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WBL T, 7AY 2EREERFLIREINTEL EFEZ THUHEERRVTHS I, F
2, MFENCHBIT S Silicon Valley i34 7 7 EZOERM E L THAMCDIEFEHENT
X712, FO—HT, 77— ")EFELOEITHE L WS H, Silicon Valley D&% & 31t
REMIZY 7 by = 7HEBEHSEE LTONA 77 EXEEEBVBBR I N DOH5D0 %72
HETHS, ¥1Z, Helsinki ® Tel Aviv iz EREBEOEHICI Y 2 —F —EEEH
Lk UlenAg 7 7 EZOERBVHER SN TE Y, FERMEGROIIS» 5 bEHEA TS,

INSEERICBIT E M 7 7 EEERWBEH SN —/T, £hlSOMEICE
TYHEED N T 7 EEERBBTERENDDOH D, BIL, 1Y FRBUIZY 7 b7
EEDAKRERZHR*REL2LONH S, 1> FOD Bangalore T, [HIREEDEORK
PEOHEH EHE > TNA T I7EXOERBRBELDDOHY, M7 Y7 OEMETH L L TE
FERT T ND, T LFRCERINDDOD ZELERATOEBELHEHAT 2 &8
ko Twb,

REFEERELUETOA >~ R B 1) 2 EENR BT 2RI EEIC & 2 —EDOHFE? Rt
4y R OTEAGER LY S Uizl (1982) 12 & 2HIESEES L 5, BI TR,
Ve (1994) 12 & h TEREOHBESKE S h, FER (1997) < & > TTELOHE
BADSEH S iz S iz, &7z, A ¥ FOTEEMANC Z OBIcER LR LT, 7
) —EEEICBY 2 HBETEOEFEBRE 2O, LIoKE (1999) % Heeks (1996)
WE B4V RY 7N L TELEOBAICOWTEE L 2N DH 5, Heeks ZIEKBIK
REIERD» SO EFLE L TTo T3, 72, FRAFEFHUCORAL SHEDA ¥ F
DIER THEDOLEE %85 & 12 L 7= Holmstrom (1998) % Cadene (1998) D#FFEY & 1 >
FREBLUVEEOBR E EREFHET L L TERETDH S,

D& IITA Y PIZB Y 3 LEER BT 2 RCRE D EEERICHE Y 5 XGLH %
DERIAONE DD, EE, A Y FEBLWIERREDZEL WY 7+ = TEEOER
My 2RV ELET A ERECH S, 22T, FHFRICBLTE, FES, EHSAD
S % Bangalore DY 7 + 7 = 7 EZEEROEBREHICEHLIFRELLT, 1Y FDY
7 b x 7 E¥EDER BN EBRIC OV THOLII LI EFZ B,

AV ROV 7 Y 2T EEDOEERZIEZZICHID, 1998F108 KB TAF LR
[Indian Software Directory] #F & L THW%, ZDHE&4#EIX NASSCOM (Natio-
nal Association of Software and Service Companies) 231998FIWCFHEIT LD TH Y,
ORI RSB DY 7 1Y = T RESIEL T3, T h5 DREIC X 2 HENSIE
AYROY 7+ 2T EEZCB T2 2EEPEEORIB%ICET 5. I DB 5405H57
DEHMBEFON, ZTONFE, RIE, e, HEELR, 15, REE, SO
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EFRiE, F e U TINEMRORFEHBRIEY CHEFRL T 5, K (1997) 1 Xhid,
ORFEHBILDOA ST, AWER, BMNER, AEOEL?Y 7 b = TEEORK
RICKESFZEL TR WS, ZOHRTHRCEMEOEBNOME L EMNIOEE %
RBkd 2 L dHskmy, FEE - 2R (1995) 12k % &, 4> R TRIBEK0H ADRIFEH
MENBREINTED, ZOAN, V7 oo 7EEEEOEMEM 2E T 2 HM&E X105
AZEY, 25 LEMEEL2T SSHERBEIBE LR %, 5%, Y7 U TE
Z20BRBEFHETTONIBRBICBEWT, 5 L BSHEREOMING L »EZ
KBEFEENE, 25 L7, SEOMER HIOHESEBIIB T 2HEKEDE SR E
DOFEVIR 7 BER L FHRORF O B HAL & v o 7R R BHA DZE L S s 5 h 5 SR
7z ERIF Malmberg (1996) 12 & - TR E N7z miliew’? T b b ATHESICHBEL 25D
BdH5,

