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Abstract: The present research develops a bibliometric analysis of innovation in the social economy, the study provides a 

comprehensive vision of the current state of the field and highlights the most relevant publications, authors, sources and research 

topics, taking as its general objective to analyze the behavior and advances in the literature about innovation in the social economy 

through a bibliometric analysis, in this way Scopus and Web of Science (WoS) were considered as data sources, forming a database 

of 304 registered articles, of which 111 belong to Scopus and 193 Web of Science (WoS). In the processing and representation of 

data, the Bibliometrix and VoSviewer programs were used, which highlights information on trends, citation analysis, H index, 

analysis of co-occurrences, keywords, affiliations on innovation research in the social economy. The growing scientific production 

underlines the growing importance of the social economy as a driver of sustainable economic development. Geographic distribution, 

thematic trends, and identification of influential contributors contribute to future research and practical efforts within this field. 
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INTRODUCTION              

Innovation involves the creation and application of new ideas, methods or technologies that result in significant 

improvements or advances in various fields (Weerawardena et al., 2021), such as technology (Santos et al., 2012), business and 

industry (Jeon et al., 2016), markets and economic aspects (Durand and Henseler, 2023), social (Vercher et al., 2023; Sun et al., 

2023). In this way, it is a driving force behind the progress and growth of society, enabling people, organizations and nations 

to adapt, evolve and prosper in a rapidly changing world (Bernal and Rodríguez, 2019). Innovation encompasses a wide range 

of activities, from scientific discoveries and technological advances to creative problem solving and novel approaches to 

business strategies, the innovation is fundamental in shaping the competitive landscape, driving economic development and 

addressing social challenges through the introduction of novel solutions, as well as expanding the boundaries of what is 

possible. That is, innovation is present in the analysis of the social economy (Evans and Syrett, 2007; Foronda et al., 2018). 

The social economy is based on the idea that it can and should be a means to promote individual and community 

well-being (Bapuji et al., 2019), which promotes solidarity, equity and the participation of citizens in economic 

decision-making, the basis of the social economy must be at the service of people and not the other way around, 

therefore, it focuses on the creation of decent employment, social inclusion, equal opportunities and environmental 
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sustainability. Thus, the social economy sector is crucial to fill the gaps in the public and private sectors by offering 

innovative solutions to society's challenges, in order to foster community development, promote social inclusion and 

advance the Development Goals. Sustainable (SDG) (Villalba and Pérez, 2019; Akbari et al., 2021).  

In this sense, innovation in the social economy encompasses a wide range of transformative ideas and practices that 

pose social challenges, with the purpose of improving the well-being of people and communities, as has been 

demonstrated in different research (Gallego, 2008; Rodríguez and Guzmán, 2013; Pérez and Espasandín, 2014; Phillips 

et al., 2015; Akhmetshin et al., 2018; Weerawardena et al., 2021; Padilla, 2023). These innovations occasionally emerge 

as responses to complex social and environmental problems, driven by the desire to create positive change.  

For example, social enterprises have increasingly adopted innovative business models that combine financial 

sustainability with social impact and environmental (Defourny and Nyssens, 2013). Thus, innovative social economy 

initiatives go beyond traditional profit-based approaches, with values of solidarity, inclusion and sustainability to create 

lasting social value (Moulaert et al., 2013), such innovations require collaboration between diverse stakeholders, 

including the Government, civil society organizations and private and public sector actors, to collectively shape a more 

equitable and sustainable future (Dey et al., 2020). Generally, innovation in the social economy serves as a catalyst for 

positive social transformation, driving change at the individual, organizational and systemic levels  (Núñez et al., 2020). 

In this way, studies on innovation are diverse, since the evolution and creation of scientific production, in recent years, has 

shown growth. A method that allows reflecting the evolution of studies on a topic is the bibliometric method, which relates the 

theoretical aspects, the current situation and the trends in the activity of the social economy. Thus, there are several studies of 

the bibliometric analysis of innovation (Salam and Senin, 2022; Fitz and Wasgen, 2023; Zhang and McGuire, 2023). 

However, there are no bibliometric studies on innovation in the social economy, so this research becomes a pioneering and 

relevant one, which allows us to observe the evolution of the literature and the theoretical implications of the topic. 

