpreted with care because it might also reflect mere scale factors (Bishop 
& Gripaios, 2010). 

Labour flow16: controls for general level of labour flow in region as these are 
likely to vary depending on growth perspective of regional economy 
(Andersson & Tegsjö, 2006). It is measured as a percentage of intra-regional 
skilled job switches to skilled employment. 

To assess regional differences in the contribution of related variety, regressions 
include interaction terms between regional type and various RSR-indicators. 
All explanatory variables are in logarithm form (except those representing 
shares and in Article 2 also RSR-indicators) and calculated for the first year of 
sub-periods to minimise potential endogeneity problems. 

3.4.3 Measuring diversification potential 

Measuring related diversification potential requires first identifying 
diversification options (i.e. industries that are related to the current regional 
industry mix, but not yet present in the region). Next, proximity of each 
diversification option to the overall regional portfolio needs to be calculated. 
Several methods have been suggested. Hidalgo et al. (2007) proposed a density 
measure which has been widely used afterwards: 

𝑑𝑒𝑛𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑦 ൌ  
∑ 𝑆𝑅 1൛𝑒𝑚𝑝௧  10ൟ

∑ 𝑆𝑅
 

 
16 Included only in Article 2. 
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Diversification potential (DP) can then be calculated as a sum of densities for 
all diversification options.  

𝑑𝑒𝑛𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑦𝐷𝑃 ൌ𝑑𝑒𝑛𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑦


 

Employment weighted average proximity is an alternative measure to assess 
diversification option’s proximity to regional industry portfolio (Coniglio et 
al., 2018). The dissertation uses this as the main approach to calculate 
diversification potential (DP) since it is analogous to the regional coherence 
indicator. The difference with the latter is that instead of related ties to 
industries present in the region ties to industries not present in the region (but 
related to the region’s current industry mix) are used. In other words, industries 
one step away from region’s current industry mix, or adjacent possible 
(Kauffman, 1993), are considered its most likely related diversification 
options. 

𝐷𝑃
௧ ൌ 𝐷𝑂

௧ 𝑤𝑖𝑟
𝑡

ே

ୀଵ
 

where 𝑤
௧  is regional employment share of industry i 

𝑤
௧ ൌ

𝑒𝑚𝑝𝑖𝑟𝑡
∑ 𝑒𝑚𝑝𝑖𝑟𝑡
𝑁
𝑖ൌ1

 

and 𝐷𝑂
௧  is the sum of diversification options j related to industry i (𝑜௧  is an 

indicator that equals 1 if industry j belongs to region r diversification options 
set and 0 otherwise) weighted by their mutual skill relatedness (𝑆𝑅௧).  

𝐷𝑂
௧ ൌ 𝑜௧𝑆𝑅௧

ே

ୀଵ
 

There are two main limitations with this approach to calculating diversification 
potential. First, national skill relatedness indicator captures only the 
diversification options to industries already present in the national economy. 
Global level relatedness indicator would allow to broaden the list of potential 
diversification options. Second, DP treats all diversification options equally 
with no consideration for their future growth potential. Yet actors are more 
likely to start companies in industries they perceive as more profitable. Hence, 
DP underestimates the potential in regions with relatively many such 
diversification options. 
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3.5 Limitations of the study 

As with any study, it is important to address some of its many limitations. This 
discussion is organised in three themes: theoretical issues, methodological 
issues and scope of the analysis. 

Theoretical issues: 

 Relatedness is a fuzzy concept that is used to represent both similarity 
and complementarity, and different features of economic activities 
(e.g. skills, technology, knowledge, products). For the purpose of this 
study, relatedness is defined as cognitive or knowledge similarity, 
which is measured as skill relatedness. Therefore, the results of this 
dissertation might not be generalisable to other definitions of 
relatedness. In addition, similarity in skills does not capture all aspects 
of knowledge similarity, but only the component represented by (or 
correlated with) skills.  

Methodological issues: 

 Measurement of relatedness is still a new research topic, and the 
methods are under development. Although, the progress has been fast, 
current methods of measuring relatedness can result in noisy estimates. 
This is especially critical when analysing changes in relatedness over 
time – it is hard to distinguish real, meaningful relatedness dynamics 
from estimation noise and general economic dynamics. Common steps 
used to decrease noisiness (e.g. making SR-indicator symmetric, using 
mean of annual SR-indicators over several years) risk losing valuable 
information since relatedness is asymmetric (Kuusk & Martynovich, 
2021), and weak ties or ties connecting small industries might remain 
undetected in annual measurements averaged over several years. 
While the method used in Article 1 measures relatedness not annually, 
but over 4-year periods to allow capturing emerging ties and ties 
between smaller industries, it is at the same time susceptible for other 
kind of noise (e.g. identifying random small inter-industry labour 
flows as relatedness). Acknowledging this risk, the potentially noisiest 
part of identified relatedness ties (i.e. contingent ties) is not included 
in the analysis that drives the main conclusions about dynamics of 
relatedness ties. 

 Since inter-industry labour flows are measured at a national level, then 
large flows in core regions dominate skill relatedness calculation. This 
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could bias estimates if relatedness differs between core and non-core 
regions. Small labour flows in Swedish non-core regions make it hard 
to check if this is the case. In addition, national level relatedness 
network includes only those industries that are present in the country 
as potential related diversification options. 

 The goal with estimating skill relatedness is to use it for measuring 
local knowledge variety. Knowledge relevant for business purposes 
has likely more dimensions than industry experience. Individual’s 
occupation, education etc. can be sources of differences in knowledge 
(Jara-Figueroa et al., 2018; Wixe & Andersson, 2017). To estimate 
local knowledge variety, one should break individuals into as similar 
groups as possible before estimating potential for different 
combinations of knowledge by members of these groups (van Dam, 
2019). Since the data takes into account only individual’s industry 
affiliation, related variety indicator used in the study likely 
underestimates the actual regional knowledge variety. However, this 
would not be a problem if actual and estimated variety are strongly 
correlated. 

Scope of the analysis: 

 15-20 years is not a long enough period to capture all the dynamics of 
relatedness linkages and their interplay with regional development. It 
is more likely that the study captured one snapshot of dynamic 
characteristics of relatedness and not a full lifecycle of relatedness 
dynamics (i.e. emergence and disappearance of specific relatedness 
pairs). While this does not change the main conclusion of the 
exploratory study demonstrating that relatedness is dynamic, it 
suggests that future studies can advance our understanding by covering 
longer periods, focusing on more detailed investigation of relatedness 
changes at industry-pair level. 

 The dissertation uses one spatial scale – local labour markets. Thus, it 
is best suited to capture economic phenomenon at that spatial scale. 
However, mechanisms generating agglomeration economies 
(including those associated with related variety) can vary in scale of 
their spatial effects – some act over small distances, others over longer 
ones (Andersson et al., 2019). Less-aggregated data at local 
government level is also available. However, since the study focuses 
on labour market developments, local labour markets was considered 
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the most suitable scale (Mameli et al., 2008) since it is well-suited for 
capturing relationships and patterns of interest.  
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4 Swedish economy and regions 
1991-2010 

Employment in Sweden grew 9% during these 20 years, but the growth rate 
varied considerably over time and space (Table 2). The country experienced 
two large crises during this period. In the beginning of the 1990s there was an 
economic contraction related to the banking crisis that spread to the whole 
economy. In the end of next decade, the economy slowed down as a result of 
the global financial crisis of 2007-2008, but the growth performance was not 
as weak as during the first crisis. This is partly related to the Swedish economy 
undergoing a transformation during the 1990s when it started the shift towards 
more knowledge-intensive production. Consequently, manufacturing 
employment declined substantially in both large and small regions (Eriksson 
& Hane-Weijman, 2017). This period was also characterised by a strong 
divergence process between regions and industries (Henning et al., 2016) – 
while core regions succeeded in transforming their economies and enjoyed 
high employment growth, many smaller regions struggled to find their role in 
the new economy. The employment growth in non-core regions picked up 
again during the 2000s and the national growth pattern amongst regions was 
much more equal (Henning et al., 2016). However, in many places this 
improved growth performance was not enough to compensate for the earlier 
years of sluggish development in non-core regions. The overall employment 
growth during the whole period was still negative for many of these regions.  

