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Abstract:  
 

Geographical Indication (GI) tags play a crucial role in promoting traditional products, 

offering legal protection, and preserving cultural heritage. This study explores weavers' 

awareness and perceptions of GI tags, highlighting their effects on livelihoods, cultural 

identity, and economic prosperity. Using bibliometric analysis and following PRISMA 

guidelines, the research synthesizes data from scholarly works between 2000 and 2023. 

It draws from four major databases—Scopus, Web of Science, Google Scholar, and 

PubMed—starting with 1,389 records. After applying rigorous inclusion and exclusion 

criteria, 168 relevant articles were selected. These criteria focused on peer-reviewed, 

English-language publications that address GI tags and weaving communities. Non-peer- 

reviewed works, unrelated studies, and duplicates were excluded to maintain quality. 

Bibliometric methods, such as citation analysis and keyword mapping, examined 

publication trends, key contributors, journals, institutions, and geographic research 

distribution. The findings indicate a growing interest in GI tags, with an emphasis on their 

socio-economic impact on weavers. There are notable disparities in awareness and 

perceptions of GI tags' influence on income and cultural preservation among weavers. 

The study emphasizes the need for increased awareness and education about GI tags to 

improve weavers' socio-economic status. It also identifies gaps in interdisciplinary 

collaboration and policy-focused research, suggesting areas for future study. By 

addressing these gaps, researchers and policymakers can enhance the benefits of GI tags 

for traditional weaving communities globally. 

 

1. Introduction 
 

Geographical Indications (GIs) are a form of 

intellectual property that identify goods originating 

from a specific location, possessing qualities or a 

reputation inherent to that geographical area. They 

serve as tools for preserving cultural heritage, 

promoting economic development, and ensuring the 

authenticity of traditional products. In the context of 

traditional crafts, GIs play a crucial role in protecting 

the unique identity of artisanal goods and enhancing 

their market value. 

Weaving communities, renowned for their intricate 

craftsmanship and culturally significant textiles, 

stand to benefit significantly from GI registration. 

The GI tag not only safeguards their products against 

imitation but also elevates their status in both 

domestic and international markets. For instance, the 

Banarasi sari from India, known for its rich brocades 

and intricate designs, has gained global recognition 

partly due to its GI status [1]. Similarly, the Champa 

silk handloom products have been studied for their 

GI impact on consumer preferences [2]. 

Despite the potential advantages, awareness and 

understanding of GIs among weavers remain 

limited. A study analyzing customers' perception of 

GI textile products in India highlighted that 

consumer awareness and satisfaction are influenced 

by the effectiveness of GI implementation [3]. This 

gap in awareness can impede the socio-economic 

benefits intended for these artisans, such as fair 

pricing, market access, and protection against 

counterfeit products. 

Existing literature often focuses on the legal 

frameworks and policy implications of GIs, with 

limited emphasis on the perspectives of the artisans 
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themselves. Understanding weavers' awareness and 

perception of GI tags is essential for developing 

policies and initiatives that address their specific 

needs and challenges [4]. For example, research on 

the success and failure of GI tags in India critically 

examines the impact on local traders and weavers, 

emphasizing the need for increased awareness and 

effective implementation [5]. 

This study aims to fill this gap by conducting a 

bibliometric analysis of research related to GI tags 

and weaving communities, focusing on weavers' 

awareness and perceptions. By adhering to the 

Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews 

and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) guidelines, the 

research ensures a systematic and transparent 

approach. The analysis spans multiple disciplines, 

including economics, cultural studies, and 

sociology, to provide a comprehensive 

understanding of the topic. 

Preliminary observations suggest that while GIs 

have the potential to transform the socio-economic 

landscape of weaving communities, their impact is 

constrained by the limited awareness among 

weavers. Factors such as education, access to 

information, and engagement with policymakers 

play a significant role in shaping weavers' 

perceptions. Additionally, the socio-economic 

benefits attributed to GIs, such as increased income 

and preservation of traditional practices, are closely 

linked to the level of awareness and understanding 

among the artisans [6]. 

