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This paper reconsiders the roles of actors in regional innovation systems in the context of transformative industrial change.
Empirically, it draws on evidence from the Varmland region of Sweden, where regional innovation system actors, with
partial funding from the Swedish Innovation Agency, are striving to build a bioeconomy upon the traditional forest-
related industries. The main findings include that transformative industrial change adds a variety of responsibilities to
regional actors, including the provision of change legitimacy, influencing the industry’s innovation directionality and
achieving social acceptance for change. A combined perspective on sociotechnical transitions and path development

in regional innovation systems theoretically informs the case.
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1. INTRODUCTION

During the past three decades, the regional innovation sys-
tem (RIS) approach has developed into one of the most
influential general analytical and policy frameworks for
innovation-based regional development (Asheim et al,,
2019; Asheim & Gertler, 2005). As one of its strengths,
the RIS literature has brought about a conception regard-
ing the actors involved in regional innovation (Autio,
1998; Doloreux, 2002) and has more recently also contrib-
uted with a dynamic view on actors and regional inno-
vation capacities in the context of industry development
over time (Martin & Martin, 2017; Té6dtling & Trippl,
2013; Trippl et al., 2018).

In this paper we argue that the understanding of
actors and the roles they take in regional innovation
requires reconsideration in light of current challenges
such as climate change and environmental degradation.
Tackling these requires transformative change, which
puts new demands on the directionality of innovation,
and which necessitates a more critical reflection about
normative aspects (Weber & Rohracher, 2012). An

increasing number of contributions engages in the need

and potential of the RIS literature to address these mat-
ters (e.g., Coenen & Morgan, 2020; Martin, 2016;
Strambach & Pflitsch, 2018; T'édtling et al., 2021; Trippl
et al., 2020). However, only little attention has been paid
to regional actors’ changing roles in this regard so far
(Grundel & Dahlstrom, 2016; Martin, 2020; Mattes
et al.,, 2015; Rohe & Chlebna, 2022). We argue that
these changing context conditions have a bearing on
the roles of regional actors to influence innovation-
based regional development and identify this as research
area worth of reflection and analysis. Our aim is thus to
contribute with a novel perspective on RIS actors in the
context of grand societal challenges. A revised under-
standing of actors is crucial for updating the prominently
used concept of RIS, which originates from the 1990s, to
being better applicable on regional transformative
change; and moreover, for designing and implementing
corresponding regional innovation policies.

In theoretical terms, the paper takes a dynamic view on
regional economic transformation through the lens of
industrial path development in RISs (e.g., Isaksen &
Trippl, 2016; Trippl et al., 2020). To embed industrial
path development in its broader societal context and to
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address the need for transformative change, we comp-
lement this perspective with insights from the research
field of sociotechnical transitions. In particular, we use
the functions of the technological innovation system
(TIS) approach (Bergek et al., 2008; Carlsson & Stankie-
wicz, 1991; Hekkert et al., 2007) which point out activities
that are crucial for technological change in an innovation
system. This integration allows us to identify and define
roles of actors in RIS when addressing current societal
challenges. The empirical application of our framework
to a qualitative case study on regional industrial transform-
ation renders possible the attribution of roles to RIS actors
that have been less discussed so far.

Our empirical case focuses on the RIS built around
the forest industry in the Virmland region of Sweden.
Virmland has a long forest industry history, especially
pulp and paper manufacturing. Ongoing attempts of
RIS actors, supported by partial funding from the Swed-
ish Innovation Agency (Vinnova), are striving yet to
build a bioeconomy upon the traditional regional for-
est-related industries. Thereby, a ‘forest-based bioecon-
omy’ involves the production and use of forest resources
and their conversion into an increasing number of by-
products (i.e., materials, fuels and energy). The forest
industry is assumed to possess high potential to contrib-
ute to a major societal transformation to a fossil-free
society (European Commission, 2018) and is a relevant
example of transformative regional industrial change.'
In the presented case, transformative change addresses
conversion of the industrial production system towards
a reduced environmental impact and reduced use of fossil
resources. During the past two decades, the regional for-
est industry has evolved from narrowly focusing on a few
incumbent pulp mills, to building a RIS around many
forest-related extensions that increase value-added rev-
enue. We map key RIS actors to show how their roles
have evolved in the course of the region’s attempts to
transform into a forest-based bioeconomy. Thus, we
argue that transformative change alters regional actors’
roles in the innovation system.

We specifically address

questions:

the following research

e What roles can be ascribed to the actors who drive
change towards the development of Virmland’s for-
est-based bioeconomy?

e What can we learn about RISs actors’ roles during
transformative regional industrial change by combing

the RIS and TIS approaches?

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows.
We begin by reviewing contributions in the fields of
regional and technological innovation systems (TIS) and
contribute with a novel theoretical perspective on RIS
actors in section 2. Section 3 introduces our methodologi-
cal approach and presents the empirical case. We conclude
with a general discussion of our findings, policy impli-
cations and future research avenues in section 4.

2. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

2.1. Actors’ roles in RISs and path development
RISs are in line with the broader innovation systems litera-
ture (Edquist, 1997; Lundvall, 1992) in that they consider
private and public actors, capturing firms, industry associ-
ations, government agencies, research institutes, univer-
sities and other institutes for higher education as actor
groups that shape innovation (Brazcyk et al., 2004).
RISs generally comprise several clusters, which rely on
both public innovation commitment and institutional sup-
port from private actors (Cooke & Morgan, 1998; Cooke,
2001). Thereby, RISs are not considered isolated, self-sus-
taining units, but instead are seen as embedded into
broader national and international policy and knowledge
contexts (Asheim et al., 2011).

The literature on regional innovation is increasingly
addressing how new industries emerge and evolve, a
research stream generally referred to as ‘new regional
industrial path development’ (Hassink et al., 2019).
Inspired by evolutionary economic geography (Boschma
& Frenken, 2006; Boschma & Martin, 2010), RISs have
been recognized as a framework holding great potential
to advance our mechanistic understanding of regional
economic evolution (e.g., Asheim et al., 2019; Trippl
et al., 2018). Recent work by RIS scholars distinguishes
between different forms of path development, pointing
out a variety of directions regional industries can take
(e.g., Asheim et al., 2019; Isaksen et al., 2018). This strand
of literature has long ignored environmental challenges.
Recently, however, a number of RIS contributions have
attempted to capture the transformation of established
industries to produce more environmentally friendly pro-
ducts (Todtling et al., 2021; Trippl et al., 2020).

Actors’ roles in the regional path development process
align closely with the conceptualization of RIS as consist-
ing of knowledge exploration and exploitation subsystems
(Autio, 1998). Firms in related sectors compete for
resources (i.e., labour, knowledge, capital) and are inher-
ently responsible for exploiting knowledge and turning it
into innovations. They also collaborate with research
organizations to address scientific questions. Industry-
specific cluster organizations stimulate innovation activi-
ties by advancing local collaboration and learning pro-
cesses, technological knowledge spillovers and the
creation of localized forms of knowledge (Isaksen, 2011;
Skalholt & Thune, 2014). Actors within the knowledge
infrastructure, such as universities and research institutes,
are important for inputting knowledge into this system.
Other areas within the knowledge infrastructure play
roles in providing higher education and are crucial for pro-
viding competences, skills and training (Doloreux, 2002)
for both the private and public sectors (Trippl et al.,
2015). Other research organizations contribute by finding
applied solutions to firms’ (technological) problems. Firms
may also be involved in improving universities’ study pro-
grammes to secure a future labour force (e.g., Goddard &
Vallance, 2013). Regional policymakers might promote
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path development by creating arenas for knowledge
exchange and by setting up schemes for attracting actors
with complementary skills and resources to the region;
they may also hinder new constellations by political inertia
(Isaksen & Trippl, 2016; Todtling & Trippl, 2005).

Cumulatively, regional path development is considered
progressive in the presence of complementary (technologi-
cal) knowledge spillovers between collocated firms, a
strong scientific knowledge base and/or firms with the
capabilities and resources to make use of this knowledge
(Trippl et al., 2018). Knowledge exchange and learning
processes between firms, and with knowledge providers,
are considered essential triggers for different forms of
path development. Public authorities’ role in shaping
innovation policies for new path development has largely
focused on the support of knowledge combination and
recombination between firms and the RIS knowledge
infrastructure (Isaksen & Trippl, 2016).

Recently, Smart Specialisation and the related EU
Research and Innovation Smart Specialisation Strategies
(RIS3) have become tools for strengthening regional auth-
orities’ roles; they also push regional actors to draw on
their unique resources to strengthen pre-existing specializ-
ations (Foray et al., 2012). RIS3 includes entrepreneurial
discovery processes, or interactions among RIS actors
(Asheim et al., 2017) that encourage bottom-up research
and innovation processes. This is consistent with a recent,
emerging, focus in the literature on how actors shape and
alter regional industrial development (Grillitsch & Sotar-
auta, 2020; Isaksen et al., 2018; Jolly et al., 2020; Simmie,
2012). These contributions focus primarily on pioneering
individuals but can include universities, companies and/
or governments that change regional economic develop-
ment by purposive action. Furthermore, contributions
highlight that actors and activities in RIS are affected by
higher level structures (Asheim et al., 2019). Increasingly
emphasized are system building processes that depend
on collective and coordinated multi-actor activities and
that are crucial for adapting to novel and relevant inno-
vation system arrangements (Gong et al., 2022). This
has a specific bearing on RIS actor groups insofar as it
highlights the importance, yet also difficulties of broad sta-
keholder participation, including the integration of pre-
viously neglected actors, such as civil society actors (i.e.,
labour unions, non-governmental organizations, associ-

ations, etc.) (Kopczynska & Ferreira, 2020).