V7MY 2 7 HEEBEOEBBEME b2, VI by T RERVEMO—& 22
Tw3, M3RY 7 7 2 7HEROWE 2 A bDTH 5, BHAE NASSCOM 12 d
2 EEAOSH DI ED O REROWR L % 2 &, 1980121334 TH - 7248, 1985412
i3614t, 1990412131424k, 1995%F 12132944 £ 38iNL, B E> T, Bz, 19904
DD 2B ETH Y, 1990ELEIIEICE 5 £ THINEKIC L T185% DM
Badz, 5 LI SEBOBINEA > FIZB1) 2 ELBEOEI L2 bDTHE I L ®
B2 L3 TERY, BiZ, BHBLAI91ELUBEORFEHBILOBEIEETH S,
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IEsE . A FieB T3 Y 7 by = 7EEOMRYER

& 250, ZD®RIBI~EMICB W TIN—F Y =7 DBABFS TOhIz Z &gk D,
V7 by =7 OB —RESEEREL S Shi, Thbb, A Y FZBLTiRarEa—
Y —EEDRELEMERES> TELEIN—FY =2 7 OFEIE~NORIGEN—F T =7
DEMARCE> TELD, "—FY 27 OWMABFIREARY 7 bV = 7EEFFNCEB 1T 57K
fREF~NOEELRD, ZhicE bR, V7 by o 7% - £ETMIIFCEATREIE
oo EESS N2 EOHHEED BHRCHEAI L Twolk (Heeks, 1996),

Z D, 19844ED New Computer Policy, 198650 Computer Software Export, Soft-
ware Development and Training Policy ® 2 DOBSEL2 8L L ¢, V7 b7 = 7 O
HPBUOERIET 5, COBREFELELTIN—FY27BLVY 7 7 =7 OB ARFIE
M E L TETohs, $hbbN— Y27 OBEBER135%0 560%125] & TiF,
VZ7bou 7 ELTYH, ZOEBESI0% THo72D860% % T ETFoni, T
Nck D, "—=Fv 7 DBMARBZERSTRY, REEF LBAEICHIETE 5720 Th
y, ARV =V ay e YRATLEHRLELLY 7 by 27 OMABRENMET 52 210X
DR—Y 97 « V7 P2 T7VDBRBESTRBY 7 727 THBET7 IV r—vay -
V7 U7 QOEELEEBBEL 7,

Fiz, SOV AIUE BB, N—=YFLarEa—¥— (PCHE) »ERL,
R F o —HRANBIER Y 7 b Y 2 T RESHET B Z LItk ot S512, 1Y REND
BFEY 7 b2 TEIEAC A7 TEREEDI, N—F YT REDY T MY 2 TEH
BRANEEHT DLW b, DXL, FWill - MABSROEUIC LY a v a—y —
R & RBFRENZL, FREEOYUFEESFOSABRENMEL & 5 LR,
PCHBOEKRSY 7 b = TEXOPHE LFHIERE L L TOMNHELCIHEE2 DT 72,

PDEDE S RFEEICBTZY 7 by =7 OBWEBRBEOBK L L iz, 19914F1135M&
ORBIZBALROND ZLiZ b, ZOFRFBRT kb bRFHBLIcLY, A&
RAEFEDOERHERIIFERDI0% D S51% I FER S, HEREORESERLTEZ L2
25, Chicky, FENAERBEERIE S TERET I ik o7, HlziE, Ban
galore 121X AT&T, IBM, Digital Equipment, Hewlett Packard, Texas Instruments,
Intel, Motorola Z ED FEH P EARASHVREEI TCCHEHE LTI twbh 3

