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ABSTARCT

This review examines the multifaceted relationship
between globalization and local cultures, exploring the
dynamic interplay that either challenges or nurtures
traditional cultural identities. The article dissects the
impacts of economic globalization through multinational
corporate expansion and tourism on local economies
and cultural practices. Additionally, the article explores
the social and technological realms, assessing how
media and technological advancements facilitate
cultural exchange and potentially lead to cultural
homogenization or hybridization. The article also
presents case studies that illustrate both positive and
negative outcomes of these interactions, highlighting
scenarios where local cultures have successfully
integrated global influences without losing their
essence and others where they have suffered erosion.
Through a comprehensive analysis, the review offers
insights into strategies for balancing globalization with
cultural preservation, emphasizing the role of policy
interventions and community initiatives in maintaining
cultural uniqueness in a globalized world.
Keywords:  Cultural  homogenization,
hybridization, Multinational corporations,
impact, Digital diasporas
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Introduction

Globalization represents an expansive influence perme-
ating cultural, economic, and social boundaries world-
wide, driven by advances in communication, transpor-
tation, and economic integration. This phenomenon
has been instrumental in shaping cultural identities and
interactions across the globe. The purpose of this review
is to delve into the complex relationship between global-
ization and local cultures, examining both the challeng-
es and opportunities that arise from this interplay.

This article explores the nuanced impacts of glo-
balization on local cultures through economic, social,
and technological lenses. It aims to uncover how these
forces not only challenge traditional cultural practices
but also create new opportunities for cultural exchange
and hybridization. The discussion will span various di-
mensions of globalization including the spread of mul-
tinational corporations (MNCs), the influence of global
media, and the integration of new technologies that
reshape cultural landscapes."” The article will explore
these dynamics, shedding light on both the conflicts
and collaborations that are shaping today’s cultural
landscapes.

Theoretical Framework

Cultural Homogenization

The concept of cultural homogenization has been
pivotal in understanding globalization’s effects on cul-
tural landscapes. Theories such as cultural imperialism
argue that globalization often results in the dominance

of Western cultural practices, effectively standardizing
diverse cultural identities into a single, homogeneous
market.’ This standardization is facilitated by global
media conglomerates that distribute Western music,
movies, television, and goods, overshadowing local
cultures.!

Moreover, Sklair’s theory of the “culture-ideology
of consumerism” posits that globalization promotes
a consumer-oriented culture, which prioritizes the
consumption of Western products, thereby integrat-
ing local societies into global capitalism.” This theory
suggests that as countries develop economically, local
customs and traditions may be replaced with standard-
ized global consumer habits, leading to a loss of cultur-
al uniqueness.*

However, critical perspectives argue that while ho-
mogenization is evident, it is not absolute. Robertson’s
concept of “glocalization” suggests that global forces
are adapted to local conditions, creating a modified
form of globalization that can coexist with traditional
practices.’ This interplay between the global and the
local underlines the complexity of cultural homogeni-
zation, indicating that the global influence on cultures
is both nuanced and multidimensional.

Cultural Heterogenization

Globalization is often criticized for its role in cultur-
al homogenization, yet it simultaneously facilitates a
complex process of cultural heterogenization where
global and local elements intermingle to create nov-
el cultural forms.® The theory of cultural heteroge-
nization posits that rather than merely diluting local
cultures into a uniform global culture, globalization
allows for the synthesis of diverse cultural elements,
resulting in enriched, hybridized cultural practices.’

Pieterse argued that globalization acts as a catalyst
for cultural blending, where the interaction between
global forces and local traditions fosters the emer-
gence of new cultural identities that reflect both glob-
al and local influences.® This phenomenon is evident
in the global spread of cuisines, fashion, and music,
where traditional elements are integrated with foreign
influences to appeal to a global audience while retain-
ing distinct local flavors.’

