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Results of the Catch-Up Index 2017  
 

 

About the Index 2017  
 

The Catch Up Index measures the performance of 35 countries ς the EU member states, the candidate 
and potential candidate countries across four categories - Economy, Quality of Life, Democracy and 
Governance, using 47 basic indicators. There are scores for each category and an Overall Score, 
composed of the scores for the four categories, based on a scale from 100 to 0, highest to lowest. The 
standardized scores allow for rankings the countries from 1 to 35, highest to lowest position.  

The primary goal of the Catch-Up Index is to measure how the newer EU member states (dubbed 

EU10+1) from Central and Eastern Europe are catching-up with their counterparts to the West, i.e. the 

older member states (dubbed EU15+2 as Malta and Cyprus are included). The candidate countries ς CC ς 

and the Potential Candidate Countries ς PCC ς are also included in the Index. It is easier to track 

catching-up in the economy, but the Index methodology allows for comparing the convergence in 

additional, important areas of development. In short, the Index attempts to measure the άŀǾŜǊŀƎŜ 

9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ ƭŜǾŜƭǎέ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ Ŏƻǳntries and citizens in the newer member states aspire to reach. The Index 

results can serve the broader purpose of assessing the processes of convergence and divergence in 

Europe across the four categories and the multiple indicators, compare countries and groups of 

countries and look for relationships between different factors.  

This is the seventh edition of the Catch-Up Index, with the first report released in 2011 and published 

every year. This allows for multi-year comparisons and registering longer term trends. As the current 

Index is based mostly on data released in 2017 with the latest available, but not later than 31 January 

2018Σ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ŀǎ άLƴŘŜȄ нлмтέ ǘƘƻǳƎƘ it is published in 2018 and the name convention has been 

applied for all previous editions of the Index.  

¢ƘŜ LƴŘŜȄ ǳǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ άƴŜǿ ƳŜƳōŜǊ ǎǘŀǘŜǎέ ǘƻ designate the countries of CEE that joined the EU with 

the fifth wave of enlargement in 2004 and 2007 and Croatia, which joined in 2013. Despite that there is 

considerable ŀƳƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƛƳŜ ǇŀǎǎŜŘ ŀƴŘ Ƴŀƴȅ ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎ ƻōƧŜŎǘ ōŜƛƴƎ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ άƴŜǿέΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ǎǘƛƭƭ 

common characteristic and trends of these countries as a group that make studying their experience 

valuable.  

It should also be noted that the Catch-Up Index registers performance on per capita basis, thus 

eliminating the size of a country (or the overall country GDP) as a factor. In case the countries have 

substantial intra-regional differences, they are not taken into account as it is the country average and 

per capita that matter in this case. The Index does not register internal country regional differences due 

to methodological and technical complexity, although that was considered when initially designing the 

Index.  
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Notes on the context  
 

The Index 2017 comes at a time when Brexit is at full swing and just a year away and has not proved to 

be a fundamental danger to the EU as previously thought. For all its negative consequences for both 

Britain and the remaining member states, it could be a wake-up call for the European citizens and 

politicians, presenting an opportunity to reinvigorate the EU. The initial responses show a wide array 

ranging from inspiring ideas for reform, to reactionary retreats or more of the same inertia. But it is 

clear that the recipe for EU renewal goes hand in hand with delivering more convergence and solidarity 

to avoid new fault lines and divisions among the EU member states.  

Differences and multiple division lines in the EU exist, North and South, big and small, etc. and including 

those resurfacing between some former East and West governments. If we leave aside the argument 

whether the drive to break or weaken the EU is due to genuine sovereigntists, vested interest, driven by 

short-term political gain, etc. there are several lines of reasoning. For example, there is clearly mutual 

disappointment between at least part of the governments and societies of the former East and of the 

former West. Many in the former East think that this is not the same West for which they have signed 

up within thŜ άǊŜǘǳǊƴ ǘƻ 9ǳǊƻǇŜέ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ ǊŜŘŜŦƛƴŜ ǿƘŀǘ 9ǳǊƻǇŜ ƳŜŀƴǎ ς in terms of values, 

etc. On part of the West, there are accusations that some newer member states are not keeping the 

promises they pledged to when joining the EU. 