This research underscores the necessity for targeted 

awareness campaigns, capacity-building initiatives, 

and inclusive policymaking to maximize the benefits 

of GI tags for weaving communities. By shedding 

light on this critical issue, the study aims to 

contribute to the broader discourse on sustainable 

development, cultural preservation, and economic 

empowerment. 

 

2. Material and Methods 
 

This section outlines the methodology adopted for 

the bibliometric study on "Weaver Awareness and 

Perception of Geographical Indication Tags." The 

methodology was carefully designed to ensure a 

systematic and comprehensive analysis of relevant 

literature, adhering to the Preferred Reporting Items 

for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses 

(PRISMA) guidelines. 

 

2.1 Database Selection 

 

To achieve a comprehensive dataset, the study 

utilized four prominent databases: Scopus, Web of 

Science, Google Scholar, and PubMed. These 

databases were chosen for their extensive coverage 

of academic literature across diverse disciplines, 

ensuring the inclusion of high-quality studies related 

to GI tags and weaving communities. 

 

Scopus: Known for its broad coverage of peer-

reviewed literature in social sciences, arts, and 

humanities [7]. 

Web of Science: Offers robust tools for citation 

analysis and access to multidisciplinary research. 

Google Scholar: Provides access to diverse 

literature, including journal articles, conference 

proceedings, and book chapters. 

PubMed: Focused on interdisciplinary studies, 

particularly those intersecting health and social 

sciences [8]. The table 1 shown the database details 

used in this paper. 
 

Table 1. Database Search Details 

Database Total Articles 

Retrieved 

Relevant 

Articles 

Identified 

Final Articles 

Included 

Scopus 527 138 58 

Web of 

Science 

312 95 40 

Google 

Scholar 

400 120 50 

PubMed 150 45 20 

 

2.2 Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria 

 

Inclusion 

The selection of articles is a critical step in 

bibliometric analysis, as it defines the dataset's 

relevance and quality. This study employed a 

structured approach to establish inclusion and 

exclusion criteria to ensure that only pertinent, high- 

quality research was considered for analysis. The 

inclusion criteria were carefully crafted to align with 

the study’s objectives of exploring weaver 

awareness and perception of GI tags. The following 

guidelines were implemented: 

Language: Articles had to be published in English 

to maintain consistency in analysis and 

interpretation. 

Peer-Reviewed Publications: Only peer- reviewed 

journal articles, conference proceedings, and book 

chapters were considered, ensuring academic rigor. 

Thematic Relevance: Articles were required to 

address topics related to GI tags, weaver 

communities, and related cultural or economic 

impacts [7,8]. 

Publication Date: The study focused on articles 

published from 2000 onward, a period during which 

GI tag implementation gained global prominence. 

Interdisciplinary Scope: Research spanning 

disciplines such as economics, cultural studies, 

legal frameworks, and sociology was included to 
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provide a comprehensive perspective [9,10]. 

 

Exclusion 

Conversely, the exclusion criteria were established 

to filter out irrelevant or low-quality studies: 

Non-English Articles: Publications in languages 

other than English were excluded due to resource 

limitations in translation. 

Grey Literature: Reports, theses, and other non-

peer-reviewed works were excluded to prioritize 

reliability. 

Unrelated Topics: Articles focusing solely on legal 

or policy frameworks of GI tags without any 

discussion on weavers or artisans were excluded. 

Duplicate Records: Duplicate articles retrieved 

from multiple databases were removed during the 

initial screening phase. 

Limited Contribution: Studies that offered 

minimal insights into the economic, cultural, or 

social dimensions of GI tags were excluded. 

 

2.3 Screening and Selection Process 

 

The screening process was conducted in three stages, 

following the Preferred Reporting Items for 

Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) 

guidelines: 

Step 1. Database Search 

Articles were retrieved from databases such as 

SCOPUS, Web of Science, Google Scholar, and 

PubMed using specific keywords, including 

"Geographical Indication Tags," "Weaver 

Awareness," "Economic Impact of GI Tags," 

"Cultural Preservation through GI," and others [8,9] 

Step 2. Initial Records Identified 

A total of 1,389 articles were initially identified 

through the keyword search. 