(NASSCOM, 1997),
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W3, 2LV 7V TEXEDOBRRR L ZOHMOENEY 7 U = 7 RFEOE D
SHHEMIT %,
FEEHCLETOBRRE & LT1980F BT 2V 7 by = 7THREOSHER LK 41T X
X, New Delhi & 8 #, Mumbai i212%f, Bangalore & 5 #t, Chennai iz 3 %1, Cal-
cutta I 4 - ThH - 70 FDIiEH TIE Hyderabad B X Uf Ranchi & 1 #DBRHEDIFEEDLHE
BENZEETHE, ZOIVERZN—FT 2 7OBARGNCL D V7 b = TEENE
WML ELDVEERIIBICEEEZ, TRODRERZDIF LA EBREERIC L
DEIMLINTED, HNEELXOHAXE LD THEBHNRRTICH S LR, Y7 U
TOHMBEDEE L TENRAD THo%, LrLads, BlhTsL51, BED6KY
7 b 7 EFEERIOTE S 15 LRI OB R BIEIC B8 » T, B Ui A BUx
WEHY 7 Y =T REOFEENHONI: I LFETREILTH 2,
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ZDH, BIRLIzEDCY 7 by = 7RFEZIFEREMO—F 2D, 1998FICBITZ Y
T7YO T REDSFERLIZES K & % & Mumbai ©90#:, Bangalore ®83#t, New
Delhi ®73#: @ 1% 12 Chennai34ft, Calcutta28%t, & &I Hyderabad & B 3 % Se-
cunderabad W #f¥ C2IENELET %, & 512 Ahmedabad BB b D6V 7 b
7 x T RFEDREILE BTz,

LY 7y 2 7 REOEBMOBRIZEL D, BECBIZ/ Y FOY 7 ry=74#
EDSGHEIRDEICEEDONETHAI, T8bb, #1iZ, NewDelhi & Noida,
Gurgaon O 7V —EEREHIERY, &5 212, Mumbai & Pune %#& Maharashtra #iii, 2 3
IZ, Bangalore % #1.0» & 9 % Karnataka #f1i%, 2§ 4 12, Chennai % #,» & 3 % Tamil
Nadu #}, X 51255 O & L T Hyderabad 244> & 3% Andhra Pradesh #iif, &
#1Z Calcutta 29U & § 2% West Bengal B 6 #hic Y 7 b7 = 7B OERE A SIS,
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Riz, 1980FH»51998FEES £ TR, ZASOFEEFHTEDISI XY 7 by =T R
E¥PBIEINTELOLERET LIz, K6 ZEEHICBT2EEROEMERLZLD
Thb, 2hick s L, ¥ L TMumbai, Bangalore, New Delhi icBW\WTY 7 b7V =
TEESEML CELEPERIND, I IHHEHEV CTEEROEINVEETH
2 #1iid Chennai TH D, Calcutta IZEWHERICH %5, & 512, Pune X Hyderabad &
Vo o EH ITE, BEROEMSELY, Lo T, /Y FRBFBY 7V T E
EDREIX >0 3HH, $4%bb Mumbai, Bangalore, New Delhi #H.(0ZY 7 b
v = 7 EEMSTIE N, ZOMTIE Calcutta, Chennai, Hyderabad 25133y 7 bz
7 EEOWIM L VBRI NTHBRTH D L2 5,

FEOHBADOY 7 M 2 7 REOERBE L DI, VT MY = TEEEEEOSMICHE
LT HRIZEROERBRD 5hd, Thbb, V7 b7 TEEEEEOS LR
B712k?E, Mumbai K833V 7 b7 = TEEREEIR LS, 38,9082 H 2
%, T, Bangalore 21,562 A, New Delhi 20,515\ &%:i<. Bz, BADY 7 b
7 = 7 HEH I Z 5 Mumbai 3BHET 2 Pune DY 7 b = TREERTH 53,7310 %
iz % &, Z® Maharashtra #2812 Y 7 b ¥ = 7 REEELII42,639A 2D DITY,
DY 7 b = TERERMIBEERT 2 Y 7 b 2 TREEROBELHER I NS,

4V FBFRBEDY 7 VY 2 TEENA 7Y a THEEYORRBIIBWTHRE - RE%
RIFTWws I eps, V7 by o 7EEMBORRE L EEMOBMNCFETEL LI
AVTITAMNIT 7 F % —DBBIZHERBVTWS, 2 [Software Technology Park
Scheme| 9 ® % & T Software Technology Park O 2 @LTY 7 b7 = TEXDHE
BHOER ERBE2EDTWB, 25 L1 Software Technology Park DEFRNFE &
T T » % Bangarole, Calcutta, Hyderabad, Chennai, Pune, Noida, Ahmedabad,
Indore, Jaipur, Bhubaneswar B F28#E XY 7 bV = 7TEXDOFEREICLD, {1V F
KBITEY 7 M2 7EZICNETERESBHRR I ILTFEENS,

