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Regionalization and Mountains
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Survey

22.02.2011 — 14.04.2011
Who is who list in Carpathian Research (342)
18 questions

114 responses



Transnational
Does/did your work imply to work transnationally
between at least two Carpathian countries?
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Pan-Carpathian
Does/did your work imply to work at the scale
of the Carpathian mountain range?
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Work
What sort of work do you carry out in the
Carpathians? (93.7%)

Admin; 4.5 Funding; 3.6
Other; 6.3

%

Policy; 12.6



Transnational Scientific Cooperation In
the Carpathians

» Benefits
» Impediments

> Actions



Benefits
As a researcher, what benefits do you see in transnational
scientific collaborations in the Carpathian region?
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Benefits

» Funding (international visibility, EU).

» To be international - publish.

» |ldea incubator - new research projects.

» Compare-exchange perspectives on research
topic.

» Push a theme - to have a critical mass.

» To have impacts - final goal is SMD.



Impediments
What are the 3 main impediments for building
scientific networks in the Carpathian region?
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Actions
What actions should be taken to promote transnational
scientific collaboration in the Carpathian region?
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Social Network Analysis
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Social Network Analysis

Name the five persons with whom you have interacted
the most regularly in the context of your work in the
Carpathians. It does not matter whether these persons
work in the same country as you or in another country,
and whether these persons are listed on the "Who is
who in Carpathian Research” or not.

Matrix: 100x100
385x385
283x283



Network (385) —General View
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Network —General View (283)
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Network -Centrality

B51t
B31
m-B30
mB157 A4
B62
5165 B225
B268 .‘5113 A56 B16
B110 : N ‘ =
5205 A39 : 8203 012 B182
A49 .'B\ZG : ©
: B94
s mee g e
m's198 & ) B2833B126 Nmo
5202 A35 B129
[@B505B48
B11 mB43
= gEBI2
"3/237 B223
m’BL58
|52 B174

@54



Network -Betweenness

The extent to which a node lies between other nodes.
Measure the connectivity.
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Network —Betweenness — Institutions
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Network — Betweenness — Country
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Network — Eigenvector

The eigenvector approach is an effort to find the most central actors (i.e. those with the smallest
farness from others) in terms of the "global" or "overall" structure of the network.
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Network — K-plex (cluster)
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CONCLUSION

» Not all sciences are equivalent;

» International actors ("outside");

» Final motive is SMD (R. Agenda).