 

LITERATURE REVIEW 

Citation network analysis has become a leading technique for mapping the knowledge structure of scientific disciplines 

(Martinez-Perez et al., 2022), likewise, machine learning and natural language processing techniques have been used to 

automate the extraction of bibliographic data, which has optimized bibliographic scalability (Yang et al., 2022). Thus, 

Glänzel et al., (2019), by examining co-authorship networks, identified influential researchers, thus highlighting research 

communities and studying the impact of interdisciplinary collaboration on scientific production. Scholars have debated its 

limitations, leading to the development of alternative indicators, such as field-normalized metrics and percentile-based 

measures (Bornmann and Haunschild, 2018). Advanced visualization techniques, such as science overlay maps and 

density-based clustering, allow researchers the ability to explore the structure and evolution of scientific disciplines 

(Leydesdorff et al., 2020). For Martinez et al. (2020), combining topic models with traditional bibliometric methods 

provides a more nuanced understanding of the intellectual landscape within a specific field. For their part, Ballardo et al. 

(2022) investigated articles to search for innovation techniques using Web of Science data as the main source. In this 

ranking, you can see an interesting discussion that reveals that the most productive authors and universities are located in 

the United States. These innovations provide more accurate and fair assessments of academic performance, so researchers 

can analyze early-stage studies and incorporate a broader range of literature into their analyses, resulting in more 

comprehensive bibliometric assessments (Álvarez et al., 2019; Bornmann, 2020; Gao et al., 2020). 

According to McLaren and Bruner (2019), this study showed the multiple dimensions and interpretations of social  

innovation, with the understanding of its theoretical foundations, however, the main focus was the use of knowledge for 

the establishment of good practices. For their part, Le et al. (2019) had a bibliometric approach, where various articles 

were evaluated with the Web of Science database, this globally and with the theme of innovation. Likewise, Yoga et al. 

(2022) used bibliometric analysis to evaluate the interdisciplinary nature of innovation in the social economy, thus, in 

sociology, management and economics, the multidimensional nature of social innovation is highlighted (Simao et al., 

2021; Peng et al., 2021; Palacios et al., 2022). In their study of management and economics, the use of a bibliometric 

analysis is noted, with the Web of Science and Scopus database, where the temporality of individual publications, 

citation rates and keywords were identified (Zakrzewska et al., 2022). In this way, a growing trend was confirmed in the 

last five years of publications in the administrative and economic field (Akay et al., 2022), with information in the fields 

of economics with an econometric vision, which provides knowledge for future research. Thus, bibliometric analysis is 

used as a new modeling technique, since the information is collected through the Scopus database, where researchers 

increasingly collaborate to improve their publications (Zehra and Urooj, 2022; Ayaviri-Nina et al., 2023).  

The patterns used for the research determined the innovative behavior in consideration of the journals, countries an d 

academic discipline in Scopus, therefore, innovation behavior is important in the social factor worldwide (Salam and 

Senin, 2022). Impact investing has become a prominent approach within the social economy, to generate positive social 

and environmental outcomes along with financial returns (Silva et al., 2018). This approach has gained ground among 

investors and philanthropists, with new ways to finance social innovation initiatives (Bugg and Emerson, 2011 ; Rao-

Nicholson et al., 2017); in such a framework, the integration of social impact metrics in investment decisions has opened 

opportunities to align capital with social objectives, leading to greater innovation in the sector.  

On the other hand, blockchain technology has attracted attention for its potential to address social and economic challenges, 

as it offers decentralized and transparent systems that improve trust and allow efficient transactions (Hadi et al., 2019; L’Esteve, 

2023). In the social economy, blockchain has been used to improve transparency and accountability in charitable giving 
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(Samudra, 2023), in addition, blockchain-based platforms have facilitated peer-to-peer lending, allowing people to support 

causes directly social (Ahmad et al., 2022), these innovations have transformed the social financing landscape. 

 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 

The methodology of this research is the application of a bibliometric analysis of innovation in the social economy, of an 

analytical type, of a descriptive-retrospective nature, with a quantitative and qualitative approach. To do this, a combination of 

typologies will be obtained, which allows analyzing, measuring and identifying the different bibliographic data and relevant 

aspects of scientific publications (Quispe et al., 2023). To develop bibliometric analysis, it is necessary to obtain bibliographic 

data from Scopus and Web of Science because it has world-class academic information and scientific articles are highly relevant. 
 

