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by Luciano Lavecchia*  
 

Abstract 

This note replicates the analysis of Tabellini (2010) on the relationship between social 
capital and regional economic growth in Europe, extending that work and the underlying 
dataset by focusing on the spatial dimension of social capital and introducing a definition of 
contiguity among European regions. We find a sizable and robust contribution of social 
capital to regional growth. We also estimate a Spatial autoregressive model with 
autoregressive disturbances (SARAR) and a Spatial Durbin Error model (SDEM). The 
results confirm the positive role of social capital, highlighting the importance of spatial 
spillovers, which warrants further discussion. 

 
JEL Classification: A13, O10, N13. 
Keywords: social capital, space, growth, europe, sarar, sdem. 

 
 
 

Contents 
 

1. Introduction .......................................................................................................................... 5 

2. Proximity, social capital and growth ................................................................................... 6 

3. Description of the dataset .................................................................................................... 7 

4. Estimation strategy and results ............................................................................................ 8 

4.1  Social capital and economic growth ............................................................................. 8 

4.2 Addressing endogeneity ............................................................................................... 8 

4.3 A spatial approach ...................................................................................................... 10 

5. Conclusions and avenues for further research ................................................................... 12 

Data Appendix  ....................................................................................................................... 13 

Tables and figures................................................................................................................... 16 

References .............................................................................................................................. 27 

 

 

 

 

 

 

_______________________________________ 

* Bank of Italy, Economic Research Unit, Palermo Branch. 





1 Introduction1

Ever since Adam Smith, economics has explored the relationship between values, beliefs and eco-

nomic performance. Literally thousands of papers have dealt with this issue, which has come to be

known as the question of "social capital" but there remain some unresolved problems of de�nition

(Solow, 1995), measurement (Fukuyama, 2000) and transmission mechanisms (Bisin and Verdier,

2001). This paper contributes by highlighting the spatial dimension of social capital, adopting the

de�nition proposed by Guiso et al. (2011), namely "those persistent values and shared beliefs, which

allow a group to overcome the free rider problem in the pursuit of socially valuable activities." In

particular, we build on the study of the relationship between social capital and regional economic

growth in Europe by Tabellini (2010).

At �rst we focus on the proposed identi�cation, based on instrumental variables (IVs), testing

the strength of the instruments; then we focus on the spatial dimension of social capital, seeking

spatial spillovers between European regions.

As to identi�cation, OLS and 2SLS estimates �nd a signi�cant contribution of all measures of

social capital to economic growth (see Table 12). However, the 2SLS results need to be useda with

caution, s far as exogeneity and the strength of the instruments is concerned. We use a Limited

information maximum likelihood (LIML) estimator, which is recognized as more robust with respect

to the problem of weak IV; it con�rms the positive role of social capital.

With regard to the spatial dimension of social capital, we follow LeSage (2014) on the search

for (global or local) spatial spillovers. Social interactions are spatially sticky; to the extent that

they are related to social capital, the latter is spatially bounded as well. Tests on the spatial

autocorrelation of OLS residuals (rejecting the null of random spatial process), jointly with the

likely omitted variable problem, support this approach (LeSage and Pace, 2009). We estimate a

Spatial autoregressive model with autoregressive disturbances (SARAR) and a Spatial Durbin error

model (SDEM).

The results from these models point to a positive and signi�cant role of social capital in economic

growth. Further, there is evidence of global spatial spillovers. Additional analysis is required to

1The opinions are those of the author and do not involve the Banca d'Italia. I would like to thank Giorgio Fazio,

three anonymous referees and seminar participants at the XXXV AISRE Conference, ERSA 2013, Banca d'Italia,

Universitá di Palermo for useful comments and discussions.
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determine the source of this underlying spatial process.

2 Proximity, social capital and growth

To study the spatial "roots" of social capital one must recognize that agents' interactions and the

distribution of values/norms occur in a given places and time. Indeed, insofar as the formation

of cultural traits will depends on human interactions, the strength of these ties will depend on

transaction costs, which typically increase with distance, so that social interactions are favored by

urban agglomeration (Westlund, 1999). As a consequence, as social relations are spatially sticky, so

are norms and values Tabellini (2008); Rutten et al. (2010). It is worthwhile giving a brief review

of the literature on the spatial dimension of social capital.

Rutten and Gelissen (2010) model the e�ect of social capital on economic growth, considering

also an indirect e�ect via innovation; the idea is that a higher levels of social capital fosters exchange

of knowledge and spillovers. They �nd evidence that social capital contributes to growth, above all

through the indirect channel they posit, for 120 European Union regions.

Similarly, de Dominicis et al. (2013), using a SARAR model, �nd that in a sample of European

regions geographical proximity and social capital contribute to knowledge transmission.

The smaller the spatial context (say, a neighborhood), the denser the social network; this has

important implications for peer monitoring, a mechanism illustrated in Pasini and Millo (2006), who

observe the relationship between social capital, measured as the share of the population living in

small towns, and the demand for insurance, via moral hazard, in the Italian provinces; the estimated

contribution is substantial and signi�cant; they too estimate a SARAR, �nding greater social capital

increases the demand for non-life insurance by reducing moral hazard.

Takagi et al. (2012), estimating a SDM, consider the inverse of the distance between individuals

living in a Tokyo neighborhood: their survey �nds that neighbors' social capital reduces victimization

rates.

6



3 Description of the dataset

We use the same dataset as Tabellini (2010) with a few small improvements (see the Data Appendix

for more information). We consider 8 countries and 63, either NUTS 1 or NUTS 2 regions2 in order

to ensure data representativeness at sub-national level (see Table 1).

We take two measures of economic development: yp9500, i.e. per capita GDP adjusted for

purchasing power, expressed as a share of the EU-15 average, and variable growth, a variable de-

�ned as average GDP growth in the period 1977-2000. The urbanization rate in 1850 (variable

urb_rate1850 ), de�ned as the fraction of the population living in cities with over 30.000 inhabitants

is included as a measure of past economic development, in order to reduce any confounding factors

in the 2SLS approach3.

As controls, we take the gross primary and secondary school enrollment rate in 1960 (variable

school) and country dummies (proxy for current political institutions). The GDP growth rate in

1977 (variable initial_gdp) has been included in the regressions with growth as dependent variable,

in order to test for convergence.

As for the measures of social capital (Table 2), Tabellini (2010) extracts the principal compo-

nents (PCs) of four �cultural� variables (generalized trust, respect for others, control over life and

autonomy; see Data Appendix) from the 1990 and 1999 waves of the European Value Study; these

variables could be considered, at least partially, as proxies for social capital. The �rst PC of the

whole dataset is called pc_culture; the PC from the three positive values (general trust, respect

and control) is pc_culture_pos and the �rst PC on values to be taught to children (respect and

autonomy) is called pc_children.

Figure 1 shows the quartile distribution and clusters of the measures. All panels show the clear

heterogeneity in endowment of social capital across European regions. Regions in West Germany

and the Netherlands appear to be the most highly endowed, Southern Italy and parts of Portugal

and France, the least. Overall, however, the geographical diversity in social capital is more complex

than the usual North-South gradient.

Rather, the distribution also seems to vary considerably within countries and in some cases

border regions in di�erent countries have similar values. It also seems that the allocation is not

2Nomenclature of Territorial Units for Statistics, Eurostat's classi�cation of European regions
3With respect to the original dataset, we were able to update the estimates of urbanization and literacy rates for

the Netherlands and Portugal - see the Data Appendix
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random but there is some underlying pattern. As noted, human relations are spatially sticky; by

analogy, we can assume that individuals from contiguous regions are more likely to engage in social

interactions4; the local indicators of spatial association (LISA) suggest a clustering of the values

representing similar regions (see Figure 1); regions with high values of social capital surrounded by

similar neighbors are denoted in black and belongs to so-called "high-high" clusters (HH); regions

with low and similar levels of social capital are represented by a grid pattern (LL clusters).