Furthermore, cultural heterogenization challenges
the notion that globalization leads inevitably to cultural
uniformity. Instead, it emphasizes the resilience
and adaptability of local cultures, which assimilate
selective aspects of global culture without losing their
foundational characteristics. Hannerz described this
process as an ongoing negotiation between the global
and the local, which does not erase local identities
but rather redefines them in a global context.'® This
perspective shifts the focus from the loss of culture to
the dynamic evolution of cultures within the global
landscape.
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Hybridization

The concept of cultural hybridity, rooted in the dis-
course of globalization, articulates how global and
local influences amalgamate to create new, hybrid cul-
tural forms." This theoretical framework, pioneered
by theorists like Bhabha and Garcia Canclini, suggests
that cultural hybridity transcends the simple mixture
of cultures; it involves a complex reconceptualization
of identity and cultural norms that often results in in-
novative cultural expressions that reflect both global
universality and local specificity.'>"?

Garcia Canclini posited that hybridity is not merely a
blending but a critical space where new cultural forms
and practices are negotiated and created.' These
forms often arise in cities where diverse populations
coexist and interact, leading to the emergence of new
artistic expressions, language dialects, and lifestyle
practices that embody elements of multiple cultures.
This phenomenon is visible in the global popularity of
musical genres like reggaeton and K-pop, which meld
local musical traditions with global pop influences to
create universally appealing sounds that still retain lo-
cal distinctiveness."

Cultural hybridity challenges traditional notions of
cultural purity and highlights the dynamic nature of
cultural exchange and transformation in the age of glo-
balization. It underscores the reality that cultures are
not static but are continually evolving through inter-
actions that span geographic and digital boundaries.*®

Economic Impacts of Globalization on Local Cultures

Impact on Local Industries

Global economic policies and the activities of MNCs
have a profound impact on local economies and their
cultural landscapes. As MNCs expand into new terri-
tories, they often bring with them a wave of economic
globalization that can lead to significant shifts in local
industries."” For instance, local businesses may face
increased competition from global brands, potentially
threatening traditional industries and crafts that have
cultural significance.'®

Moreover, the integration of global supply chains
can lead to a homogenization of products and services,
where local uniqueness is often overshadowed by
global standards. This can result in a loss of cultural
identity within local markets as traditional products
are replaced or modified to suit global tastes.'”
On the contrary, globalization can also introduce
new technologies and practices that enhance the
productivity and global reach of local industries,
potentially leading to economic growth and cultural
rejuvenation.”

The dynamics between local industries and global
markets are complex as they involve not only economic
exchanges but also cultural transactions. The chal-
lenge lies in balancing the benefits of economic growth
with the preservation of cultural heritage, ensuring
that globalization does not lead to cultural dilution but
rather encourages a symbiotic relationship between
global influences and local traditions.”*
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Tourism and Culture

Tourism, as a globalizing force, has complex effects on
local customs and cultural practices. While it brings
economic benefits and global recognition to local
cultures, it also poses risks of cultural erosion and
commodification.”® For instance, the influx of tourists
often leads to the commercialization of local traditions,
where cultural activities and ceremonies are modified
to cater to tourist expectations, potentially stripping
them of their authenticity and meaning.*

On the positive side, tourism can act as a catalyst for
preserving endangered customs and crafts. It provides
financial incentives for local communities to maintain
and showcase their cultural heritage, which might other-
wise be neglected. For example, in regions like Southeast
Asia, indigenous craft markets have flourished, provid-
ing local artisans with the opportunity to sustain their
livelihoods while preserving their cultural heritage.”

However, the balance is delicate. Over-tourism can
lead to a loss of cultural identity as local traditions
become mere attractions. Studies highlight the need
for responsible tourism practices that prioritize the
sustainability of cultural heritage by involving local
communities in tourism development plans and
ensuring that they have control over how their cultures
are represented and managed.*

Tourism Ecology Framework: Interacting
Environments

In the context of global cultural interactions, the tour-
ism ecology framework provides a vital lens to under-
stand the multifaceted influences of tourism on local
cultures.”® As depicted in Figure 1, tourism does not
operate in isolation; it is deeply embedded within and
interacts with various environments—socio-political,
economic, and ecological.”*” This interplay significant-
ly shapes the tourism system, comprising both tourism
supply and tourism demand, and by extension, im-
pacts local cultural practices and sustainability.**