Table 1. Search criteria and Analysis parameters (Source: Own elaboration) 
 

Search criteria 

Database Scopus and Web of Science 

Language English and Spanish 

Analysis period 1997-2023 

Consultation date January 20, 2024 

Document types Scientific articles 

Magazine type Any kind 

Field and search terms "innovation" and “social economy” 

Total Results 304 

Analysis parameter 

The parameters analyzed are the annual scientific production by country, most cited articles, authors with the highest number of citations, 
journals with the highest number of publications on innovation in the social economy, and keywords with the highest number of entries. 

 

Subsequently, a search string “Title of the article” must be generated with the terms already established in English and 

entered with quotes (“Innovation” and “social economy”). Therefore, conference proceedings, book citation indexes, book 

reviews and articles under review are excluded, resulting in 304 published articles. Table 1 shows the search criteria and 

the analysis parameter, while Figure 1 shows the flow chart of the methodology steps. 
 

 
Figure 1. Flow Chart of Methodology Steps 

 

RESULTS 

The results obtained from the bibliometric indicators indicated are presented below. Figure 2 indicates the scientific 

production of 304 articles registered in Scopus and Web of Science, where a trend l ine can be seen in which the growth 

of publications in the last six years is verified. In this Scopus context, the first article on innovation in the social 

economy in the title appears, for the first time, in 2013, in the University of Toronto Press, in t he magazine Explore 

JESTOR by Bouchard (2013), titled “Innovation and Social Economy: the Quebec Experience.” While in Web Of 

Science, the first article on innovation in the social economy in the title appears, for the first time, in 2009, in the 

magazine Revesco-Revista de Estudios Cooperativos, titled “The social economy: International perspectives on 

economic solidarity” followed by (Klein et al., 2009; Smith and Teasdale, 2009).  
 

 
Figure 2. Scientific Production Average 
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Thus, the average annual growth rate of Scopus is 1.08% and of Web of Science is 1.47%, taking into account that the 

latter mentioned has had a greater growth in publications starting in 2017 when they obtained 180 scientific articles on 

innovation in the social economy, while Scopus has 108 published articles. 

In this sense, a total of 304 articles established by Scopus and Web of Science were identified, thus, the two search 

engines agree that 55 articles are written by a single author. Thus, the co-authorship rate has an average of 1.17% in 

Scopus and 2.05% authors per scientific article in Web of Science. This reflects the increase in the number of authors 

due to the number of scientific articles. In Table 2, based on the indicator (“H” Index), it was ranked for the top 20 

researchers found in Scopus and Web of Science due to its greatest impact. This indicator shows the visibility of each 

author's work, such as the number of citations per publication and determines H = number of articles/citations at the 

time of calculation (Hirsch, 2005). In such a way that recognized researchers and innovation professionals standout such 

as (Bouchard, 2012; Afonasova et al., 2019; Agyapong et al., 2019; Calvo Martinez et al., 2019;  Vercher, 2022).  
 

Table 2. Main Authors and H-Index (Note: This table represents the Scopus and Web Of Science (WoS) H-index based on Bibliometrix, 2023) 
 

