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2 Characteristics of Infra and Inter -Regional Population Mobility Resulting from Innovative City Development

In 2005, the selection of 10 innovation cities was completed, and since 2013, public
institutions began relocating to innovation cities. As a policy aimed at promoting
balanced regional development, there were significant expectations from the regions.
However, although the population moving to innovation cities has increased, it remains to
be seen how much inflow is from the capital region and what spatial characteristics
exist nationwide. Therefore, this study aims to analyze whether the innovation cities are
fulfilling their roles by examining the patterns of inflow from the capital region and the
spatial characteristics, and to reassess the policy direction for future innovation cities.
We utilized the Microdata Integrated Service (MDIS) provided by Statistics Korea from
2013 to 2021. For the data collection reasons, we focused on analyzing the three cities.
The results showed that in the initial stages of innovation city development, there was a
significant influx of population from the capital region, leading to some effects on
population dispersion and balanced regional development. However, over time, a
phenomenon emerged where more people started to move back to the capital region,
indicating a problematic trend. Furthermore, the Gyeongbuk Innovation City and
Gwangju—Jeonnam Innovation City showed similarities in terms of reasons for migration,
age of householder, and number of household members. However, the Gyeongnam
Innovation City exhibited distinct characteristics compared to the other two cities. While
the reasons for this phenomenon may be diverse, the current situation suggests that the
goal of achieving “balanced national development” has reached its limits. Therefore,
urgent measures need to be taken for improvement that take regional characteristics
into account. Furthermore, in designing the second phase of the public institution
relocation plan is required to avoid repeating the same issues and ensure a more
thoughtful approach.

KEYWORDS - Innovation city, Population migration, MDIS, Balanced national development
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Trend of population migration in Gyeongnam Innovation City
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FIGURE 1. Trend of population migration in Gyeonganm Innovation City
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TABLE 1. Total population migration by regions in Gyeongnam Innovation City

(Population, %)

Region Totdl Capital Gangwon  Chungcheong  Daegyeong Honam Dongnam Jeju
area area area area area area area

Inflow 58,517 4,785 173 863 990 843 50,695 163
(a) (100.00) (8.18) (0.30) (1.48) (1.69) (1.44) (86.63) (0.28)
Outflow 27,654 2,865 146 714 530 435 22,840 124
(b) (100.00) (10.36) (0.53) (2.58) (1.92) (1.57) (82.59) (0.45)

Net migration g g5 1,920 27 154 460 408 27,855 39

(a-b)
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by regions in Gyeongbuk Innovation City

(Population, %)

Region Totdl Capital Gangwon  Chungcheong  Daegyeong Honam Dongnam Jeju
area area area area area area area

Inflow 47,836 7,650 247 1,896 35,590 567 1,799 87
(a) (100.00) (15.99) (0.52) (3.96) (74.40) (1.19) (3.76) (0.18)

Outflow 26,548 4,419 152 1,685 18,762 nr 1,020 923
(b) (100.00) (16.65) (0.57) (6.35) (70.67) (1.57) (3.84) (0.35)

Net migration 5, g 3,031 9 211 16,828 150 779 -6

(a-b)
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TABLE 3. Total population migration by regions in Gwangju—Jeonnam Innovation City
(Population, %)

Region Tota Capital Gangwon  Chungcheong  Daegyeong Honam Dongnam Jeju
area area area area area area area

Inflow 88,944 12,360 423 2,053 897 71,166 1,693 352
(a) (100.00) (13.90) (0.48) (2.31) (1.01) (80.01) (1.90) (0.40)
Outflow 52,415 6,306 247 1,554 526 42,649 873 260
(b) (100.00) (12.03) (0.47) (2.96) (1.00) (81.37) (1.67) (0.50)

Net migration 46 50 6,054 176 499 371 28,517 820 %

(a-b)

(12,3607, 13.90%), 537 (2,053%, 2.31%), A(1,5547, 2.96%), F=AQ73Y, 1.67%)
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FIGURE 7. Reasons for moving to Innovation City
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{a) Age of householder moving to Gyeongnam Innovation City
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(¢) Age of householder moving to Gwangju-Jeonnam
Innovation City
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{b)Age of householder moving to Gyeongbuk Innovation City

= Fifties = Sidties = Seventiesor more
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Seventies
1.52%
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4.28%

{d) Age of householder moving to Innovation City
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Sixties 126%

4.60%

FIGURE 8. Age of householder moving to Innovation City
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