14 new studies (since 2009) added to the database, as of 10 May 2013
	N1
	47
	Iradian, Garbis, 2009. “What Explains the Rapid Growth in Transition Economies?,” IMF Staff Papers, 56 (November), pp. 811–851.

	N2
	49
	Pääkkönen, Jenni, 2010. “Economic Freedom as Driver of Growth in Transition,” Economic Systems, 34(4), pp. 469–479.

	N3
	50
	Eicher, Theo S. and Till Schreiber, 2010. “Structural Policies and Growth: Time Series Evidence from a Natural Experiment,” Journal of Development Economics, 91(1), pp. 169–179.


	N4
	53
	Josifidis, Kosta, Radmila Dragutinović Mitrović, and Olgica Ivančev, 2012. “Heterogeneity of Growth in the West Balkans and Emerging Europe: A Dynamic Panel Data Model Approach,” Panoeconomicus, 59(2), pp. 157–183.

	N5
	54
	Rapacki, Ryszard and Mariusz Próchniak, 2009. “The EU Enlargement and Economic Growth in the CEE New Member Countries,” European Economy Economic Papers, No. 367(March), 24 pp.  http://ec.europa.eu/economy_finance/publications/publication14295_en.pdf  

	N6
	55
	Cieslik, Andrzej and Monika Tarsalewska, 2013. “Privatization, Convergence, and

Growth,” Eastern European Economics, 51(1), pp. 5–20.

	N7
	60
	Böwer, Uwe and Alessandro Turrini, 2009. “EU accession: A road to fast-track convergence?,” European Economy Economic Papers, No. 393(December), 25 pp.

http://ec.europa.eu/economy_finance/publications/publication_summary16468_en.htm 

	N8
	61*
	Nath, Hiranya K., 2009. “Trade, Foreign Direct Investment, and Growth: Evidence from Transition Economies,” Comparative Economic Studies, 51(1), pp. 20–50.

	N9
	63
	Lejko, Ina and Štefan Bojnec, 2012. “Internationalization and Economic Growth in the New Member States of the European Union,” Ekonomický časopis / Journal of Economics, 60(4), pp. 335–348.

	N10
	64
	Raimbaev, Azim, 2011. “The Case of Transition Economies: What Institutions Matter for Growth?,” Journal of Economics and Econometrics, 54(2), pp. 1–33.

	N11
	65
	Stuckler, David, Lawrence King, and Greg Patton, 2009. “The Social Construction of Successful Market Reforms,” Political Economy Research Institute, University of Massachusetts at Amherst Working Papers, No. 199. 

	N12
	66
	Apolte, Thomas, 2011. “Democracy and prosperity in two decades of transition,” Economics of Transition, 19(4), pp. 693–722.

	N13
	67
	Gillman, Max and Mark N. Harris, 2010. “The effect of inflation on growth,” Economics of Transition, 18(4), pp. 697–714.

	N14
	69
	Cerović, Božidar and Aleksandra Nojković, 2009. “Transition and Growth: What was Taught and What Happened,” Economic Annals, Vol. LIV, No. 183, pp. 7–31.


Some excellent new studies which were not retained:

N2

	48
	Coricelli, Fabrizio and Mathilde Maurel, 2010. “Growth and Crisis in Transition: A Comparative Perspective,” CES Working Paper, No. 2010.20.


-  not retained since not a classical growth regression, and no explicit estimates for TEs. See details below.
N16

	70**
	Hamm, Patrick, David Stuckler, and Lawrence King, 2010. “The Governance Grenade: Mass Privatization, State Capacity and Economic Growth in Post-communist Countries,” Political Economy Research Institute, University of Massachusetts at Amherst Working Papers, No. 222.


- not retained since GDP pc in level is used as dependent variable (not growth). See details below
Excluded studies – pre-2009
	51
	Capolupo, Rosa and Giuseppe Celi, 2005. “Openness and Growth in Central Eastern European Countries,” Economia Internazionale / International Economics, 58(2), pp. 141–165.

	52
	Lee, Young-Sun and Hyung-Gon Jeong, 2006. “The Determinants of Economic Growth of Transition Economies: Economic Reform Versus Initial Conditions,” International Economic Journal, 20(2), pp. 241–252.