There are also a few cases of regions with high capital surrounded by regions with low levels (HL

regions), denoted by stripes. We can observe clusters of regions with high values in West Germany

across all measures; LL clusters are found in Portugal, France and Southern Italy.

4 Estimation strategy and results

4.1 Social capital and economic growth

In what follows we estimate the following equation:

Y = α+ δSC + βY0 + γX + ε (1)

where Y is either the average per capita GDP in 1995-2000 (variable yp9500 ) or the average

growth rate in per capita GDP from 1977 to 2000 (variable growth); SC are our measures of social

capital; Y0 is a proxy of past economic development, and X are our control variables, namely school

enrollment rate and country dummies (and initial_gdp for the regressions with growth as dependent

variable).

The results from the OLS estimation (see Table 4) for yp9500 are very similar to those in

Tabellini (2010). All the measures of social capital are positive and statistically signi�cant at 5

percent; the e�ects are large and robust to heteroskedasticity. As for the speci�cations with growth

as dependent variable, there is evidence of convergence and of a positive role of social capital.

4.2 Addressing endogeneity

The OLS results suggest the importance of social capital in explaining di�erences in regional eco-

nomic performance. But the results are likely to be biased by endogeneity so we need to adapt our

4Technically, we assume a �rst order queen contiguity spatial weighting matrix.
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identi�cation strategy. In particular, recalling that social capital is transmitted and accrued via

direct socialization by parents and via indirect socialization by the community, we could estimate

the current level of social capital by means of

SC = α+ SC0β + Y0φ+Xζ + u (2)

where SC0 is the (unobserved) historical level of social capital. Even if cultural attitudes are not

observable, there is evidence that they are persistent (Giavazzi et al., 2014), so we might proxy SC0

with X0, the historical counterpart of X on the grounds that the historical level of social capital

was determined by the historical socio-economic background. Tabellini (2010) suggests the following

identi�cation:

SC = λ1 + λ2X0 + λ3Y0 + λ4X + v (3)

where X0, as noted, should capture the historical indirect socialization process. In particular, X0

is composed of two variables: the literacy rate in 1880 (variable literacy) and political institutions

in the past (pc_institutions).

The data for literacy, the ability to read or write, come from several sources, although the

original dataset provided no regional detail for the Netherlands or Portugal. However, we were able

to recover observations for the Dutch and Portuguese NUTS 2 regions (see the Data Appendix).

The intuition is that general literacy should increase participation and civic engagement, helping to

place constraints on politicians.

The variable pc_institutions summarizes the political institutions existing in di�erent years

(1600, 1700, 1750, 1800 and 1850) using Acemoglu et al. (2001) for the period 1600-1750 and the

POLITY IV database for 1800 and 1850. In using these instruments we posit that exogeneity in

past political institutions and literacy should not a�ect current economic development. This strong

assumption is mitigated by the fact that we control for past economic development (urbanization

rate), current political institutions and education.

Apart from literacy in the speci�cation with yp9500 as dependent variable, the evidence from

the reduced form equations (see Tables 5 and 6) tells in favor of the exogeneity and strength of the

instruments. Since the rule of thumb on the �rst-stage F statistic has been shown to be misleading

(Staiger and Stock, 1997), we rely on a new test proposed by Stock and Yogo (2002), using the same
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statistic but with new critical values.

The results from the 2SLS regressions indicate that almost all the proposed speci�cations do

not reject the null hypothesis of exogeneity of instruments (the Sargan test) at the 10 percent level

(see Table 7). As for the strength of the instruments, the �rst-stage F statistic, compared with the

appropriate critical value of 19.93 proposed by Stock and Yogo (2002), suggests the weakness of all

speci�cations, except pc_culture_pos with yp9500 as dependent variable, whose coe�cient is nearly

50 percent higher than in the OLS speci�cation.

When a more robust approach is taken (LIML), all the estimates increase, con�rming the positive

role of social capital.

4.3 A spatial approach

When the change in the r -th characteristic of region i has an e�ect on the outcome variable of

region j, or
∂yj
∂Xr

i
6= 0, we talk of spatial spillover. If the e�ect of the change in region j is limited

to region i, we talk of local spatial spillovers; if the e�ect is broader (a chain reaction) we call it a

global spatial spillover.

To see whether this holds in our case, we could �rst test the OLS residuals. To do so, we denote

spatial proximity formally by a matrix, W , whose ij -entry is equal to 1 if region i and region j

are contiguous, 0 otherwise. In addition, by convention diagonal elements are equal to 0 and it

is standard procedure to normalize row elements such that row sums are equal to 1. This idea of

proximity is known as ��rst order queen contiguity� and W is our spatial weighting matrix. With

63 regions (no islands - see Data Appendix) we have 254 links: an average of 4 links per region,with

a low of 1 and a high of 10.

We can now test for spatial autocorrelation in the residuals using the Global Moran's I statistic

(Anselin, 1993). In particular, Table 9 reports on the null hypothesis of no spatial autocorrelation

(in the �rst column) and on some additional tests suggesting the likely spatial speci�cation, namely,

the LM_error and LM_lag tests, and their robust version (in the other columns). The speci�cations

with "pc_culture" and "pc_children" reject the null of complete spatial randomness while the other

tests point to a Spatial error model (SEM). These �ndings are only indicative, however, and tests

for identi�cation have been criticized (Kelejian and Prucha, 1998). All in all, the results suggest

that we should not discard the idea that the true data generating process (DGP) is a spatial model.
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However, I have elected not to estimate an SEM but to opt instead for an SARAR and a Spatial

Durbin Error model (SDEM). In particular, we estimate an SARAR (1,1) or,


y = λWy +Xβ + u

u = ρWu+ ν

(4)

where u ∼ N(0, σ2
νIn), followed by an SDEM,


y = Xβ +WXθ + α+ u

u = λWu+ ε

where ε ∼ N(0, σ2
ε In).

According to LeSage (2014), the choice among all the spatial models ultimately comes down

to determining whether our spatial spillovers are global (captured by the Wy term in the SARAR

model) or local (captured by WX in the SDEM), although the exact identi�cation cannot be drawn

from the point estimates of ρ or λ but requires speci�c Bayesian method which is beyond the scope

of this paper. Moreover, SARAR should not be mistaken for a combination of a SEM and a Spatial

autoregressive model (SAR), which has been proven to be a Spatial Durbin model (LeSage, 2014).

The instruments for the measures of social capital are the same as in the 2SLS/LIML analysis.

The results given by the SARAR model (Table 10) suggest that all but one of the measures of

social capital are signi�cant at least at the 10 percent level, although caution is needed in interpreting

the coe�cients;as LeSage and Pace (2009) have shown there is a n-by-n matrix of partial derivatives

or,

∂y

∂Xr
= (In −Wρ)−1(Inβ

r
1)

In particular, they suggest computing the average total direct impact (ATDI) and the average

total impact (ATI) e�ects (Drukker and Prucha, 2013). In the bottom part of Table 10 we report

these e�ects: the ATIs of the estimations with yp9500 as dependent variable are comparable to

those computed under the LIML estimator.

The estimation results from the SDEM (see Table 11) indicate that all the proxies for social

capital make a positive and signi�cant contribution both to per capita GDP (variable yp9500 ) and

to GDP growth (variable growth), although in the latter case the contribution is modest and there
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is evidence of substantial economic convergence. On the other hand, the spatial lag of pc_children

(for yp9500 only), capturing the local spatial spillovers, is the only signi�cant (but negative) re-

sult. Summing up, it appears that there is some unspeci�ed global spillover e�ect, which certainly

warrants further investigation.