Another school of thought is that other actual differences among EU member states cause frictions. 

These can be between net contributors to the budget and the rest, between debtors and creditors, 

between countries who think newcomers come for their jobs and those countries who feel as suppliers 

of labor force, while they themselves experience demographic problems. These actual differences 

further bring about perceptions and feelings that exacerbate the situation. Increasingly, these gaps 

nurture ς or instrumentally used for populist mobilizations - either inferiority or superiority complexes, 

or relative depravation as opposed to absolute deprivation. For example, citizens in CEE countries 

compare themselves to their peers in the Western countries within the same club ς the EU, which are by 

far the most prosperous, well-governed, democratic countries. This sets a very high comparison bar, 

which is fine as long as high benchmarks are good for better performance. But when the delivery of 

results is delayed or unsatisfactory, this of course brings about frustration and backlash with alternative 

policy solutions that see the EU rather as problem, not a solution. The key here is to find the healthy 

ratio between high performance benchmarks and expectations and achieving these goals in realistic 

timeframes. This brings full circle about the need of catching-up.  
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Index 2017 h ighlights  

Á The best performers in Index 2017 are concentrated in Northwestern Europe with Denmark (1st 

place out of 35), Sweden (2nd), Luxemburg (3rd), the Netherlands (4th) and Finland (5th) at the top 

of the ranking while the underperformers are grouped in the Southeast Europe with BiH (35th 

place out of 35), Turkey (34th), Macedonia (33th), Albania (32nd) and Serbia (31st). 

Á Estonia (13th overall place out of 35), the Czech Republic (14th) and Slovenia (15th) are the most 

successful new EU member states (EU10+1) in the catching-up process, while Bulgaria (29th), 

Romania (27th) and Croatia (26th) remain last in the group.  

Á In regard to the fallout of the debt crisis in Europe, the collapse of previously crisis-hit countries 

such as Cyprus, Greece and Spain has stopped and at the same time Ireland has made significant 

progress in the rankings (8th place in 2017).  

Á The catching-up of the EU10+1 countries with their counterparts to the West continues, with 

the change of scores and ranking positions from 2011 to 2017 showing that the new member 

states as a group are those registering biggest improvements over the years.  

Á In general, the catching-up in the Economy remains the most successful category and Quality of 

Life is the worst category for the group, which includes wealth, public services as education and 

healthcare. This could be interpreted as failure to translate economic advancement into better 

standards of living. 

Á A new trend is emerging as several EU10+1 countries ς e.g. the Visegrad 4 - are converging with 

the older member states in the Economy category, but diverging in the Democracy category 

when their long-term Index results are compared.  

Á This may signal a new East-West divide returning to Europe, in contrast in previous findings of 

the Index where the North-South divides were more pronounced.  

Á It is too early to say, but this may also be a departure from the catching-up paradigm as now 

economic development and democracy seem to be decoupling.  

Á There are several peculiar patterns. E.g. there seems to be a specific timeframe of catching-up 

as most of the changes of convergence or divergence happen until 2014 after which there is 

mostly normalization of the trend lines.  

Á The Balkan countries ς as the candidate countries as well as their close EU neighbors such as 

Bulgaria, Romania, Croatia and Greece - remain a cause for concern as they are lagging behind in 

nearly all four categories ς Economy, Democracy, Quality of Life and Governance.  
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Scores and ranking in Index 2017 1 
 

 

                                                           
1 Disclaimer: The latest used data in the Catch-Up Index 2017 is as of 31 January 2018. Missing data was 
replaced using imputation procedures as explained in the supplements of this report.  

