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CONCLUSIONS
1. How can the ESPON results be used?
KIT project:
· Results show that general perceptions about the knowledge economy and innovation are simplified:
· Knowledge is not as widespread as claimed, which affects competitiveness at regional level. 
· Regions with high level of R&D does not necessarily mean that they are part of the knowedge economy or that they are more innovative. 
· Policy implication:
· Need for more focused innovation policy actions that go beyond the thematically and regionally neutral and the generic orientation of R&D funding investments.

· Some normative recommendations are too optimistic:
· The goal of the Lisbon Agenda for 3% of the GDP invested in invested in R&D / GDP: Only 11% of the NUTS 3 regions reach this level regions in 2007. 
· Policy implication:
· Do we really benefit from an innovation policy with a common aim for all countries/regions?

TIGER project
· How Europe can advance and strengthen its innovation capacity and become more competitive in a globalised world needs to be qualified and debated.
· European economy is an integrated economy: Intra-block trade is the highest in the world, while the EU has an openness rate (ratio extra-EU Trade on GDP) of 21%, which makes it the the second most closed large economy in the world (after NAFTA). 
· The regional openess ratio ranges from 0,2% to 29%, and the regional character of competitiveness are dealt with in very different ways .
· Policy implication:
· The more general and structural approach to competitiveness has to be complemented with a qualitative approach that takes into account the what actually has been done at the regional level.  
 
2. Can the existing ESPON knowledge cover the demands of the policy makers?
ESPON knowledge contributes to regional policy in terms of:
· Differentiation of regional structures and typologies
· The importance of size (area and population), e.g. for regional specialisation or diversification. 
· Cluster, networks and innovation systems.   

3. What more is needed by policy makers and stakeholders in terms of analysis, tools and data, and what I feasible for the scientists to deliver?
· Pressing need for methods and data to identify and analyse functional regions.
· More knowledge on the diversity of regions (typologies).
· Qualitative analyses of EU funded research projects at regional level: even if a regions is well below the 3% of GDP investments on R&D, what you ave done matters.
· Even if the elite, top level R&D centers in the large metropolitan areas are important, the “rest” is also important. Many scales to consider and need for a multi-level approach to innovation. Case-stduies can be very useful in this regard. 
· Knowledge and Innovation has to be considered much more in relation to EUsneighbors. Networks, exchanges and collaborations between the EU and its neighboring countries are of increasing importance.   
· Go beyond the “white spots” of regional innovation and knowledge. Indicators on regional entrepreneurship could be useful in this regard (survival rate after 5 years).
· Have to be better at making policy makers use the existing ESPON knowledge both in terms of the diversity of results and the long-term implications. Invest in information flows.