Rank Authors Scopus WoS Host 
No. of 

Appointments 

H 

Index 

1 Bouchard (2012) x 
 

University of Rosario, Colombia-Bogota 45 12 

2 Chalmers (2013) x 
 

University of Strathclyde, Scotland 81 11 

3 Catalá (2023) 
 

x University of Masarykova, Czech Republic 181 9 

4 Martin et al. (2015) x 
 

University of Leeds, United Kingdom 181 9 

5 Bernardo et al. (2023) 
 

x Complutense University of Madrid 98 7 

6 Potts and Hartley (2015) 
 

x University of California, United States-California 50 7 

7 Agyapong et al. (2017) X 
 

Nova Science Publishers, United States 50 7 

8 Rodriguez and Guzman (2013) 
 

x Complutense University of Madrid 71 6 

9 Nelms et al. (2018) X 
 

University of California, United States-California 71 6 

10 Padilla-Meléndez et al. (2014) 
 

x Complutense University of Madrid-Spain 36 6 

11 Chaves and Monzo (2018) X 
 

University of Valencia, Spain-Madrid 103 6 

12 Espasandín-Bustelo et al. (2023) 
 

x Journal of Technology Managemente 6 Innovation, United States 103 5 

13 Vercher (2023) 
 

x University of Valencia, Spain-Madrid 96 5 

14 Afonasova (2019) X 
 

Polish Journal of Management Studies 96 5 

15 Wadhwa et al. (2017) X 
 

Emerald Insight: Discover Journals, Books & Case Studies 26 5 

16 Street (2020) 
 

x University of Leeds, United Kingdom 40 4 

17 Bouchard (2012) 
 

x University of Rosario, Colombia-Bogota 45 3 

18 Muñoz Medraño et al. (2018) 
 

x University of Strathclyde, Scotland 50 2 

19 Rodríguez and Guzman (2013) X 
 

International Journal of Production Economics, United States 50 2 

20 Nicholson et al. (2017) X 
 

University of Kent, United Kingdom 11 1 
 

From the registered affiliations of the authors, it was possible to identify the main institutions and countries to which 

they belong, which makes it possible to visualize and determine the productive behavior between countries or 

institutions (Padilla, 2016; Duran-Sanchez et al., 2018; Cui et al., 2023). 
 

 
Figure 3. Scientific production by country (Note: Statistical relationship of  

intra-country (SCP) and inter-country (MCP) collaboration, based in Bibliometrix, 2023) 
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Figure 3 shows the 20 countries that contributed the greatest number of publications related to the topic of innovation in 

the social economy, based on the articles published by a single country (SCP) and through other countries (MCP).  

In this way, you can see the ranking of the countries that have the greatest number of publications on the topic to be 

studied. This topic is led by the United States with 92 (SCP) articles published by a single country and 54 (MCP) by 

other countries, followed by China with 41 (SCP) and 43 (MCP) publications, while Spain has 51 (SCP) and 21 (MCP) 

Brazil has 52 (SCP) and 13 (MCP), Italy 31 (SCP) and 18 (MCP), United Kingdom 22 (SCP) and 25 (MCP ), Germany 

29 (SCP) and 13 (MCP). MCP), Australia 19 (SCP) and 12 (MCP), Netherlands 20 (SCP) and 11 (MCP), and finally, 

there is India with 17 (SCP) and 9 (MCP) completing the top 10 most productive countries in research developed and 

focused on innovation in the social economy, within the bibliographic databases in Scopus and Web of Science.  

Regarding the authors who collaborated by country, it can be seen in Figure 2, that intra -country collaboration (SCP) 

is the majority, especially in the United States and China. For intercountry collaboration (MCP), both Scopus and WoS, 

the United States, China, the United Kingdom and Spain stand out.  

For its part, Figure 4 represents the 20 universities with which Scopus and Web of Science coincide, of a total of 304  

institutions identified with the most contributions in Innovation in the social economy, among them nine come from the 

United States and are of high level scientific in recent years, followed by the United Kingdom with four high -quality 

universities, Spain with five universities and finally Latin America, Argentina and Colombia with one university each.  

Among them, the Georgia Institute Technology stands out. School of Public Policy is located in the state of Atlanta 

in the United States, known for being leaders in addressing social problems through political processes and in this way 

generates knowledge that contributes to sustainability, creating a more equitable society, implementing innovation in the 

intersection of technological sciences. Similarly, with 12 published articles, there is the University País Vasco, Spain, 

specialized in economic and business sciences. 
 

 
Figure 4. Productivity by type of institution 

 

Table 3 presents the first 20 most relevant authors in Scopus and Web of Science based on  the citation index in the 

field of innovation in the social economy. In these works, each author presents a different idea, with different lines of 

research for the study and theoretical and empirical development within the field. Thus, in Scopus, the wor k with the 

highest number of references is by Marchesi (2021), who carried out a commercial orientation in grassroots social 

innovation, with perspectives from the collaborative economy.  

In turn, Chaves and Monzón (2018) exposed the social economy to emerging economic paradigms: social innovation, 

collaborative economy, circular economy, and corporate social responsibility, economy of the common good, social 

enterprise and solidarity economy. In Web of Science, the research with the greatest number of refe rences was that of 

Catalá (2023), who pointed out the entrepreneurship and innovation ecosystems, as well as the social economy 

ecosystem, followed by Rodríguez (2013), who spoke about innovation in social economy companies.  