Group Country
Economy      

Score (100-0)

Quality of Life 

Score (100-0)

Democracy 

Score (100-0)

Governance 

Score (100-0)

Overall Score 

(100-0)

Overall Ranking 

(1-35)

EU15+2 Denmark 70 68 75 72 71 1

EU15+2 Sweden 69 67 74 73 71 2

EU15+2 Luxembourg 74 70 67 71 70 3

EU15+2 Netherlands 68 70 71 72 70 4

EU15+2 Finland 61 70 74 71 69 5

PCC Iceland 62 69 67 68 66 6

EU15+2 Germany 66 68 63 69 66 7

EU15+2 Ireland 68 65 66 65 66 8

EU15+2 Austria 61 66 62 68 64 9

EU15+2 UK 61 65 61 66 63 10

EU15+2 Belgium 55 66 62 61 61 11

EU15+2 France 56 65 52 57 58 12

EU10+1                         Estonia 57 53 60 56 56 13

EU10+1                         Czech Republic 54 55 56 55 55 14

EU10+1                         Slovenia 49 60 54 56 55 15

EU15+2 Malta 54 51 56 54 54 16

EU15+2 Spain 48 53 56 55 53 17

EU15+2 Portugal 41 50 60 59 53 18

EU10+1                         Lithuania 52 46 52 49 50 19

EU15+2 Cyprus 43 53 49 50 49 20

EU10+1                         Poland 46 50 48 47 48 21

EU10+1                         Slovakia 48 46 48 48 48 22

EU10+1                         Latvia 51 42 51 47 48 23

EU15+2 Italy 43 55 50 42 47 24

EU10+1                         Hungary 44 44 36 44 42 25

EU10+1                         Croatia 39 44 41 41 41 26

EU10+1                         Romania 42 29 40 36 37 27

EU15+2 Greece 31 46 37 33 37 28

EU10+1                         Bulgaria 40 28 35 35 35 29

CC Montenegro 32 33 27 27 30 30

CC Serbia 30 26 32 28 29 31

CC Albania 29 22 26 23 25 32

CC Macedonia 36 19 19 24 24 33

CC Turkey 39 25 9 16 22 34

PCC BiH 24 18 20 13 19 35

Catch-Up Index 2017

The ranking is  based on the Index 2017 Overal l  Scores. The scores are from 100 to 0, highest to lowest. The ranking is  from 1 

to 35, highest to lowest posi tion. The groups of countries are: the EU15+2 are the fi fteen old EU member s tates and Cyprus 

and Malta; the EU10+1 are the new EU member s tates from CEE and Croatia, which joined in 2004, 2007 and 2013. The 

candidate countries are designated as CC and the PCC are the potentia l  candidate countries. 
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About the European Catch Up Index 

The Catch Up Index measures the performance of 35 countries ς the EU member states, the 
candidate and potential candidate countries across four categories - Economy, Quality of Life, 
Democracy and Governance. There are scores for each category and an Overall Score, composed 
of the scores for the four categories.  

Each category is measured through selected indicators and sub-indicators. The various data for 
the indicators is converted into scores and weighted on the basis of the index methodology. The 
standardized scores make possible different rankings, comparisons, benchmarking, monitoring of 
performance for countries and groups of countries across categories and indicators. The metrics 
is based on rescaling the raw data on a scale from 0 to 100 (lowest to highest), giving the scores 
of a country, and positions from 1 to 35 (highest to lowest), giving the ranking of a country.  

The Catch-Up Index has been initially designed to capture the progress of the EU10+1 countries ς 
the EU members from Central and Eastern Europe, including Croatia in 2013 - in catching up with 
the rest of the EU (EU15+2) by measuring their overall performance across the four categories ς 
Economy, Quality of Life, Democracy and Governance. This is the seventh edition of the index, 
with previous editions in 2011, 2012, 2013, 2014, 2015 and 2016. As the most of the data used is 
from 2017, the edition is referred to as Index 2017. The Index uses the latest available where 
possible but not later than 31 January 2018. Missing data was replaced using imputation 
procedures as explained in the supplements of this report.  

 

The top five performers by Overall Score in the Catch-Up Index 2017 are Denmark ς 1st place with 71 

points Overall Score, Sweden ς 2nd place with identical score of 71 points due to minimal difference 

before rounding the score, Luxemburg ς 3rd place with 70 points, the Netherlands ς 4th place with 

identical score of 70 points and Finland on 5th place with 69 points, followed closely by Iceland, Germany 

and Ireland. All these countries are old member states - with the exception of Iceland - and are located 

in Northern and Northwestern Europe. 