5 Conclusions and avenues for further research

Although there is a very substantial body of literature on social capital, the spatial dimension has

gone largely unexplored. Starting from Tabellini (2010), we have examined the role of social capital

in economic growth in European regions. Our data indicate a positive and signi�cant contribution

(see Table 12 for a recapitulation). However there is still work to be done on this issue, We have

found solid evidence of spatial spillovers but the underlying mechanism is not clear. Much work

is still needed on both the theoretical and the empirical level. Another important question is the

choice of the relevant geographical unit: is social capital a national phenomenon (which could suggest

using NUTS 0 or NUTS 1 data) or it is more localized? We are certainly data constrained, but it is

tempting, within a given country, to explore the role of social capital at various levels of aggregation

(in Italy, for example, macro-regions, regions and provinces), or to test for what is known as the

modi�able areal unit problem (MAUP).
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Data Appendix

Brief recap on the original the dataset

Constraints on the Executive branch - Tabellini (2010) extracts the �rst principal component

of the variable constraints to the executive branch taken at �ve di�erent historical moments. He

elected to stop at 1850, because that date corresponds roughly to the creation of today's national

states, so that afterwards regional variation in political institutions should diminish drastically. Note

that the same value is assigned to all regions within a country, with the exception of Italy, Germany

and some Spanish regions where, for historical reasons, speci�c values are assigned to some regions.

The general idea is that a more democratic regime favors the di�usion of generalized norms and

civic spirit and behavior.

Proxies for social capital - Following Tabellini (2010) our dataset comprises four measures of

social norms, values and beliefs from the European Value Study (EVS). These are generalized trust,

control, respect and autonomy.

�Generalized trust� is measured by responses to the question

�Generally speaking, would you say that most people can be trusted or that you can't be

too careful in dealing with people?�

Two answers are possible: �Most people can be trusted� and �You can't be too careful�. The

measure "generalized trust" is the regional share of those who say �most people can be trusted�.

The variable �control of life� is extrapolated from the question

�Some people feel they have completely free choice and control over their lives, and other

people feel that what they do has no real e�ect on what happens to them. Please use the scale

to indicate how much freedom of choice and control you feel you have over the way your life

turns out?�

The answer is coded from 1 to 10, where 1 means �no control� and 10 �a great deal�. The variable

"control" is constructed as a regional weighted average (multiplied by 10).

"Respect" and "autonomy" both refer to the following question

�Here is a list of qualities which children can be encouraged to learn at home. Which, if

any, do you consider to be especially important?�
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The measures for these variable are the weighted regional average of people who mention respect

for others or obedience. With reference to "obedience", Tabellini (2010) suggests that this is a

negative value, the basis of hierarchical societies, a coercive cultural environment sti�ing individual

initiative and cooperation (so we should expect it to have a negative e�ect). Taking this into account,

Tabellini rescaled it, creating the new variable autonomy such that

autonomy = 100− obedience

that is the higher the value of autonomy, the lower the share of people who believe that obedience

is a quality that should be inculcated in their children.

Changes with respect to the original dataset

Geography - To avoid problems with spatial estimation procedures we had to drop the islands that

were included in the original dataset, a total of six observations: Madeira, the Azores, Sicily and

Sardinia, the Balearics, the Canaries and Northern Ireland.

Urbanization rates - Tabellini (2010) de�nes the urbanization rate as the regional share of

the population living in cities larger than 30.000 inhabitants. Unfortunately, the original database

lacks regional detail for two of our eight countries, the Netherlands and Portugal; for them, in fact,

the national rate was imputed to each region, obviously with a loss of accuracy. We were able to

improve the dataset by recovering new regional data for both countries.

We found data on urban population at municipal level for the Netherlands at http://www.

populstat.info/Europe/netherlt.htm and population for the Dutch provinces in Mitchell (2007)

(available at http://www.tacitus.nu/historical-atlas/population/benelux.htm). For Por-

tugal, we recovered population and urban population data for the distritos do Continente (i.e.

provinces) from Veiga (2004); in 1864 only two Portuguese cities were above our population thresh-

old of 30.000, Lisbon at 199.412 and Porto at 86.751.

Literacy - Literacy is de�ned as the share of people older than 7 who can read or write. The

original dataset on literacy in the Netherlands and Portugal has the same problem of the urbanization

rate. Again, we were able to �nd new data: Akcomak et al. (2013) provide data for the Netherlands

and Ramos (1988) reports separate literacy rates for men and women for the Portuguese distritos

do Continente in 1890. We take the simple average of male and female rates for each province and

14
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aggregate up to the correspondent NUTS 2 region.
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Table 1: Sample countries and regions

Country Number of regions NUTS level

Belgium 3 NUTS 1

France 8 NUTS 1

West Germany 8 NUTS 1

Italy 13 NUTS 2

Netherlands 3 NUTS 1

Portugal 5 NUTS 2

Spain 13 NUTS 2

United Kingdom 10 NUTS 1

Total (8 countries) 63 NUTS 1/2

Table 2: Proxies for social capital

Proxy Variables

pc_culture g.trust, respect, control of life, autonomy

pc_culture_pos g.trust, respect, control of life

pc_children respect, autonomy

16



Table 3: Descriptive statistics

Variable Obs. Mean Std. Dev. Min Max

Dependent variables (Y )

yp9500 63 97.33 30.46 50.17 215.33

growth 63 .02 .85 -1.83 2.01

Covariates (X,Y0)

school 63 73.52 11.55 51.55 95.48

urb_rate1850 63 12.04 13.92 0 57.43

initial_gdp 63 4.52 .31 3.58 5.28

Measures of social capital (C)

pc_culture 63 -1.09 30.12 -56.69 57.22

pc_children 63 -0.49 23.90 -57.62 58.28

pc_culture_pos 63 -2.25 25.00 -49.99 39.47

Instrumental variables (Z)

pc_institutions 63 0.06 2.00 -2.09 3.58

literacy 63 55.90 25.69 14.6 96.5
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Variable: pc_culture

(a) Quartiles (b) Clusters

Variable: pc_culture_pos

(c) Quartiles (d) Clusters

Variable: pc_children

(e) Quartiles (f) Clusters

quartiles: darker regions indicates higher quartiles;

clusters: darker regions indicate HH clusters; regions with grid indicate LL clusters; striped regions are HL clusters

Figure 1: Quartiles and clusters of social capital
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Table 4: OLS estimates [with robust s.e.]

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

VARIABLE yp9500 growth

school 0.51 0.77 0.60 -0.0048 -0.0002 -0.0043

(0.53) (0.52) (0.54) (0.010) (0.010) (0.011)

[0.31]* [0.30]** [0.37]* [0.0077] [0.0074] [0.0081]

urb_rate1850 0.62 0.68 0.61 0.0024 0.0037 0.0012

(0.21)*** (0.20)*** (0.21)*** (0.0041) (0.0042) (0.0044)

[0.17]*** [0.16]*** [0.16]*** [0.0034] [0.0035] [0.0040]

pc_culture 0.59 0.0091

(0.15)*** (0.0030)***

[0.13]*** [0.0033]***

pc_culture_pos 0.72 0.011

(0.18)*** (0.0036)***

[0.16]*** [0.0045]**

pc_children 0.61 0.0073

(0.18)*** (0.0035)**

[0.20]*** [0.0042]*

initial_gdp -0.73 -0.78 -0.61

(0.28)*** (0.28)*** (0.29)**

[0.33]** [0.32]** [0.35]*

Observations 63 63 63 63 63 63

R2 0.62 0.62 0.60 0.84 0.85 0.83

R-adj 0.54 0.55 0.52 0.80 0.81 0.79

Breusch-Pagan chi2 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.11 0.05 0.23

Jarque-Bera chi2 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.47 0.77 0.30

[Robust] Standard errors in parentheses. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1.