In the analyzed period, the top twenty in the ranking are observed (Table 4). Switzerland leads with 7 journals with high 

impact factor Q1 and Q2; Spain also registers 4 journals with an impact of Q2 and Q3, followed by Canada and the United 

Kingdom with an impact of Q1 and Q2. Among the most important journals and published topics, the following journals 

are noted: Sustainability, Ciriec-España Revista de Economía Publica, Social, Innovation And The Social Economy: The 
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Quebec Expe, Annals Of Public And Cooperative Economics, Revesco-Revista de Estudios Cooperativos, 70% of the 

magazines are described, the table publishes topics related to innovation in the social economy, helping to create more 

inclusive, creative and sustainable societies and economies, thus helping to generate innovative solutions to improve the 

quality of life and well-being of people (Abhari et al., 2019; Bernardo, 2023; Calle et al., 2020). 
 

Table 3. Article Titles and Number of Citations  

Note. The following table represents the titles used for the study and the citations, based on Bibliometrix (2023) 
 

Author Scopus WoS Article title 
Appointment 

number 

Catalá (2023) 
 

x From entrepreneurial and innovation ecosystems to the social economy ecosystem 181 

Martin (2015) x 
 

Commercial orientation in grassroots social innovation: Insights from the sharing economy 181 

Marchesi (2021) x 
 

Social innovation for a circular economy in social housing 180 

Chaves and 

Monzón (2018) 
x 

 

The social economy in the face of emerging economic paradigms: social innovation, 

collaborative economy, circular economy, corporate social responsibility, economy of 

the common good, social enterprise and solidarity economy 

103 

Rodríguez (2013) 
 

x Innovation in social economy firms 103 

Bernard (2023) 
 

x 
The challenge of maintaining the principles of the social economy in the long term: the 

case of TUSGSAL 
98 

Afonasova (2019) x 
 

Digitalization in Economy and Innovation: The Effect on Social and Economic Processes 96 

Chalmers (2013) x 
 

Social innovation: An exploration of the barriers faced by innovating organizations in 

the social economy 
81 

Street (2020) 
 

x 
Social Economy, Environmental Proactivity, Eco-Innovation and Performance in the 

Spanish Wine Sector 
81 

Klein (2010) 
 

x Social economy-based local initiatives and social innovation 71 

Bouchard (2012) x 
 

Social innovation, an analytical grid for understanding the social economy: the 

example of the Québec housing sector 
45 

Bouchard (2012) 
 

x 
Social innovation, an analytical grid for understanding the social economy: the 

example of the Québec housing sector 
45 

Lyne (2018) 
 

x 
Understanding social enterprise, social entrepreneurship and the social economy in 

rural Cambodia 
34 

Klein (2010) x 
 

Social economy-based local initiatives and social innovation 32 

Briones (2012) 
 

x 
Academic cooperation in agribusiness: innovative strategies and experiences of the 

Tecnológico de Costa Rica 
28 

Chatzichristos (2021) 
 

x Regional Institutional Arenas for Social Innovation 27 

Bouchard (2013) x 
 

The Social Economy in Québec: A Laboratory of Social Innovation 27 

Espasandin-Bustelo 

et al. (2023)  
x Innovation and performance in social economy enterprises 26 

Abhari (2019) x 
 

Collaborative innovation in the sharing economy: Profiling social product 

development actors through classification modeling 
24 

Acquier (2018) x 
 

Sharing Economy and Social Innovation 10 
 

Table 4. Magazines and quartiles based on Innovation in the Social Economy  

Note. Analysis of the magazines and their quartiles based on innovation and social economy, own elaboration 2023 
 

