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Résumé / Summary

1.Context
Accessibility plays a crucial role in a location choice of an economic establishment. Along with agglomeration
effects (Jacobs, 1969; Marshall, 1890), it has been highlighted by the neoclassical theory (Arauzo-Carod et
al., 2010). Highly accessible areas can minimise the transportation costs for distribution, suppliers, labour and
clients (Maroto and Zofío, 2016). In that way, accessibility can create cost efficiencies and be considered as a
positive attribute from spatial externalities (de Bok and Oort, 2011).
Nevertheless, the role of transportation, it has decreased during the recent years because of the
development of the information technologies and the advances of the transportation sector it-self. The latter
have become more productive, leading to more flexibility to the location choices, while creating polarisations
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at a microlevel (concentration around transportation hubs and motorway junctions) (Mérenne-Schoumaker,
2011). However evidence shows that accessibility stays important, especially for some economic sectors (de
Bok and Oort, 2011). But sometimes is not easy to quantify this preference for accessibility or proximity
because of the trade-offs between accessibility and land value.
At the same time, there are firms which choose to change location and select a location in a less accessible
areas, less urbanised, the so called exurbanisation (Mérenne-Schoumaker, 2011). This behaviour can be
interpreted as that accessibility is not important. However, Rosenthal and Strange (2004) highlight that a
recently relocated firm can benefit of the advantages of the previous location.
2.Objectives and case study
In this papers we are searching to quantify the effect of the accessibility (transport infrastructure and regional
accessibilities) and the difference of the impact of these factors between the newly located establishments
and the relocated ones. The division between location of new establishments and relocation of existing ones
is not thoroughly examined. Some studies in the framework of discrete choices which have accounted for this
division are the works of de Bok and Oort (2011) in their application on the Netherlands and Elgar et al.
(2009) in the location choice modelling of office firms in Toronto. Especially for the relocated establishments,
we are searching to quantify the effect of the path dependency of the accessibility of the previous location. To
respond to these questions, we have developed a location choice model for the urban area of Lyon, where
we are analysing the location choice determinants, using discrete choice models and accessibility indicators
as the major explanatory variables.
3.Data and method
The location choice model for the economic establishments is a multinomial logit with random sample of
alternatives developed for the urban area of Lyon. The alternative choice is in the scale of the
neighbourhood. The explanatory variables, except of the accessibility indicators, are measures of location
externalities (agglomeration and economic diversity), and specific characteristics of the firms (Arauzo-Carod
et al., 2010). For the calculation of the regional accessibility indicators, we have used the generalised peak
travel times by car, estimated by SIMBAD, a LUTI model developed in the “Transport Urban Planning
Economics Laboratory” for the urban area of Lyon (Nicolas, 2010).
Our analysis is focused on the enterprises which have only one establishment. To identify the establishments
which have be created or relocated, we have used the official disaggregated database of the economic
establishments of France (SIRENE database) for 2 time periods, the analysis year of 2011 and the
comparison year to 2006. Comparing these 2 databases we can identify the newly created establishments
and the relocated ones during the period 2006-2011.
Our analysis is focused on the following economic sectors: manufacturing, construction, wholesale, retail,
transportation and warehousing, accommodation and restoration, finance and insurance, real estate, front
office services, back office services, health.
4.Contributions and preliminary findings
This papers aims to provide some interesting insights to the relative literature. First, it integrates path
dependency variables to quantify their effects, which based on the theory can have a significant impact.
Second, it applies different models for the newly created and recently relocated establishments which is not a
usual method, except of some works (de Bok and Oort, 2011; Elgar et al., 2009). Third, is uses accessibility
as a major explanatory variable and integration of the transport dimension in some indicators and quantifies
their effect.
The results are showing that in fact previous location has an important role for the relocated firms. Generally,
the establishments are relocated to less expensive areas with lower accessibility, to quantify the advantages
of the previous location to a lower cost. However, these areas are not located very far from the previous
location, possible in order not to decrease the impact of these advantages. This can explain also why the
newly created establishments seem to be more sensible to accessibility and proximity to transportation
infrastructures, which are obliged to select high accessible areas, which in general are more expensive.
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