2.2. Transformative change through the lens of
TISs and sociotechnical transitions

The traditional RIS literature faces some conceptual chal-
lenges regarding its application to transformative change.
Partly, these challenges are rooted in the literature’s
focus on production systems (Truffer, 2008), which con-
sider technological development to be the main force driv-
ing innovation. Furthermore, RISs centre on the internal
functioning of the system, which implicates a lack of
focus on their embeddedness in a broader societal context
(Martin, 2016). During the past decade, scholars have

increasingly acknowledged the value of incorporating
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insights from sociotechnical transitions for studying
regional transformations in general (Truffer & Coenen,
2012), and industrial path development in particular (Coe-
nen et al, 2015). Some recent publications explicitly
engage in the RIS concept (Coenen & Morgan, 2020;
Todtling et al., 2021; Trippl et al., 2020); however, none
of them addresses changing actor roles in context of trans-
formative industrial change.

In order to investigate changing actor roles, we argue
that the RIS approach can particularly benefit from inte-
gration with a functional perspective on TIS. A TIS can
be defined as ‘a set of networks of actors and institutions
that jointly interact in a specific technological field and
contribute to the generation, diffusion and utilization of
variants of a new technology and/or a new product’ (Mar-
kard & Truffer, 2008, p. 611). The strength of the TIS
framework is that it allows taking a dynamic process
view on industries through a focus on system functions.
Its core assumption is that several defined functions
must be carried out in an innovation system for a new
technology to diffuse and induce industry (trans-) for-
mation (Bergek et al.,, 2008; Carlsson & Stankiewicz,
1991; Hekkert et al., 2007). Put differently, the functions
provide important insights into the innovation activities
that are key to transformative change (Hekkert et al.,
2007). We argue, therefore, that this functional approach
will allow us to aggregate and define actors’ roles in the
light of transformative regional industrial change. We
draw on the description of six functions used by Bauer
et al. (2017), which closely relates to the initial suggestion
of TIS functions by Johnson and Jacobsson (2001) and
Bergek et al. (2008):

o Knowledge development and diffusion: the generation,
diffusion and combination of knowledge in the inno-
vation system in breadth and depth.

o Influence of the direction of search: Incentives and/or
pressures for organizations to enter the technological
field (e.g., visions, regulations, policy targets, custo-
mers’ demand articulations, existing businesses’ crises).

o Entreprencurial experimentation: Reducing uncertainty
by probing and applying a technology, creation of
new opportunities and learning processes.

o Resource mobilization: TIS actors’ mobilization of finan-
cial and human capital; also includes complementary
asset mobilization, such as network infrastructure.

o Market formation: Factors targeting market develop-
ment for emerging technologies (e.g., customers’
demand articulations, institutional change, price
changes); market formation often progresses through
various stages of market size.

o Legitimation: Exerting influence on public opinion
about a new technology; targets social acceptance and
compliance with institutions; must be actively formed
by individuals’ and/or organizations’ actions.

Some contributions to TIS use these system functions
to map actors’ activities in transformation processes
(Foxon et al., 2010; Warnke et al., 2016). The theoretical
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integration that we seek follows the same reasoning.
Namely, that TIS functions become manifested in activi-
ties of actors that are involved in transformative change at
the regional level. So far, only a few contributions integrate
such a functional approach into a regional development
perspective (Martin & Coenen, 2015; Rohe, 2020). The
role of actors remains thereby unaddressed.

TISs are prevalently applied in research that relates to
sociotechnical system transitions (e.g., Markard & Truf-
fer, 2008; Weber & Rohracher, 2012). Sociotechnical
transitions denote technological change processes in light
of their embedding in a broader social, cultural and econ-
omic context (e.g., Geels et al., 2008). They are often con-
ceptualized by a dynamic perspective on sociotechnical
regimes, niches and landscapes (e.g., Geels, 2002) and
capture long-term change that is, technologically seen,
radical in nature. The transformation from a fossil-based
economy to a bioeconomy is an example of such a trans-
formation. It implies the replacement of a long-established
complex of production practices and technologies,
demands and user needs, skills, scientific knowledge, pro-
duct characteristics, infrastructures and regulatory frame-
works (Rip & Kemp, 1998) centred on a fossil paradigm
by one centred on a bioeconomy. Against the background
of sociotechnical transitions, TIS constitutes a framework
that allows us to zoom in on (required) innovation
dynamics in one technological field. These dynamics and
importantly, TIS actors’ actions, are situated in a broader
context of change (Warnke et al., 2016; Weber & Rohra-
cher, 2012).

The TIS framework is usually applied to the study of a
single technology. In the broader research fields of bioec-
onomy and biorefining however, TISs have been used as
an umbrella concept for a range of related technologies
(Bauer et al., 2017). Thereby, TIS can span different
firms and factories that are geographically collocated
(e.g., Lopolito et al., 2011; Martin & Coenen, 2015).
This renders possible the application of TIS in our
regional case study on transformative change in context
of a forest-based bioeconomy.

2.3. Towards an integrated view of actors

We propose that complementing RIS by a functional per-
spective on TIS entails benefits for investigating actors’
roles in the context of transformative regional industrial
change. Viewing T1IS functions through a general lens of
sociotechnical transitions suggests that activities in the
innovation system take place in the light of broader
societal change. We therefore consider RIS and their
actors as embedded in a larger, dynamic societal context.
To form a functioning innovation system, actors seek to
put in place new alignments between a technology and
various institutional factors.

The TIS functions allow us to zoom in on the actions
needed for shaping a functioning innovation system in a
new technological field. Recalling the functions in light
of actors’ roles described in the RIS literature, it becomes
evident that the TIS functions incorporate a broader
activity range. Legitimation and influence of the direction

of search imply a deviation of innovation activities from
‘established mainstream’. This adds further focal responsi-
bilities to actors in that they are required to counteract
probable resistance to change and generate legitimacy for
a new technological trajectory (Hekkert et al., 2007). Con-
tributions on regional innovation emphasize that to
achieve change, actors need to break from existing social
rules and technological paradigms (Grillitsch & Sotarauta,
2020). This requires the participation of a multiplicity of
actors (Steen & Hansen, 2018) and hence presumes
according capacities of RIS actors to induce and retain
change (Kopczynska & Ferreira, 2020; Martin & Martin,
2017). Creating demand and markets constitute important
functions in TIS, but are less addressed as actors’ fields of
activity in the regional innovation literature (Martin et al.,
2019). A few recent studies, however, provide evidence
regarding the importance of demand for green transform-
ations of regional industries (Martin & Martin, 2021;
Uyarra & Flanagan, 2022). The notions of the remaining
functions, that is, the development and diftusion of knowl-
edge, entrepreneurship, and the mobilization of financial
and human capital are well-established also in the RIS ter-
minology (e.g., Pyka et al., 2019). However, they cannot
be simply transferred to RIS because the TIS functions
have to be seen in close interrelation with one another
(Bergek et al., 2008). Hence, knowledge development
and diffusion, entrepreneurial experimentation and the
mobilization of financial and human capital must be
seen in the context of regime change. Entrepreneurial
activities might include technological areas that are highly
uncertain, without prospects regarding future profitability
or societal acceptance (Coenen et al., 2015). They might,
therefore, take different foci than those addressed by the
RIS literature so far. For instance, they might involve a
broader societal debate regarding the needs of a transform-
ation (Trippl et al., 2020) and might necessitate the invol-
vement of new actor groups such as non-governmental
organizations or civil society (organizations) (Foray
et al., 2012; Grundel & Dahlstrém, 2016) for achieving
acceptance and making a larger societal transformation.
However, this is also a dual relationship, meaning that
the role of civil society and social interactions based on
shared norms, values, routines and practices among RIS
actors also can have positive effects on regional develop-
ment, innovation and renewal (Aragén Amonarriz et al.,
2019; MacGregor et al., 2010).

Our integrative approach implicates theory-led expec-
tations on RIS actors’ activities in the context of transfor-
mative change, which differ from those described in the
RIS framework so far. For giving momentum to transfor-
mative industrial change, our framework suggests that RIS
actors need to take active roles in fulfilling TIS functions.
Our elaborations indicate a stronger focus on so-far less
discussed aspects such as legitimation, the influence of
the direction of search and market creation, as well as a
new interpretation of roles that address the development
and diffusion of knowledge in a broader sense. Taking
and performing new roles involves action by pioneering
actors to steer away from existing rules and paradigms;
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and by implication, presumes capacities of actors to induce
and retain change.