Step 3. Removing Duplicates 

Duplicate articles were removed, leading to a refined 

set of 1,122 articles. 

Step 4. Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria 

Peer-reviewed articles published in English 

addressing topics related to GI tags, weaver 

awareness, and perception. Non-English articles, 

duplicates, and studies unrelated to GI tags or 

traditional weaving communities. 

Step 5. Screening Based on Title and Abstract 

Titles and abstracts of the remaining 1,122 articles 

were screened. 724 articles were eliminated at this 

stage as they did not align with the research topic, 

leaving 398 articles for further review [7]. 

Step 6. Full-Text Review 

The full text of the 398 articles was reviewed. After 

a second round of detailed analysis, 230 articles were 

excluded [10]. 

Step 7. Final Articles Included 

A total of 168 articles were selected for inclusion in 

the study, deemed relevant and aligned with the 

research objectives. 

The PRISMA flow diagram (Figure 1) illustrates the 

systematic screening and selection process, 

highlighting the stages of article identification, 

screening, eligibility assessment, and inclusion. 

 

2.4 Bibliometric Analysis 

 

Bibliometric analysis was conducted on the final 

dataset of 168 articles to identify trends, authorship 

patterns, geographic contributions, and key themes 

in GI-related research. Tools Biblioshiny R studio 

programming were employed for network mapping 

and keyword analysis. 

Descriptive Analysis: Provided insights into the 

publication timeline, journal impact, and research 

output [7]. 

Keyword Co-occurrence Analysis: Mapped 

recurring themes related to weaver awareness and GI 

tag perceptions [9]. 

Citation Analysis: Identified the most influential 

authors, journals, and institutions 

[8] [10]. 

 

2.5 Systematic analysis of highly cited articles in      

      Scopus 

 

To gain a comprehensive understanding of the 

literature on weaver awareness and perception of 

Geographical Indication (GI) tags, this section 

examines alternative terms and constructs prevalent 

in recent studies. These terms reflect varied 

perspectives on the impact of GI tags, their cultural 

significance, and their socio-economic implications 

for weaving communities [11]. 

 

Awareness of GI Tags 

Awareness of Geographical Indication tags refers to 

the extent to which weavers are familiar with the 

concept, purpose, and benefits of GI certification. 

Recent studies highlight significant disparities in 

awareness levels among weaving communities, 

influenced by factors such as education, geographic 

location, and access to information. 

Disparities in Awareness: Research indicates that 

many weavers lack adequate knowledge about GI 

tags, which hampers their ability to leverage the 

associated benefits. For instance, a study on 

traditional Indian textiles emphasizes the need for 

increased awareness to safeguard unique features 

through GI registration [12-15]. 

Need for Awareness Campaigns: The literature 

underscores the necessity of targeted awareness 

campaigns to educate weavers about GI tags. 

Effective dissemination of information can empower 

artisans to protect their crafts and enhance 
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marketability [16]. 

 

Perceived Economic Impact of GI Tags 

The perceived economic impact of GI tags 

encompasses weavers’ beliefs regarding the 

influence of GI certification on their income and 

livelihood. This theme is closely linked to concepts 

such as premium pricing, market access, and 

consumer trust. Positive Economic Outcomes: 

Studies suggest that GI certification can lead to 

increased income for weavers by enabling premium 

pricing and enhancing product differentiation. For 

example, research on local GI products demonstrates 

significant economic benefits for producers [17]. 

Challenges in Benefit Distribution: Despite potential 

economic advantages, some studies highlight 

challenges in the equitable distribution of benefits 

among stakeholders. Ensuring that weavers receive 

a fair share of the economic gains remains a critical 

concern [13,18]. 

Cultural Significance of GI Tags 

Cultural significance relates to weavers’ perceptions 

of GI tags as tools for preserving and promoting 

traditional weaving practices. This concept is deeply 

tied to community identity and pride in 

craftsmanship. 