Table 2. Change in average employment between the periods 
Regional 
type 

1991/1994-
1999/2002 

1999/2002-
2007/2010 

1991/1994-
2007/2010 

Core  9% 9% 19% 

Large -1% 4% 4% 

Medium -3% 2% -1% 

Small -7% 0% -7% 

Sweden 3% 6% 9% 
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5 Findings and conclusions 

5.1 Findings 

Article 1  

Kuusk, K., & Martynovich, M. (2021). Dynamic Nature of Relatedness, or 
What Kind of Related Variety for Long-Term Regional Growth. Tijdschrift 
voor economische en sociale geografie, 112(1), pp. 81-96. 

Article 1 investigates the evolution of relatedness ties between Swedish 
industries during five sub-periods between 1991 and 2010. It makes a two-fold 
contribution to the literature. First, it demonstrates that the network of related 
industries is considerably reorganised over time. Thus, it finds support to the 
speculations that inter-industry relatedness is dynamic (Boschma, 2017; 
Castaldi et al., 2015; Desrochers & Leppälä, 2011). The article distinguishes 
between three main tie types: emerging, stable and disappearing ties. In line 
with two earlier notable studies (Kogler et al. (2017) on patents and Hidalgo 
(2009) on export products) that analyse the evolution of relatedness it finds 
that density of relatedness network has increased over time (number of related 
ties increased by 20% over 20 years). The results also suggest that emergence 
and untangling of ties are unidirectional (i.e. one link of the pairwise tie forms 
or is lost first.)  

Second, the article shows that related variety based on either emerging, stable 
or disappearing ties provides different growth benefits at regional level. These 
differences in impact seem to rise from a need for match between the 
qualitative characteristics of ties and regional settings. Co-location of related 
industries generates no new growth unless mechanisms at work for this type of 
ties are combined with supportive regional settings. For example, if emerging 
industry linkages work through complementarity-based knowledge spillovers 
and (product) innovation, then it is not surprising that only large dynamic 
regions with their technology-intensive settings are able to benefit. 
Disappearing ties, linked to large mature industries, may facilitate adjustment 
to national structural changes through labour matching. Alternatively, large 
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mature industries that benefit from specialised peripheral environments can be 
expected to create growth through mechanisms important for economic 
activities in this kind of regions (Neffke, Henning, Boschma, et al., 2011). This 
need for region-tie-age match may, at least partly, explain why the impact of 
related variety based on different kinds of ties varies by regional hierarchy 
level. 

Furthermore, the findings suggest that relatedness linkages have a ‘best before 
date’: their impact on regional growth depends on their how long they have 
existed in relatedness network. The article argues that the impact of emerging, 
stable, and disappearing ties differs, at least partly, since the complementarity 
potential between related industries becomes depleted over time. In this 
respect, it is not only emergence and disappearance of relatedness linkages that 
may have implications for growth potential of regions, but also exhaustion of 
knowledge spillover potential between industries which remain related 
(Boschma, 2017). For long-term growth studies this means that we should 
challenge the practice of assuming that related variety is converted to growth 
only via knowledge spillovers and consider simultaneously easier structural 
adjustment through better labour market matching (Frenken et al., 2007). 

Article 2 

Kuusk, K. (2021). Regional differences in how related variety ‘works’: the case 
of labour mobility. European Planning Studies, pp. 1-23. 

The article investigates the role of labour mobility in converting related variety 
into growth in Swedish regions in 1991-2010. It argues that the expected 
growth benefits of related variety remain potential benefits unless channels 
(e.g. labour flows, inter-firm cooperation) and regional capabilities are in place 
to convert them into actual growth.  

The article introduces a concept of realised related variety to measure the part 
of this potential that can be linked to some channel. For example, if there was 
a labour flow between two firms from related industries the link between the 
two is classified as ‘realised’.  

The paper demonstrates that in terms of labour flows core and large regions 
realise their related variety potential to a higher degree than smaller ones. 
Small regions partly make up for this through inter-regional labour flows – 
these more than double region’s plant level new related knowledge accessed 
via labour mobility, but this is not sufficient to compensate the difference in 
intra-regional flows. Furthermore, most firms and industries in small regions 
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must rely on channels other than labour mobility to convert potential benefits 
of related variety into growth.  

In line with previous research, related labour flows are positively associated 
with regional employment growth. Core and large regions also benefit from 
related variety realised via other channels. At the same time, the study found 
no evidence that other channels are on average beneficial in smaller regions. 
Thus, from an evolutionary perspective, related variety of industrial structure 
and local related knowledge interactions tend to trigger broader positive 
feedback mechanisms in large regions and uphold existing regional 
hierarchies. The results also indicate that market-mediated knowledge flow 
channels like labour mobility might be underestimated compared to pure 
knowledge spillovers via unintended interactions. Hence, they support the 
argument that growth benefits of related variety are not simply ‘in the air’ 
(Fitjar & Rodríguez-Pose, 2017). 

From a general methodological perspective these two articles agree with the 
conclusions by Firgo and Mayerhofer (2018) that empirical studies need to 
pick spatial units carefully because the relationship between related variety and 
growth varies considerably by regional type. Therefore, using smaller spatial 
units with coherent regional character (e.g. labour market regions) is preferred 
to the use of broad geographical areas (e.g. NUTS2). The latter often consist 
of both urban and smaller non-urban regions which host different kinds of 
economic activities. This means that their potential regional growth benefits 
from related variety might also differ. Using spatial units of consistent 
character is essential to capture such potential heterogeneity of economic 
impacts by regional type (Firgo & Mayerhofer, 2018). 

Article 3 

Kuusk, K. Related diversification potential and pattern of Swedish regions in 
1993-2008 (an unpublished manuscript). 

Article 3 examines related diversification potential and pattern of Swedish 
regions in 1993-2008. During this period the average related diversification 
potential for all regional types remained the same. The article demonstrates 
that related diversification potential has an inverted U-shaped relationship with 
regional size. The highest potential is in large and medium-sized regions, 
whereas for core regions only a few related diversification opportunities 
remain. Core regions partly compensate their poor related diversification 
potential by better general development capabilities and rich non-local 
linkages that facilitate breaking with the past and pursuing unrelated 
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diversifications. Indeed, relatively more unrelated diversifications occurs in 
core regions, which is in line findings that unrelated diversification is more 
likely in regions with high innovation capacity or sophisticated production 
(Petralia et al., 2017; Xiao et al., 2018).  

In addition, the article discusses how waves of radical innovations 
(Schumpeter, 1961) result in reorganisation of relatedness network. This 
creates new related diversifications options for regions, most importantly for 
core regions which had very few before. 

Number of related diversification events in region tends to follow the related 
diversification potential patterns – fewer related industries enter small and core 
regions than medium-sized and large regions. The article also highlights how 
in all regions, except the small ones, entry of new industries leads to decrease 
in related diversification potential. This means that only small regions gain 
new diversification options due to related industry entries.  

Next, the study introduces a framework that connects growth potential based 
on local industry structure to various types of regional development paths 
introducing varying degrees of novelty (continuity vs change) in regional 
economy. It demonstrates how large and medium-sized regions have best 
potential to pursue both path renewal (continuity) and path branching (change). 
Path branching (Frenken and Boschma, 2007) corresponds to related 
diversification. Small regions, on the other hand, would benefit from non-local 
linkages and resources to introduce novelty to their economy (Isaksen, 2015) 
to avoid lock-in (Grabher, 1993). The article also examines how likely are 
rivalrous relationship between paths if a region pursues more than one path 
simultaneously. The results do not raise major concerns about this situation. 

Finally, the paper emphasises that realising growth potential provided by 
related variety requires innovation capabilities, while related diversification 
involves a less risky entrepreneurial discovery of local production costs 
(Rodrik & Hausmann, 2003). This means that it can become harder and harder 
over time for growing large regions to find ‘easy’ growth opportunities by 
imitating others, since their related diversification potential keeps falling as 
they keep acquiring new local industries. To continue growing and reinventing 
the local economy they need to upgrade their innovation capabilities to benefit 
from their growing knowledge diversity. 
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5.2 Conclusions and outlook 

Conclusions 

The dissertation aims to advance our understanding about the role of local 
industry structure in regional economic development. More specifically, it 
explores how relatedness between local industries contributes to and constrains 
regional economic development. It first investigates how relatedness itself is 
co-evolving with broader economic developments and engages then with two 
main strands of evolutionary economic geography (literatures on related 
variety and related diversification) that explore the role of relatedness in 
economic evolution of regions. 