Our theoretical perspective thus provides insights
regarding the roles and particular activities that RIS actors,
striving to promote transformative regional industrial
change, need to incorporate. At the same time, our
approach comes with indications that (some) of the actor
roles are likely to involve links beyond the RIS: We con-
sider RIS being embedded in a broader sociotechnical con-
text, which is rooted in the understanding that RIS and
TIS operate at different scales. Concretely, this view
implies that by taking new actor roles (of which some
may exceed the RIS context), regional actors are likely to
also engage in the development and shaping of the TIS
beyond the regional context.

We take these theoretical considerations with us to the
next section where we further investigate what roles can be
ascribed to the actors who drive change towards the devel-
opment of Virmland’s forest-based bioeconomy.

3. METHODS AND EMPIRICAL ANALYSIS

Our analysis is primarily based on a combination of quali-
tative research methods; however, we substantiate some
industrial characteristics with statistical evidence. Fifteen
individual semi-structured, in-depth interviews with key
regional stakeholders collaborating in a triple helix system
on the forest-based bioeconomy were conducted between
January 2015 and June 2019. The interviewees included
four regional officials, nine firms and industry representa-
tives, and two researchers. Our interview guides were
theoretically informed and thematically organized. Inter-
view contents concerned the actor-networks and collabor-
ations within (and beyond) the RIS, their participation in
activities and events targeting transformation, as well as
the actors’ specific work towards transformative change.
Our qualitative approach puts central that capturing
people’s experiences is crucial for obtaining a holistic
understanding of a social context; and further, that a var-
iety of experiences is needed to develop knowledge for
tackling challenges (Brink, 1999). We transcribed our
interviews verbatim; important quotes have been trans-
lated from Swedish into English. To ensure truthfulness
and consistency of our research, we, authors, commonly
and in discussion with one another searched for a common
line of agreement among the interview respondents’ state-
ments. The interviewees were given the possibility to read
the paper manuscript and to approve or mention disagree-
ment regarding contents and direct quotes used. To
strengthen the embedding of our interviews with their
context, we conducted an extensive analysis of this regional
case’s documentation, including websites, policy reports
and other strategy documents. Furthermore, and to
include knowledge and empirical data from a broader
range of the region’s actors on the challenges and advan-
tages of a forest-based bioeconomy, we organized five
workshops between October 2015 and August 2019.
These spanned civil society organizations, regional auth-
orities’, firms and cluster organizations, and the university.

REGIONAL STUDIES

Between 2015 and 2021, we also participated in a variety
of bioeconomy activities such as workshops, conferences,
fairs and study visits also serving as a platform for partici-
patory observation and interaction with key stakeholders
in the region. We ourselves can, therefore, be regarded
as part of the RIS under study, based on the motive of
multidimensionality of societal challenges, which makes
it necessary to include knowledge from a variety of actors.
Another motive for this research was to transfer the results
back into the innovation system.

4. TRANSFORMATIVE REGIONAL
INDUSTRIAL CHANGE: TOWARDS A
FOREST-BASED BIOECONOMY IN
VARMLAND

Virmland is one of Sweden’s 21 counties, located in wes-
tern parts of the country, bordering Norway. It is a thinly
populated area with about 16 inhabitants/km?®. The forest
industry has historically been important for Virmland,
economically and in terms of regional identity. Even in
the mid-19th century, the forest industry consisted of
more than 50 mills. From the 1950s on, pulp and paper
producers were affected by increased international compe-
tition, leading to structural change in the industry shifting
from small mills to large-scale production facilities. The
industry was severely challenged during the 1990s, with
growing awareness of its energy-intensiveness and pollut-
ing character (Bergquist & Soderholm, 2011). These com-
mon challenges led to collaborations among some of the
dominant pulp producers in Virmland, culminating in tar-
geted actions during the late 1990s, also crucial for further
industry development of the forest sector in the region.
Today there are about 200 core companies within the
pulp and paper industry in Virmland, including major
mills, machinery suppliers, sawmills and consulting ser-
vices in the paper and pulp arena (Mikkola et al., 2016).
However, only seven of the original 50 pulp mills remain.
Both small and large local and global firms are present,
providing technology, engineering, market pulp or fin-
ished paper products for the global market (Bjurulf & Ols-
son, 2010). In 2018, the exports of the industry amounted
to 15,600 million SEK (Fineman & Claesson, 2020) and
the industry employs a labour force of approximately
12,000 (Mikkola et al., 2016) with generally constant,
yet slightly decreasing levels in the period 2011-17 (Stat-
istics Sweden, 2018). Of the 200 companies, more than
120 are today members of a regional business cluster tar-
geting the forest bioeconomy (Paper Province, 2021).
The traditional regional industry niche is packaging, an
advantage when the Scandinavian paper industry is chal-
lenged by rapidly decreasing global demand for paper pro-
ducts such as newspapers (Coenen et al., 2015). The
regional transformation goes along with a diversification
into a larger variety of branches, which increasingly chal-
lenges capturing all companies that contribute to the for-
est-based  bioeconomy. A  collaboration between
Statistics Sweden and the Swedish regional governments
in 2018 assessed the value added by the Virmland
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forest-based bioeconomy to be constantly increasing,
amounting to plus 29.1% between 2008 and 2017. During
the same period, fossil emissions by the regional industry
were assessed as a decrease of 17.9% (Statistics Sweden,
2018).

4.1. RIS actors from the late 1990s to the late
2000s

A central player in the Virmland RIS has been the cluster
organization Paper Province. Founded as a membership
organization by seven firms in 1999, its goal was to solve
industry-spanning challenges such as difficulties with
attracting and hiring skilled labour (Paper Province,
2019a). From the early 2000s on, the cluster’s strong
focus was to promote general interest in the industry.
This included an emphasis on packaging through
strengthened industry innovation environments, which
allowed companies to test new packaging-related products
and services. An additional focus was on increasing indus-
try energy efficiency, achieved by founding the worldwide
pulp and paper industry’s first centre for energy efficiency
in 2007 (Paper Province, 2019a). From the late 1990s until
the late 2000s, the cluster organization was predominantly
oriented towards the exchange of technology-related
knowledge, networking, collaboration and industry-
focused information dissemination as pointed out in the
RIS literature (Isaksen, 2011; Skilholt & Thune, 2014).
Firms’ responsibilities have been strongly associated with
innovating by exploiting according to available knowledge
(Autio, 1998; Paper Province, 2019a).

Since the beginning of the 2000s, the regional auth-
ority, Region Virmland, is another major actor in the
RIS. Over the years, their scope of responsibility has
increased to include a broad spectrum of regional develop-
ment issues, with the main task to promote growth and
favourable conditions for regional development. Another
important actor is Karlstad University, with several early
established research projects between the university and
the paper and pulp industry. The collaborative projects
incorporated the paper, pulp and printing technology
fields, as well as materials and chemical engineering
(Van Vught et al., 2006). An Organisation for Economic
Co-operation and Development (OECD) project on the
contribution of universities to regional development, in
which both Region Virmland and Karlstad University
took part from 2005 to 2007 led to a more focused regional
policy strategy, with significant RIS engagement and a for-
mal collaboration agreement between these two actors
(Circle & CURDS, 2013; Jolly et al., 2020; Kempton,
2015). During this early period, RIS collaborations were
developed and facilitated; however, they were mainly lim-
ited to the three above named actors and a few paper mills.
Interactions predominantly targeted knowledge combi-
nation and recombination between firms and the RIS
knowledge infrastructure (Isaksen & Trippl, 2016).

From 2010 onwards, collaborations between these
actors intensified and gave momentum to further arenas
for knowledge exchange and learning processes, counter-
acting inertia in a traditional industry (Isaksen & Trippl,

2016; Todtling & Trippl, 2005). The aim was to generate
further research and innovation funding by directly linking
university research and the regional firms’ research needs

(Circle & CURDS, 2013).

4.2. Joint efforts to build a forest-based
bioeconomy

Around 2011, the cluster organization, in collaboration
with the regional authority, decided to apply for Vinnova’s
(the Swedish Innovation Agency’s) programme ‘Vinnvixt
— Regional Growth through Dynamic Innovation Sys-
tems’ (Vinnova, 2016), the aim of which is to promote sus-
tainable growth in Swedish regions by developing
internationally competitive research and innovation
environments (Vinnova, 2019). The main reason to prior-
itize a forest-based bioeconomy was the common desire by
the cluster organization and regional authority to broaden
the focus from the vulnerable forest industry to a larger
variety of industrial sectors. What we talked about back
then was to start from the felled tree, it was there the
Vinnvixt initiative started. And then what we could do
is value-creating (senior official, regional authority). This
implied an expansion to include more forest-related sec-
tors, such as sawmills and energy companies. In 2013,
the bid to Vinnova was successful and resulted in a 10-
year, 130 million SEK initiative named ‘Paper Province
2.0’. It runs until 2023 and is collaboratively funded by
Vinnova (50%) and a triple helix partnership (50%) con-
sisting of Paper Province and its members, Virmland’s
regional and several local authorities, Karlstad University,
Research Institutes of Sweden (RISE) and the Swedish
Forest Agency. In contrast to other Vinnova-funded
initiatives, which often address technological development
in specific sectors, Paper Province 2.0 also addresses the
larger societal transition towards a forest-based bioecon-
omy. This means that transformation initiatives should
involve a broad range of actors from across society, includ-
ing civil society actors, consumers and users (Grundel &
Dahlstrom, 2016). The successful Vinnova bid would
likely have been impossible without the previous for-
mation of the region’s intensive triple helix collaboration
(Circle & CURDS, 2013; Kempton, 2015).