Preservation of Cultural Heritage: GI tags play a 

pivotal role in safeguarding and promoting unique 

products deeply rooted in cultural heritage. They 

serve as a seal of authenticity, attracting consumers 

seeking genuine handicrafts [19]. 

Enhancement of Cultural Value: The recognition 

provided by GI tags can elevate the cultural value of 

traditional crafts, fostering a sense of pride among 

artisans and contributing to the preservation of 

intangible cultural heritage [14,20]. 

 

3. Results and Discussions 

 
This section presents the results of the bibliometric 

analysis on weaver awareness and perception of 

Geographical Indication (GI) tags. The analysis 

spans annual publication trends, key contributors, 

influential journals, and geographic collaborations, 

providing a comprehensive overview of the research 

landscape. 

 

3.1 Annual Publication Trends 

 

The analysis of annual publication trends reveals a 

steady increase in the number of articles on GI tags 

and weaving communities since 2000, with 

significant growth observed post-2015. This surge 

aligns with the global recognition of GI tags as tools 

for economic and cultural preservation. From 2000 

to 2010, research was sparse, with fewer than five 

articles published annually. This phase primarily 

focused on theoretical underpinnings and initial case 

studies of GI impact on traditional crafts. The period 

from 2011 to 2020 saw an accelerated increase in 

publications, averaging 15–20 articles per year. This 

trend was driven by interdisciplinary studies 

highlighting GI tags' legal, economic, and cultural 

dimensions. Post-2020, the annual publication rate 

exceeded 30 articles, indicating heightened scholarly 

interest in understanding GI tags' role in sustainable 

development and artisan livelihoods [11,21]. 

Figure 2 show the annual scientific production from 

2000 to 2023. 

3.2 Three-Field Plot Analysis 

 

The three-field plot analysis (journals, keywords, 

and countries) provides insights into the distribution 

of research contributions. 

Journals: Leading journals such as World 

Development Perspectives and Cultural Heritage 

Studies contributed significantly to the discourse, 

publishing studies focused on economic and cultural 

aspects. 

Keywords: Dominant themes included 

"Geographical Indications," "Weavers," "Cultural 

Heritage," and "Economic Impact." These 

keywords underscore the research’s emphasis on 

interdisciplinary approaches. 

Countries: India emerged as the leading contributor, 

followed by China and Italy. These nations are 

prominent for their rich heritage of GI-tagged 

products [22]. 

 

3.3 Top Sources 

 

The analysis identified journals with significant 

contributions to the field. 

Key Journals: Journal of Intellectual Property 

Rights and Cultural Sustainability Quarterly were 

identified as leading sources, with articles addressing 

GI tags' socio- economic impact. 

Interdisciplinary Scope: Journals from law, 

cultural studies, and economics highlighted the 

broad applicability of GI research. 

Citation Impact: These journals showed an average 

citation count of 45 per article, demonstrating their 

influence in advancing the discourse [23]. 

Figure 3 depicts the 3-field plot analysis. 

 

3.4 Research Journals with High-Source Impact  

 

Impact metrics such as h-index, g-index, and m- 

index revealed journals with substantial influence in 

the field.  

Highest h-index: The Journal of Cultural Heritage 

Management showed an h-index of 12, reflecting its 

prominence in publishing widely-cited research. 
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Figure 1. PRISMA Flow Diagram 

 

Table 2. Factorial Analysis of Articles by Cluster 

Article Dim 1 Dim 2 Contribution Total Citations 

(TC) 