MEDESE, 4V KDY T by 2 PEEOREL & b EE 6 #ADY 7 727
EXOEMPIEZF X > 7120, FHBHAORRERECHENASND LI ko272, T
LT HBR R ZROBKIZ ED & 5 2R ERSRD S b Dh, DR, FE6HBOE
BREOFHEMERETT 2 L L b WEBEN R ERCEL2EAA TV,

IV, FEHIRICBIT Y 7 b7 2 TREOEENEA

RIBFEOHIBMICBI BV 7 b 2 7TEZEBROBER2RLIDDTHD, Zhi
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L2k, $THEICHEBELTRVERZ0IE Mumbal BT 2Y 7 b7 = 7HREDF
BIEEERENRE NI L THD, $7%bb, Mumbai Tix 1 BEH7D432.3ATH 3
—7, BEEHBACLE»SY 7 b7 = 7EZOERE A S WO R CEHREEER
DR b E W Caleutta 1281 5 Z11E200.7TATH Y, Zh o OERHEOFEIREEEHIK
WIZRI 2 DB E 3 H 5,

COESWEHICE > TEFERENRERRZ2BRE L TRROZEBFEZ 65N S, TRD
b, 8112, Mumbai iZ ZRER - MBIROKREESSHEF L T0E I BT oh
%, #z1E, Munbai oA #{& { Tata Consultancy Services') #i3YV 7 b7 = 74
BTIEA V NEIMOMBROKREETH 55, ZORFEERIIL0,000A:2H2 5, 20D
iz, PEEER3, 200 A% FH 3 % Tata Infotech #7 ¥ OEKBZEH Mumbai \CFEET 5,

—7%, Calcutta 121X M.N.Dastur & Company f#£ 23U LT, 13 A EDRZEIIRE
EEBBOARMOEETH Y, REFEOIMIFFEE TRV, Calcutta ZY 7 bV =7
PEEDFRBBREOIEFHIEREIC 5V T HBERERISEE TH o 1208, 20OR, 2L
LIzEREAONT, MATHAERBERZIIUD E LERBEDOELBALNL VLI &Y
IO REERIC E L E 2B REL -T2,

FE20RBELT, V7MY TEEREOHFNZBRBCEREROA SN New
Delhi, Mumbai, Calcutta it B3 2 = > Y= TFHERDEINET o b, Flz2 1T,
Mumbai O = > Y =7 HhEIZ39.2% TH Y, & bEWEZ/RT Calcutta iZdH > Tid33.5
%ERTICTETRY (K1),

X1 FEV7 MU TEXSERHOBE

Region City g Companies i Employees Averageé Sgg:;rres Average ERr;%::ii/S
NCR NewDelhi | 73 | 20,515 281.0 | 7,069  96.8  34.5
Noida | 12 | 2,912 242.7 | 2,266 188.8  77.8

Gurgaon | 11 | 2,861 260.1 | 2,361 214.6  82.5

| 96 126,288 273.8 111,696 121.8  44.5

~ West Bengal Calcutta | 28 | 5,619 200.7 | 1,882  67.2  33.5
" Maharashtra ~ Mumbai | 90 | 38,908 432.3 [15,258  169.5  39.2
Pune 20 1 3,731 186.6 | 3,240 162.0  86.8
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, 110 142,639 3876 118,498 1682 435
Andhra Pradesh  Hyderabad | 16 | 2,784 174.0 | 1,598  99.9  57.4
Secunderabad | 5 | 2,383 476.6 | 1,959  391.8  82.2

{21 i 5,167 246.0 | 3,557  169.4  68.8

TamilNabu  Chemnai | 34 | 8,422 247.8 | 6,762 1989  80.3
_ Karnataka Bangalore | 83 | 21,562  259.8 | 14,382  173.3  66.7