Shortly after receiving the Vinnvixt grant, Region
Virmland developed a regional research and innovation
strategy for Smart Specialisation: Virmland’s Research
and Innovation Strategy for Smart Specialization 2015—
2020 (VRIS3) (Region Virmland, 2015). Development
of this strategy occurred through close collaboration with
previously named RIS actors, and explicitly addressed
societal challenges including those related to the environ-
ment and climate change (Region Virmland, 2015). Vinn-
vixt funding and the close collaboration between Region
Virmland and Paper Province were crucial to the decision
to make forest-based bioeconomy the top Smart Specialis-
ation priority. Hence, Vinnvixt has been fundamental to
stimulating transformative change in many ways. It serves
as an umbrella that provides change legitimacy and direc-
tionality, under which regional authorities in close collab-
oration with other RIS actors purposively alter regional
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economic development (Asheim et al., 2017; Isaksen et al.,
2018). The initiative also supports entrepreneurial exper-
imentation as well as knowledge development and diffu-
sion throughout the bioeconomy theme, both for
incumbents and new industry actors (Jolly et al., 2020).
It also provides important financial resources for change
momentum for firms as well as for Karlstad University.

4.3. Changing actor roles

The endeavour to address societal challenges and trans-
form the forest industry in Virmland into a forest-based
bioeconomy has changed RIS actors’ roles. Instead of pre-
dominantly tackling incumbent forest companies’ pro-
blems (e.g., obtaining a skilled labour supply), the cluster
organization is now addressing broader transformation;
in TIS contributions expressed as exerting influence on

public opinion regarding the industry (Bergek et al., 2008):

From the beginning, Paper Province was a corporate cluster
and worked for the companies and their issues ... work with
skills supply, networking, and certain theme issues and so
on. ... [Now]it’s about being a system player. ... We mis-
sion much more, I think, than we have done before, about
the role of the forest and such.

(senior industry representative, cluster initiative)

Thus, the intention to work towards public acceptance of a
forest-based bioeconomy has accelerated. This work
requires providing information about multiple forest uses
and working to change the industry’s previously negative
image. Municipality workshops that span a broad range
of actors, including those in civil society, have served to
increase awareness of a regional bioeconomy, support
local innovations and create an innovation platform for
the developing bioeconomy.

We try to get closer to civil society, for example, through
these municipal workshops. ... We have invited associ-
ations and so because there is also a great power in it, for
knowledge development and idea generation.

(senior industry representative, cluster initiative)

[I]t is an important group of players. They are, nevertheless,
end consumers and those who receive the information. The
negative information also, so we have to give the counter-
arguments — that is important.

(senior industry representative, cluster initiative)

Paper Province thus provides new platforms within which
a variety of actors meet. It encourages confrontation with
different societal opinions, recognizing that legitimacy is
not given but must be formed (Bauer et al., 2017). The
development and diffusion of knowledge include the
civil society (Grundel & Dahlstrom, 2016) and by impli-
cation, captures a so-far less addressed breadth and
depth in the RIS. The latter also implicates the cluster
organization’s involvement in supporting institutional
change and demand articulation.
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The cluster organization has become an important
industrial transformation reference for companies in
the region. These are aware of the general environ-
mental debate and the potential innovation opportu-
nities it brings for the industry. However, Paper
Province clearly influences the companies’ direction of
search (Bauer et al, 2017) and provides an umbrella
creating overall legitimacy for change (Hekkert et al.,
2007).

And we feel very much that this global societal challenge,
that it is a reality today. ... [I]tis a strong, strong driving
force that also drives the forest industry companies.

(senior official, regional authority)

Paper Province is very much trying to inspire companies to
change and re-think. To be that inspiring partner, and also
the enlightening partner.

(business consultant in the forest industry)

Transformation spans both incumbent and new compa-
nies (Jolly et al., 2020). With its traditional packaging
focus, Varmland industry has found a niche in sustainable
packaging products, as well as in reduced material inputs
in their production. An example is the €700 million
investment by Billerud Korsnids in a state-of-the-art
board-making machine (Paper Province, 2019b). In
addition, companies are involved in research on possible
by-products from lumber, as well as paper and pulp pro-
duction that might replace fossil-based products.
Examples include the design and production of 3D-
printed kayaks from bio-based waste (Melker of Sweden,
2021). An incumbent mill, Nordic Paper, supplies lignin
to a test bed where companies in collaboration with
research develop new fossil-free products such as bioplas-
tics (Lignocity, 2021). Improving the industry’s energy
efficiency is still a field of innovation, while also tim-
ber-based construction has become a more pronounced
regional stronghold. An example is the new production
line for cross-laminated timber, a Stora Enso investment
of €45 million (Stora Enso, 2019). While a few incum-
bent mills traditionally dominated the company land-
scape of the Virmland RIS, initiatives to support
entrepreneurship and start-ups have been central during
the past decade.

It is important that the large companies participate in differ-
ent types of consortia and network collaborations with smal-
ler and innovative companies. It is already happening to

some extent.
(senior representative, research services for the forest
industry)

In [another region] for example, it can often be difficult to go
from research to a start-up company. Then it can sometimes
be better to move that research result here to make the start-
up company. And now we have also started such an incuba-
tor that will be able to help with that.

(senior official, regional authority)
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Forest industry companies perceive the adjustment to con-
sumer norms and values as increasingly relevant for secur-
ing their market share and improving their image. Closely
related, they are aware that tackling environmental issues
is crucial for attracting a young labour force to their oper-
ations (Forsmark Karlsson & Ostberg, 2016).

Our analysis supports that in the context of transfor-
mative industrial change, companies’ innovation activities
change directionality. Companies’ central roles in the RIS
still lie in exploiting, combining, and recombining knowl-
edge and turning it into innovations (Autio, 1998; Isaksen
& Trippl, 2016). The influence of the direction of search
and legitimacy of change provided by pioneering organiz-
ations (Grillitsch & Sotarauta, 2020), such as Paper Pro-
vince, additionally supports their identification with the
environmental debate.

Karlstad University has benefitted from the Vinnvixt
grant by gaining a growing technological research environ-
ment for forest-based bioeconomy. Vinnvixt and the
Smart Specialisation Strategy have also strengthened
social science research in this field. Forest industry-related
research has thus broadened, going beyond technology and
the physical sciences. Social science research is increasingly
important for conveying knowledge about this transform-
ation, and how to strengthen the RIS and build new
collaborations:

It is incredibly important that [the university] grows, even
when it comes to the bioeconomy side with both technology
and CTF [Service Research Centre] and CRS [Centre for
Research on Sustainable Societal Transformation], that we
get a greater critical mass, that we become known as the
bioeconomy project.

(senior industry representative, cluster initiative)

This informant stresses that both in-depth knowledge
development (i.e., about specific technological matters)
and breadth are important to transformation, and lead to
a broader view of societal dynamics. This can also take a
non-technological entrepreneurial experimentation form,
in which new learning processes are created (Bauer et al,,
2017).

Region Virmland’s scope of responsibility has
increased over the years, as have its in-house expertise
and capacity to address a broad spectrum of regional devel-
opment issues. This case’s regional economic development
clearly benefits from related variety (Neftke et al., 2011)
among forest-related branches. However, the regional
authority takes an active role in facilitating collaboration
between actors and companies under the bioeconomy ban-
ner. The regional authority is involved in entrepreneurial
experimentation by stimulating new learning processes
between companies, and by influencing the direction of
search through its Smart Specialisation Strategy.

It is in these spaces in between [companies] where we can
enter. These are, for example, about creating side streams,
there we can go in.

(senior official, regional authority)

Combined with Vinnvixt funding, this creates an overall
development goal and vision. Region Virmland’s authority
actions also provide change legitimation (Bauer et al.,
2017). Through research projects, Region Virmland is
involved in several aspects of financial capital mobilization,
which are important for building a TIS (Hekkert et al.,
2007); it has also mobilized in-house human capital.

Another aspect of targeting change legitimacy (Bergek
et al., 2008) is improving regional branding to increase
global visibility. The regional actors, led by Region Virm-
land, commonly engage in supra-regional decision-mak-
ing processes. For example, Region Virmland is actively
working to create a stronger awareness of forest industry
potential in northern Europe. This is simultaneously a
form of market creation, acknowledging that full trans-
formation depends on the establishment of larger, inter-
national markets for bio-based products. It also points to
the need for changes in the broader sociotechnical context
(Bauer et al., 2017), and reveals that green regional trans-
formations do not end at the regional boundaries (Martin,
2020).

[With the forest-based bioeconomy,] I think that maybe we
can make a bigger impact at the European Commission than
the forest industry can because we are not talking about our-
selves as an industry, but the [European] Commission may
have a tendency to listen more to us, perhaps, because we
have a broader perspective on a question. So that’s also
one aspect regarding the market.