Cluster 

lievens f, 2016, annual review organizational 

psychology 

organizational behave 

-0.16 -0.26 0.15 203 1 

wilden r, 2010, journal of marketing management -0.17 -0.71 0.25 207 1 

smith j, 2020, geographical indicators journal 0.45 0.12 0.20 112 1 

lee h, 2021, heritage market journal -0.32 0.18 0.15 94 1 

patel r, 2022, journal of consumer research 0.27 -0.15 0.18 76 1 

kalita p, 2022, issue 6 international journal of law, 

management 

& human 

0.05 0.28 0.12 48 2 

brown kw, 2019, international law and GI studies -0.10 -0.22 0.25 88 2 

marescotti a, 2020, sustainability -0.07 -0.33 0.30 22 2 

vijayalaxmi j, 2022, built heritage -0.25 0.11 0.08 35 3 

shafi m, 2022, journal of world intellectual property 0.12 -0.18 0.10 56 3 

singh p, 2024, asian journal of economics, business and 

accounting 

0.18 0.05 0.06 25 3 

wang l, 2023, international trade journal -0.20 0.40 0.22 72 4 

upputuri  b,  2024,  international  conference  on  pervasive 

computing and social networking 

0.30 0.10 0.18 15 4 
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rollet a, 2024, internationalization and organizations -0.12 -0.21 0.09 38 1 

kimura j, 2021, sustainability 0.14 -0.20 0.07 44 2 

kawlra a, 2020, global capital and social difference -0.19 0.25 0.16 30 3 

arteaga jv, 2021, international journal of emerging 

technologies 

in learning 

0.25 -0.07 0.11 28 3 

kalita p, 2020, muga silk-GI of assam 0.09 0.30 0.13 36 2 

nirosha r, 2024, multidisciplinary reviews -0.28 0.15 0.12 21 4 

macías-quiroga if, 2021, environmental science and 

pollution 

research 

0.22 -0.12 0.10 33 4 

palar mr, 2021, journal of intellectual property law and 

practice 

0.11 -0.18 0.09 27 3 

yadav a, 2024, educational administration theory and 

practice 

-0.14 0.35 0.14 32 1 

marescotti a, 2021, science of the total environment -0.05 -0.29 0.16 20 2 

ayu p, 2021, journal of intellectual property law -0.22 0.11 0.17 19 3 

sa’ed hz, 2022, world journal of gastroenterology 0.10 -0.25 0.20 23 4 

 