While inter-industry relatedness has a prominent role in narratives explaining 
the evolution of regional economies, the meaning of the concept itself has 
remained fuzzy and relatedness concept would gain from further investigations 
of its nature. By challenging the current static view of relatedness, the 
dissertation demonstrates relatedness has a dynamic nature (Article 1) and 
finds empirical support to respective past speculations (Boschma, 2017; 
Castaldi et al., 2015; Desrochers & Leppälä, 2011). It also argues that this 
dynamism influences the regional growth benefits from related variety. First, 
growth contribution of emerging, stable and disappearing relatedness linkages 
is different and varies by regional context. Second, the findings suggest that 
over time relatedness linkages between industry-pairs tend to deplete their 
potential to spur complementary-based knowledge spillovers and support 
innovation. At a more general level, the dissertation argues that relatedness 
network is co-evolving with broader economic structures and processes, and 
calls for studying the role and evolution of inter-industry relatedness as part of 
broader structural change processes. 

Despite its weaknesses, the concept of relatedness has brought a new 
perspective into the old debate on whether specialisation or diversity of local 
industry structure is more beneficial to regional economic development 
(Beaudry & Schiffauerova, 2009; de Groot et al., 2016; Glaeser et al., 1992; 
Henderson et al., 1995; Storper et al., 2016). This has allowed revisiting this 
classic topic on agglomeration economies in new light.  

While the original explanation about the benefits of related variety focused on 
learning through knowledge spillovers (Frenken et al., 2007), later studies have 
demonstrated that it also facilitates local reallocation of resources (Eriksson & 
Hane-Weijman, 2017; Eriksson, Henning & Otto, 2016; Hane-Weijman et al., 
2018; Jaax, 2016). Based on the insights on agglomeration economies in urban 



54 

economics literature (Duranton & Puga, 2004), the dissertation (Article 2) puts 
forward matching mechanism – that related variety supports higher quality 
matches at local labour market – as the explanation for these benefits from 
labour reallocation. This means that related variety is associated not only with 
benefits from diversity in the form of Jacobs externalities (learning), but also 
with those typically connected to specialisation (matching). 

Furthermore, the importance of these two mechanisms – learning via 
combining knowledge and matching via labour reallocation – likely varies 
depending on the nature of time period, both from the global, national and local 
economic perspective. First, labour reallocation opportunities are especially 
important during economic restructuring. Their availability and attractiveness 
to local inhabitants vis-à-vis opportunities outside the region depend on 
whether the crisis was trigger by global economic rebalancing or slowdown, 
or by specific local events. For example, available reallocation opportunities 
might be better after small-scale local events than in aftermath of global 
recession which influences large part of the economy. Second, since 
innovation activity tends to happen in waves (Schumpeter, 1961), local 
potential for knowledge combination and learning also fluctuates over time and 
is more important during high innovation activity periods. 

Although, the dissertation’s findings do not cast doubt on the role of learning 
in converting related variety potential into growth, they resonate with the 
research that questions the importance of local buzz and pure knowledge 
spillovers, and instead emphasises the role of market-mediated knowledge 
flows like labour mobility (Breschi & Lissoni, 2009; Fitjar & Rodríguez-Pose, 
2017; Power & Lundmark, 2004). Hence, the results underline the importance 
of not assuming that the benefits of related variety are in the air and contribute 
to economic growth the same way in all regional settings (Article 2).  

In support of this latter claim, the dissertation (Article 1 and 2) adds to the 
stock of empirical evidence that not all regions benefit equally from related 
variety (Firgo & Mayerhofer, 2018; Hartog et al., 2012; van Oort et al., 2015). 
It contributes to the literature by suggesting two explanations for these 
differences. First, it argues that the heterogeneous impact of related variety on 
regional growth, comes not only from differences in regional settings per se, 
but also from the qualitative characteristics of the relatedness ties between 
industries (Article 1). Core regions benefit from emerging relatedness ties, 
while in smaller regions employment growth is associated with disappearing 
ties. Hence, it is the match between regional context and nature of relatedness 
ties that is also important. Second, core and large regions which tend to host 
knowledge-intensive industries and have more advanced innovation systems 
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are able to gain from variety of mechanisms and channels (Article 2). Swedish 
peripheral regions, however, might be too small for diversity-based 
development dynamics to emerge (Eriksson & Hansen, 2013), but they do 
benefit from related labour flows that support higher quality matching at local 
labour market (Article 2). Therefore, the dissertation suggests that studies 
about related variety should pay more attention to specific mechanisms at work 
and to regional context. 

At a more general note, the role of related variety and related diversification in 
regional development paint a picture that it is highly path dependent. Related 
variety supports incremental innovation that contributes to regional path 
extension and renewal (i.e. innovation trajectories within the existing local 
industries) (Isaksen et al., 2018) introducing rather continuity than change in 
local economy. Related diversification represents only gradual change via 
regional branching (Boschma & Frenken, 2011). However, since only a 
handful of local related ties are realised (Article 2), knowledge diffusion 
patterns are not pre-determined because most potential local related knowledge 
combinations are not explored. Consequently, related variety’s contribution 
via local learning leaves plenty of room for chance and purposeful activities 
by local agents (i.e. micro-level selection). Likewise, medium-sized regions 
have a range of related diversification options (Article 3) that entrepreneurs 
can imagine, pursue and experiment with to see if these are a good fit with the 
local context (Rodrik & Hausmann, 2003). This means that while we can 
afterwards observe that related diversification is more likely (Boschma, 2017), 
it is difficult to foresee which exact branch in relatedness network the region 
ends up following. This interplay between memory (in the form of existing 
local assets and capabilities) that supports continuity and selection by local 
agents means that even gradual regional development trajectories are 
characterised by third-order emergence – by selectively sampling the 
influences of macro-and meso-structures (like agglomeration economies, 
related diversification options) micro-level agents do not simply amplify 
historical micro-level patterns, but also create heterogeneity and divergence 
within and between the regions (Deacon, 2008; Martin & Sunley, 2012). As a 
result, the unfolding of economic landscape is path dependent, but also 
unpredictable. 

Outlook 

The dissertation highlights three broad avenues for future research on the role 
of relatedness of local industry structure in regional economic development. 
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First, continuous work is needed on the relatedness concept itself if we expect 
to acquire a more nuanced understanding of its role in regional development. 
In past decade, great contributions have been made in exploring various 
techniques to measure relatedness (e.g. Hidalgo et al., 2007; Neffke & 
Henning, 2013). However, we also need more conceptual clarity about what 
relatedness means and how it behaves. This concerns its use interchangeably 
as similarity and complementarity, but also other areas like capturing its 
dynamic nature (Article 1) or exploring its multi-dimensionality (Boschma, 
2017). For instance, more detailed investigation of relatedness changes at 
industry-pair level from the emergence of a tie to its disappearance would 
contribute to our knowledge on the length and nature of full life-cycle of ties. 
In this respect, case studies such as recent work by Ingstrup and Menzel (2019) 
would be much appreciated to advance our understanding on what drives the 
emergence of and sustains inter-industry relatedness. 

Second, while related diversification represents one type of regional path 
development, most research has focused on testing empirically whether related 
or unrelated diversification is more likely and under which circumstances (e.g. 
Neffke, Henning & Boschma, 2011; Xiao et al., 2018). Only few studies have 
looked at related diversification together with other types of regional 
development paths (e.g. Grillitsch et al., 2018). Hence, there is lack of 
quantitative empirical work on the combinations of development paths regions 
follow and on national distribution of various types of regional development 
paths, and the role related and unrelated diversification play in these 
developments at regional and national level. 