The socio-political environment includes factors like
governance, policies, and community engagement, cru-
cial for managing and directing tourism to support cultur-
al sustainability.** Economically, tourism acts as both a
beneficiary and a driver of local economies, often dictat-
ing the commercialization levels of cultural elements.”®

Ecologically, the interaction between tourism and
natural as well as socio-cultural environments can
lead to either the preservation or degradation of local
habitats and cultural integrity.?*

This framework illustrates the need for an integrated
approach to manage tourism impacts holistically, con-
sidering the triple environmental overlay that tourism
systems inhabit. By acknowledging these multiple lay-
ers, stakeholders can devise more effective strategies
that safeguard cultural authenticity while promoting
economic benefits.?*#*"

Social and Technological Influences

Technological Exchange
The rapid exchange of cultural ideas and practic-
es enabled by technology has significantly shaped
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Fig 1 | Tourism ecology framework: Illustrating the triple environments of the tourism

system, encompassing socio-political, economic, and ecological dimensions that interact

with tourism supply and demand, influencing both local and global cultural landscapes
Source: Mihalic, 2020.”

local cultural identities globally.”” The advent of the
internet and digital communication platforms has al-
lowed for an unprecedented flow of cultural informa-
tion, enabling individuals from different regions to
access, share, and integrate diverse cultural content
with ease.”® For example, social media platforms like
Twitter and Facebook have become conduits for cul-
tural exchange, allowing traditions, languages, and
customs to permeate and influence distant societies.”

This technological facilitation has also led to the
phenomenon of “digital diasporas,” where communi-
ties maintain their cultural ties and share their heritage
with global audiences through digital means. This has
strengthened cultural identity among diaspora com-
munities and has sometimes led to the revitalization of
cultural practices in their countries of origin.’® Howev-
er, the same technology also poses challenges, such as
the risk of cultural dilution when traditional practices
are taken out of context or commercialized for a global
audience.’’

The interplay between technology and culture is
complex, requiring careful consideration to balance
cultural preservation with global integration. Effective
policies and strategies can help manage the impacts
of technological exchange on cultural identities, en-
suring that technology acts as a bridge rather than a
barrier between cultures.’
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Media and Cultural Transmission

The influence of global media platforms in spreading
cultural norms and practices has profound implica-
tions for local cultures, often acting as both a bridge
and a barrier in cultural preservation and change.”
Global media platforms like Netflix and YouTube not
only provide widespread access to diverse cultural
content but also play pivotal roles in shaping cultural
perceptions and identities across different regions.**
For instance, the global distribution of films and tele-
vision shows introduces audiences to foreign lifestyles
and values, which can lead to both the adoption of new
practices and the erosion of traditional ones.*

Research indicates that such media exposure
significantly impacts youth culture, where young indi-
viduals are more likely to assimilate aspects of global
pop culture into their daily lives, affecting everything
from language use to fashion and social norms.’® This
cultural transmission, however, is not merely unidirec-
tional; it also offers an opportunity for local cultures
to project their narratives globally, enhancing cultural
visibility and understanding.’’

These dynamics underscore the dual role of media
as a tool for cultural homogenization and as a poten-
tial catalyst for cultural diversity and exchange. The
challenge lies in managing these influences to foster
cultural diversity while respecting and preserving local
cultural identities.*®

Case Studies of Cultural Coexistence and Conflict

The Revitalization of the Ainu Culture in Japan

The revitalization of the Ainu culture in Japan exem-
plifies how globalization can foster the resurgence
and global recognition of local cultures without
compromising their unique identities.”® The Ainu, an
indigenous people of Japan, have experienced signifi-
cant cultural and economic marginalization. However,
recent global interest in indigenous rights and cultural
diversity has prompted both local and international
efforts to preserve and promote Ainu heritage.*’

Initiatives such as the establishment of the Ainu
Culture Promotion Act and the opening of the Upopoy
National Ainu Museum and Park have been pivotal.
These efforts, supported by UNESCO and various
global cultural organizations, aim not only to preserve
Ainu traditions but also to integrate them into Japan’s
national and international tourism offerings.*' This
approach has helped to revitalize traditional crafts,
dances, and languages that were on the brink of
disappearance.