P-values for Breusch-Pagan and Jarque-Bera tests.

19



T
a
b
le

5
:
R
ed
u
ce
d
-f
o
rm

a
n
d
�
rs
t-
st
a
g
e
re
g
re
ss
io
n
es
ti
m
a
te
s
(d
ep
.
va
r
=

yp
9
5
0
0
)

(1
)

(2
)

(3
)

(4
)

(5
)

(6
)

R
ed
u
ce
d
-f
o
rm

F
ir
st
-s
ta
g
e

V
A
R
IA

B
L
E

y
p
9
5
0
0

p
c_

cu
lt
u
re

p
c_

cu
lt
u
re
_
p
o
s

p
c_

ch
il
d
re
n

sc
h
o
o
l

0
.7
4

0
.5
1

0
.4
7

0
.2
7

-0
.1
7

0
.2
1

(0
.5
6
)

(0
.5
3
)

(0
.5
2
)

(0
.3
9
)

(0
.3
1
)

(0
.3
8
)

u
rb
_
ra
te
1
8
5
0

0
.6
3
*
*
*

0
.5
1
*
*

0
.4
6
*
*

0
.0
4

-0
.1
5

0
.0
5

(0
.2
2
)

(0
.2
2
)

(0
.2
1
)

(0
.1
6
)

(0
.1
2
)

(0
.1
5
)

p
c_

in
st
it
u
ti
o
n
s

1
0
.0
3
*
*

7
.0
1
*

1
0
.4
*
*
*

1
0
.5
*
*
*

8
.2
0
*
*
*

(3
.9
9
)

(3
.7
9
)

(2
.8
6
)

(2
.2
2
)

(2
.7
2
)

li
te
ra
cy

0
.9
3
*
*
*

0
.8
2
*
*
*

0
.5
1
*
*

0
.4
4
*
*
*

0
.2
8

(0
.2
5
)

(0
.2
5
)

(0
.1
9
)

(0
.1
5
)

(0
.1
8
)

O
b
se
rv
a
ti
o
n
s

6
3

6
3

6
3

6
3

6
3

6
3

R
2

0
.5
6

0
.6
1

0
.6
3

0
.7
9

0
.8
1

0
.6
9

F
6
.6

8
.1

8
.0

1
7
.1

2
0
.2

1
0
.4

S
ta
n
d
a
rd

er
ro
rs

in
p
a
re
n
th
es
es
.
*
*
*
p
<
0
.0
1
,
*
*
p
<
0
.0
5
,
*
p
<
0
.1
.
C
o
u
n
tr
y
d
u
m
m
ie
s
in
cl
u
d
ed
.

20



T
a
b
le

6
:
R
ed
u
ce
d
-f
o
rm

a
n
d
�
rs
t-
st
a
g
e
re
g
re
ss
io
n
es
ti
m
a
te
s
(d
ep
.
va
r
=

gr
o
w
th
)

(1
)

(2
)

(3
)

(4
)

(5
)

(6
)

R
ed
u
ce
d
-f
o
rm

F
ir
st
-s
ta
g
e

V
A
R
IA

B
L
E

g
ro
w
th

p
c_

cu
lt
u
re

p
c_

cu
lt
u
re
_
p
o
s

p
c_

ch
il
d
re
n

sc
h
o
o
l

-0
.0
0
4
2

-0
.0
0
4
7

-0
.0
0
4
3

0
.0
5
1

-0
.3
6

-0
.0
1
5

(0
.0
1
1
)

(0
.0
1
1
)

(0
.0
1
0
)

(0
.4
1
)

(0
.3
2
)

(0
.3
9
)

u
rb
_
ra
te
1
8
5
0

0
.0
0
1
1

0
.0
0
1
1

0
.0
0
0
6
4

-0
.1
4

-0
.2
4
*

-0
.0
6
1

(0
.0
0
4
4
)

(0
.0
0
4
4
)

(0
.0
0
4
3
)

(0
.1
7
)

(0
.1
3
)

(0
.1
6
)

in
it
ia
l_
g
d
p

-0
.5
2
*

-0
.6
4
*
*

-0
.7
3
*
*

1
9
.7
*

1
6
.8
*

2
0
.4
*

(0
.2
8
)

(0
.3
0
)

(0
.3
0
)

(1
1
.7
)

(9
.0
5
)

(1
1
.1
)

p
c_

in
st
it
u
ti
o
n
s

0
.1
4
*

0
.1
2

9
.5
9
*
*
*

9
.7
9
*
*
*

7
.3
3
*
*
*

(0
.0
7
3
)

(0
.0
7
3
)

(2
.8
5
)

(2
.2
0
)

(2
.7
1
)

li
te
ra
cy

0
.0
1
0
*

0
.0
0
9
1
*

0
.3
7
*

0
.3
2
*

0
.1
4

(0
.0
0
5
3
)

(0
.0
0
5
3
)

(0
.2
1
)

(0
.1
6
)

(0
.2
0
)

O
b
se
rv
a
ti
o
n
s

6
3

6
3

6
3

6
3

6
3

6
3

R
2

0
.8
3

0
.8
3

0
.8
4

0
.8
0

0
.8
3

0
.7
1

F
2
2
.0

2
2
.2

2
1
.2

1
6
.5

1
9
.7

1
0
.3

S
ta
n
d
a
rd

er
ro
rs

in
p
a
re
n
th
es
es
.
*
*
*
p
<
0
.0
1
,
*
*
p
<
0
.0
5
,
*
p
<
0
.1
.
C
o
u
n
tr
y
d
u
m
m
ie
s
in
cl
u
d
ed
.

21



Table 7: Two-stage least square (2SLS) estimation

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

VARIABLE yp9500 growth

school 0.26 0.73 0.28 -0.0050 0.0014 -0.0039

(0.53) (0.48) (0.59) (0.0095) (0.0094) (0.011)

urb_rate1850 0.53** 0.66*** 0.45* 0.0029 0.0045 0.0021

(0.21) (0.19) (0.24) (0.0039) (0.0039) (0.0045)

pc_culture 1.02*** 0.015***

(0.25) (0.0057)

pc_culture_pos 1.05*** 0.015***

(0.25) (0.0056)

pc_children 1.38*** 0.021**

(0.40) (0.0095)

initial_gdp -0.98*** -0.92*** -1.04***

(0.32) (0.30) (0.40)

Observations 63 63 63 63 63 63

R2 0.56 0.60 0.46 0.83 0.84 0.78

F 17.1 20.2 10.4 16.5 19.7 10.3

Sargan test (p-value) 0.17 0.09 0.10 0.44 0.34 0.24

Pagan-Hall (p-value) 0.06 0.00 0.79 0.59 0.31 0.99

First-stage F 13.4 20.3 7.35 8.35 13.6 4.31

Standard errors in parentheses. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
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Table 8: Limited information Maximum likelihood (LIML)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

VARIABLE yp9500 yp9500 yp9500 growth growth growth

school 0.23 0.73 0.21 -0.0050 0.0014 -0.0038

(0.54) (0.49) (0.63) (0.0095) (0.0094) (0.011)

urb_rate1850_bis 0.52** 0.65*** 0.41 0.0030 0.0045 0.0022

(0.21) (0.19) (0.26) (0.0040) (0.0039) (0.0046)

pc_culture 1.06*** 0.016***

(0.26) (0.0058)

pc_culture_pos 1.08*** 0.016***

(0.26) (0.0057)

pc_children 1.55*** 0.023**

(0.46) (0.010)

initial_gdp -0.99*** -0.93*** -1.11**

(0.33) (0.30) (0.43)