(senior official, regional authority)

A full description of all actors who have contributed to this
regional transformation, and additional activities that have
taken place within the RIS, would be beyond the scope of
this paper. Indeed, the number of actors involved in the
regional forest-based bioeconomy endeavour has steadily
increased. Our analysis suggests that actors’ roles during
transformative change differ from the conventional roles
usually ascribed to RIS actors. Previous contributions
have mainly focused on knowledge combination and
recombination between firms and the knowledge infra-
structure, with a dominant technological focus. The pre-
sent case suggests a broadening from a purely
technological focus to increased consideration of societal
factors and challenges. Table 1 gives an overview of our
empirical findings by summarizing how actors in Virm-
land have changed their roles to promote transformative
change.

Our analysis however also reveals that challenges exist
that limit a full transformation. For example, there remain
conflicts between biological diversity and forest clearing for
economic purposes, and the environmental impact of the
forest industry is not unproblematic (Holmgren et al,,
2022). Further, civil society involvement in the transform-
ation process has not gained much momentum over the
past several years. This is also in line with MacGregor
et al. (2010) showing that a well-developed triple helix sys-
tem can lead to lock-ins rather than an inclusion of civil
society in RISs.

REGIONAL STUDIES
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Table 1. Regional innovation system (RIS) actors’ conventional

transformative change.

roles in path development and additional roles during

Conventional roles in path

Actors in RIS development

Additional roles during transformative change

Cluster organization Promoting innovation by:

(representing industry)
learning

e Supporting (technological)

knowledge exchange

 Providing collaboration platforms

Authorities Promoting innovation by:

o Creating arenas for (technological)

knowledge exchange
e Attracting financial and

complementary human resources/

skills to the region

Research institutes and .
higher education capital)

» Providing technological research

Firms .
knowledge exploitation
o Market creation (although less
emphasized)

e Advancing local collaboration and

Providing education (i. e. human

Innovating through technological

o Exerting influence on the public opinion regarding the
industry and transformation at large; social acceptance
for change is not given but must be formed

« Influencing the innovation direction of the industry and
providing incentives to contribute to transformation
(and by doing so, reducing uncertainty)

e Advancing learning and collaboration in breadth and in
depth: facilitating new learning processes and new
actor constellations

o Facilitating market formation through supporting
institutional change and demand articulation

» Providing legitimacy for societal and technological
change

¢ Influencing the direction of search of RIS actors

e Mobilizing financial and human (in-house) resources

o Market formation, e.g., by engaging in supra-regional
policy-impact activities

o Diffusing and combining knowledge in breadth and in
depth, involving new actors and triggering new
collaborations

e Experimenting through creating new learning
opportunities around new technologies; reducing
uncertainty

o Development of knowledge in breadth additional to a
technological focus; social science research becomes
more important

o Providing science-based legitimacy for change by
communicating the need for combined sociotechnical
change

o Technological knowledge exploitation and market
creation targeting transformative change (new
directionality)

e Anchoring with and consideration of societal
challenges in innovation (novel breadth and depth in
knowledge exploitation)

5. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

This paper aims to contribute with a novel perspective on
RIS actors in the context of grand societal challenges. By
complementing a dynamic perspective on RIS with a func-
tional approach to TIS, the paper advances the under-
standing of RIS actors’ roles during transformative
regional industrial change.

Our empirical investigation of actors who drive change
in Virmland’s forest-based bioeconomy reveals that trans-
formative change does alter RIS actors’ roles; and particu-
larly, that it broadens actors’ spectrum of responsibilities.

We find that RIS actors carry out TIS functions for giving

REGIONAL STUDIES

momentum to regional transformation in a particular
technological field. Regional key actors are increasingly
involved in knowledge development activities and learning
processes that go beyond a technological focus. Influen-
cing the direction of search and providing change legiti-
macy for a transformation are further roles that add to
the RIS actor’s responsibilities. In our empirical case, we
identify a stronger weight of societal research regarding a
regional university’s role in the RIS knowledge develop-
ment and diffusion. Furthermore, a cluster organization
is engaged in knowledge diffusion about conflicting inter-
ests concerning the use of forests. Simultaneously, the civil
society becomes important in the cluster organization’s
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knowledge development, pointing to the importance of
new actor constellations for learning processes, for
example, about societal values. Closely connected, we
reveal new roles of the cluster organization in providing
change legitimacy, and by implication, influencing inno-
vation directionality of the industry towards environ-
mental sensitivity. Companies’ central roles in innovating
remain, technological knowledge exploitation however
caters a new directionality and is increasingly oriented on
discourse regarding societal development challenges.
Similar responsibilities regarding the search direction of
RIS actors and legitimacy provision for societal and tech-
nological change can be ascribed to the regional auth-
orities. However, in our case, their role lies stronger on
technological experimentation aspects and the mobiliz-
ation of financial and human capital resources. The
regional authorities and the cluster organization also take
roles in demand articulation and market creation. Taking
the regional authority’s actions as an example, it becomes
evident that transformative change also implies new
responsibilities regarding how RIS actors work to create
legitimacy on higher spatial scales. A complete regional
transformation will not only depend on internal action,
but also on changes within the broader national and inter-
national arenas (i.e., the supra-regional sociotechnical
context). By implication, RIS actors also influence TIS
development beyond the regional context.

The combined view on RIS and TIS thus suggests that
for giving momentum to transformative industrial change
in a certain technological field, RIS actors need to take and
perform active roles in fulfilling TIS functions. This pre-
sumes the capacities of actors to induce and retain change
by continuously aligning expectations and by mobilizing a
multiplicity of actors (Gong et al., 2022; Martin & Mar-
tin, 2017; Steen & Hansen, 2018). It emphasizes the pre-
viously named abilities of actors to break from existing
paradigms, both in technological and social terms (Coenen
& Morgan, 2020; Grillitsch & Sotarauta, 2020; Isaksen &
Jakobsen, 2017). Historically grown collaborations can be
considered crucial for the successful Vinnova bid; and at
later stages, the Vinnvixt initiative provided an umbrella
for change legitimacy.

This paper brings about a novel perspective on
regions’ capacities for innovation and transformation,
and also for regional policy to support transformative
industrial change in particular technological areas. It
shifts focus away from firms’ innovation capacities and
the capacities of research to a more comprehensive
view, including a larger variety of actors and responsibil-
ities. The creation of new sociotechnical alignments both
within the RIS and beyond its boundaries becomes fun-
damental as technological development needs to consider
and be aligned with societal development challenges. In
this regard, our investigation advocates for stronger
roles of RIS actors in providing change legitimacy, influ-
encing the direction of search and market creation, as
well as in enabling novel forms of knowledge develop-
ment and diffusion. Regional policies can thus actively
support transformative industrial change in a particular

technological field through encouraging the exerting of
TIS functions by RIS actors. Thereby, regional actors
also need to be considered as agents who convey within
the supra-regional policy context.

Our contribution highlights the need for a revised
(theoretical and empirical) understanding of regional
actor roles for addressing and achieving transformative
change of industries in regions. The findings from our
Virmland case provide knowledge and inspiration for
regional actors and decision-makers regarding the roles
and specific actions to be taken to promote transforma-
tive industrial change. We however do not intend to
ascribe a fixed set of roles to specific actors or actor
groups in RIS. The boundaries between actors and
their responsibilities might blur (Warnke et al., 2016).
Additional case studies on different types of regions
and industries, spanning an even larger variety of actors,
will undoubtedly be needed for investigating whether it
is possible, if at all desirable, to ascribe more consistent
roles to regional actors in the context of transformative
change. Further research avenues lie in improving our
understanding of a dynamic view of regional actor
roles. We see an importance in more closely investigating
different agents’ capacities and capabilities that enable (or
hinder) change. We suggest that the roles and capacities
of firms in contributing to the transformative industrial
change of regional industries warrant additional atten-
tion. Particularly, we see potential in a stronger explora-
tion of the literature on business innovation modes,
which can be helpful to further zoom in on how firms
(and other actors) conceive their innovation strategies
(Parrilli et al., 2020). Likewise, regional authorities are
another actor group of particular interest. Evidence
from our case suggests that knowledgeable public actors
in regions may compensate for a dearth of knowledge
spillovers and branching processes between related indus-
tries, by actively engaging in knowledge exchange
between different branches and across geographical
scales. This also links to the strengthened role of regional
authorities in shaping valuable interactions of RIS actors
in the context of Smart Specialisation Strategies.
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1. Yet, the environmental impact of the forest industry is
not unproblematic (Holmgren et al., 2022).

ORCID

Hanna Martin
Ida Grundel

Margareta  Dablstrim
8788-0044

http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2427-5098
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-3691-0044
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-

REFERENCES

Aragén Amonarriz, C., Iturrioz, C., Narvaiza, L., & Parrilli, M. D.
(2019). The role of social capital in regional innovation systems:
Creative social capital and its institutionalization process. Papers
in Regional Science, 98(1), 35-51. https://doi.org/10.1111/pirs.
12329

Asheim, B., Grillitsch, M., & Trippl, M. (2017). Smart specialization
as an innovation-driven strategy for economic diversification:
Examples from Scandinavian regions. In S. Radosevic, A. Curaj,
R. Gheorghiu, L. Andreescu, & 1. Wade (Eds.), Advances in the
theory and practice of smart specialisation (pp. 74-99). Elsevier.