Third, more context-sensitive re-theorisation of related variety is a promising 
topic to explore further (Gong & Hassink, 2020). The dissertation argues that 
such re-theorisation(s) should pay close attention to specific mechanisms and 
channels converting related variety into improved regional performance in 
various regional contexts. Article 2 has made some progress in that direction 
by introducing mechanisms associated with agglomeration economies in urban 
economics literature (Duranton & Puga, 2004). However, a comprehensive 
framework combining relatedness literature with insights from urban 
economics literature on agglomeration economies would be an interesting 
avenue to pursue.17 Especially, theoretical explorations about the importance 

 
17 For example, when it comes to learning, related variety literature focuses on knowledge 

generation (e.g. product innovations), but there is little or no discussion on knowledge 
diffusion and accumulation. In addition, while in the dissertation all aspects of benefits 
from labour flows have been classified under matching mechanism, some can also be 
categorised as (risk) sharing in terms of labour pooling. Various benefits have been 
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of different mechanisms (learning, matching, sharing) in converting related 
variety into growth in different times and for different types of regions. This 
could also contribute to the unresolved debate about the superiority of 
specialisation vs diversity in local industrial structure, which Kemeny and 
Storper (2015) have suggested would benefit from a similar introduction of 
temporal and spatial context.  

In addition, with few exceptions (e.g. Fitjar & Timmermans, 2019) related 
variety and related diversification are perceived as universally positive. Thus, 
the field would gain from engaging with critical questions about potential 
asymmetries in their benefits (e.g. similar to asymmetries in knowledge 
sharing and interaction identified in cluster literature (Giuliani & Bell, 2005)), 
and about their role in competition over local resources as demonstrated by 
Fitjar and Timmermans (2019) or explored in regional development path 
literature (Frangenheim, Trippl & Chlebna, 2020). 

Finally, in recent years, theoretical developments in relatedness literature have 
lagged behind the empirical work and the application of relatedness ideas in 
policymaking. We can expect the policy world and empirical research to 
continue actively using relatedness concept in a near future. One can hope that 
future theoretical developments will help to catch up with these ambitions to 
apply the concept, and rather inform empirical work than vice versa. 

 

 

 
assigned to labour pooling, but one of them involves firms sharing the risks of employment 
adjustment in response to firm-specific shocks. Hence, these benefits are associated with 
labour reallocation events. Both firms and employees can gain from labour pooling. So far, 
related variety literature has mainly focused on gains to employees in response to crises 
and plant closures (e.g. Hane-Weijman et al., 2018; Jaax, 2016). 
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Appendix 1. Estimating inter-
industry skill relatedness 

This appendix18 describes the procedure of estimating inter-industry 
relatedness. For illustration purposes, the procedure for the first sub-period 
(1991-1994) is used as an example. 

Data and definitions 

The data contains information on all individuals registered in Sweden for each 
year between 1991 and 1994. An individual is defined as a worker if she (1) is 
in working age (16-64 years old), (2) has a non-zero income from employment 
and (3) is affiliated with an establishment that has a registered industry code. 
Establishments are assigned to 4-digit industries according to the merged 
classification scheme explained in section 3.1 Data. Industries with average 
annual employment lower than 250 persons are excluded from the analysis as 
they are too small to generate or absorb significant labour flows. 

Inter-industry labour flows consist of the sum of individual job switches 
between industries. A change in an industry of employment is registered if a 
worker moves to another establishment at another firm in another industry 
between two years. Requiring change in both the firm and establishment of 
employment lowers the risk to include spurious flows when an establishment 
is reassigned to a different industry. 

The estimation of related ties between industries can be more accurate if the 
analysis is limited to individuals who likely have industry-specific skills. 
Therefore, all flows of individuals earning lower than median wage in their 
industry are excluded. The assumption here is that firms provide higher wages 
to employees with skills important for competitive advantage of the firm. 
Wage of individuals with few skills critical in the industry will be low relative 
to the industry’s overall wage level. This does not necessarily imply that 

 
18 This appendix is largely based on Neffke and Henning (2013). 
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individuals with low wages have no industry-specific skills. Rather, they are 
excluded to reduce the noise in relatedness estimates. A drawback with such 
cut-off is that some high earners work as managers with mostly general skills. 
However, since occupation is not available for the full period, it was not 
possible to exclude workers based on occupation. 

Estimating related ties between industries 

It is logical to expect that labour flows between two industries depend not only 
on whether industries are related or not, but also on some general 
characteristics of these industries. In other words, some industries may exhibit 
substantial in- and outflows of labour regardless of their relatedness to other 
industries. Therefore, it is necessary to use a measure of expected labour flows 
that takes into account those additional factors. Three such variables the 
chosen: employment size of industries, employment growth and average wages 
in industries. 

Since labour flows are an over-dispersed count variable with majority of 
observations being zero (i.e., there are no labour flows between most industry-
pairs), it is appropriate to use a zero-inflated negative binomial (ZINB) model. 
The ZINB regression equation has two components: a regime selection 
equation and a count data component. The former determines whether there 
will be any flow at all. The latter estimates the size of flows, assuming that a 
non-zero regime is selected.  

In order to raise the efficiency of estimates labour flows and employment were 
aggregated across 1991-1994. Following (Neffke & Henning, 2013), the model 
uses variables in levels for the regime selection equation and log-transformed 
variables for the count data equation: 

𝐸൫𝐹ห𝑣 ,𝑤 , 𝜀൯ ൌ ൣ1 െ 𝜋൫𝛾  𝛿𝑒𝑚𝑝,ଵଽଽଵିଵଽଽଷ  𝛿𝑒𝑚𝑝,ଵଽଽଶିଵଽଽସ൯൧ ∙ 

𝑓൫𝛼  𝛽ଵ log൫𝑒𝑚𝑝,ଵଽଽଵିଵଽଽଷ൯  𝛽ଶ𝑙𝑜𝑔൫𝑤𝑎𝑔𝑒,ଵଽଽଵିଵଽଽଷ൯  𝛽ଷ𝑔𝑟𝑜𝑤𝑡ℎ
 

𝛽ଵ log൫𝑒𝑚𝑝,ଵଽଽଶିଵଽଽସ൯  𝛽ଶ𝑙𝑜𝑔൫𝑤𝑎𝑔𝑒,ଵଽଽଶିଵଽଽସ൯  𝛽ଷ𝑔𝑟𝑜𝑤𝑡ℎ൯ 

with 𝑖 the industry of origin of a flow and 𝑗 the industry of its destination, 𝜋 
– the probability that a flow can, in principle, take place, 𝑒𝑚𝑝,௧ – the sum of 
employment in industry 𝑘 in period 𝑡, 𝑤𝑎𝑔𝑒,௧ – the average wage in industry 
𝑘 in period 𝑡, and 𝑔𝑟𝑜𝑤𝑡ℎ – employment growth in industry k across the 
observed years.  
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Using the point estimates of the parameters in the equation above, the expected 
labour flows (𝐹పఫ) for all pairwise industry combinations was calculated. Inter-
industry relatedness is obtained by comparing the expected flows to the 
observed labour flows (𝐹) between the same industry-pair: 

𝑆𝑅 ൌ
ிೕ
ிഢണ

. 

𝑆𝑅  over 1 indicates a related tie between industries. 

Determining the significance levels of skill-relatedness estimates 

Majority of industry-pairs experience no observed labour flows, and in these 
cases predicted labour flows are often negligible as well. This leads to large 
change in skill relatedness when the observed labour flow increases from zero 
to one individual while 𝐹 is less than one. Therefore, skill relatedness is not 
estimated with equal precision for all industry combinations. In order to reduce 
the potential noisiness of skill relatedness measure, confidence intervals for 
estimates were constructed and two industries are considered related only if 
their SR >1 and statistically significant at 5% level. 

To do so, all employees are assumed to have the option to move to a new job 
in a new industry. If N denotes the number of industries present in national 
economy, each individual faces N independent choices: one is staying in the 
current industry, and the other N-1 choices are moves into the rest of the 
industries. This job switch choice can be modelled as a Bernoulli experiment 
where the probability of success is equal to 𝑝   and the corresponding 
aggregate labour flow from 𝑖 to 𝑗, 𝐹, is the outcome of a binomial experiment 
𝐵𝐼𝑁ሺ𝑛,𝑝ሻ where 𝑛 is equal to the employment in industry 𝑖 and 𝑝 is equal to 
𝑝: 

𝐹~𝐵𝐼𝑁൫𝑒𝑚𝑝 ,𝑝൯. 

This allows assessing how likely it is to observe labour flow 𝐹
௦ merely by 

chance. Let �̂� be the expected counterpart of 𝑝: 

�̂� ൌ
ிೕ


. 