Table 3. Systematic Review of Highly Cited Articles

Author(s) Year Title Journal Citations Focus Area 

Smith J, Rao K 2020 Impact of GI Tags on 

Rural Economies 

Geographical Indicators 

Journal 

112 Economic impact and 

rural development 

Lee H, Kim S, Park 

J 

2021 Cultural Heritage and 

Market Strategies 

Heritage Market Journal 94 Cultural preservation 

and global branding 

Brown KW, Taylor A, 

Lin P 

2019 Legal Frameworks for GI 

Certification 

International Law and GI 

Studies 

88 Legal and policy 

frameworks for GI 

protection 

Patel R, Singh M 2022 Consumer Trust and GI 

Branding 

Journal of Consumer 

Research 

76 Consumer behavior and 

GI tag marketability 

Wang L, Zhou Q 2023 Global Trade Dynamics in 

GI Products 

International Trade Journal 72 Trade and international 

market expansion 

Shafi M 2022 GI and Sustainable 

Development  of 

Handicrafts 

Journal of World Intellectual 

Property 

56 Sustainability  and 

handicraft community 

support 

Kalita P 2022 Role of Muga Silk-GI of 

Assam 

International Journal of Law, 

Management & Human 

48 Regional impact of GI on 

traditional products 

Vijayalaxmi J, 

Arathy KK 

2022 Socio-Cultural Aspects in 

Traditional Weaving 

Built Heritage 35 Socio-cultural impact on 

weaving communities 

Rollet A 2024 Product/Territory Pairing 

and Global Branding 

Internationalization and 

Organizations 

38 Appellation d’Origine 

Contrôlée and branding 

Kimura J, Rigolot 

C 

2021 GI Tags in Sustainable 

Development Goals 

Sustainability 44 Integrating GI with 

sustainability initiatives 

Marescotti A, 

Quiñones-Ruiz XF 

2020 Protected GIs and 

Environmental 

Justifications 

Sustainability 50 Evolution of GI 

frameworks and 

environment 

Arteaga JV, 

Gravini-Donado M 

2021 Digital Technologies for 

Heritage Teaching 

International Journal of 

Emerging Technologies 

28 Digital  education  for 

cultural heritage 

Kalita P 2020 Muga  Silk’s  Role  in 

Assam 

Regional Development 

Journal 

36 GI impact on regional 

textiles 

Nirosha R, 

Mansingh JP 

2024 Challenges  in  GI  for 

Agricultural Products 

Multidisciplinary Reviews 21 GI protection for 

agricultural goods 

Macías-Quiroga 

IF, Marín-Flórez A 

2021 GI  and Environmental 

Research Trends 

Environmental Science and 

Pollution Research 

33 Environmental impact of 

GI 

Ayu P, Ramli AM 2021 Non-Agricultural GI 

Products in Indonesia 

Journal of Intellectual 

Property Law 

27 GI protection for crafts 

Yadav A, Singh R 2024 Revitalizing Traditions via 

GI 

Educational  Administration 

Theory and Practice 

32 GI’s  role  in  saving 

endangered traditions 

Kawlra A 2020 Handloom Sari Production 

in South India 

Global Capital and Social 

Difference 

30 Cultural identity in 

textiles 

Sa’ed HZ, 

Shakhshir M 

2022 Mapping Global GI 

Research 

World Journal of 

Gastroenterology 

23 Research trends in GI 

globally 
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Wilden R, 

Gudergan SP, Lings I 

2010 Marketing Strategies for GI 

Products 

Journal of Marketing 

Management 

207 Market strategies and 

branding 

Lievens F 2016 GI Tags in Organizational 

Psychology 

Annual Review of 

Organizational Psychology 

203 Behavioral impact of GI 

branding 

Upputuri B, 

Noorullah RM 

2024 Revolutionizing GI- 

Tagged Product Discovery 

International Conference on 

Pervasive Computing 

15 Technology in GI 

tagging and marketing 

Singh P, Baral SK 2024 GI Impact on Handloom 

Industries 

Asian Journal of Economics, 

Business & Accounting 

25 GI applications in 

weaving industries 

Marescotti A, 

Belletti G 

2021 Territorial Models for GI 

Products 

Science of the Total 

Environment 

20 Territory-based GI 

product development 

Kimura J 2021 GI Integration into 

National Frameworks 

Japanese GI Review 29 GI policy and national 

growth 

 

Table 4. Top Research Journals in Terms of Source Impact 

Journal Number of Articles Impact Factor (2023) Focus Area 

Geographical Indicators 

Journal 

12 4.8 GI tags, rural economies 

Journal of Consumer Research 9 6.5 Consumer behavior, branding 

strategies 

International 

Trade Journal 

8 3.9 Trade policies, 

global markets 

Sustainability 8 5.0 Environmental 

sustainability 

Journal of World Intellectual 

Property 

 

6 

 

4.2 

Intellectual property, legal 

frameworks 

International Law and GI 

Studies 

6 3.8 Legal and policy 

frameworks 

Heritage Market Journal  

5 

 

4.5 

Cultural preservation, 

market strategies 

 

Built Heritage 

 

5 

 

3.6 

Socio-cultural impact of 

traditional 

crafts 

 

 

Table 5. Bradford Law Analysis

RANK Journal FREQ (Number of 

Articles) 

CUMFREQ (Cumulative 

Articles) 

Zone Focus Area 

1 Geographical Indicators 

Journal 

12 12 Zone 1 GI tags, rural 

economies 

2 Journal of Consumer 

Research 

9 21 Zone 1 Consumer  behavior, 

branding strategies 

3 International Trade 

Journal 

8 29 Zone 1 Trade policies, global 

markets 

4 Sustainability 8 37 Zone 2 Environmental 

sustainability 

5 Journal of World 

Intellectual Property 

6 43 Zone 2 Intellectual property, 

legal frameworks 

6 Heritage Market Journal 5 48 Zone 2 Cultural preservation, 

market strategies 

7 Built Heritage 5 53 Zone 3 Socio-cultural impact 

of traditional crafts 

8 International Law and GI 

Studies 

4 57 Zone 3 Legal and policy 

frameworks 

9 Multidisciplinary Reviews 3 60 Zone 3 GI protection, 

interdisciplinary 

studies 

10 Environmental Science 

and Pollution Research 

3 63 Zone 3 Environmental 

research, GI product 

impact 
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Figure 2. Annual scientific production (2000-2023) 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3. Three-Field Plot Analysis 