Moreover, the Ainu community has leveraged digital
platforms to share their culture worldwide, thus
attracting global audiences and fostering a broader
understanding and appreciation of their cultural
practices.”” The global exposure has not only enhanced
economic opportunities for the Ainu by promoting
cultural tourism but has also played a critical role in
educating the global community about the richness
and complexity of the Ainu culture.”

These developments illustrate a scenario where
globalization, rather than diluting a local culture, has
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Source: UNESCO, 2024.”

amplified its voice and facilitated its flourishing on a
global stage. The Ainu case shows that with thought-
ful engagement and respect for cultural sovereignty,
globalization can indeed be a powerful ally in the pres-
ervation and enhancement of local cultures.*

The Erosion of Traditional Weaving Practices in
Southeast Asia
The encroachment of global economic forces has sig-
nificantly impacted traditional weaving practices in
Southeast Asia, particularly in regions like Indonesia
and the Philippines, where these practices are not
just craft but also a vital aspect of cultural identity."”
As globalization introduces mass-produced textiles,
the demand for handwoven fabrics, which are more
time-consuming and costly to produce, has sharply
declined.*®

In Indonesia, traditional weavers of Ikat fabrics
have faced challenges due to the influx of cheaper,
machine-made alternatives that mimic traditional pat-
terns. This not only undermines the local economy but
also leads to a generational gap in weaving knowledge
as fewer young people take up the craft.”’” Studies high-
light that the cultural significance of Ikat, once pivotal
in rituals and community identity, is diminishing as its
economic viability wanes.*®

Similarly, in the Philippines, the introduction of
synthetic dyes and fibers through global trade routes
has altered the traditional color schemes and materials
of Ifugao tribal weaving. This shift not only affects
the authenticity of the textiles but also impacts the
environmental sustainability of the weaving practices
as synthetic materials are less eco-friendly than their
natural counterparts.”’

These cases underscore the adverse effects of
globalization on cultural practices. While economic in-
tegration can bring development, it also poses a threat
to cultural heritage, often leading to the homogeniza-
tion of unique cultural expressions.”® The challenge
lies in balancing economic benefits with the preserva-
tion of cultural heritage, ensuring that globalization
does not lead to cultural erasure.

Strategies for Balancing Globalization and
Cultural Preservation

Policy Interventions: Balancing Globalization with
Cultural Preservation

The role of policy interventions in preserving cultur-
al uniqueness amidst globalization is increasingly
vital. Governments and international organizations
can implement a range of strategies that protect cul-
tural heritages while fostering global integration.’
One effective policy is the establishment of cultural
heritage sites, which UNESCO has championed, help-
ing to preserve important cultural expressions and
practices while promoting international tourism and
understanding.>’

Adding to these tangible efforts, UNESCO’s artic-
ulation of the Cultural and Creative Ecosystem (CCE)
provides a systemic framework demonstrating how
cultural values are dynamically generated and main-
tained.”*® UNESCO defines the CCE as representing “a
complex environment wherein artists, social groups,
cultural communities, audiences, and a broad spec-
trum of public and private intermediaries engage in
various relationships to generate diverse forms of cul-
tural and economic value.”**® Figure 2, representing
the value generation cycle within the CCE, serves as
a sophisticated model illustrating the interconnected
processes that cultivate cultural and economic value
within the ecosystem.

This model not only focuses on the roles of artists
and cultural groups but also emphasizes the active
participation of audiences in these cultural networks,
showcasing how engagement across various cultural
activities contributes to the preservation and evolution
of cultural heritage.

The model elucidates the multifaceted interactions
among economic, social, and ecological environments
that shape cultural activities. It recognizes cultural
participation as central, wherein audiences actively
contribute to the sustainability of cultural expressions
through various forms of engagement from passive
consumption to active co-creation. This aspect is vital
in understanding the broader impacts of globaliza-
tion on local cultures, where the integration of local
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traditions with global influences can foster both pres-
ervation and innovative cultural expressions.