The lowest ranking countries are Bosnia and Herzegovina on the last, 35th position with 19 points by 

Overall Score, Turkey on 34th place with 22 points, Macedonia on 33rd place with 24 points, Albania ς 

32nd with 25 points and Serbia -31st place with 29 points, preceded by Montenegro, Bulgaria, Romania, 

Croatia and Hungary, i.e. the lowest scoring countries are candidate countries and are located in 

Southeastern Europe and their closest neighbors.  

In regard to the performance of the newer member states (EU10+1), the best performers among them 

are Estonia ς 13th position out of 35 with 56 points by Overall Score, the Czech Republic on 14th position 

with 55 points and Slovenia on 15th position with identical score of 55 points with just a small difference 

(before rounding the score to the decimal separator). These three countries outperform 6 out of 17 

older member states. Bulgaria ς 29th place with 35 points, Romania ς 27th in the ranking with 37 points 

and Croatia ς 26th with 41 points are the last three among the newer member states.  
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The catching -up of th e EU10+1: Estonia did it again  
 

 

!ǎ ƛƴ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ ȅŜŀǊǎΣ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀƳǇƛƻƴǎΩ ǘǊƛƻ ƛǎ ŎƻƳǇƻǎŜŘ ƻŦ 9ǎǘƻƴƛŀΣ ǘƘŜ /ȊŜŎƘ wŜǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀƴŘ {ƭƻǾŜƴƛŀ ƻƴ 

13th, 14th and 15th position out of 35 in total with Estonia having 56 points out of 100 and the other two 

countries with identical scores of 55 points each. Bulgaria, Romania and Croatia are trailing behind, 

occupying 29th, 27th and 26th position with respectively 35, 37 and 41 points.  

Estonia is also the fastest catching-up country as it advanced five positions ς from 18th to 13th ς when its 

2017 results are compared to those in 2011, when the first Index was published. Similarly, fellow Baltic 

countries of Lithuania and Latvia progressed quickly by five and four positions in comparison to 2011. 

The Czech Republic also made considerable gains by moving three notches up in the ranking.  

Romania too joined the company of catching-up countries by advancing two positions in comparison to 

the baseline year 2011.  
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Several countries decelerated and even regressed. Hungary has considerable drops both in the ranking 

and the scores and has basically ground to a halt in the last couple of years. Poland has also been 

steadily losing positions in the ranking. Both Hungary and Poland had a good performance initially, but 

then lost momentum. Slovakia is at a risk of a similar downward trajectory. Slovenia has lost both scores 

and ranking positions, but it is still among the top positioned ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎΦ .ǳƭƎŀǊƛŀΩǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ 

inconclusive with one step up and one step down initially, followed by stagnation in ranking with minor 

improvement in scores. Croatia, the new member of the club of new member state, shows stagnation in 

both ranking and scores.  

 

 

Time and space of catching -up 
 

There seems to be specific trends in regards to the time and geography of the catching up. The graph 

shows that most countries slowed down their catching-up process around 2014 ς 2015 in terms of 

ranking and scores. Standing out from the trend are Poland, deteriorating, and Romania improving its 

performance.  

In regard to geography, while the overall convergence with the rest of the EU is most visible from 

Central Europe to the Baltics ς along the Estonia on the Baltic Sea through the Czech Republic and 

Slovenia in the Adriatic ς while the Balkans are falling behind.  

Group Country

Overall 

Score 

2017

Overall 

Rank 2017

Score 

change vs 

2016

Score 

change vs 

2015

Score 

change vs 

2014

Score 

change vs 

2013

Score 

change vs 

2012

Score 

change vs  

2011

Rank change 

vs 2016

Rank change 

vs 2015

Rank change 

vs 2014

Rank 

change vs 

2013

Rank 

change vs 

2012

Rank 

change vs 

2011

EU15+2 Maximum 71 1

EU15+2 Average 60

EU10+1                         Estonia 56 13 0 1 2 3 4 4 0 0 1 3 5 5

EU10+1                         Czech Republic 55 14 0 1 1 0 0 2 1 0 1 -1 1 3

EU10+1                         Slovenia 55 15 1 2 2 0 -1 -1 1 1 1 -1 -2 -2

EU10+1                         Lithuania 50 19 0 1 2 3 6 5 1 0 3 3 5 5

EU10+1                         Poland 48 21 -2 -3 -2 -1 -1 1 -2 -3 -3 -1 -1 1

EU10+1                         Slovakia 48 22 -1 0 -1 -1 -1 1 0 0 -1 -3 -1 -1

EU10+1                         Latvia 48 23 1 1 4 5 8 7 1 1 1 2 4 4

EU10+1                         Hungary 42 25 0 0 -1 -2 -3 -4 0 0 0 -1 -2 -2

EU10+1                         Croatia 41 26 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