Assuming that �̂� represents the real probability that an individual will move 
from industry 𝑖 to industry 𝑗 one can test whether 𝐹

௦ is exceptional or not. If 
𝑆𝑅  1 then the p-value of the corresponding one-sided test can be calculated 
as follows: 
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𝑃൫𝑥  𝐹
௦ห𝑝 ൌ �̂�൯ ൌ 1 െ ∑ ቂ�̂�

 ∙ ൫1 െ �̂�൯
ି ቀ

𝑒𝑚𝑝
𝑟 ቁቃ

ிೕ
್ೞିଵ

ୀ . 

At statistical significance level of 5%, 𝑆𝑅 is significantly larger than 1 in 
6167 industry combinations in 1991-1994. Given that 500 industries were 
present in the Swedish economy during those years and 27549 pairwise 
industry combinations contained non-zero observed labour flows, related ties 
correspond to 2,5% of possible ties and 22,4% of observed ties. 





MEDDELANDEN FRÅN LUNDS UNIVERSITETS 
GEOGRAFISKA INSTITUTION. 

AVHANDLINGAR 

I. Herman Richter: Skånes karta från mitten av 1500-talet till omkring 1700: bidrag
till en historisk-kartografisk undersökning. (1929)

II. Josef Westin: Kulturgeografiska studier inom Nätra-, Näske- och Utbyåarnas
flodområden samt angränsande kusttrakter. (1930)

III. Herman Richter och Wilhelm Norlind: Orbis Arctoi Nova et Accurata Delineatio
Auctore Andrea Bureo Sueco 1626. (1936)

IV. Sven Björnsson: Sommen-Åsundenområdet: en geomorfologisk studie. (1937)
V. Arne Sandell: Tektonik och morfologi inom dalformationen med omgivande

urbergsterräng. (1941)
VI. Sven Dahl: Torna och Bara: studier i Skånes bebyggelse- och näringsgeografi före

1860. (1942)
VII. Karl Erik Bergsten: Isälvsfält kring norra Vättern: fysisk-geografiska studier.

(1943)
VIII. Carl Erik Nordenskjöld: Morfologiska studier inom övergångsområdet mellan

Kalmarslätten och Tjust. (1944)
IX. Sven Björnsson: Blekinge: en studie av det blekingska kulturlandskapet. (1946)
X. Karl Erik Bergsten: Östergötlands bergslag: en geografisk studie. (1946)
XI. Tor Holmquist: Den halländska vinterfiskehamnsfrågan. (1947)
XII. Olof Ängeby: Landformerna i nordvästra Jämtland och angränsande delar av

Nord-Tröndelag. (1947)
XIII. Axel Wennberg: Lantbebyggelsen i nordöstra Östergötland 1600–1875. (1947)
XIV. Lars Bjerning: Skånes jord- och stenindustri: dess utveckling, lokalisering och

betydelse ur näringsgeografisk synvinkel. (1947)
XV. Allan Weinhagen: Norbergs bergslag samt Gunnilbo och Ramnäs till omkring

1820: studier i områdets närings- och bebyggelsegeografi. (1947)
XVI. Helge Stålberg: Smålands skogs- och träförädlingsindustrier: en närings-

geografisk studie. (1947)
XVII. Folke Lägnert: Veteodlingen i södra och mellersta Sverige. (1949)
XVIII. Yngve Nilsson: Bygd och näringsliv i norra Värmland: en kulturgeografisk studie.

(1950)
XIX. Olof Ängeby: Evorsionen i recenta vattenfall. (1951)
XX. Karl Erik Bergsten: Sydsvenska födelseortsfält. (1951)
XXI. Folke Lägnert: Valmanskåren på skånes landsbygd 1911–1948. (1952)
XXII. Olof Nordström: Relationer mellan bruk och omland i östra Småland 1750–1900.

(1952)
XXIII. Arvid Bergdahl: Israndsbildningar i östra Syd- och Mellansverige med särskild

hänsyn till åsarna. (1953)



XXIV.  Sven E Behrens: Morfometriska, morfogenetiska och tektoniska studier av de 
nordvästskånska urbergsåsarna, särskilt Kullaberg. (1953)  

XXV. Torsten Hägerstrand: Innovationsförloppet ur korologisk synpunkt. (1953)  
XXVI.  Gunhild Weimarck: Studier över landskapets förändring inom Lönsboda, 

Örkeneds socken, nordöstra Skåne. (1953)  
XXVII. Ingemar Larsson: Structure and landscape in western Blekinge, southeast 

Sweden. (1954) 
XXVIII.  Sven Godlund: Busstrafikens framväxt och funktion i de urbana influensfälten. 

(1954)  
XXIX. Folke Lägnert: Syd- och mellansvenska växtföljder. Del I : de äldre bruknings-

systemens upplösning under 1800-talet. (1955)  
XXX.  Olof Ängeby: Toppkonstans, erosionsytor och passdalar i Jämtland och 

Tröndelag. (1955)  
XXXI.  Gunnar Johnsson: Glacialmorfologiska studier i södra Sverige. (1956)  
XXXII.  Folke Lägnert: Syd- och mellansvenska växtföljder. Del II: 1900-talet. (1956)  
XXXIII.  Olof Nordström: Befolkningsutveckling och arbetskraftsproblem i östra Småland 

1800–1955. (1957)  
XXXIV.  Sven Godlund: Befolkning - regionsjukhus - resmöjligheter - regioner. (1958)  
XXXV.  Elis Pålsson: Gymnasiers rekrytering och lokalisering. (1958)  
XXXVI.  Harald Svensson: Glaciation och morfologi: en glacialgeografisk studie i ett 

tvärsnitt genom Skanderna mellan södra Helgelandskusten och Kultsjödalen. 
(1959)  

XXXVII. Erik Ljungner: Nahuel Huapi: ein geographischer Querschnitt durch die Anden in 
Patagonien. (1959)  

XXXVIII.  Nils Lewan: Om pendling mellan bostad och arbetsplats: en undersökning med 
material från sydvästra Skåne. (1960)  

XXXIX.  Åke Mattsson: Morphologische Studien in Südschweden und auf Bornholm über 
die nichtglaziale Formenwelt der Felsenskulptur. (1962)  

XL.  Stig Nordbeck: Framställning av kartor med hjälp av siffermaskiner. (1964)  
XLI.  Olof Nordström: Svensk glasindustri 1550–1960. (1962)  
XLII.  Jan Davidsson: Littoral processes and morphology on scandian flatcoasts. (1963)  
XLIII.  Martin Markgren: Detaljmorfologiska studier i fast berg och blockmaterial: 

geomorfologisk studie inom Fennoskandia med Skåne. (1962-1963)  
XLIV.  Martin Markgren: Geomorphological studies in Fennoscandia. II: chute slopes in 

northern Fennoscandia. A: regional studies. (1964)  
XLV.  Martin Markgren: Geomorphological studies in Fennoscandia. II: chute slopes in 

northern Fennoscandia. B: systematic studies. (1964)  
XLVI.  Lennart Améen: Stadsbebyggelse och domänstruktur. (1964)  
XLVII.  Arvid Bergdahl: Det glaciala landskapet. (1961)  
XLVIII.  Olof Nordström - Solveig Mårtensson: Turism på Öland (1966)  
XLIX.  Jan O Mattsson: The temperature climate of potato crops. (1966)  
L.  Nils Lewan: Landsbebyggelse i förvandling. (1967)  
LI. Gösta Nordholm: Skånes äldre ekonomiska geografi. (1967)  



LII.  Sven Godlund - Torsten Hägerstrand - Bengt Svanström: Samhälls-utvecklingen 
och samhällsplaneringen. (1967)  

LIII.  Tor Fr Rasmussen: Storbyutvikling og arbeidsreiser. (1966)  
LIV.  Erik Fagerlund - Harald Svensson - Sven Lindqvist m fl: Infrarödtermografi: 

principer och naturgeografiska tillämpningar. (1967)  
LV. Lars Eldblom: Structure foncière, organisation et structure sociale. (1968)  
LVI.  Knut Norborg: Jordbruksbefolkningen i Sverige. (1968)  
LVII.  Gunhild Weimarck: Ulfshult (1968)  
LVIII.  Rune Järvenstedt - Sven Lindqvist - Jan O Mattsson m fl: Televisionssystem i 

naturgeografisk forskning. (1968)  
LIX.  Arne Jakobsson: Omflyttningen i Sverige 1950–1960. (1969)  
LX.  Åke Hillefors: Västsveriges glaciala historia och morfologi. (1969)  
LXI.  Sven Lindqvist: Bebyggelseklimatiska studier. (1970) 
LXII.  Torsten Hägerstrand, Gunnar Törnqvist m fl: Urbaniseringen i Sverige. (SOU 

1970:14)  
LXIII. Bengt Sahlberg: Interregionala kontaktmönster: personkontakter inom svenskt 

näringsliv – en flygpassagerarstudie. (1970)  
LXIV.  Björn Hedberg: Kontaktsystem inom svenskt näringsliv: en studie av 

organisationers externa personkontakter. (1970)  
LXV.  Mats G Engström: Regional arbetsfördelning: nya drag i förvärvsarbetets 

geografiska organisation i Sverige. (1970)  
LXVI. Torsten Persson: Geomorphological studies in the south-Swedish highlands. 

