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Abstract : Many policy makers believe that geographically clustered business activities, in order to
stimulate regional innovation, are the keys to development. Underlying the assumption between
cluster and development, mere co-located forms engaged in innovative process helped from knowledge
transmission locally. To address the constraints of creative economy, creative milieu require networking
to support innovation activities. This paper examines the development of the mini cluster reconsidered in
creative milieu that shifted environment development through network activities. It shows that the powerful
node get more powerful, weak node get weaker in institutional network. Moreover, the significant of
cluster in creative milieu is that brings out synergy to spill over knowledge through inter-relationship
based on face-to-face meeting. Creative milieu benefits from and contributes to the competitiveness of the

city, they are also embedded in its network activities.

Key Words : Creative Milieu, Mini Cluster, Digital Media City
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Table 1. Data collection and method, At24=%] &l g

*Basi %
asic Method for Data Collection DR

Data Collection Network Data

Category | Year/Case

In—depth interview,
website, data from DMC organization,

2010— participated in meeting L
Ecitx?fs 2011 Mini 116 Number of interviewees 140 82227EY7in8t;[;1ft$Zrk
cluster —CEO (9) Y- yp
—Government (4)
—Workers (4)

*number of institutions, **number of network events, joint research and face-to-face meetings

Source: Mini cluster participants in DMC
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Figure 4. Network of mini cluster activities. O|L|22{AH &3 HIEYZ

weight 1: 1 face-to-face meeting

Node: Institution of participant, Link: the number of face-to-face meeting in informal meeting

Table 3. Node, link, and average distance.
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Table 4. Group density of mini cluster activities. O|L|Z2{AE 59| 12 Ux

Institutions/ Mini Cluster Network
Group Density E-I SMI Cohesion Index Density
Association - - - _
Government - - - -
Industry —0.318 —0.393 0.397 0.056
Research center 1 -1 0 0
University 1 -1 0 0
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Table 5. Network efficiency. HEQT E&M

Network Efficiency TG GM GV GU GG
Mini cluster activities 32 3.3 3.3 3.1 3.3
Meeting Place 2.8 3.0 2.8 2.6 3.0
Different Field of Industry 3.1 3.0 3.1 32 3.7

TG: Total group average, GM: Group of Medium-large sized industry, GV: Group of venture industry, GU: Group of

university, GG Group of government

Table 6. Satisfaction of creative milieu. &Z2tZ gt=M
Effectiveness KN TG GM GV GU GG
Infrastructure 39 3.3 4.2 3.3 3.9
Environment 3.5 2.9 3 4.3 3
Business service 32 3.2 3.5 3.1 3.3
Social equity 2.7 3 2.6 2.4 33

TG: Total group average, GM: Group of Medium-large sized industry, GV: Group of venture industry, GU: Group of

university, GG Group of government
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