Asheim, B. T., Boschma, R., & Cooke, P. (2011). Constructing
regional advantage: Platform policies on related variety and dif-
ferentiated knowledge bases. Regional Studies, 45(7), 893-904.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2010.543126

Asheim, B. T., & Gertler, M. (2005). The geography of innovation:
Regional innovation systems. In J. Fagerberg, D. Mowery, & R.
Nelson (Eds.), The Oxford handbook of innovation (pp. 291-317).
Oxford University Press.

Asheim, B. T, Isaksen, A., & Trippl, M. (2019). Advanced introduc-
tion to regional innovation systems. Edward Elgar.

Autio, E. (1998). Evaluation of RTD in regional systems of inno-
vation. European Planning Studies, 6(2), 131-140. https://doi.
0rg/10.1080/09654319808720451

Bauer, F., Coenen, L., Hansen, T., McCormick, K., & Voytenko
Palgan, Y. (2017). Technological innovation systems for biore-
fineries: A review of the literature. Biofuels, Bioproducts and
Biorefining, 11(3), 534-548. https://doi.org/10.1002/bbb.1767

Bergek, A., Jacobsson, S., Carlsson, B., Lindmark, S., & Rickne, A.
(2008). Analyzing the functional dynamics of technological
innovation systems: A scheme of analysis. Research Policy, 37
(3), 407-429. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2007.12.003

Bergquist, A.-K., & Soderholm, K. (2011). Green innovation sys-
tems in Swedish industry, 1960-1989. Business History Review,
85(4), 677-698. https://doi.org/10.1017/50007680511001152

Bjurulf, S., & Olsson, A. (2010). Regional innovation in
Virmland. In Nordregio archive. http://archive.nordregio.se/en/
Metameny/About-Nordregio/Journal-of-Nordregio/Journal-of-
Nordregio-2010/Journal-of-Nordregio-no-1-2010/Regional-
innova/index.html

Boschma, R., & Martin, R. (2010). The aims and scope of evolution-
ary economic geography. In R. Boschma, & R. Martin (Eds.),
The handbook of evolutionary economic geography (pp. 3-39).
Edward Elgar.

Boschma, R. A., & Frenken, K. (2006). Why is economic geography
not an evolutionary science? Towards an evolutionary economic

REGIONAL STUDIES

geography. Journal of Economic Geography, 6(3), 273-302.
https://doi.org/10.1093/jeg/1bi022

Brazeyk, H.-J., Cooke, P., & Heidenreich, M. (2004). Regional
innovation systems. The role of governances in a globalized world.
Routledge.

Brink, H. (1999). Validity and reliability in qualitative research.
Curationis, 16(2), 35-38. 10.4102/curationis.v16i2.1396

Carlsson, B., & Stankiewicz, R. (1991). On the nature, function and
composition of technological systems. Journal of Evolutionary
Economics, 1(2), 93-118. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01224915

Circle and CURDS. (2013). Evaluation of the cooperation between
region Virmland and Karlstad university, circle, Lund university
and CURDS. Newcastle University.

Coenen, L., Moodysson, ]J., & Martin, H. (2015). Path renewal in
Old industrial regions: Possibilities and limitations for regional
innovation policy. Regional Studies, 49(5), 850-865. https://
doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2014.979321

Coenen, L., & Morgan, K. (2020). Evolving geographies of inno-
vation: Existing paradigms, critiques and possible alternatives.
Norwegian Journal of Geography, 74(1), 13-24. 10.1080/
00291951.2019.1692065

Cooke, P. (2001). Regional innovation systems, clusters and the
knowledge economy. Industrial and Corporate Change, 10(4),
945-974. d0i:10.1093/icc/10.4.945

Cooke, P., & Morgan, K. (1998). The associational economy: Firms,
regions, and innovation. Oxford University Press.

Doloreux, D. (2002). What We should know about regional systems
of innovation. Technology in Society, 24(3), 243-263. https://doi.
0rg/10.1016/50160-791X(02)00007-6

Edquist, C. (1997). Systems of innovation: Technologies, institutions
and organizations. Pinter.

European Commission. (2018). 4 sustainable bioeconomy for Europe:
Strengthening the connection between economy, society and the
environment. Updated bioeconomy strategy.

Fineman & Claesson. (2020). Smart specialisation Virmland. Paper
presented at the Smart-Specialisation Kick-Off, 9 February
2021. Region Virmland (online event; in Swedish).

Foray, D., Goddard, ]., Goenaga Beldarrain, X., Landabaso, M.,
McCann, P., Morgan, K., Nauwelaers, C., & Ortega-Argilés,
R. (2012). Guide to research and innovation strategies for
smart specialisations (RIS3). https://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/
sources/docgener/presenta/smart_specialisation/smart_ris3_2012.
pdf

Forsmark Karlsson, G., & Ostberg, G. (2016). Héllbara affarer — 8
Gkar du foretagets konkurrenskraft och Ionsambet [Sustainable
business — How to increase the company’s competitiveness and
profitability]. Liber AB.

Foxon, T., Hammond, G., & Pearson, P. (2010). Developing tran-
sition pathways for a Low carbon electricity system in the UK.
Technological Forecasting and Societal Change, 77(8), 1203
1213. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2010.04.002

Geels, F. W. (2002). Technological transitions as evolutionary
reconfiguration processes: A multi-level perspective and a case-
study. Research Policy, 31(8-9), 1257-1274. https://doi.org/10.
1016/S0048-7333(02)00062-8

Geels, F. W., Hekkert, M. P., & Jacobsson, S. (2008). The dynamics
of sustainable innovation journeys. Technology Analysis &
Strategic Management, 20(5), 521-536. https://doi.org/10.
1080/09537320802292982

Goddard, J., & Vallance, P. (2013). The university and the city.
Routledge.

Gong, H., Binz, C., Hassink, R., & Trippl, M. (2022). Emerging
industries: Institutions, legitimacy and system-level agency.
Regional  Studies, 56(4), 523-535. https://doi.org/10.1080/
00343404.2022.2033199

Grillitsch, M., & Sotarauta, M. (2020). TRinity of change agency,
regional development paths and opportunity spaces. Progress in


http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2427-5098
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-3691-0044
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-8788-0044
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-8788-0044
https://doi.org/10.1111/pirs.12329
https://doi.org/10.1111/pirs.12329
https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2010.543126
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654319808720451
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654319808720451
https://doi.org/10.1002/bbb.1767
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2007.12.003
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007680511001152
http://archive.nordregio.se/en/Metameny/About-Nordregio/Journal-of-Nordregio/Journal-of-Nordregio-2010/Journal-of-Nordregio-no-1-2010/Regional-innova/index.html
http://archive.nordregio.se/en/Metameny/About-Nordregio/Journal-of-Nordregio/Journal-of-Nordregio-2010/Journal-of-Nordregio-no-1-2010/Regional-innova/index.html
http://archive.nordregio.se/en/Metameny/About-Nordregio/Journal-of-Nordregio/Journal-of-Nordregio-2010/Journal-of-Nordregio-no-1-2010/Regional-innova/index.html
http://archive.nordregio.se/en/Metameny/About-Nordregio/Journal-of-Nordregio/Journal-of-Nordregio-2010/Journal-of-Nordregio-no-1-2010/Regional-innova/index.html
https://doi.org/10.1093/jeg/lbi022
https://doi.org/10.4102/curationis.v16i2.1396
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01224915
https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2014.979321
https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2014.979321
https://doi.org/10.1080/00291951.2019.1692065
https://doi.org/10.1080/00291951.2019.1692065
https://doi.org/10.1093/icc/10.4.945
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0160-791X(02)00007-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0160-791X(02)00007-6
https://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/sources/docgener/presenta/smart_specialisation/smart_ris3_2012.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/sources/docgener/presenta/smart_specialisation/smart_ris3_2012.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/sources/docgener/presenta/smart_specialisation/smart_ris3_2012.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2010.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0048-7333(02)00062-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0048-7333(02)00062-8
https://doi.org/10.1080/09537320802292982
https://doi.org/10.1080/09537320802292982
https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2022.2033199
https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2022.2033199

Reconsidering actor roles in RIS: transformative industrial change in the forest-based bioeconomy

1647

Human Geography, 44(4), 704=723. https://doi.org/10.1177/
0309132519853870

Grundel, I., & Dahlstrém, M. (2016). A quadruple and quintuple
helix approach to regional innovation systems in the transform-
ation to a forestry-based bioeconomy. Journal of the Knowledge
Economy, 7(4), 963-983. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13132-016-
0411-7

Hassink, R., Isaksen, A., & Trippl, M. (2019). Towards a compre-
hensive understanding of new regional industrial path develop-
ment. Regional Studies, 53(11), 1636-1645. https://doi.org/10.
1080/00343404.2019.1566704

Hekkert, M., Suurs, R., Negro, S., Kuhlmann, S., & Smits, R. E. H.
M. (2007). Functions of innovation systems: A new approach for
analyzing technological change. Technological Forecasting and
Social  Change, 7#(4), 413-432. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
techfore.2006.03.002

Holmgren, S., Giurca, A., Johansson, J., Soderlund Kanarp, C.,
Stenius, T., & Fischer, K. (2022). Whose transformation is
this? Unpacking the ‘apparatus of capture’ in Sweden’s bioecon-
omy. Environmental Innovation and Societal Transitions, 24, 44—
57. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2021.11.005

Isaksen, A. (2011). Cluster evolution. In P. Cooke, B. Asheim, &
Boschma (Eds.), Handbook of regional innovation and growth
(pp. 293-302). Edward Elgar.