Observations 63 63 63 63 63 63

R2 0.547 0.595 0.384 0.828 0.840 0.762

Sargan test (p-value) 0.17 0.096 0.11 0.44 0.34 0.25

First-stage F 13.4 20.3 7.35 8.35 13.6 4.31

Standard errors in parentheses. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1

Table 9: Spatial tests for OLS residuals (p-values)

Variable Moran's Index LM_Error Robust LM Error LM Lag Robust LM Lag

pc_culture 0.06 0.23 0.12 0.87 0.31

pc_culture_pos 0.53 0.92 0.73 0.83 0.69

pc_children 0.05 0.19 0.04 0.89 0.12

Note: First-order queen contiguity, row standardized. The null for LM test is OLS speci�cation.
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Table 10: SARAR(1,1) with IV

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

VARIABLE yp9500 growth

school 0.42 0.64* 0.49 -0.0054 0.00 -0.0059

(0.36) (0.35) (0.38) (0.0091) (0.0093) (0.0093)

urb_rate1850 0.77*** 0.82*** 0.74*** 0.0038 0.0052 0.0037

(0.18) (0.17) (0.19) (0.0035) (0.0035) (0.0036)

pc_culture 0.40** 0.01**

(0.18) (0.0039)

pc_culture_pos 0.55** 0.013***

(0.22) (0.0042)

pc_children 0.51** 0.0081

(0.25) (0.005)

λ 0.62*** 0.55** 0.64*** 0.022 0.046 -0.0093

(0.23) (0.24) (0.23) (0.16) (0.16) (0.18)

ρ -0.82*** -0.87*** -0.74*** 0.41 0.38 0.29

(0.27) (0.24) (0.28) (0.36) (0.38) (0.29)

ATI 1.07 1.21 1.4 -0.0025 -0.0034 -0.0023

ATDI 0.46 0.61 0.58 -0.014 -0.0025 0.0155

Standard errors in parentheses. *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.1
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Table 11: Spatial Durbin Error Model (SDEM)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

VARIABLE yp9500 growth

school 0.34 0.56 0.41 0.00 0.00 0.00

(0.45) (0.44) (0.46) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01)

urb_rate1850 0.47*** 0.65*** 0.48*** 0.00 0.01** 0.00

(0.17) (0.17) (0.17) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00)

pc_culture 0.65*** 0.01***

(0.13) (0.00)

pc_culture_pos 0.65*** 0.01***

(0.15) (0.00)

pc_children 0.75*** 0.01*

(0.15) (0.00)

initial_gdp -0.80*** -0.82*** -0.72**

(0.30) (0.27) (0.32)

W.school -0.33 -0.57 -0.15 -0.02 -0.01 -0.02

(0.81) (0.72) (0.82) (0.02) (0.02) (0.02)

W.urb_rate1850 0.40* 0.47** 0.47* 0.01 0.02*** 0.00

(0.24) (0.24) (0.26) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01)

W.pc_culture -0.32 0.00

(0.26) (0.01)

W.pc_culture_pos 0.33*** 0.02***

(0.32) (0.01)

W.pc_children -0.75*** 0.00

(0.28) (0.01)

W.initial_gdp 0.08 -0.39 0.22

(0.45) (0.42) (0.49)

λ 0.04 -0.24 0.19 -0.03 -0.40 0.18

Standard errors in parentheses. *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.1
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Table 12: Summary of the main results

Dep. variable OLS 2SLS LIML SARAR SDEM

(coef) (ATDI) (ATI)

dep. var=yp9500

pc_culture 0.59*** 1.02*** 1.06*** 0.40** 0.46 1.07 0.65***

pc_culture_pos 0.72*** 1.05*** 1.08*** 0.55** 0.61 1.21 0.65***

pc_children 0.61*** 1.38*** 1.55*** 0.51** 0.58 1.4 0.75***

dep. var=growth

pc_culture 0.0091*** 0.015*** 0.016*** 0.01** -0.0014 -0.0025 0.01***

pc_culture_pos 0.011*** 0.015*** 0.016*** 0.013*** -0.0025 -0.0034 0.01***

pc_children 0.0073*** 0.021** 0.023** 0.01 0.0155 -0.0023 0.01*

*** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.1. P-values for ATDI/ATI e�ects are not available

26



References

Acemoglu, Daron, Simon Johnson, and James A. Robinson, �The colonial origins of compar-

ative development: an empirical investigation,� American economic review, 2001, 91, 1369�1401.

Akcomak, I. Semih, Dinand Webbink, and Bas ter Weel, �Why Did the Netherlands Develop

So Early? The Legacy of the Brethren of the Common Life,� IZA Discussion Papers 7167, Institute

for the Study of Labor (IZA) January 2013.

Anselin, Luc, �The Moran scatterplot as an ESDA tool to assess local instability in spatial asso-

ciation,� Research Paper 9330, Regional Research Institute West Virginia University 1993.

Bisin, Alberto and Thierry Verdier, �The Economics of Cultural Transmission and the Dy-

namics of Preferences,� Journal of Economic Theory, 2001, 97, 298�319.

de Dominicis, Laura, Raymond J.G.M. Florax, and Henri L.F. de Groot, �Regional

clusters of innovative activity in Europe: are social capital and geographical proximity key deter-

minants?,� Applied Economics, June 2013, 45 (17), 2325�2335.

Drukker, David M. and Ingmar R. Prucha, �On the I 2( q ) Test Statistic for Spatial Depen-

dence: Finite Sample Standardization and Properties,� Spatial Economic Analysis, 2013, 8 (3),

271�292.

Fukuyama, Francis, �Social Capital and Civil Society,� IMF Working Papers 00/74, International

Monetary Fund March 2000.

Giavazzi, Francesco, Ivan Petkov, and Fabio Schiantarelli, �Culture: Persistence and Evo-

lution,� NBER Working Papers 20174, National Bureau of Economic Research, Inc May 2014.

Guiso, Luigi, Paola Sapienza, and Luigi Zingales, �Civic capital as the missing link,� Chapter

10 in Handbook of social economics, North Holland 2011.

Kelejian, Harry H. and Ingmar R. Prucha, �A generalized spatial two stage least squares

procedure for estimating a spatial autoregressive model with autoregressive disturbances,� Journal

of Real Estate Finance and Economics, 1998, 17, 99�112.

LeSage, James and Robert Kelley Pace, Introduction to spatial econometrics, CRC press, 2009.

27



LeSage, James P, �What Regional Scientists Need to Know about Spatial Econometrics,� The

Review of Regional Studies, 2014, 44 (1), 13�32.

Mitchell, Brian, International Historical Statistics 1750-2005: Europe, Palgrave Macmillan, 2007.

Pasini, Giacomo and Giovanni Millo, �Does Social Capital reduce moral hazard? A network

model for non-life insurance demand,� Technical Report 2006.

Ramos, Rui, �Culturas da alfabetizacao e culturas do analfabetismo em Portugal: uma introducao

a Historia da Alfabetizacao no Portugal contemporaneo,� Analise Social, 1988, XXUV (103-104),

1067�1145.

Rutten, R., H. Westlund, and F. Boekema, �The spatial dimension of social capital,� European

Planning Studies, 2010, 18(6), 863�871.

Rutten, Roel and John Gelissen, �Social Values and the Economic Development of Regions,�

European Planning Studies, 2010, 18 (6), 921�939.

Smith, Adam, An Inquiry into the Nature and Causes of the Wealth of Nations, Univ. of Chicago

Press, Chicago, IL (reprinted versione, 1976), 1776.

Solow, Robert, �Trust: the social virtues and the creation of prosperity (Book review),� The New

Republic, 1995, 213, 36�40.

Staiger, Douglas and James H. Stock, �Instrumental Variables Regression with Weak Instru-

ments,� Econometrica, May 1997, 65 (3), 557�586.