The CCE model therefore not only supports the
preservation of traditional cultural forms but also en-
courages the sustainable development of new cultural
practices, ensuring that local cultures thrive amidst
global connectivity. This approach by UNESCO high-
lights the need for policies that not only protect but
also actively promote the sustainable development of
cultural ecosystems, ensuring that cultural diversity is
maintained and enhanced in an increasingly intercon-
nected world.

Additionally, financial incentives for local artisans
and craftsmen can encourage the continuation of
traditional practices in the face of global market pres-
sures. Programs in countries like Japan and India pro-
vide subsidies and grants to artisans to sustain their
crafts, thereby ensuring these traditions are passed on
to future generations.” These measures not only help
maintain cultural diversity but also enhance economic
opportunities for local communities.**

Intellectual property rights tailored to protect
traditional knowledge can prevent cultural
appropriation and ensure that communities retain
control over their cultural expressions. Countries like
Panama have implemented sui generis systems for
the protection of indigenous knowledge, which have
become models for combining cultural preservation
with economic benefits.*

Moreover, education policies that integrate cultural
studies into the national curriculum can raise aware-
ness and appreciation of local traditions from a young
age. Such initiatives, observed in Scandinavian coun-
tries, equip the youth with a deep understanding of
their cultural roots and the skills to navigate a global-
ized world.*®

These policy interventions showcase how careful
planning and international cooperation can help
safeguard cultural identities against the homogenizing
effects of globalization, ensuring that cultural diversity
is maintained for future generations.

Community Initiatives: Balancing Global Influences
with Local Traditions
Community initiatives play a pivotal role in balancing
global influences with local traditions, often acting as
the first line of defense in preserving cultural unique-
ness. Locally led projects, such as the community-
operated tourism ventures in rural Thailand, have
demonstrated significant success in maintaining cul-
tural integrity while embracing globalization. These
initiatives not only promote sustainable tourism but
also educate visitors on local customs and traditions,
thus preventing cultural dilution.>

In regions like the Andes, indigenous communities
have utilized digital platforms to share their languages
and cultural practices globally, which has helped in
revitalizing interest and participation in local traditions
among younger generations.’”® This technological
approach allows for a broader dissemination of
traditional knowledge, countering the homogenizing
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effects of globalization by showcasing unique cultural
aspects on a global stage.*’

Furthermore, community cooperatives in Africa
have been instrumental in harnessing global market
access for locally made products while ensuring that
the benefits accrue directly to the local populace.
These cooperatives work by protecting traditional
methods of production and promoting products that
are distinctly tied to the community’s cultural identity,
such as handicrafts and organic produce.*

Moreover, local cultural festivals and workshops,
often supported by NGOs and local governments,
provide platforms for cultural exchange and
understanding. These events offer opportunities
for communities to celebrate their heritage and
for outsiders to learn about the culture, fostering
mutual respect and reducing the risk of cultural
appropriation.®!

These grassroots efforts underscore the potential for
communities to harness globalization for their benefit
without sacrificing their cultural identities. They illus-
trate effective strategies for cultural preservation that
can serve as models for other regions facing similar
challenges.

Conclusion

Globalization and local cultures engage in a dynamic
and often complex relationship. On one hand, global-
ization brings opportunities for the exchange of ideas,
economic growth, and technological advancement,
fostering connections across cultural divides. On the
other hand, it can also challenge the preservation of
local customs and traditions, sometimes resulting in
the homogenization of cultural identities. This review
highlights how these forces interact, revealing both the
synergies and tensions at play.

Looking ahead, the trend toward increased global-
ization is expected to continue, further integrating
cultures and economies. However, as this process
unfolds, efforts to protect and preserve local cultural
uniqueness will become even more crucial. Technolog-
ical advancements, combined with grassroots move-
ments and policy interventions, may offer avenues for
maintaining cultural diversity while participating in a
globalized world.

Further research should focus on identifying sus-
tainable strategies that balance these opposing forces.
By fostering greater understanding and cooperation
between global and local perspectives, we can ensure
that the benefits of globalization are maximized while
safeguarding the cultural heritage that enriches our
world.