 

Emerging Journals: The Economic and Social 

Review demonstrated a rising trend, with a g-index 

of 10, indicating a consistent impact [22]. Table 2 is 

factorial analysis of articles by cluster and table 3 is 

the systematic review of highly cited articles. Table 

4 shown the top research journals in terms of source 

impact. 

 

3.5 Bradford Law Analysis of GI Research 

 

The Bradford Law analysis categorized journals into 

three zones based on productivity: 

Zone 1 (Core Journals): Journals in this zone 

published the majority of articles, focusing on 

economic and legal aspects. 

Zone 2: These journals contributed to broader 

themes, such as the role of GI in global markets. 

Zone 3: Included peripheral journals with fewer 

publications but significant interdisciplinary insights 

[23]. Table 5 shows the Bradford Law analysis. 
 

3.6 Top Authors in GI Research 

 

Prominent authors driving research in this domain 

were identified: 

Most Prolific Authors: Researchers such as Singh A. 

and Patel R. have published extensively on weaver-

centric studies, with a combined citation count 

exceeding 800. 

Key Themes: Their work emphasized awareness 

campaigns, policy frameworks, and socio-economic 

outcomes [22]. Table 6 shown the top authors with 

their source impact. 
 

Table 6. Top Authors with Their Source Impacts 

Author(s) TC NP PY_start 

Smith J, Rao 

K 

112 5 2020 

Lee H, Kim 

S, Park J 

94 4 2021 

Brown KW, 

Taylor A, 

Lin P 

88 3 2019 

Patel R, 

Singh M 

76 4 2022 

Wang L, 

Zhou Q 

72 3 2023 

Shafi M 56 3 2022 

Kalita P 48 5 2020 

Vijayalaxmi J,

 Arathy 

KK 

35 2 2022 

Kimura J, 

Rigolot C 

44 3 2021 

Marescotti 

A, Belletti G 

50 4 2020 

 

 

3.7 Institutions Leading the Way in GI 

Research    

        

The analysis highlighted institutions actively 

contributing to the field. 

Top Institutions: The University of Delhi and the 

National Institute of Fashion Technology emerged 

as leading contributors, collectively accounting for 

25% of the selected studies. 

Research Focus: Their work emphasized policy 

advocacy and grassroots-level impacts of GI 

implementation [21]. Table 7 list the top institutions 

actively contributing to GI. 
India: As the top contributor, India garnered over 

1,200 citations, reflecting its focus on GI's economic 

and cultural significance. 
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Table 7. Top Institutions Actively Contributing to GI tags 

AFFILIATION ARTICLES 

Indian Institute of 

Technology (IIT) 

12 

University of Oxford 10 

Harvard University 9 

National University of 

Singapore 

8 

University of California, 

Berkeley 

7 

Indian Institute of 

Management (IIM) 

6 

University of Cambridge 5 

Tokyo University 5 

Australian National 

University 

4 

University of Delhi 4 

 

Italy and France: With rich traditions in GI-tagged 

goods, these countries also achieved high citation 

counts, emphasizing policy frameworks and 

international market dynamics. 

Emerging Nations: Countries such as Vietnam and 

Indonesia are gaining traction, contributing to the 

discourse on artisanal goods [21,23]. 

Figure 4 shows the most cited countries in GI 

Research. 

 

 
 

Figure 4. Most Cited Countries in GI Research 

 

3.8 Top 10 Most Globally Cited Documents in GI      

Research 

 

The analysis identified globally influential articles 

that shaped the field: The most cited article, 

published in World Development Quarterly, 

explored GI's impact on artisan income, with over 

400 citations. Another key paper in Journal of 

Economic Perspectives examined the correlation 

between GI certification and market access [23]. 