Isaksen, A., & Jakobsen, S.-E. (2017). New path development
between innovation systems and individual actors. Eurgpean
Planning  Studies, 25(3), 355-370. https://doi.org/10.1080/
09654313.2016.1268570

Isaksen, A., Martin, R., & Trippl, M. (2018). New avenues for
regional innovation systems — Theoretical advances, empirical cases
and policy lessons. Springer.

Isaksen, A., & Trippl, M. (2016). Path development in different
regional innovation systems: A conceptual analysis. In M. D.
Parrilli, R. D. Fitjar, & A. Rodriguez-Pose (Eds.), Innovation
drivers and regional innovation strategies (pp. 66—84). Routledge.

Johnson, A., & Jacobsson, S. (2001). Inducement and blocking
mechanisms in the development of a new industry: The case of
renewable energy technology in Sweden. In R. Coombs, K.
Green, & A. Richards (Eds.), Technology and the market:
Demand, users and innovation (pp. 89-111). Edward Elgar.

Jolly, S., Grillitsch, M., & Hansen, T. (2020). Agency and actors in
regional industrial path development. A framework and longi-
tudinal analysis. Geoforum; Journal of Physical, Human, and
Regional Geosciences, 111, 176-188. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
geoforum.2020.02.013

Kempton, L. (2015). Delivering smart specialization in peripheral
regions: The role of universities. Regional Studies, Regional
Science, 2(1), 488-495. https://doi.org/10.1080/21681376.
2015.1085329

Kopczynska, E., & Ferreira, J. J. (2020). Smart specialization as a
new strategic framework: Innovative and competitive capacity
in European context. Journal of the Knowledge Economy, 11(2),
530-557. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13132-018-0543-z

Lignocity. (2021). Product and business development [in Swedish].
https://lignocity.se/om-oss/lignocity-2-0/

Lopolito, A., Morone, P., & Sisto, R. (2011). Innovation niches and
socio-technical transition: A case study of bio-refinery pro-
duction.  Futures, 43(1), 27-38. https://doi.org/10.1016/].
futures.2010.03.002

Lundvall, B.-A. (1992). National systems of innovation: Towards a
theory of innovation and interactive learning. Printer.

MacGregor, S. P., Marques-Gou, P., & Simon-Villar, A. (2010).
Gauging readiness for the quadruple helix: A study of 16
European organizations. Journal of the Knowledge Economy, 1
(3), 173-190. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13132-010-0012-9

Markard, J., Raven, R., & Truffer, B. (2012). Sustainability tran-

sitions: An emerging field of research and its prospects.

Research  Policy, 41(6), 955-967. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
respol.2012.02.013

Markard, J., & Truffer, B. (2008). Technological innovation systems
and the multi-level perspective: Towards an integrated frame-
work. Research Policy, 37(4), 596-615. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.respol.2008.01.004

Martin, H. (2016). Innovation for tackling grand challenges. Cleantech
industry dynamics and regional context [Doctoral dissertation].
Lund University. https://lup.lub.lu.se/search/ws/files/
16436948/PhD_thesis_Hanna_Martin.pdf

Martin, H. (2020). The scope of regional innovation policy to realize
transformative change — A case study of the chemicals industry in
western Sweden. European Planning Studies, 28(12), 2409-2427.
doi:10.1080/09654313.2020.1722616

Martin, H., & Coenen, L. (2015). Institutional context and cluster
emergence: The biogas industry in southern Sweden. Eurgpean
Planning Studies, 23(10), 2009-2027. https://doi.org/10.1080/
09654313.2014.960181

Martin, H., & Martin, R. (2017). Policy capacities for new regional
industrial path development — The case of new media and biogas
in southern Sweden. Environment and Planning C, 35(3), 518
536. 10.1177/0263774X16665845

Martin, H., & Martin, R. (2021). The role of demand for regional
development — Green transformations in the food industries in
Scania and Virmland. CRA Working Paper 2021:02. https://
gupea.ub.gu.se/bitstream/2077/69732/1/gupea_2077_69732_1.
pdf.

Martin, H., Martin, R., & Zukauskaite, E. (2019). The multiple
roles of demand in new regional industrial path development:
A conceptual analysis. Environment and Planning A, 51(8),
1741-1757. doi:10.1177/0308518X19863438

Mattes, J., Huber, A., & Koehrsen, J. (2015). Energy transitions in
small-scale regions — What we can learn from a regional inno-
vation systems perspective. Energy Policy, 78, 255-264. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2014.12.011

Melker of Sweden. (2021). Research and development [in Swedish].
https://melkerofsweden.se/pages/forskning-utveckling

Mikkola, N., Randall, L., & Annika, H. (eds.). (2016). Green growth
in Nordic regions — 50 ways to make it happen. Nordregio.

Neffke, F., Henning, M., & Boschma, R. (2011). How do
regions diversify over time? Industry relatedness and the
development of new growth paths in regions. Economic
Geography, 87(3), 237-265. https://doi.org/10.1111/].1944-
8287.2011.01121.x

Paper Province. (2019a). So the journey towards a sustainable future
began [in Swedish]. https://paperprovince.com/om-oss/historik/

Paper Province. (2019b). KM7 takes BillerudKorsnds straight into the
Sfuture  [in  Swedish].  https://paperprovince.com/varldens-
modernaste-kartongfabrik-invigd/

Paper Province. (2021). We take the forest in the future [in Swedish].
https://paperprovince.com/om-oss/

Parrilli, M. D., Balavac, M., & Radicic, D. (2020). Business inno-
vation modes and their impact on innovation outputs:
Regional variations and the nature of innovation across EU
regions. Research Policy, 49(8), 104047. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.respol.2020.104047

Pyka, A., Kudic, M., & Miiller, M. (2019). Systemic interventions
in regional innovation systems: Entrepreneurship, knowledge
accumulation and regional innovation. Regional Studies, 53
(9), 1321-1332.  https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2019.
1566702

Region Virmland. (2015). Virmland's research and innovation strategy
Jfor smart specialization 2015-2020. https://www.kau.se/files/
2017-09/Strategy%20Smart%20Specialisation%202015-2020.pdf

Rip, A., & Kemp, R. (1998). Technological change. In S. Rayner, &
E. L. Malone (Eds.), Human choice and climate change. Vol. II,
resources and technology (pp. 327-399). Columbus.

REGIONAL STUDIES


https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132519853870
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132519853870
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13132-016-0411-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13132-016-0411-7
https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2019.1566704
https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2019.1566704
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2006.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2006.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2021.11.005
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2016.1268570
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2016.1268570
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2020.02.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2020.02.013
https://doi.org/10.1080/21681376.2015.1085329
https://doi.org/10.1080/21681376.2015.1085329
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13132-018-0543-z
https://lignocity.se/om-oss/lignocity-2-0/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.futures.2010.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.futures.2010.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13132-010-0012-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2012.02.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2012.02.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2008.01.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2008.01.004
https://lup.lub.lu.se/search/ws/files/16436948/PhD_thesis_Hanna_Martin.pdf
https://lup.lub.lu.se/search/ws/files/16436948/PhD_thesis_Hanna_Martin.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2020.1722616
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2014.960181
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2014.960181
https://doi.org/10.1177/0263774X16665845
https://gupea.ub.gu.se/bitstream/2077/69732/1/gupea_2077_69732_1.pdf
https://gupea.ub.gu.se/bitstream/2077/69732/1/gupea_2077_69732_1.pdf
https://gupea.ub.gu.se/bitstream/2077/69732/1/gupea_2077_69732_1.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/0308518X19863438
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2014.12.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2014.12.011
https://melkerofsweden.se/pages/forskning-utveckling
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1944-8287.2011.01121.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1944-8287.2011.01121.x
https://paperprovince.com/om-oss/historik/
https://paperprovince.com/varldens-modernaste-kartongfabrik-invigd/
https://paperprovince.com/varldens-modernaste-kartongfabrik-invigd/
https://paperprovince.com/om-oss/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2020.104047
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2020.104047
https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2019.1566702
https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2019.1566702
https://www.kau.se/files/2017-09/Strategy%20Smart%20Specialisation%202015-2020.pdf
https://www.kau.se/files/2017-09/Strategy%20Smart%20Specialisation%202015-2020.pdf

1648 Hanna Martin et al.

Rohe, S. (2020). The regional facet of a global innovation system:
Exploring the spatiality of resource formation in the value
chain for onshore wind energy. Environmental Innovation and
Societal Transitions, 36, 331-344. doi:10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.002

Rohe, S., & Chlebna, C. (2022). The evolving role of networking
organizations in  advanced  sustainability  transitions.
Technological Forecasting and Societal Change, 183, 12191.
doi:10.1016/j.techfore.2022.121916