Stock, James H. and Motohiro Yogo, �Testing for Weak Instruments in Linear IV Regression,�

NBER Technical Working Papers 0284, National Bureau of Economic Research, Inc Nov 2002.

Tabellini, Guido, �The Scope of Cooperation: Values and Incentives,� The Quarterly Journal of

Economics, August 2008, 123 (3), 905�950.

, �Culture and Institutions: Economic Development in the Regions of Europe,� Journal of the

European Economic Association, 06 2010, 8 (4), 677�716.

Takagi, Daisuke, Kenichi Ikeda, and Ichiro Kawachi, �Neighborhood social capital and crime

victimization: comparison of spatial regression analysis and hierarchical regression analysis.,�

Social Science Medicine, 2012, 75(10), 1895�1902.

28



Veiga, Teresa Rodrigues, A Populacao Portuguesa no Seculo XIX, CEPESE, 2004.

Westlund, Hans, �An interaction-cost perspective on networks and territory,� The Annals of

Regional Science, 1999, 33 (1).

29



(*) Requests for copies should be sent to: 
Banca d’Italia – Servizio Struttura economica e finanziaria – Divisione Biblioteca e Archivio storico –  
Via Nazionale, 91 – 00184 Rome – (fax 0039 06 47922059). They are available on the Internet www.bancaditalia.it.

RECENTLY PUBLISHED “TEMI” (*)

N. 994 – Trade liberalizations and domestic suppliers: evidence from Chile, by Andrea 
Linarello (November 2014).

N. 995 – Dynasties in professions: the role of rents, by Sauro Mocetti (November 2014).

N. 996 – Current account “core-periphery dualism” in the EMU, by Tatiana Cesaroni and 
Roberta De Santis (November 2014).

N. 997 – Macroeconomic effects of simultaneous implementation of reforms after the crisis, 
by Andrea Gerali, Alessandro Notarpietro and Massimiliano Pisani (November 
2014).

N. 998 – Changing labour market opportunities for young people in Italy and the role of the 
family of origin, by Gabriella Berloffa, Francesca Modena and Paola Villa (January 
2015).

N. 999 – Looking behind mortgage delinquencies, by Sauro Mocetti and Eliana Viviano 
(January 2015).

N. 1000 – Sectoral differences in managers’ compensation: insights from a matching model, 
by Emanuela Ciapanna, Marco Taboga and Eliana Viviano (January 2015).

N. 1001 – How does foreign demand activate domestic value added? A comparison among the 
largest euro-area economies, by Rita Cappariello and Alberto Felettigh (January 
2015).

N. 1002 – Structural reforms and zero lower bound in a monetary union, by Andrea Gerali, 
Alessandro Notarpietro and Massimiliano Pisani (January 2015).

N. 1003 – You’ve come a long way, baby. Effects of commuting times on couples’ labour 
supply, by Francesca Carta and Marta De Philippis (March 2015).

N. 1004 – Ownership networks and aggregate volatility, by Lorenzo Burlon (March 2015).

N. 1005 – Strategy and tactics in public debt manamgement, by Davide Dottori and Michele 
Manna (March 2015).

N. 1006 – Inward foreign direct investment and innovation: evidence from Italian provinces, 
by Roberto Antonietti, Raffaello Bronzini and Giulio Cainelli (March 2015).

N. 1007 – The macroeconomic effects of the sovereign debt crisis in the euro area, by Stefano 
Neri and Tiziano Ropele (March 2015).

N. 1008 – Rethinking the crime reducing effect of education? Mechanisms and evidence from 
regional divides, by Ylenia Brilli and Marco Tonello (April 2015).

N. 1009 – Social capital and the cost of credit: evidence from a crisis, by Paolo Emilio 
Mistrulli and Valerio Vacca (April 2015).

N. 1010 – Every cloud has a silver lining. The sovereign crisis and Italian potential output, by 
Andrea Gerali, Alberto Locarno, Alessandro Notarpietro and Massimiliano Pisani 
(June 2015).

N. 1011 – Foreign direct investment and firm performance: an empirical analysis of Italian 
firms, by Alessandro Borin and Michele Mancini (June 2015).

N. 1012 – Sovereign debt and reserves with liquidity and productivity crises, by Flavia Corneli 
and Emanuele Tarantino (June 2015).

N. 1013 – Bankruptcy law and bank financing, by Giacomo Rodano, Nicolas Serrano-Velarde 
and Emanuele Tarantino (June 2015).

N. 1014 – Women as ‘gold dust’: gender diversity in top boards and the performance of 
Italian banks, by Silvia Del Prete and Maria Lucia Stefani (June 2015).

N. 1015 – Inflation, financial conditions and non-standard monetary policy in a monetary 
union. A model-based evaluation, by Lorenzo Burlon, Andrea Gerali, Alessandro 
Notarpietro and Massimiliano Pisani (June 2015).

N. 1016 – Short term inflation forecasting: the M.E.T.A. approach, by Giacomo Sbrana, 
Andrea Silvestrini and Fabrizio Venditti (June 2015).



"TEMI" LATER PUBLISHED ELSEWHERE 
 

 

2012 
 

F. CINGANO and A. ROSOLIA, People I know: job search and social networks, Journal of Labor Economics, v. 
30, 2, pp. 291-332,  TD No. 600 (September 2006). 

G. GOBBI and R. ZIZZA, Does the underground economy hold back financial deepening? Evidence from the 
italian credit market, Economia Marche, Review of Regional Studies, v. 31, 1, pp. 1-29, TD No. 646 
(November 2006). 

S. MOCETTI, Educational choices and the selection process before and after compulsory school, Education 
Economics, v. 20, 2, pp. 189-209, TD No. 691 (September 2008). 

P. PINOTTI, M. BIANCHI and P. BUONANNO, Do immigrants cause crime?, Journal of the European 
Economic Association , v. 10, 6, pp. 1318–1347, TD No. 698 (December 2008). 

M. PERICOLI and M. TABOGA, Bond risk premia, macroeconomic fundamentals and the exchange rate, 
International Review of Economics and Finance, v. 22, 1, pp. 42-65, TD No. 699 (January 2009). 

F. LIPPI and A. NOBILI, Oil and the macroeconomy: a quantitative structural analysis, Journal of European 
Economic Association, v. 10, 5, pp. 1059-1083, TD No. 704 (March 2009). 

G. ASCARI and T. ROPELE, Disinflation in a DSGE perspective: sacrifice ratio or welfare gain ratio?, 
Journal of Economic Dynamics and Control, v. 36, 2, pp. 169-182, TD No. 736 (January 2010). 

S. FEDERICO, Headquarter intensity and the choice between outsourcing versus integration at home or 
abroad, Industrial and Corporate Chang, v. 21, 6, pp. 1337-1358, TD No. 742 (February 2010). 

I. BUONO and G. LALANNE, The effect of the Uruguay Round on the intensive and extensive margins of 
trade, Journal of International Economics, v. 86, 2, pp. 269-283,  TD No. 743 (February 2010). 

A. BRANDOLINI, S. MAGRI and T. M SMEEDING, Asset-based measurement of poverty, In D. J. Besharov 
and K. A. Couch (eds), Counting the Poor: New Thinking About European Poverty Measures and 
Lessons for the United States, Oxford and New York: Oxford University Press, TD No. 755 
(March 2010). 

S. GOMES, P. JACQUINOT and M. PISANI, The EAGLE. A model for policy analysis of macroeconomic 
interdependence in the euro area, Economic Modelling, v. 29, 5, pp. 1686-1714, TD No. 770 
(July 2010). 

A. ACCETTURO and G. DE BLASIO, Policies for local development: an evaluation of Italy’s “Patti 
Territoriali”, Regional Science and Urban Economics, v. 42, 1-2, pp. 15-26, TD No. 789 
(January 2006). 