	56
	Koivu, Tuuli and Pekka Sutela, 2005. “Financial Systems in Transition: Could Small Actually Be Beautiful?,” Eastern Economic Journal, 31(2), pp. 265–283.

	57
	Barlow, David, 2006. “Growth in Transition Economies: A Trade Policy Perspective,” Economics of Transition, 14 (3), pp. 505–515.

	58
	Loukoianova, Elena and Anna Unigovskaya, 2004. “Analysis of Recent Growth in Low-Income CIS Countries,” IMF Working Paper, No. 04/151.  

	59
	Shiells, Clinton R., Marco Pani, and Etibar Jafarov, 2005. “Is Russia Still Driving Regional Economic Growth?,” IMF Working Paper, No. 05/192.  

	62
	Popov, Vladimir, 2007. “Shock Therapy versus Gradualism Reconsidered: Lessons from Transition Economies after 15 Years of Reforms,” Comparative Economic Studies, 49(1), pp. 1–31.

	68
	Bennett, John, Saul Estrin, and Giovanni Urga, 2007. “Methods of privatization and economic growth in transition economies,” Economics of Transition, 15(4), pp. 661–683.


Doubles 
	51
	Radziwill, Artur and Pawel Smietanka, 2009. “EU's Eastern Neighbours: Institutional Harmonisation and Potential Growth Bonus,” CASE Network Studies and Analyses, No. 386. http://www.case-research.eu/en/node/55784 


Notes on data:
47:  Since significance levels are reported instead of t-statistic, we use our conservative assumptions for significance (e.g. p=0.05 for **) and calculate t-statistics from p-values, using on-line tables. 

In principle, additional 3 LR and 1 SR estimates are available for the Campos-Horvath reform index (see p. 834). However, we do not use them to avoid multiple observations with the same values of t-statistics. (There is not much of variation between the EBRD and C-H indices)
48:  “Trade liberalization” index. For 100+ countries, it’s obviously not the EBRD-type index. How to code in the database? Which type?  => set to “Other=1” (origin) and “LIE=1” (type).
Paper with Nauro (p. 155): 
(II) Measurement
(a) Origin of the index. Each index belongs to one of the following four types:

WB,   EBRD, COMB, and 

OTHER = 1 if the share of private sector in GDP or openness is used

Current paper (p. 14):
No more “OTHER”, no more “WB”. So in principle, not only openness could be used, but other reform measures as well. 
=> this study was not finally retained since no explicit results for the sample of transition economies

49: ok      One useful observation (from the published version)
50: ok

51: ok.    
52: ok.
IC1, IC2 seems to be a-la de Melo.  => Pre-2009: excluded. 
53: ok.

54: ok.

55: N7:  Cieslik.  => Multiple reform estimates present! 
p.13-14:  
openness(+/-), LSP(-), SSP(+)
p. 15: 

openness(+), LSP(-), SSP(+)
=> we select least lign (in half cases LSP, in half – openness)
In principle, MARGEEFF could be 1. We set 0, since in a strict sense LII, LIP are not used. 

=> notice that the (cumul) effects of LSP and SSP are opposite!  LSP(-), SSP (+). We select LSP as the least significant.

PS: a finding of opposite effects of LSP/SSP is similar to Staehr (2005), who also uses LSP/SSP. In principle, it’s possible to cross check the coding with study # 17 (Staeh, 2005)

60: N8:  Bower.    Openness. OK.
61*: N9:  In principle, it’s possible to add other indicators: EBRD infrastructure reform. However, it’s not LII (internal), it’s the ‘fourth’ type of reform indicators. So far, not included. 

70** :  last page: “Because their small- and large-scale indices are so highly correlated (r >0.97 in most countries) as to be statistically indistinguishable, following Godoy and Stiglitz (2006) we used an average of these indices to reduce measurement errors.”
=> We can also take an average from paper No.55 (Cieslik). where both LSP and SSP are reported (with opposite signs)

PS: => this study was finally excluded, since the effect on GDP levels is analyzed. 
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