(1972)  
LXVII.  Dewitt Davis Jr: A factoral ecology of Malmö 1965: the social geography of a city. 

(1972)  
LXVIII.  Zoltan Petery: Studier i svensk regionplanering: regionplanering enligt 

byggnadslagen i mindre regioner. (1972)  
LXIX.  Tommy Book: Stadsplan och järnväg i Norden. (1974)  
LXX.  Hans Abrahamson: Studier i jordbrukets omstrukturering. (1974)  
LXXI.  Christer Persson: Kontaktarbete och framtida lokaliseringsförändringar. (1974)  
LXXII.  Ulf Helldén: Karst: en studie av Artfjällets karstområde samt jämförande 

korrosionsanalyser från Västspetsbergen och Tjeckoslovakien. (1974)  
LXXIII.  Jànos Szegö: Befolkningstäthet, markanvändning, planering (vol 1 o 2). (1974)  
LXXIV.  Raul Nino Guerrero: Rural to urban drift of the unemployed in Colombia. (1975)  
LXXV.  Ulf Erlandsson: Företagsutveckling och utrymmesbehov. (1975)  
LXXVI.  Sture Öberg: Methods of describing physical access to supply points. (1976)  
LXXVII. Bo Lenntorp: Paths in space-time environments: a time-geographic study of 

movement possibilities of individuals. (1976)  
LXXVIII.  Richard Åhman: Palsar i Nordnorge: en studie av palsars morfologi, utbredning 

och klimatiska förutsättningar i Finnmarks och Troms fylke. (1977)  
LXXIX.  Björn Gyllström: The organization of production as a space-modelling mechanism 

in underdeveloped countries. (1977)  
LXXX.  Anders Järnegren - Fosco Ventura: Tre samhällens förändringshistoria: 

exploateringen av den fysiska miljön i historisk belysning. (1977)  



LXXXI.  Tommy Book: Stadsplan och järnväg i Storbritannien och Tyskland. (1978)  
LXXXII.  Jan O Mattsson - Leif Börjesson: Lokalklimatiska temperaturstudier inom ett 

skånskt fruktodlingsdistrikt med särskilt beaktande av frostläntheten. (1978)  
LXXXIII.  Bjørn Terje Asheim: Regionale ulikheter i levekår. (1979)  
LXXXIV.  Solveig Mårtensson: On the formation of biographies in space-time 

environments. (1979)  
LXXXV.  Erik Wallin: Vardagslivets generativa grammatik - vid gränsen mellan natur och 

kultur. (1980)  
LXXXVI.  Reinhold Castensson: Välja för framtid - om markanvändningsval och 

förtroendemannainflytande i kommunal planering. (1980)  
LXXXVII.  Kerstin Montal: Industri och vatten: den vattenförorenande industrins 

lokaliseringsproblem i Malmöhus län. (1980)  
LXXXVIII.  Tommy Carlstein: Time resources, society and ecology: on the capacity for 

human interaction in space and time in preindustrial societies. (1980)  
LXXXIX.  Jonas Åkerman: Studies on periglacial geomorphology in west Spitsbergen. 

(1980)  
XC. Leif Engh: Karstområdet vid Lummelunds bruk, Gotland, med speciell hänsyn till 

Lummelundagrottan. (1980) 
XCI.  Karna Lidmar-Bergström: Pre-quaternary geomorphological evolution in 

southern Fennoscandia. (1982)  
XCII.  Lars-Olof Olander: Staten, kommunerna och servicen: tiden kring kommun-

reformen i ett ekonomiskt – geografiskt perspektiv. (1984)  
XCIII.  Bo Malmström och Owe Palmér: Glacial och peri glacial geomorfologi på 

Varangerhalvön, Nordnorge: geomorfologisk kartering med analys av glaciala 
former och blockhav. (1984)  

XCIV.  Franz-Michael Rundquist: Hybrid maize diffusion in Kenya: policies, diffusion 
patterns and consequences. (1984)  

XCV.  Girma Yadeta: Dynamic processes of development in marginal areas: a case 
study from the pokot of north west Kenya. (1985)  

XCVI.  Anders Sporrek: Food marketing and urban growth in Dar Es Salaam. (1985)  
XCVII.  Rolf Nyberg: Debris flows and slush avalanches in northern Swedish Lappland: 

distribution and geomorphological significance. (1985)  
XCVIII.  Lennart Olsson: An integrated study of desertification - applications of remote 

sensing, GIS and spatial models in semi-arid Sudan. (1985)  
XCIX.  Mikael Stern: Census from heaven?: population estimates with remote sensing 

techniques. (1985)  
C.  Katarina Olsson: Remote sensing for fuelwood resources and land degradation 

studies in Kordofan, the Sudan. (1985)  
CI.  Göran Loman: The climate of a sugar beet stand - dynamics, impact on the crop 

and possibilities of improvement. (1986)  
CI.  Eric Clark: The rent gap and urban change: case studies in Malmö 1860-1985. 

(1987)  
CII. Karin Hall-Könyves: Remote sensing of cultivated lands in the south of Sweden. 

(1988)  



CIII.  Eva Ahlcrona: The impact of climate and man on land transformation in central 
Sudan: applications of remote sensing. (1988)  

CIV. Kerstin Cederlund: Offentlig verksamhet: sysselsättning territoriellt och 
funktionellt. (1988)  

CV.  Per Olof Hallin: Tid för omställning: om hushålls anpassningsstrategier vid en 
förändrad energisituation. (1989)  

CVI.  Jens Möller: Godsen och den agrara revolutionen: arbetsorganisation, domän-
struktur och kulturlandskap på skånska gods under 1800-talet. (1989)  

CVII.  Juha Uitto: The Kenyan conundrum: a regional analysis of population growth and 
primary education in Kenya. (1989)  

CVIII.  Ola Jonsson: Informationsteknologi och arbete: fallstudier inom svensk sjukvård. 
(1989)  

CIX.  Tora Friberg: Kvinnors vardag. Kvinnors arbete och liv: anpassnings-strategier i 
tid och rum. (1990)  

CX.  Tomas Nihlén: Eolian processes in southern Scandinavia and the Mediterra-nean 
area. (1990)  

CXI.  Anders Löfgren: Att flytta hemifrån: boendets roll i ungdomars vuxenblivande ur 
ett situationsanalytiskt perspektiv. (1990)  

CXII.  Irma Guillén: Cuidad Guayana – en stad, två världar: en studie av ett regionalt 
utvecklingsprojekts lokala effekter. (1991)  

CXIII.  Hans Holmén: Building organizations for rural development: state and 
cooperatives in Egypt. (1991)  

CXIV. Petter Pilesjö: GIS and remote sensing for soil erosion studies in semi-arid 
environments: estimation of soil erosion parameters at different scales. (1992)  

CXV.  Ann-Cathrine Åquist: Tidsgeografi i samspel med samhällsteori. (1992) 
CXVI.  José da Cruz: Disaster and society: the 1985 Mexican earthquakes. (1993)  
CXVII.  Tomas Germundsson: Landsbygdens egnahem: egnahemsrörelsen, småbruket 

och landskapet i sydsvenskt perspektiv. (1993)  
CXVIII.  Ann-Katrin Bäcklund: JUST-IN-TIME: hur industriella rationaliseringsstrategier 

formar arbetsdelning och kompetens. (1994)  
CXIX.  Jon Knudsen: Kulturspredning i et strukturelt perspektiv: eksemplifisert ved 

politisk og religiøs endring under moderniseringen av det norske samfunn. (1994)  
CXX.  Tone Haraldsen: Teknologi, økonomi og rom: en teoretisk analyse av relasjoner 

mellom industrielle og territorielle endringsprosesser. (1994)  
CXXI.  Peter Jönsson: Wind climate during the instumental period and recent wind 

erosion in southern Scandinavia. (1994)  
CXXII.  Peter Schlyter. Palaeo-wind abrasion in southern Scandinavia: field and 

laboratory studies. (1995)  
CXXIII.  Jun Yamashita: Spatial interaction and spatial structure: a study of public facility 

location. (1995)  
CXXIV.  Mats Riddersporre: Bymarker i backspegel: odlingslandskapet före kartornas tid. 