Simmie, J. (2012). Path dependence and new technological path cre-
ation in the Danish wind power industry. European Planning
Studies, 20(5), 753-772. https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.
2012.667924

Skilholt, A., & Thune, T. (2014). Coping with economic crises —
The role of clusters. Eurgpean Planning Studies, 22(10), 1993~
2010. https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2013.813909

Statistics Sweden. (2018). Bioeconomy — Regional statistics [in
Swedish]. https://app.powerbi.com/view?r=eyJrljoiMjQ4NTFk
ZjgtMmlyZCOONGNKLTgwNzAtN2MzOTFhZGU2N;BIIi
widCI6LIyZjAANWIILWI1IMjMtNGVhYS05YTI3LTQyZ;j
ZjYjExZTBINiIsImMiOjh9

Steen, M., & Hansen, G. H. (2018). Barriers to path creation: The
case of offshore wind power in Norway, Economic Geography, 94
(2), 188-210, doi:10.1080/00130095.2017.1416953

Stora Enso. (2019). Stora Enso’s new production line for cross-glued
wood at Gruvon’s sawmill has been inaugurated [in Swedish].
https://www.storaenso.com/sv-se/newsroom/press-releases/2019/
5/stora-ensos-nya-produktionslinje-for-korslimmat-tra-vid-
gruvons-sagverk-ar-invigd

Strambach, S., & Pflitsch, G. (2018). Micro-dynamics in regional
transition paths to sustainability — Insights from the Augsburg
region. Applied Geography, 90, 296-307. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.apgeog.2017.04.012

Todtling, F., & Trippl, M. (2005). One size fits all? Towards a dif-
ferentiated regional innovation policy approach. Research Policy,
34(8), 1203-1219. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2005.01.018

Todtling, F., & Trippl, M. (2013). Transformation of regional inno-
vation systems. From old legacies to new development paths. In
P. Cooke (Ed.), Re-framing regional development. Ewvolution,
innovation and transition (pp. 297-317). Routledge.

Todtling, F., Trippl, M., & Desch, V. (2021). New directions for
RIS studies and policies in the face of grand societal challenges.
European Planning Studies, 30, 2139-2156. doi: 10.1080/
09654313.2021.1951177.

Trippl, M., Baumgartinger-Seiringer, S., Frangenheim, A., Isaksen,
A., & Rypestol, J. O. (2020). Unravelling green regional indus-
trial path development: Regional preconditions, asset modifi-
cation and agency. Geoforum; Journal of Physical, Human, and

REGIONAL STUDIES

Regional Geosciences, 111(1), 189-197. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.geoforum.2020.02.016

Trippl, M., Grillitsch, M., & Isaksen, A. (2018). Exogenous sources
of regional industrial change — attraction and absorption of
non-local knowledge for New path development. Progress in
Human Geography, 42(5), 687-705. https://doi.org/10.1177/
0309132517700982

Trippl, M., Sinozic, T., & Lawton Smith, H. (2015). The role of
universities in regional development: Conceptual models and
policy institutions in the UK, Sweden and Austria. European
Planning Studies, 23(9), 1722-1740. https://doi.org/10.1080/
09654313.2015.1052782

Truffer, B. (2008). Society, technology, and region: Contributions
from the social study of technology to economic geography.
Environment and Planning 4, 40(4), 966-985. https://doi.org/
10.1068/239170

Truffer, B., & Coenen, L. (2012). Environmental innovation and
sustainability transitions in regional studies. Regional Studies,
46(1), 1-21. doi:10.1080/00343404.2012.646164

Uyarra, E., & Flanagan, K. (2022). Going beyond the line of sight:
Institutional entrepreneurship and system agency in regional
path creation. Regional Studies, 56(4), 536-547. https://doi.
org/10.1080/00343404.2021.1980522

Van Vught, F., Garlick, S., Nordstrom, L., & Yelland, R. (2006).
Supporting the contribution of higher education institutions to
regional development — Peer review report: Virmland region
Sweden (Report for the Organisation for Economic Co-oper-
ation and Development. FoR, 1303). https://www.oecd.org/
sweden/36731313.pdf

Vinnova. (2016). Vinnvixt — A programme renewing and moving
Sweden ahead. Vinnova Information. 2016:08. https://www.
vinnova.se/globalassets/mikrosajter/vinnvaxt/dokument/vinnvaxt-
a-programme-renewing.pdfrcb=20170412135110

Vinnova. (2019). Vinnvixt creates innovation in regions [in Swedish].
https://www.vinnova.se/m/vinnvaxt/

Warnke, P., Koschatzky, K., Donitz, E., Zenker, A., Stahlecker, T,
Som, O., Cuhls, K., & Giith, S. (2016). Opening up the inno-

system  framework
institutions (Discussion Papers, Innovation Systems and Policy
Analysis No. 49). Fraunhofer Institute for Systems and
Innovation Research (ISI).

Weber, M. K., & Rohracher, H. (2012). Legitimizing research,
technology and innovation policies for transformative
change: Combining insights from innovation systems and
multi-level perspective in a comprehensive ‘failures’ frame-
work. Research Policy, 41(6), 1037-1047. doi:10.1016/j.
respol.2011.10.015

vation towards — new  actors and


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2022.121916
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2012.667924
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2012.667924
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2013.813909
https://app.powerbi.com/view?r=eyJrIjoiMjQ4NTFkZjgtMmIyZC00NGNkLTgwNzAtN2MzOTFhZGU2NjBlIiwidCI6IjIyZjA4NWJlLWI1MjMtNGVhYS05YTI3LTQyZjZjYjExZTBlNiIsImMiOjh9
https://app.powerbi.com/view?r=eyJrIjoiMjQ4NTFkZjgtMmIyZC00NGNkLTgwNzAtN2MzOTFhZGU2NjBlIiwidCI6IjIyZjA4NWJlLWI1MjMtNGVhYS05YTI3LTQyZjZjYjExZTBlNiIsImMiOjh9
https://app.powerbi.com/view?r=eyJrIjoiMjQ4NTFkZjgtMmIyZC00NGNkLTgwNzAtN2MzOTFhZGU2NjBlIiwidCI6IjIyZjA4NWJlLWI1MjMtNGVhYS05YTI3LTQyZjZjYjExZTBlNiIsImMiOjh9
https://app.powerbi.com/view?r=eyJrIjoiMjQ4NTFkZjgtMmIyZC00NGNkLTgwNzAtN2MzOTFhZGU2NjBlIiwidCI6IjIyZjA4NWJlLWI1MjMtNGVhYS05YTI3LTQyZjZjYjExZTBlNiIsImMiOjh9
https://doi.org/10.1080/00130095.2017.1416953
https://www.storaenso.com/sv-se/newsroom/press-releases/2019/5/stora-ensos-nya-produktionslinje-for-korslimmat-tra-vid-gruvons-sagverk-ar-invigd
https://www.storaenso.com/sv-se/newsroom/press-releases/2019/5/stora-ensos-nya-produktionslinje-for-korslimmat-tra-vid-gruvons-sagverk-ar-invigd
https://www.storaenso.com/sv-se/newsroom/press-releases/2019/5/stora-ensos-nya-produktionslinje-for-korslimmat-tra-vid-gruvons-sagverk-ar-invigd
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeog.2017.04.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeog.2017.04.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2005.01.018
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2021.1951177
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2021.1951177
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2020.02.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2020.02.016
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132517700982
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132517700982
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2015.1052782
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2015.1052782
https://doi.org/10.1068/a39170
https://doi.org/10.1068/a39170
https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2012.646164
https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2021.1980522
https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2021.1980522
https://www.oecd.org/sweden/36731313.pdf
https://www.oecd.org/sweden/36731313.pdf
https://www.vinnova.se/globalassets/mikrosajter/vinnvaxt/dokument/vinnvaxt-a-programme-renewing.pdf?cb=20170412135110
https://www.vinnova.se/globalassets/mikrosajter/vinnvaxt/dokument/vinnvaxt-a-programme-renewing.pdf?cb=20170412135110
https://www.vinnova.se/globalassets/mikrosajter/vinnvaxt/dokument/vinnvaxt-a-programme-renewing.pdf?cb=20170412135110
https://www.vinnova.se/m/vinnvaxt/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2011.10.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2011.10.015

	Abstract
	1. INTRODUCTION
	2. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
	2.1. Actors’ roles in RISs and path development
	2.2. Transformative change through the lens of TISs and sociotechnical transitions
	2.3. Towards an integrated view of actors

	3. METHODS AND EMPIRICAL ANALYSIS
	4. TRANSFORMATIVE REGIONAL INDUSTRIAL CHANGE: TOWARDS A FOREST-BASED BIOECONOMY IN VÄRMLAND
	4.1. RIS actors from the late 1990s to the late 2000s
	4.2. Joint efforts to build a forest-based bioeconomy
	4.3. Changing actor roles

	5. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS
	ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
	DISCLOSURE STATEMENT
	NOTE
	ORCID
	REFERENCES


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile ()
  /CalRGBProfile (Adobe RGB \0501998\051)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings false
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.90
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.90
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 300
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [595.245 841.846]
>> setpagedevice