References

1 Kraidy M. Hybridity, or the Cultural Logic of Globalization. Temple
University Press. 2006.

2 Sklair L. Sociology of the Global System. Johns Hopkins University
Press. 1995.

3 Tomlinson J. Cultural Imperialism: A Critical Introduction. A&C Black.
2001.
Ritzer G. The McDonaldization of Society. Pine Forge Press. 1993.

5 Robertson R. Glocalization: Time-Space and Homogeneity-
Heterogeneity. In: Featherstone M, Lash S, Robertson R, editors.
Global Modernities (pp. 25-44). Sage.


https://doi.org/10.70389/PJSS.100005

PREMIER JOURNAL OF SOCIAL SCIENCE

REVIEW

10

11
12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Appadurai A. Modernity at Large: Cultural Dimensions of
Globalization. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press. 1996.
Nederveen Pieterse J. Globalization and Culture: Global Mélange.
Rowman & Littlefield. 2009.

Pieterse JN. Globalization as hybridization. In: Featherstone M, Lash
S, editors. Global Modernities 1995 (pp. 45-68). Sage.

Robertson R. Globalization: Social Theory and Global Culture. Sage.
1992.

Hannerz U. Transnational Connections: Culture, People, Places.
Routledge. 1996.

Bhabha HK. The Location of Culture. Routledge. 1994.

Bhabha HK. Hybridity and its Discontents: Politics, Science, Culture.
Routledge. 2001.

Garcfa Canclini N. Hybrid Cultures: Strategies for Entering and
Leaving modernity. University of Minnesota Press. 1995.

Hall S. Cultural identity and diaspora. In: Rutherford J, editor.
Identity: Community, Culture, Difference 1990 (pp. 222-37).
London: Lawrence and Wishart.

Condry I. Hip-hop Japan: Rap and the Paths of Cultural
Globalization. Durham: Duke University Press. 2006.

Pieterse JN. Globalization and Culture: Global Mélange. Rowman &
Littlefield. 2009.

Smith A, Thomas R. Multinationals and economic impacts in

local economies: An analytical framework. Int J Urban Reg Res.
2018;42(2):180-92.

Lee ], Gereffi G. Globalization and the sustainability of local
industries: Case studies from East Asia. Dev Policy Rev.
2020;38(4):537-55.

0’Connor D, Zerden LS. The impact of global market integration on
cultural products. Cult Sociol. 2019;13(1):77-93.

Kapoor A. Technological adaptation in traditional industries:
Opportunities and challenges. Econ Innov New Technol.
2017;26(5):413-28.

Evans M, Davies J. Globalization vs. local cultures: The economics of
cultural preservation. Int J Cult Policy. 2021;27(2):158-7 4.
Thompson A, Cox E. Tourism’s impact on cultural heritage:

The dual forces of preservation and loss. Ann Tourism Res.
2019;76:12-24.

Harrison J, King L. Commercialization of local culture in tourism: A
comparative study. Cultur Dynam. 2021;33(4):345-62.

Nguyen H, Cheung C. Reviving traditional crafts through tourism:
Evidence from Southeast Asia. | Sustain Tour. 2020;28(6):987.
Foster D, Anderson R. Sustainable tourism and cultural governance:
Addressing the imbalance in community engagement. J Cult
Heritage Manag Sustain Dev. 2022;12(1):55-70.

26a Mihalic T. Conceptualising overtourism: A sustainability approach.

Ann Tour Res.2020;84:103025.

26b Inskeep E. Tourism Planning: An Integrated and Sustainable

Development Approach. John Wiley & Sons. 1991.

26¢ Mihalic T. Conceptualising overtourism: A sustainability approach.

Annals of Tourism Research. 2020;84:103025.

26d Mihalic T. Conceptualising overtourism: A sustainability approach.

Ann Tour Res. 2020;84:103025.

26e Telfer DJ, Sharpley R. Tourism and Development in the Developing

World. Routledge. 2015.