Rank Scopus WoS Magazine No. of Items Country Quartiles (2024) ISNN 

1 X 
 

Sustainability 7 Swiss Q1 20711050 

2 X 
 

Ciriec-Espana Journal of Public and Social Economy 4 Spain Q2 19896816 

3 
 

x 
Ciriec-Espana Journal of Social and Cooperative 

Public Economy 
8 Spain Q2 19896816 

4 X 
 

Innovation And The Social Economy: The Quebec Expe 3 Canada Q1 14678292 

5 
 

x Annals Of Public And Cooperative Economics 4 United Kingdom Q2 13704788 

6 
 

x REVESCO-Journal of Cooperative Studies 3 Spain Q2 18858031 

7 X 
 

Social Innovation And Territorial Development 3 Canada 
  

8 
 

x Journal Of Business Research 2 USA Q1 1482963 

9 X 
 

Cogent Business And Management 2 United Kingdom Q2 23311975 

10 
 

x Technology in Progress 2 USA Q1 17508614 

11 X 
 

Entrepreneurship And Regional Development 2 United Kingdom Q1 14645114 

12 
 

x Agriculture And Human Values 1 Netherlands Q1 15728366 

13 
 

x Dixie 1 Spain Q3 18869440 

14 X 
 

Journal Of Business Research 2 USA Q1 1482963 

15 X 
 

Migration Letters 2 United Kingdom Q2 17418992 

16 
 

x Economic And Social Changes-Facts Trends Forecast 1 USA 
  

17 
 

x Economy And Society 1 United Kingdom Q1 3085147 

18 
 

x Environment And Planning C-Politics And Space 1 United Kingdom Q1 23996552 

19 X 
 

Social Enterprise Journal 2 United Kingdom Q1 17508533 

20 X 
 

Strategies And Best Practices In Social Innovation 2 USA 
 

9783319 
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Similarly, Figure 5 shows a thematic analysis of the most significant research sources based on a number of keywords 

to provide a broad view of the level of agreement with the theme of innovation in the social economy. However, to know 

the most used keywords, a reference system was used to determine the future development of different searches. 

Tentatively, the VOSviewer package was used, based on the authors' keywords to identify the most current topics or 

research directions of innovation in the social economy (Aria and Cuccurullo, 2017). Thus, a total of 601 terms were 

identified: social (137) is the word that is most repeated, based on the search criteria, as well as social innovation (101); 

impact (116); science (110); social economy (91); technology (62); emerging (13); digital (6); impact (4), among others. 
 

 
Figure 5. Keywords 

 

In this context, Figure 6 shows that research on innovation in the social economy was related to innovation, corporate 

principles, and social innovation, among the most important. Between 2014 and 2016 it was related to the social economy, 

public economy, social capital, economic growth. As of 2018, research is closely related to innovation, social innovation, 

and technology. The co-occurrence map shows the themes and trends according to the keywords used from January 2022 to 

January 2023, this is how the analysis provides a valuable perspective on the current state of knowledge about innovation in 

the social economy, being this multidisciplinary field is influenced by factors such as innovation, social economy, 

sustainable consumption and social innovation. Our findings also highlight the potential for interdisciplinary collaboration 

between the social economy and other sectors, such as finance, technology and policy, to accelerate innovation and 

promote social and environmental progress. Several themes were also identified that are not commonly associated with 

innovation in the social economy but that appear in the literature due to the nature of co-occurrence analysis such as: Public 

policy and administration, Theory and organizational behavior, Management and strategy innovation. 
 

 
Figure 6. Co-occurrence map (Note. The figure represents the co-occurrence  

network based on the information search criteria of Scopus and WoS, based on VOSviewer, 2023) 
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Likewise, in Figure 7, it can be identified that the databases on the authors and their publications on innovation in the 

social economy, 12% in Scopus of 100% and WoS 25.6%. On the other hand, the authors published in different 

international journals, such as Sustainability (8.4%), followed by Revista de Economía Publica, Social (10%). 

It is observed that there is a strong correlation between the eminence of a scientist and his productivi ty, the Lotka 

index was considered, which mentions Divide the authors of the publication group into three levels of productivity: 

Small producers (only one article or equal productivity index to 0), average producers (2 to 9 articles and productivity 

index) (greater than 0 and less than 1) and large producers (10 or more papers and a productivity index equal to or 

greater than 1) (Lotka, 1926) cited in (Abhari et al., 2019) being (Bouchard, 2012), followed by (Klein et al., 2010), 

(Lyne et al., 2018), these authors being with greater scientific production in social economy innovation, the rest are 

small producers or collaborators in research. 
 

 
Figure 7. Author productivity through Lotka's law 

 

Next, in Figure 8 you can identify the analysis of the main currents of the study where three scenarios are presented. 
 