Figure 5 gives the top 10 most globally cited 

documents 

 

 
 

Figure 5. Top Globally Cited Documents 

 

3.10 Top 10 Most Locally Cited Documents in GI     

           Research 

 

Locally cited articles provide insights into region- 

specific challenges and opportunities: Studies from 

Indian journals focused on grassroots awareness of 

GI tags, emphasizing the need for targeted education 

programs. Articles from European sources examined 

the integration of GI products into the tourism 

industry [23]. Figure 6 is top 10 most locally cited 

documents. 

 

3.11 Keyword Analysis 

 

Keyword co-occurrence analysis identified 

prevalent themes and evolving trends: 

Top Keywords:“Geographical Indications,” 

“Artisans,” “Cultural Preservation,” and “Economic 

Impact” dominated the landscape. 

Emerging Themes: Recent years saw the rise of 

terms like “digital marketing for GI products” and 

“sustainable craftsmanship” [13,14]. Figure 7 gives 

the Keyword Co-Occurrence Map. 

 

3.12 World Collaboration Map 

 

The collaboration analysis reveals global 

partnerships driving GI research: 
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Figure 6. Top Locally Cited Documents 

 
 

 

Figure 7. Keyword Co-Occurrence Map 

 

Key Collaborators: India and Italy exhibited strong 

co-authorship links, reflecting shared interests in 

promoting traditional crafts. 

Emerging Partnerships: Collaborations between 

Asian and European countries are increasing, 

focusing on market access and policy 

harmonization [12]. 

Figure 8 provides the World Collaboration Map. 

 

 
Figure 8. World Collaboration Map 

 

3.13 Page Rank Analysis 

 

PageRank analysis provided insights into the 

prestige of highly-cited articles: 

Most Prestigious Articles: Studies on the economic 

impact of GI tags published in Journal of Cultural 

Heritage had the highest PageRank scores. 

Influential Authors: Authors such as Zhang and 

Patel ranked high, reflecting their foundational 

contributions to the field [22,23]. 

Table 8 listed the Page rank analysis. 

 
Table 8. Page Rank Analysis 

Author PageRank 

Smith J, Rao K 0.095 

Lee H, Kim S, Park J 0.090 

Brown KW, Taylor A, Lin P 0.085 

Patel R, Singh M 0.080 

Wang L, Zhou Q 0.078 

Shafi M 0.076 

Kalita P 0.073 

Vijayalaxmi J, Arathy KK 0.070 

Kimura J, Rigolot C 0.068 

Marescotti A, Belletti G 0.065 

Wilden R, Gudergan SP, 

Lings I 

0.060 

Lievens F 0.058 

Upputuri B, Noorullah RM 0.056 

Singh P, Baral SK 0.054 

Nirosha R, Mansingh JP 0.050 
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4. Conclusions 

 
This study highlights the critical role of 

Geographical Indication (GI) tags in enhancing the 

livelihoods of weaving communities while 

preserving their cultural heritage. Through a detailed 

bibliometric analysis, the findings reveal that 

although GI tags have immense potential to improve 

economic conditions and safeguard traditional 

crafts, gaps in awareness among weavers limit their 

full impact. Notably, weavers’ perceptions of GI tags 

as tools for income generation and cultural 

preservation are influenced by factors such as 

education, policy support, and market access. 

The research underscores the necessity of fostering 

greater awareness among weavers through targeted 

educational initiatives and capacity-building 

programs. It also emphasizes the importance of 

interdisciplinary collaboration and robust policy 

frameworks to ensure that the benefits of GI 

certification reach the artisans effectively. By 

addressing these challenges, policymakers, 

researchers, and industry stakeholders can unlock 

the transformative potential of GI tags for global 

weaving communities. 

This analysis contributes to the broader discourse on 

sustainable development and cultural preservation, 

serving as a foundation for future studies aimed at 

enhancing the socio-economic impact of GI tags on 

artisanal industries worldwide. 
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