E. COCOZZA and P. PISELLI, Testing for east-west contagion in the European banking sector during the 
financial crisis, in R. Matoušek; D. Stavárek (eds.), Financial Integration in the European Union, 
Taylor & Francis,  TD No. 790 (February 2011). 

F. BUSETTI and S. DI SANZO, Bootstrap LR tests of stationarity, common trends and cointegration, Journal 
of Statistical Computation and Simulation, v. 82, 9, pp. 1343-1355, TD No. 799 (March 2006). 

S. NERI and T. ROPELE, Imperfect information, real-time data and monetary policy in the Euro area, The 
Economic Journal, v. 122, 561, pp. 651-674,  TD No. 802 (March 2011). 

A. ANZUINI and F. FORNARI, Macroeconomic determinants of carry trade activity, Review of International 
Economics, v. 20, 3, pp. 468-488,  TD No. 817 (September 2011). 

M. AFFINITO, Do interbank customer relationships exist? And how did they function in the crisis? Learning 
from Italy, Journal of Banking and Finance, v. 36, 12, pp. 3163-3184, TD No. 826 (October 2011). 

P. GUERRIERI and F. VERGARA CAFFARELLI, Trade Openness and International Fragmentation of 
Production in the European Union: The New Divide?, Review of International Economics, v. 20, 3, 
pp. 535-551,  TD No. 855 (February 2012). 

V. DI GIACINTO, G. MICUCCI and P. MONTANARO, Network effects of public transposrt infrastructure: 
evidence on Italian regions, Papers in Regional Science, v. 91, 3, pp. 515-541, TD No. 869 (July 
2012). 

A. FILIPPIN and M. PACCAGNELLA, Family background, self-confidence and economic outcomes, 
Economics of Education Review, v. 31, 5, pp. 824-834,  TD No. 875 (July 2012). 

 

 



2013 

 
A. MERCATANTI, A likelihood-based analysis for relaxing the exclusion restriction in randomized 

experiments with imperfect compliance, Australian and New Zealand Journal of Statistics, v. 55, 2, 
pp. 129-153, TD No. 683 (August 2008). 

F. CINGANO and P. PINOTTI, Politicians at work. The private returns and social costs of political connections, 
Journal of the European Economic Association, v. 11, 2, pp. 433-465, TD No. 709 (May 2009). 

F. BUSETTI and J. MARCUCCI, Comparing forecast accuracy: a Monte Carlo investigation, International 
Journal of Forecasting, v. 29, 1, pp. 13-27, TD No. 723 (September 2009). 

D. DOTTORI, S. I-LING and F. ESTEVAN, Reshaping the schooling system: The role of immigration, Journal 
of Economic Theory, v. 148, 5, pp. 2124-2149, TD No. 726 (October 2009). 

A. FINICELLI, P. PAGANO and M. SBRACIA, Ricardian Selection, Journal of International Economics, v. 89, 
1, pp. 96-109, TD No. 728 (October 2009). 

L. MONTEFORTE and G. MORETTI, Real-time forecasts of inflation: the role of financial variables, Journal 
of Forecasting,  v. 32,  1, pp. 51-61, TD No. 767 (July 2010). 

R. GIORDANO and P. TOMMASINO, Public-sector efficiency and political culture, FinanzArchiv, v. 69, 3, pp. 
289-316, TD No. 786 (January 2011). 

E. GAIOTTI, Credit availablility and investment: lessons from the "Great Recession", European Economic 
Review, v. 59, pp. 212-227, TD No. 793 (February 2011). 

F. NUCCI and M. RIGGI, Performance pay and changes in U.S. labor market dynamics, Journal of 
Economic Dynamics and Control, v. 37, 12, pp. 2796-2813,  TD No. 800 (March 2011). 

G. CAPPELLETTI, G. GUAZZAROTTI and P. TOMMASINO, What determines annuity demand at retirement?, 
The Geneva Papers on Risk and Insurance – Issues and Practice, pp. 1-26, TD No. 805 (April 2011). 

A. ACCETTURO e L. INFANTE, Skills or Culture? An analysis of the decision to work by immigrant women 
in Italy, IZA Journal of Migration, v. 2, 2, pp. 1-21, TD No. 815 (July 2011). 

A. DE SOCIO, Squeezing liquidity in a “lemons market” or asking liquidity “on tap”, Journal of Banking and 
Finance, v. 27, 5, pp. 1340-1358, TD No. 819 (September 2011). 

S. GOMES, P. JACQUINOT, M. MOHR and M. PISANI, Structural reforms and macroeconomic performance 
in the euro area countries: a model-based assessment, International Finance, v. 16, 1, pp. 23-44, 
TD No. 830 (October 2011). 

G. BARONE and G. DE BLASIO, Electoral rules and voter turnout, International Review of Law and 
Economics, v. 36, 1, pp. 25-35, TD No. 833 (November 2011). 

O. BLANCHARD and M. RIGGI, Why are the 2000s so different from the 1970s? A structural interpretation 
of changes in the macroeconomic effects of oil prices, Journal of the European Economic 
Association, v. 11, 5, pp. 1032-1052,  TD No. 835 (November 2011). 

R. CRISTADORO and D. MARCONI, Household savings in China, in G. Gomel, D. Marconi, I. Musu, B. 
Quintieri (eds), The Chinese Economy: Recent Trends and Policy Issues, Springer-Verlag, Berlin,  
TD No. 838 (November 2011). 

A. ANZUINI, M. J.  LOMBARDI and P. PAGANO, The impact of monetary policy shocks on commodity prices, 
International Journal of Central Banking, v. 9, 3, pp. 119-144, TD No. 851 (February 2012). 

R. GAMBACORTA and M. IANNARIO, Measuring job satisfaction with CUB models, Labour, v. 27, 2, pp. 
198-224,  TD No. 852 (February 2012). 

G. ASCARI and T. ROPELE, Disinflation effects in a medium-scale new keynesian model: money supply rule 
versus interest rate rule, European Economic Review, v. 61, pp. 77-100, TD No. 867 (April 
2012). 

E. BERETTA and S. DEL PRETE, Banking consolidation and bank-firm credit relationships: the role of 
geographical features and relationship characteristics, Review of Economics and Institutions,  
v. 4, 3, pp. 1-46,  TD No. 901 (February 2013). 

M. ANDINI, G. DE BLASIO, G. DURANTON and W. STRANGE, Marshallian labor market pooling: evidence 
from Italy, Regional Science and Urban Economics, v. 43, 6, pp.1008-1022, TD No. 922 (July 
2013). 

G. SBRANA and A. SILVESTRINI, Forecasting aggregate demand: analytical comparison of top-down and 
bottom-up approaches in a multivariate exponential smoothing framework, International Journal of 
Production Economics, v. 146, 1, pp. 185-98, TD No. 929 (September 2013). 

A. FILIPPIN, C. V, FIORIO and E. VIVIANO, The effect of tax enforcement on tax morale, European Journal 
of Political Economy, v. 32, pp. 320-331,  TD No. 937 (October 2013). 



 

 

2014 

 
G. M. TOMAT, Revisiting poverty and welfare dominance, Economia pubblica, v. 44, 2, 125-149, TD No. 651 

(December 2007). 

M. TABOGA, The riskiness of corporate bonds, Journal of Money, Credit and Banking, v.46, 4, pp. 693-713, 
TD No. 730 (October 2009). 

G. MICUCCI and P. ROSSI, Il ruolo delle tecnologie di prestito nella ristrutturazione dei debiti delle imprese in 
crisi, in A. Zazzaro (a cura di), Le banche e il credito alle imprese durante la crisi, Bologna, Il Mulino, 
TD No. 763 (June 2010). 