 
Figure 8. Main research streams 

 

Niche Themes (A) 

This quadrant reflects different study topics that accompany the construction within innovation in the social 

economy. In such a way that, innovation is taken as a meaning of improvement within the social economy to generate 
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new processes, in the development of products, aid and social innovations. Within innovation in the social economy, its 

greatest impact on innovation and the social economy is maximized (Martin et al., 2015; Cohen et al., 2017; Nelms et 

al., 2018; Wadhwa et al., 2017), since entrepreneurship and digital generate more value in the social economy (Creech 

and Nadler, 2018). Thus, it is possible to determine that the social economy has an association with entrepreneurship, 

environmental sustainability and non-profit organizations, to promote different businesses with the help of innovation, in 

order to develop new income for different sectors. Overall, the main research trends on speci fic topics suggest a growing 

focus on the role of social and environmental factors in economic development, as well as on the importance of 

technology and innovation. Furthermore, the need to consider the relevance and centrality of certain research topics , as 

well as the driving forces behind economic growth and development, is recognized.  
 

Motor Themes (B) 

Based on the bibliometric data provided, the main research trends in the driving themes of quadrant B can be analyzed 

as follows: First of all, it can be observed that the density and centrality of the theme "social responsibility" developed by 

Marchesi (2021) is high, indicating that it is a well-researched and significant topic in the B quadrant driving themes. This 

is consistent with the growing awareness and importance of corporate social responsibility in modern business practices. 

While Afonasova (2019) in her topic on "digital economy" also has a high density and centrality, suggesting that it is an 

important and rapidly growing research area in the driving themes of quadrant B. This reflects the digital transformation in 

course of economies and societies, and the need to understand its implications for business and society. For this, Bouchard 

(2012) with his themes developed in “corporate social” has a high centrality, but a lower density, which indicates that it is an 

important but less researched theme in the motor themes of quadrant B. This may suggest the need to conduct more research 

on the role of corporations in promoting social responsibility and sustainability. 

Calle's (2020) work with the theme “innovation performance" has moderate density and centrality, indicating that it is a 

significant research trend in the driving themes of quadrant B. It is likely that research in this area will be focus on 

understanding the factors that contribute to innovation success and how organizations can improve their innovation 

performance to remain competitive in the digital economy. Key research trends in quadrant B driving topics include social 

responsibility, economics digital, corporate social activities, innovation performance. 
 

Basic and relevant topics (C)  

In this quadrant, the topics that with a greater degree of density that have been the basis for the emergence of new 

topics specialized in innovation in the social economy are analyzed: social capital, digital economy, innovation, 

entrepreneurship, community economies.  

Regarding social capital, the performance of micro and small businesses in an emerging economy and the mediating 

role of innovation within the company are highlighted (Agyapong et al., 2017). In this quadrant, it is necessary to take 

into account the importance of the issue of innovation in the social economy in entrepreneurship and community 

economies, according to Theodorakopoulos et al. (2014) and their argument about the importance of the fusion of 

technology and innovation within ventures. On the other hand, Gibson-Graham (2008) analyzed social innovation for 

community economies, which promotes scientific production. 
 

Emerging or Declining Themes (D) 

he emergence of new themes and the decline of old ones have been key trends in the themes of degree of 

development (density), studies such as: circular economy, social entrepreneurship, sustainable development, social 

capital, innovation performance emerge. All these topics, innovation in the social economy, are key when facing a 

problem in emerging issues (D'ovidio and Pradel, 2013; Acquier, 2018; Chavez and Monzón, 2018; Bouchard, 2013; 

Briones, 2012), these authors study three factors of the role of innovation and the social economy, as a fusion to 

generate a contrast. For their part, Abhari et al., 2019.  

They studied the collaborative innovation in the shared economy, with the profile of the actors in the development of 

social products through classification models, taking innovation within a shared economy as a starting point, in order to 

develop subsequent studies on the social economy, the Decline of old themes, such as community economies, indicates a 

shift in focus towards more innovative and sustainable development approaches. 
 

Implications with the trends of the bibliometric study of innovation in the social economy 

Topics such as social entrepreneurship, sustainable development and technological innovation continue to emerge in  

research on innovation in the social economy. These trends illustrate a growing interest in using innovative approaches 

to address social and environmental challenges and create new economic opportunities (Agyapong et al., 2017). At the 

same time, some topics are losing importance, such as the circular economy and the solidarity economy. This may 

suggest that although these concepts were once considered important, they are no longer relevant today (Acquier, 2018; 

Chaves and Monzón, 2018). From the perspective of basic issues, social responsibility and corporate responsibility stand 

out and become important driving forces of innovation in the social economy.  