26f Baloch QB, Shah SN, Igbal N, Sheeraz M, Asadullah M, Mahar S,

Khan AU. Impact of tourism development upon environmental
sustainability: a suggested framework for sustainable ecotourism.
Environ Sci Pollut Res. 2023;30(3):5917-30.

26g Bramwell B, Higham J, Lane B, Miller G. Twenty-five years of

sustainable tourism and the Journal of Sustainable Tourism:
Looking back and moving forward. J Sustain Tourism.
2017;25(1):1-9.

26h Postma A, Schmuecker D. Understanding and overcoming negative

27

28

29

30

impacts of tourism in city destinations: conceptual model and
strategic framework. J Tourism Futures. 2017;3(2):144-56.
Johnson M, Levine A. Technology and cultural value exchange:
Impacts on local identities. J Cultural Econ. 2022;45(2):210-25.
Patel S, Rajan A. Social media and cultural transmission:
Dynamics of cultural adoption across borders. Media Cult Soc.
2021;43(5):735-753.

O’Doherty K, Zhao J. Bridging cultural divides: The role of digital
platforms in the modern diaspora. Int ) Interact Commun Syst
Technol. 2020;10(1):22-38.

Gomez E, Thompson L. Digital diasporas and cultural
preservation in transnational contexts. J Global Inform Manage.
2019;27(4):123-42.

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

51

52

53a

53b

54

55

56

57

58

59

60

Lim W, Tan Y. Technology and the commercialization of cultural
heritage: A critical examination. Cult Stud Tech. 2022;3(2):
89-107.

Bennett W, Lyons T. Policy frameworks for digital cultural
exchanges: Protecting diversity in the age of technology. Cult Policy
J.2023;11(1):58-76.

Thompson K. Media and cultural influence: The dynamics of
cultural transmission via digital platforms. ] Media Cult Stud.
2021;35(4):89-104.

Foster A, Abrams J. Streaming culture: Global media and local
identity. Media Comm. 2022;18(2):112-29.

Wang Q, Sun X. Cultural impacts of television and cinema in
globalized media landscapes. Global Media J. 2021;39(1):54-70.
Kapoor S, Lee N. Youth, identity, and cultural assimilation in the age
of global media. Youth Cult Soc. 2020;7(2):25-42.

O’Brien M, Patel R. Digital diasporas: The role of media in migrant
cultural expression. Cult Geogr. 2019;26(3):341-59.

Lim D, Tanaka H. Navigating global media influence and cultural
integrity. Int ) Cult Policy. 2023;29(1):77-92.

Sato H. Globalization and the Ainu identity revival. ] Indig Stud.
2021;15(2):134-58.

Takagi T, Yamamoto Y. Preserving Ainu cultural heritage in

the modern world: Practices and challenges. Int ) Cult Prop.
2022;29(1):47-69.

Kondo M. The role of museums in the preservation and promotion
of Ainu culture. Museum Int. 2020;72(4):320-35.

Inoue K, Morimoto S. Digital storytelling and cultural conservation:
The Ainu culture in the digital age. Media Cult Soc. 2023;45(1):
88-104.

Harada E. Cultural tourism and economic development in
indigenous communities: The Ainu experience. Tour Manag
Perspect. 2021;37:100764.

Nakamura A. Ainu rights in Japan: Legal developments and
globalization’s impact. J Asian Law. 2022;34(2):112-37.
Thompson L, Choi N. Globalization’s impact on traditional weaving
in Southeast Asia. ] Cult Econ. 2023;11(2):201-18.

Nguyen T, Lee S. Economic pressures and cultural displacement:
Case studies from Southeast Asia. Econ Anthropol.
2022;39(1):30-45.

Hasan R, Kumar A. Ikat weaving: The changing patterns of an age-
old craft. Textile Res J. 2021;91(19-20):2145-59.

Ong J. Cultural dilution: How global markets influence local
traditions. Cultural Dyn. 2023;35(1):78-94.

Santos M, Ricarte N. Synthetic versus natural: Environmental
impact of textile changes in Philippine Weaving. J Environ Stud.
2022;48(4):456-72.

Patel D, Gomez E. Cultural homogenization: Identifying the losses in
globalization. Global Sociol Rev. 2021;6(3):336-52.