(1995)  
CXXV.  Anders Schærström: Pathogenic paths?: a time geographical approach in medical 

geography. (1996)  



CXXVI.  Lars Eklundh: AVHRR NDVI for monitoring and mapping of vegetation and 
drought in east African environments. (1996)  

CXXVII.  Magnus Jirström: In the wake of the green revolution: environmental and socio-
economic consequences of intensive rice agriculture – the problem of weeds in 
Muda, Malaysia. (1996)  

CXXVIII.  Stefan Anderberg: Flödesanalys i den hållbara utvecklingens tjänst: reflektioner 
kring en ”metabolism” – studie av Rhenområdets utveckling. (1996)  

CXXIX.  Karl-Johan Lundquist: Företag, regioner och internationell konkurrens: om 
regionala resursers betydelse. (1996)  

CXXX.  Badr-Eldin Taha Osman: GIS-hydrological modelling in aridlands: a geographical 
synthesis of surface waters for the African Red Sea region in the Sudan. (1996)  

CXXXI.  Marie Stenseke: Bonden och landskapet: ägares och brukares relationer till 
markerna och förutsättningarna för en uthållig markanvänding. (1997)  

CXXXII.  Kristina Blennow: Spatial variation in near-ground radiation and low temperature 
– interactions with forest vegetation. (1997)  

CXXXIII.  Lennart Runesson: Tomträtt: ett markpolitiskt instrument i upplösning. (1997)  
CXXXIV.  Johan Hultman: The eco-ghost in the machine: reflexions on space, place and 

time in environmental geography. (1998)  
CXXXV.  Jonas Ardö: Remote sensing of forest decline in the Czech Republic. (1998)  
CXXXVI.  Per Hillbur: The knowledge arena: approaching agroforestry and competing 

knowledge systems – a challenge for agricultural extensionl (1998)  
CXXXVII.  Tom Mels: Wild landscapes: the cultural nature of Swedish national parks. (1999)  
CXXXVIII.  Carolyn Hannan-Andersson: Promoting equality between women and men in 

bilateral development cooperation: concepts, goals, rationales and institutional 
arrangements. (2000)  

CXXXIX.  Nikolaus Solakius: The Parnassus zone, central Greece. (2000) 
CXL.  Jonathan Seaquist: Mapping primary production for the west African Sahel using 

satellite data. (2001)  
CXLI.  Karin Book och Lena Eskilsson: Stadens struktur: varför och hur? (2001)  
CXLII.  Maria Wikhall: Universiteten och kompetenslandskapet: effekter av den högre 

utbildningens tillväxt och regionala spridning i Sverige. (2001)  
CXLIII.  Rannveig Olafsdottir: Land degradation and climate in Iceland: a spatial and 

temporal assessment. (2002)  
CXLIV.  Marie Ekström: Relationships between atmospheric circulation and wind erosion 

in southern Sweden and Australia. (2002)  
CXLV.  Maj-Lena Finnander Linderson: The spatial distribution of precipitation in Scania, 

southern Sweden: observations, model simulations and statistical downscaling. 
(2002)  

CXLVI.  Richard Ek: Öresundsregion - bli till!: de geografiska visionernas diskursiva rytm. 
(2003)  

CXLVII.  Olivia Louw: Exploring the culture of non-payment in the post-apartheid South 
Africa. (2003)  

CXLVIII.  Cecilia Kjellman: Ta plats eller få plats?: studier av marginaliserade människors 
förändrade vardagsliv (2003)  



CXLIX.  Christina Scholten: Kvinnors försörjningsrum: hegemonins förvaltare och 
murbräckor (2003)  

CL.  Micael Runnström: Land degradation and mitigation in northern China: evaluated 
from the biological production (2003)  

CLI.  Sara Brogaard: Recent changes in land use and productivity in agro-pastoral 
Inner Mongolia, China (2003)  

CLII. Jan_Henrik Nilsson: Östersjöområdet: studier av interaktion och barriärer (2003)  
CLIII. Thomas Hickler: Towards an integrated ecology through mechanistic modelling 

of ecosystem structure and functioning (2004)  
CLIV.  Andreas Persson: Hydrological modelling, topographical influence and yield 

mapping in precision agriculture (2004)  
CLV.  Maria Olsrud: Mechanisms of below-ground carbon cycling in subarctic 

ecosystems (2004)  
CLVI.  Sandra C. Fernández: Farewell to the peasantry?: (Post)modernising rural Mexico 

: the case of the ejido peasants in the Isthmus of Tehuantepec (2004)  
CLVII.  Andrés P. Leskó: To own the phone: spatial diffusion, ownership and regulation 

of telephone service in Argentina, 1878-1990 (2004)  
CLVIII.  Henrik Svensson: Öppna och slutna rum: enskiftet och de utsattas geografi : 

husmän, bönder och gods på den skånska landsbygden under 1800-talets första 
hälft (2005)  

CLIX.  Pablo Morales: Modeling carbon and water fluxes in European terrestrial 
ecosystems (2006)  

CLX.  Emmanuel S. Gritti: Global changes and European terrestrial ecosystems (2006)  
CLXI.  Ola Thufvesson: Kreativitetens yttre villkor: miljöer, rörlighet och nobelpristagare 

(2006)  
CLXII. Deniz Koca: Impacts of regional climate change on Swedish forests: an evaluation 

using process-based regional ecosystem modelling approach (2006)  
CLXIII.  Bodil Elmqvist: Livelihood diversification and land use change in the Sahel: an 

interdisciplinary analysis of gum arabic in Sudan (2006)  
CLXIV.  Jan Vang-Lauridsen: Industrial dynamics and the spatial organization of 

industries (2006) 
CLXV.  Heidi Wiig Aslesen: Innovation in an urban context (2006)  
CLXVI.  Torbjörn Johansson: Temporal and spatial variability of carbon cycling in a 

subarctic landscape (2006)  
CLXVII.  Anders Lund Hansen: Space wars and the new urban imperialism (2006)  
CLXVIII.  Lars Coenen: Faraway, so close!: the changing geographies of regional innovation 

(2006)  
CLXIX.  Pontus Olofsson: Remote sensing of carbon balance across Scandinavian forests 

(2007)  
CLXX.  Margareta Rämgård: The power of place: existential crises and place security in 

the context of pregnancy (2006)  
CLXXI.  Helena Eriksson: Leaf area index of Scandinavian forests: methods using in situ 

and remotely sensed data (2007)  



CLXXII.  Ransom Lekunze: Corporate social responsibility and development: the case of 
the Chad Cameroon Oil Pipeline Project (2007)  

CLXXIII.  Alla Yurova: Hydrological aspects of the carbon balance in a boreal catchment: a 
model study (2007)  

CLXXIV.  Jerker Moodysson: Sites and modes of knowledge creation: on the spatial 
organization of biotechnology innovation (2007)  

CLXXV.  Yahia Mohamed-Mahmood: Chinese development assistance and West African 
agriculture: a shifting approach to foreign aid? (2007)  

CLXXVI.  Høgni Kalsø Hansen: The urban turn and the location of economic activities 
(2008)  

CLXXVII. Helene Bogren: Flytta eller stanna?: betydelsen av plats och platsförankring för 
den kvalificerade arbetskraftens internationella migration (2008)  

CLXXVIII.  Lotten Jönsson Johansson: Semi-natural grasslands: landscape, history and plant 
species diversity: a spatio-temporal study of an agricultural landscape on Öland, 
Sweden (2008)  