F. D’AMURI, Gli effetti della legge 133/2008 sulle assenze per malattia nel settore pubblico, Rivista di 
politica economica, v. 105, 1, pp. 301-321,  TD No. 787 (January 2011). 

R. BRONZINI and E. IACHINI, Are incentives for R&D effective? Evidence from a regression discontinuity 
approach, American Economic Journal : Economic Policy, v. 6, 4, pp. 100-134,  TD No. 791 
(February 2011). 

P. ANGELINI, S. NERI and F. PANETTA, The interaction between capital requirements and monetary policy, 
Journal of Money, Credit and Banking, v. 46, 6, pp. 1073-1112, TD No. 801 (March 2011). 

M. BRAGA, M. PACCAGNELLA and M. PELLIZZARI, Evaluating students’ evaluations of professors, 
Economics of Education Review, v. 41, pp. 71-88,  TD No. 825 (October 2011). 

M. FRANCESE and R. MARZIA, Is there Room for containing healthcare costs? An analysis of regional 
spending differentials in Italy, The European Journal of Health Economics, v. 15, 2, pp. 117-132, 
TD No. 828 (October 2011). 

L. GAMBACORTA and P. E. MISTRULLI, Bank heterogeneity and interest rate setting: what lessons have we 
learned since Lehman Brothers?, Journal of Money, Credit and Banking, v. 46, 4, pp. 753-778,  
TD No. 829 (October 2011). 

M. PERICOLI, Real term structure and inflation compensation in the euro area, International Journal of 
Central Banking, v. 10, 1, pp. 1-42, TD No. 841 (January 2012). 

E. GENNARI and G. MESSINA, How sticky are local expenditures in Italy? Assessing the relevance of the 
flypaper effect through municipal data, International Tax and Public Finance, v. 21, 2, pp. 324-
344, TD No. 844 (January 2012). 

V. DI GACINTO, M. GOMELLINI, G. MICUCCI and M. PAGNINI, Mapping local productivity advantages in Italy: 
industrial districts, cities or both?, Journal of Economic Geography, v. 14, pp. 365–394, TD No. 850 
(January 2012). 

A. ACCETTURO, F. MANARESI, S. MOCETTI and E. OLIVIERI, Don't Stand so close to me: the urban impact 
of immigration, Regional Science and Urban Economics, v. 45, pp. 45-56, TD No. 866 (April 
2012). 

M. PORQUEDDU and F. VENDITTI, Do food commodity prices have asymmetric effects on euro area 
inflation, Studies in Nonlinear Dynamics and Econometrics, v. 18, 4, pp. 419-443, TD No. 878 
(September 2012). 

S. FEDERICO, Industry dynamics and competition from low-wage countries: evidence on Italy, Oxford 
Bulletin of Economics and Statistics, v. 76, 3, pp. 389-410, TD No. 879 (September 2012). 

F. D’AMURI and G. PERI, Immigration, jobs and employment protection: evidence from Europe before and 
during the Great Recession, Journal of the European Economic Association, v. 12, 2, pp. 432-464, 
TD No. 886 (October 2012). 

M. TABOGA, What is a prime bank? A euribor-OIS spread perspective, International Finance, v. 17, 1, pp. 
51-75,  TD No. 895 (January 2013). 

L. GAMBACORTA and F. M. SIGNORETTI, Should monetary policy lean against the wind? An analysis based 
on a DSGE model with banking, Journal of Economic Dynamics and Control, v. 43, pp. 146-74,  
TD No. 921 (July 2013). 

M. BARIGOZZI, CONTI A.M. and M. LUCIANI, Do euro area countries respond asymmetrically to the 
common monetary policy?, Oxford Bulletin of Economics and Statistics, v. 76, 5, pp. 693-714,  
TD No. 923 (July 2013). 

U. ALBERTAZZI and M. BOTTERO, Foreign bank lending: evidence from the global financial crisis, Journal 
of International Economics, v. 92, 1, pp. 22-35,  TD No. 926 (July 2013). 



R. DE BONIS  and  A. SILVESTRINI, The Italian financial cycle: 1861-2011, Cliometrica, v.8, 3, pp. 301-334, 
TD No. 936 (October  2013). 

D. PIANESELLI  and  A. ZAGHINI, The cost of firms’ debt financing and the global financial crisis, Finance 
Research Letters, v. 11, 2, pp. 74-83, TD No. 950 (February  2014). 

A. ZAGHINI, Bank bonds: size, systemic relevance and the sovereign, International Finance, v. 17, 2, pp. 161-
183, TD No. 966 (July  2014). 

S. MAGRI, Does issuing equity help R&D activity? Evidence from unlisted Italian high-tech manufacturing 
firms, Economics of Innovation and New Technology, v. 23, 8, pp. 825-854, TD No. 978 (October 
2014). 

G. BARONE and S. MOCETTI, Natural disasters, growth and institutions: a tale of two earthquakes, Journal 
of Urban Economics, v. 84, pp. 52-66, TD No. 949 (January 2014). 

2015 

G. BULLIGAN, M. MARCELLINO and F. VENDITTI, Forecasting economic activity with targeted predictors, 
International Journal of Forecasting, v. 31, 1, pp. 188-206, TD No. 847 (February 2012). 

A. CIARLONE, House price cycles in emerging economies, Studies in Economics and Finance, v. 32, 1, 
TD No. 863 (May 2012). 

G. BARONE and G. NARCISO, Organized crime and business subsidies: Where does the money go?, Journal 
of Urban Economics, v. 86, pp. 98-110, TD No. 916 (June 2013). 

P. ALESSANDRI and B. NELSON, Simple banking: profitability and the yield curve, Journal of Money, Credit 
and Banking, v. 47, 1, pp. 143-175, TD No. 945 (January 2014). 

R. AABERGE and A. BRANDOLINI, Multidimensional poverty and inequality, in A. B. Atkinson and F. 
Bourguignon (eds.), Handbook of Income Distribution, Volume 2A, Amsterdam, Elsevier, 
TD No. 976 (October 2014). 

M. FRATZSCHER, D. RIMEC, L. SARNOB and G. ZINNA, The scapegoat theory of exchange rates: the first 
tests, Journal of Monetary Economics, v. 70, 1, pp. 1-21, TD No. 991 (November 2014). 

FORTHCOMING 

M. BUGAMELLI, S. FABIANI and E. SETTE, The age of the dragon: the effect of imports from China on firm-
level prices, Journal of Money, Credit and Banking, TD No. 737 (January 2010). 

G. DE BLASIO, D. FANTINO and G. PELLEGRINI, Evaluating the impact of innovation incentives: evidence 
from an unexpected shortage of funds, Industrial and Corporate Change, TD No. 792 (February 
2011). 

A. DI CESARE, A. P. STORK and C. DE VRIES, Risk measures for autocorrelated hedge fund returns, Journal 
of Financial Econometrics,  TD No. 831 (October 2011). 

D. FANTINO, A. MORI and D. SCALISE, Collaboration between firms and universities in Italy: the role of a 
firm's proximity to top-rated departments, Rivista Italiana degli economisti,  TD No. 884 (October 
2012). 

M. MARCELLINO, M. PORQUEDDU and F. VENDITTI, Short-Term GDP Forecasting with a mixed frequency 
dynamic factor model with stochastic volatility, Journal of Business & Economic Statistics, 
TD No. 896 (January 2013). 

M. ANDINI and G. DE BLASIO, Local development that money cannot buy: Italy’s Contratti di Programma, 
Journal of Economic Geography, TD No. 915 (June 2013). 

J. LI and G. ZINNA, On bank credit risk: sytemic or bank-specific? Evidence from the US and UK, Journal 
of Financial and Quantitative Analysis, TD No. 951 (February 2015). 


	Pagina vuota