EU10+1                         Romania 37 27 1 1 3 3 2 5 1 1 3 2 1 2

EU15+2 Minimum 37 28

EU10+1                         Bulgaria 35 29 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1 0 -1

EU10+1 Catching-Up by Overall Score: Change of Scores and Ranks
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However, in terms of trends, the Baltic countries, led by Estonia, has been the most dynamic in catching-

up. Most Visegrad countries have started to slow down or regress, despite their initial strong showing in 

the IƴŘŜȄΦ wƻƳŀƴƛŀΩǎ ŀŎƘƛŜǾŜƳŜƴǘǎ ǎƘƻǿ ŀƳōƛǘƛƻƴΣ ōǳǘ ƛǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǿŀǘŎƘŜŘ ǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ ƛǘ Ŏŀƴ ǊŜǘŀƛƴ ƛǘǎ 

results. In contrast, the fellow Balkan neighbors of Bulgaria and Croatia have stagnated as Bulgaria 

moves back and forth and Croatia is at a standstill.  

 

 

Chocolate and values: is there a par adigm change in the catching -up? 
 

Oftentimes, the new EU member states reject ōŜƛƴƎ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ άƴŜǿέ ƳŜƳōŜǊ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǎƛǎǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜy are 

like any other country, that enough time has passed already since the enlargement and so this is no 

longer a valid distinction. At the same time, there are increasing cases, when governments and 

ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎƛŀƴǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŜǊ ά9ŀǎǘέ ŀǊŜ ƻǇǇƻǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŜǊ ά²Ŝǎǘέ and observers pointing to the East-

West divisions. There are indeed, differences in interests among countries and varying coalitions. Such 

ŦƻǊƳŜǊ ά9ŀǎǘέ ƎǊƻǳǇƛƴƎǎ ŜȄƛǎǘΣ ŜǎǇŜŎƛŀƭƭȅ ǿƛǘƘ recent Visegrad 4 activities and the current governments 
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in Budapest and Warsaw taking the initiative. But in many cases, the role of such groupings and East-

West divisions should not be overplayed as there are also small vs big states, South vs North, those in 

favor of more market oriented approach and austerity vs more spending. Now that the UK will be 

missed an alternative center to the other two big countries of France and Germany, the coalition 

patterns is likely to be changing too with bringing smaller states ς that is the majority of CEE - often 

closer together. 

Another part ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀƴǎǿŜǊ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǇƭŀȅƛƴƎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ά.ǊǳǎǎŜƭǎέ Ǉŀȅǎ ƻŦŦ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŀǘ ƘƻƳŜ ŀƴŘ ŀŎŎǳǎƛƴƎ 

some external center of control is safer and beneficial in the short-term, helping political mobilization. 

As the populist appeal grows, so does the appeal of the tactic. Another possible answer why there are 

more pronounced East-West differences is that there might be an άemancipationέ effect. I.e. with time 

politicians and governments become ƳƻǊŜ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜŘ ƛƴ 9¦Ωǎ internal workings, they become more 

confident in opposing ά.ǊǳǎǎŜƭǎέ ƻǊ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƳŜƳōŜǊ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ.  

There two current debates that seem to confirm there are divisions in the EU ς regardless whether they 

are long-standing or a recent invention ς between at least part of the ά9ŀǎǘέ ŀƴŘ part of the ά²ŜǎǘέΦ ¢ƘŜ 

first one is exemplified best by the accusations of EU member states to the East about food quality sales 

by big Western producers. They complain that, for example, the same brand chocolate brought to them 

is of lower quality and higher price than those destined for the West. The argument goes that there are 

no differences whatsoever in taste and consumer demands between the East and the West to justify the 

differences in quality. To add insult to injury, the main concern is double standards and treating the East 

as second class citizens, making it more about attitudes and respect than food quality dispute. A 

coalition of member states wants Brussels to step in, create new regulations and institutions to deal 

with the problem of double standards.  