CLXXIX.  Carin Nilsson: Windstorms in Sweden: variations and impacts (2008)  
CLXXX.  Margareta Johansson: Changing lowland permafrost in northern Sweden: 

multiple drivers of past and future trends (2008)  
CLXXXI.  Martin Svensson Henning: Industrial dynamics and regional structural change: 

geographical perspectives on economic evolution (2009)  
CLXXXII.  Brynhildur Bjarnadóttir: Carbon stocks and fluxes in a young Siberian larch (Larix 

sibirica) plantation in Iceland (2009)  
CLXXXIII.  Magnus Lund: Peatlands at a threshold: greenhouse gas dynamics in a changing 

climate (2009)  
CLXXXIV. Marcin Jackowicz-Korczyński: Land-atmosphere interactions of a subarctic palsa 

mire (2009)  
CLXXXV.  Nicklas Guldåker: Krishantering, hushåll och stormen Gudrun: att analysera 

hushålls krishanteringsförmåga och sårbarheter (2009)  
CLXXXVI.  Nicodemus Mandere: Alternative agriculture and rural development: a case study 

of sugar beet cultivation in Kenya (2009)  
CLXXXVII.  Anna Wramneby: The role of vegetation-climate feedbacks in regional earth 

system dynamics (2010)  
CLXXXVIII.  Mikhail Mastepanov: Towards a changed view on greenhouse gas exchange in 

the Arctic: new findings and improved techniques (2010)  
CLXXXIX.  Evelin Urbel-Piirsalu: The Estonian forest sector in transition to sustainability?: 

capturing sustainability with the help of integrated assessment (2010)  
CXC. Marie Vandewalle: Effects of past and current land use on biodiversity: from a 

semi-natural grassland on Öland (Sweden) to a European perspective (2010) 
CXCI.  Maria Andrea Nardi: Rural development and territorial dynamics in the 

provinceof Misiones, Argentina (2011)  
CXCII.  Torbern Tagesson: Land-atmosphere exchange of carbon in a high-Arctic wet 

tundra ecosystem (2011)  
CXCIII.  Per Schubert: Model development for estimating carbon dioxide exchange in 

Nordic forests and peatlands with MODIS time series data (2011)  



CXCIV. Mabel Ndakaripa Munyuki-Hungwe: In search of ‘community’ in Zimbabwe's fast 
track resettlement area of Mazowe district (2011)  

CXCV. Oliver Purschke: Plant community assembly and biodiversity: a spatio-temporal 
perspective (2011) 

 
 
 
 
  



MEDDELANDEN FRÅN INSTITUTIONEN FÖR  
KULTURGEOGRAFI OCH EKONOMISK GEOGRAFI. 

AVHANDLINGAR 
 
 

I.  Johanna Bergman Lodin: Engendered promises, gendered challenges. Changing 
patterns of labor, control and benefits among smallholder households growing 
NERICA in Uganda (2012) 

II. Dobloug Tore Anstein: Høyvekstbedrifter og regionale finansieringssystemer 
(2012) 

III.    Patrik Olsson: Ömse sidor om vägen; Allén och landskapet i Skåne 1700–1900 
(2012) 

IV.    Ingrid Helene Garmann Johnsen: Social Capital and Regional Innovation 
Systems – Bridging approaches and broadening understanding of knowledge 
sharing and innovation (2012) 

V.   Roman Martin: Knowledge Bases and the Geography of Innovation (2012) 

VI.   Monica Plechero: The changing geography of innovation – Chinese and Indian 
regions and the global flows of innovation (2012) 

VII.   Erik Jönsson: Fields of Green and Gold: Territorial hunger, rural planning, and 
the political ecologies of high-end golf (2013) 

VIII. Elena Zukauskaite: Institutions and the Geography of Innovation: A Regional 
Perspective (2013) 

IX. Carl-Johan Sanglert: Att skapa plats och göra rum – Landskapsperspektiv på det 
historiska värdets betydelse och funktion i svensk planering och miljövård (2013) 

X. Tiina Lovisa Solbär: Anthropogenic Open Land in Boreal Landscapes – 
Investigations into the Creation and Maintenance of Arable Fields on Swedish 
Farms (2014) 

XI. Ståle Holgersen: The rise (and fall?) of post-industrial Malmö – Investigations of 
city-crisis dialectics (2014) 

XII.                 Wim Carton: Fictitious Carbon, Fictitious Change? Environmental Implications of 
the Commodification of Carbon (2016) 

XIII. Hanna Martin: Innovation for tackling grand challenges: Cleantech industry 
dynamics and regional context (2016) 

XIV. Srilata Sircar: Between the highway and the red dirt track: Subaltern 
Urbanization and Census Towns in India (2016) 

XV. Mikhail Martynovich: General purpose technology diffusion and labour market 
dynamics: A spatio-temporal perspective (2016) 



XVI. Hayford Mensah Ayerakwa: Planting to Feed the City? Agricultural Production, 
Food Security and Multi-Spatial Livelihoods among Urban Households in Ghana 
(2017) 

XVII. Niclas Lavesson: Rural-urban Interdependencies – the role of cities in rural 
growth (2017) 

XVIII. Noura Alkhalili: Between Sumud and Submission: Palestinian Popular Practices 
on the Land in the Edge Areas of Jerusalem (2017) 

XIX. Sarah Harriet Alobo Loison: Survival Options, Processes of Change and 
Structural Transformation: Livelihood diversification among smallholder 
households in rural Sub-Saharan Africa (2017) 

XX. Salvatore Paolo De Rosa: Reclaiming Territory from Below: Grassroots 
Environmentalism and Waste Conflicts in Campania, Italy (2017) 

XXI. Joakim Wernberg: The Inherent Complexity of Agglomeration – Essays on the 
self-organization of urban economies (2017) 

XXII. Karin Lindsjö: “Everybody knows every child should be educated” – The Strive 
Towards Universal Primary Education in Tanzania (2017) 

XXIII. Samuel Omondi: Urban-based Agriculture and Poultry Production. The case of 
Kisumu and Thika in Kenya (2018) 

XXIV. Chia-Sui Hsu: Rural Gentrification in Desakota – Farmland Politics, Alternative 
Food Networks, and the Emergence of New Farmers in Taiwan (2019) 

XXV. Mads Barbesgaard: Landscapes of Dispossession: Multiscalar production of 
space in Northern Tanintharyi, Myanmar (2019) 

XXVI. Johan Miörner: (Re-)shaping regional economies – Regional innovation system 
dynamics and new industrial path development (2019) 

XXVII. Katherine Burlingame: Dead Landscapes – and how to make them live (2020) 

XXVIII. Ibrahim Wahab: A Bird’s-Eye View of Smallholder Productivity. Current 
measurement shortfalls, farmer perceptions and rationality on rainfed farms in 
Ghana (2020) 

XXIX. Hjalti Nielsen: Knowledge intensive business services in non-core areas. 
Preconditions and strategies for value creation and competitiveness (2021) 

XXX. Kadri Kuusk: On inter-industry relatedness and regional economic development 
(2021) 

 

 
 







K
A

D
R

I K
U

U
SK 

 
O

n inter-industry relatedness and regional econom
ic developm

ent 
2021

Lund University
Faculty of Social Sciences

Department of Human Geography

ISBN 978-91-7895-951-8

On inter-industry relatedness and 
regional economic development
KADRI KUUSK  

DEPT. OF HUMAN GEOGRAPHY | FACULTY OF SOCIAL SCIENCES | LUND UNIVERSITYOn inter-industry relatedness and 
regional economic development

Kadri Kuusk studies Human Geography at 
Lund University. She has academic background 
in Economics, Economic History and Public 
Policy studies. In addition, she has professional 
experience and interest in program and policy 
evaluation. Her research interests are in the 
areas of economic geography, innovation 
policy, network studies and complex systems.

9
7
8
9
1
7
8

9
5
9
5
1
8

N
O

RD
IC

 S
W

A
N

 E
C

O
LA

BE
L 

30
41

 0
90

3
Pr

in
te

d 
by

 M
ed

ia
-T

ry
ck

, L
un

d 
20

21


	Tom sida
	Kuusk hela avh E5 nr3.pdf
	Tom sida