EH . Indian Software Divectory, NASSCOM (1998)
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#pD—HT, Noida (= v ¥ =7 Hh¥E77.8%), Gurgaon ([FI82.5%), Pune ([F86.8
%), Secunderabad ([@82.2%), Chennai ([F80.3%) KB} 3 x> Y =7 HLEIIME
WL TkAkEw, 2D>H, Noida 8L Gurgaon iZ New Delhi %HuLk L7z
NCR #BHNizh 0, ZhsOFHDOL Y =7 HHFKiX New Delhi B F5 x> Y =7t
KOEICHR L TEWEEZRLTWS, £, @ik, = Y=7HEDOF Pune i&
Mumbai % 50 & U7z Maharashtra #us{i O £ ERHICE T 5 4%, Mumbai XB1F % =
v Y= 71X Pune CHR T 35D & 5 ZEWEEZRT, &5, Andhra Pradesh 3
1z 81 2 Hyderabad & Secunderabad & ORf% b [FE LT, Hyderabad T3z ¥ =7
= HME ¢, Secunderabad TlXZ DMIZEWEZRTRERE B> TW5S, T LIESE
R T REHEOBEEMEDBEE TH D, FHBELES L EENEF L TIHT 5
;LY 7 by 2 7T EEFFNCEHE L O T 2 WMATSBEE T 2 EESFED o b,
—7%, Chennai % Bangalore Tl % 5 L 7-# R OEEESMEIIFRD S i,

ZDESRIyI=THEOBOWEREDS 1319908 LARE D HBHIHT U W R RRAL
SN ENSL, £, 2REOERLFELERICERZ 5 2 EBHRELHOD, B3
£ 5 A THERBE L BEbh 2 ENREEEDIEAICHZ, INHDERRIEL
LTA 7y a 7HEOHEDS Lt THEADY 7 b 2 7RBECHIGLO2DY 7 bV =74
EZELLTws, 27, BHFNEBECBLTEEEROA ST S 5,
Bangalore 8 & O Chennai Tlx % Oftid Calcutta %z E DM & dR4x D, = y=7
EHBHERR LY, ZHEBFREEORIEZNSEEDY 7 b v = 7 EENDORE
DR LTHAN DD EFZ OGNS,

V. FEHRICBIT3Y 7 MY 2T oE0mHIRDR

BIHEZBLTRALEELIE, A Y FOY 7 by 2 TEFIEEIC X D3RR E AT
ZOBRNERECEOEBRENMERILT 25T, 1> FEAIK 6 #Hilko EEEFMSTK
XNTED, BEHEPDREEROHMCERSAOND LTk oT, FiZ, NCRH#
1%, Maharashtra #1#%, Chennai ZHu(»& L7z Tamil Nadu #%, Bangalore ZHu.(» &
L7z Karnataka i D 4 #ii81x, Z OEMEEIC BT, Andra Pradesh Hufis XU
West Bengal #ufizFEEIL T3, 25 LIHBHNEROEKERZHSLICT 5720
I2iE, BIEICBOW TR L EEBROA% 5T, TE MBI 2&8EEDOY 7 bV x
7 OB OV THET 20D 5, |

FEMBCBI LY 7 by 7 REORHREER LR 2L 2 L, 2L
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BMELTEA Y FEFET 2RECBLTHEBLEELSFEVL L LW HASRED s b, T4
b5, Bangalore % Huls & 3 % Karnataka #iic B\ T, ©4039.8% 12 H 7> %33%t
BEELIEY 7 by =27 %2100% 8T 522 ThHD, Chennai 2> & L7 Tamil
Nadu #3281 THLHED38.2%12 H72 3134 23100% 8 HIBI ¥ TH 5, —F, NCR
R IZ B 1 5100% 8 I BU B ZED EIE1327.1%, Maharashtra #5512 35 1) 2 [EREDfE1323.6
I &R, Flz, Calcutta WBAL Tk, £E&D10.7%DRENIRICHTS

S5, EHILEIDBL EORESeEIC LD 2HEERAT 2L, b P emA
FiZB 1) 5 BEOHE TR OMELS—EHS 7 b D &% %, Chennai ® Bangalore T
FFBUAE DO EESEHEEIB A EDORETH Y, 2ED37.5%DREI EHHELES0%
LAEDEZRTH % NCR #s L E U < @ EEER80% U EOHEN 2 D39.1% % 50 2
Maharashtra #i3 & iZ 0 D DE%RT, %7, Hyderabad #H.({r & 42 Andhra Pra-
desh #3851Z B> Tid Chennai, Bangalore 12 31} 2 8 H EE3R80% LA D A 2412 3L
TREEZRLTEY, 58 @HOMWMEERC, V7 by 7TEEEBRSEE2b0L
HFEND, 20—FT, Calcutta KBWTREHEEANOSLZRZIHTHY, O
B S 3B 28R E T %,