This reflects a growing recognition of the role that businesses can play in creating positive social  and environmental 

impact, and the need for innovative approaches to address social and environmental challenges (Gibson -Graham, 2008). 

Trends in innovation research in the social economy indicate a growing interest in using innovative approaches to 

address social and environmental challenges and create new economic opportunities (Briones, 2012).  
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At the same time, the importance of understanding the social and economic context in which innovation occurs and 

the role of business and social capital in driving innovation is recognized. The narrowing of topics demonstrates that, 

while some concepts may no longer be as important, the field of innovation research in the social economy remains 

dynamic and responsive to emerging trends and challenges. 
 

DISCUSSION 
In accordance with the results of the research, it was evident that there are no bibliometric analyzes in the innovation of 

the social economy, therefore, in innovation, it was found that there is a general vision with a greater number of scientific 

production carried out by the United States, as well as explained by Ballardo et al. (2019), who indicated a ranking where 

the authors and universities with the most research on innovation are located in the United States, taking Web of Science as 

a source. By systematically examining the academic literature with Scopus and Web of Science, a mapping of the innovation 

landscape in the social economy was generated, where the evolution over time is revealed. This mapping exercise has 

identified key themes, trends and areas of interest, shedding light on the dynamic nature of innovation in this sector. 

In the bibliometric analysis, the authors and institutions that have played key roles in innovation in the social economy were 

studied. Through citation counting and H-index scoring, Martin (2015) from the University of Leeds collected 181 citations 

within his scientific article. This information is not only of academic interest, but can help professionals and policymakers 

identify potential collaborators and experts when they intend to implement innovative solutions in the social economy. 

One of the main contributions of this study is the identification of research gaps and emerging trends in the field of 

social economy innovation. By analyzing the frequency of keywords and citation networks, areas where more research is 

required are evident, for example, circular economy, social entrepreneurship, sustainable development, social capital and 

innovation unemployment, these insights provide valuable guidance for future research agendas. 

Innovation in the social economy is inherently interdisciplinary and this analysis highlights that fact, as research on this 

topic comes from a wide range of disciplines, including economics, circular economy, sustainable development, 

management and public policy. This interdisciplinary nature highlights the complexity of innovation in the social economy 

and the need for collaborative efforts across academic and practical domains to foster meaningful change. 

 

CONCLUSION 

Innovation is crucial in the social economy as it helps not only the growth of companies but also to address and solve 

social and environmental problems. Innovations in the social economy, in particular, have long-term impacts on society 

and can be advanced through the efforts of businesses and nonprofit organizations. In today's interconnected world, 

innovation in the social economy has become necessary to address global challenges such as financial instability, 

political instability, hunger, poverty and disease. Furthermore, prosperous societies are those that solve social problems 

in innovative ways with economic and social growth in mind. The bibliometric analysis carried out in this research 

project reveals several key ideas about innovation in the social economy, research production in this field has increased 

significantly since 2009, highlighting the scientific production of the United States with 146 publications followed by 

China, with 84 and Spain, with 72. For this, it becomes especially significant if only articles publi shed in English and 

Spanish are considered. In turn, Georgia Institute Technology is in first place in the ranking of universities.  

 School of Public Policy with 12 contributions, followed by the University Pais Vasco, Spain, with 12 contributions, 

below the University of Leeds. In this way, among the 20 most productive universities, 2 of them are from Spain, which 

is how the importance of research on innovation in the social economy in that country is corroborated. However, the 

scientific journals that publish the most articles in this area of research are mostly from English-speaking countries, 

because their authors are mainly associated with universities based in the United States and the United Kingdom.  

This bibliometric analysis provides a complete vision of the evolution and trends in the study of innovation within the 

social economy. The growing research output underlines the growing importance of the social economy as a driver of 

sustainable and equitable economic development. Geographic distribution, thematic trends, and identification of influential 

contributors contribute to future research and practical efforts within this field. By promoting international collaboration, 

diversification of research perspectives, and engagement with key stakeholders, we can harness the innovative power of the 

social economy to address pressing social challenges and contribute to a more inclusive and sustainable global economy. 
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