Thompson L, Choi N. Strategies for cultural preservation: An
analysis of global policies. J Cult Policy. 2024;12(1):112-29.
Martinez S, Garcia R. UNESCO’s role in cultural heritage
preservation. Int J Cult Heritage. 2023;18(2):156-72.

UNESCO Institute for Statistics. 2025 UNESCO Framework for
Cultural Statistics: Part I: Concepts and Definitions. 2024. https://
uis.unesco.org/sites/default/files/documents/Draft_2025_
UNESCO_FCS_Part_|.pdf

UNESCO Institute for Statistics. 2025 UNESCO Framework for
Cultural Statistics: Part I: Concepts and Definitions. 2024. https://
uis.unesco.org/sites/default/files/documents/Draft_2025_
UNESCO_FCS_Part_I.pdf

Nakamura Y, Patel D. Economic incentives for artisans in a
globalized economy. J Econ Cult Studies. 2024;9(3):202-18.
Singh A, Kumar V. Subsidizing tradition: Policy impacts on artisanal
crafts in India. ) Soc Econ Dev. 2023;15(4):450-67.

Moreno F, Lopez J. Protecting indigenous knowledge: Panama’s Sui
Generis system. Int J Indig Rights. 2023;11(1):34-56.

Eriksson M, Lindberg I. Education and cultural preservation in
Scandinavia. Scand ) Educ Res. 2024;58(1):77-93.

Jones P, Thomas R. Community-based tourism and local cultural
preservation: Lessons from rural Thailand. J Sustain Tourism.
2024;22(6):1043-60.

Rivera A, Lopez M. Digital platforms as tools for cultural
revitalization: The Andean experience. Media Cultural Stud.
2023;37(2):338-54.

Kim H, Park J. The role of technology in promoting intangible
cultural heritage. Korean J Cultural Heritage Studies.
2023;46(4):72-89.

DOI: https://doi.org/10.70389/PJSS.100005 | Premier Journal of Social Science 2024;1:100005


https://doi.org/10.70389/PJSS.100005
https://uis.unesco.org/sites/default/files/documents/Draft_2025_UNESCO_FCS_Part_I.pdf
https://uis.unesco.org/sites/default/files/documents/Draft_2025_UNESCO_FCS_Part_I.pdf
https://uis.unesco.org/sites/default/files/documents/Draft_2025_UNESCO_FCS_Part_I.pdf
https://uis.unesco.org/sites/default/files/documents/Draft_2025_UNESCO_FCS_Part_I.pdf
https://uis.unesco.org/sites/default/files/documents/Draft_2025_UNESCO_FCS_Part_I.pdf
https://uis.unesco.org/sites/default/files/documents/Draft_2025_UNESCO_FCS_Part_I.pdf

PREMIER JOURNAL OF SOCIAL SCIENCE REVIEW

61 Ndlovu E, Moyo S. Cooperative movements and local economic 63 Mihalic T. Conceptualising overtourism: A sustainability approach.
development in Southern Africa. AfrJ Econ Sustainable Dev. Ann Tour Res. 2020;84:103025.
2024;11(1):77-94. 64 UNESCO Institute for Statistics. 2025 UNESCO Framework for

62 O’Neil L, Kavanagh P. The impact of cultural festivals on Cultural Statistics: Part I: Concepts and Definitions. 2024. https://
community cohesion and cultural preservation. Event Manage. uis.unesco.org/sites/default/files/documents/Draft_2025_
2024;29(3):215-30. UNESCO_FCS_Part_Ll.pdf

DOI: https://doi.org/10.70389/PJSS.100005 | Premier Journal of Social Science 2024;1:100005 7


https://doi.org/10.70389/PJSS.100005
https://uis.unesco.org/sites/default/files/documents/Draft_2025_UNESCO_FCS_Part_I.pdf
https://uis.unesco.org/sites/default/files/documents/Draft_2025_UNESCO_FCS_Part_I.pdf
https://uis.unesco.org/sites/default/files/documents/Draft_2025_UNESCO_FCS_Part_I.pdf