BED XS, 2 LTHA Y B 2@EERESCEOEPERIAD 5h b,
LrL7zho, A Y FUADY 7 by = 7EEERMIZ W T Y, HKIH L LEEE
B TH 2 Noida  EOFH TR EMELLEL2ET 2 0ENETEH/L T3, FlziT,
Noida I B 1J 2100% & HEMBEO2MEIZ O 2 EE1366.7% £ W BWEHERRYT, ¥
7z, Pune B W T2 D45.0% D EEII0%EEREETHY, % DOfHEiE Chennai
% Bangalore Dff & LR L T @ EIT 2w (R 2),

R2 FEY 7 bz 7EOEEIEE

Exports and Revenue Ratio

Region City

100%  80~100% 50~80% 10~50% 0~10% N.A. &t

NCR New Delhi 14(19.2) 7( 9.6) 5(6.8 10(13.7) 3(4.1) 34 73
Noida 8(66.7)  2(16.7) 1(8.3) 00(0.00 0(0.0) 1 12

Gurgaon 4(36.4) 1(9.1) 1(9.1) 1(9.1) 0(0.0) 4 11
26(27.1) 10(10.4)  [37.5] 7(7.3) 11(11.5) 3(3.1) 39 96
WestBengal Calcutta  3(10.7)  3(10.7)  [24.4]  3(10.7) 2(7.1) 1(3.6) 16 28
Maharashtra Mumbai 17(18.9) 15(16.7) 10(11.1) 8(8.9) 8(8.9 32 90
Pune 9(45.0) 2(10.0) 3(15.0) 1(5.00 0(0.0) 5 20
e 26(23.6) 17(15.5)  [39.1] 13(11.8) 9(8.2) 8(7.3) 37 110
Andhra Pradesh Hyderabad  5(31.3)  4(25.0) 1(6.3) 000.0) 2(12.5) 4 16
Secunderabad 0 0.0)  1(20.0) 1(20.0)  0(0.0) 1(20.0) 2 5

5(23.8) 5(23.8) [47.6] 2(9.5)  0(0.0) 3(14.3) 6 21

Kamataka Bangalore 33(39.8) 10(12.0) [51.8] 5(6.00 9(10.8) 2(2.4) 24 83

() RiRBE. [ ] BEHEERI0% L EobEsedkic 5o 288,
&kt . Indian Software Directory, NASSCOM (1998)
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The Development of Indian Software Industry

Hirofumi KITAGAWA

The Indian software industry achieved rapid growth in the 1990’s because of the
increase of exportation to the developed countries under the liberalization policy. In
the process of growth, the locations of the Indian software industry have changed and
been restructured. This paper attempts to clarify the actual condition of the
development and locational dynamics of the Indian software industry.

First, in order to confirm the distribution of the industry, the author analyzes the
locations of main companies, using the data of Indian Software Directory issued by
NASSCOM.

Second, some areas where software companies have agglomerated are isolated,
and their structural characteristics are examined.

The main findings obtained can be summarized as follows:

1) In the process of the rapid growth since 1990, main companies have only been
located in a few specific cities. Most of them are established and aggregated in
only 6 areas: the Delhi Capital Region (New Delhi, Noida and Gurgaon), Mumbai and
Pune, Bangalore, Chennai, Hyderabad, and Calcutta. In the last ten years, the
number of companies and employees in the former 4 areas (Delhi Capital Region,
Mumbai and Pune, Bangalore and Chennai) has increased more sharply than the other
areas: Hyderabad and Calcutta.

2) The companies’ engineer ratio in the cities, such as Mumbai and New Delhi,
where many software companies aggregated formerly, is lower than the ratio in the
cities agglomerated lately, such as Pune, Noida and Gurgaon. This means that many
companies in the formerly agglomerated cities have various functions, such as the
management or business, on the other hand, many companies in the cities lately
aggregated are specialized to produce softwares or service to customers.

3) The export-oriented companies are concentrated in the southern part of India.
However, in the recent years, the number of them has increased also in the new

agglomerated cities.



