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Counterfactual approach

the experimental group the conirol group

should:

a) identically respond to intervention,

b) be idenftically influenced by other external factors and
iInferventions,
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is between or equal to 60 % and 75 %
of the EU-27 average
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Counterfactual approach

the experimental group the conirol group

should:

a) identically respond to intervention,

b) be identically influenced by other external factors and
iInferventions,

c) identical when it comes to their characteristics.
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Counterfactual approach

the experimental group the control group

should:

a) identically respond to intervention,

b) be identically influenced by other external factors and

iInferventions,

c) identical when it comes to their characteristics.
Differences in
a. changes in the experimental group observed in comparison to
b. changes in the control group

were interpreted as the impact of SEZs businesses (investments)
on the development of poviats.




The experimental group

3 subgroups within the experimental group of poviats, where
Investments in SEZs :

were not higher than 5% of the total gross value of fixed
assets;

exceeded 5% but were not higher than 20% of the total gross
value of fixed assets;

exceed 20% of the total gross value of fixed assets.
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Share of investments in SEZs in the total
GVFA in selected poviats categories




Change in GVFA per company in poviats with SEZ
by categories compared to poviats without SEZs in
005-2012 (in p.p.).

Isin gross value of fixed assets is below 5%
m Poviats whose the share of SEZs investments in gross value of fixed assets ranging between 5 and 20%
®m Poviats whose the share of SEZs investments in gross value of fixed assets above 20%



Change in the number of economic operators
poviats with SEZs by categories compared to poviats
without SEZs in the period 2005-2013 (in p.p.).

Poviats whose the share of SEZs investments in gross value of fixed assets is below 5%
®m Poviats whose the share of SEZs investments in gross value of fixed assets ranging between 5 and 20%
®m Poviats whose the share of SEZs investments in gross value of fixed assets above 20%



Unemploymentrate change in poviats with SEZ
categories in relation to poviats without SEZs in the
overiod 2005-2013 (in p.p.).

Poviats whose the share of SEZs investments in gross value of fixed assets is below 5%
®m Poviats whose the share of SEZs investments in gross value of fixed assets ranging between 5 and 20%
®m Poviats whose the share of SEZs investments in gross value of fixed assets above 20%
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Notes: Subsequent + or — means positive or negative impact in poviats whose the share of SEZs in gross value of fixed
assets was respectively: below 5%. between 5-20% or above 20%.
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