The second division mirrors ς or better say is an identical but inverted mirror image to the problem of 

food quality. Western member states accuse several Eastern member states of breaching EU rule of law 

and common values. The Eastern counterargument is that there are unique and different enough and 

ŎƻƳƳƻƴ ƴƻǊƳǎ ŀƴŘ ǾŀƭǳŜǎ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘ ŀŎŎŜǇǘŀōƭŜΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ ǎǘƻǇ ά.ǊǳǎǎŜƭǎέ ŦǊƻƳ ƛƴǘŜǊŦŜǊƛƴƎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ 

ŀŦŦŀƛǊǎ ǿƛǘƘ ŀƴ ŀŎǘǳŀƭ ά{ǘƻǇ .ǊǳǎǎŜƭǎέ ŎŀƳǇŀƛƎƴ, perceiving outside intervention as an existential threat.  

These patterns of division can broadly be reflected in the Index results. For example, when the Visegrad 

4 long-term performance is compared across the two categories of Economy and Democracy, there are 

several specific results. Hungary is a very good performer in the Economy, advancing by 4 positions 

compared to 2011 and 2012 and by 2 positions compared to 2013. Likewise, Poland has advanced by 3 

positions compared to 2011 and 2012, 1 position compared to 2013. The Czech Republic results are 

similar to that of Hungary ς 4 positions compared to the start of Index and 2 positions compared to 

2013. Slovakia has been advancing by only 1 position, but more steadily in scores from 2011 to 2015 

each year 



The Catch-Up Index 2017 

15 
www.TheCatchUpIndex.eu 

 

But the Democracy results show divergence in the catching-up. Hungary has lost 6 positions compared 

to the start of the Index in 2011, dropped by 4 positions compared to 2012 and 2013, by 3 compared to 

нлмп ŀƴŘ ōȅ м ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǘƻ нлмр ŀƴŘ нлмсΦ tƻƭŀƴŘΩǎ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ Ƙŀǎ ǿƻǊǎŜƴŜŘ ōȅ н Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴǎ compared to 

2011, a drop of 5 positions for three consequtive years - 2012, 2013 and 2014 and a record drops of 7 

and 8 positions compared to 2015 and 2016. The Czech Republic has a slower regress in Democracy ς 2 

positions down compared to 2011, 3 compared to 2012, 1 for each year in 2014 and 2013 and by 2 in 

2016. Slovakia has dropped by 1 position compared to 2011, followed by a more substantil decrease of 

5, 4, 5, 5 and 6 positions each year in the period 2012 to 2016.  

In a sense, this is a significant departure from the previous catching-up model, when Economy and 

Democracy results were synchronic and closely related, while they seem to be decopling. It should be 

noted that only Turkey had such model of catching-up as indicated by the previous Index results.  

In addition, Governance scores in the Index 2017 for these countries in some cases have similarly 

decreased. Hungary and Poland has dropped by 2 positions in the ranking when the 2017 results are 

compared to the period 2011-2014, as well as decrease in points ς from 1 to 4 in different years, but the 

Czech Republic and Slovakia are either respectively fluctuating or show no change.  
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Categories, scores and ranks: About the methodology approach  

The Catch-Up Index model is simple and is designed to assess the 
performance of the selected countries across the four categories. 
Each country is ascribed a score in each category, and the Overall 
Score is the average of those in the four categories combined. The 
countries are then ranked according to that score. Performance in 
the broad categories is assessed on the basis of indicators and sub-
indicators, each having a different weight assigned to it, depending 
on its importance in the Catch-Up Index model. The raw data from 
different sources is standardized on a scale of 0 to 100 points, so 
that comparisons or other processing of scores can be made 
ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎΣ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎΩ 
performance is measured relative to each another and not to 

external targets, because the standardization method assigns the highest score to the best performing 
country and vice versa.  As mentioned above, the scores run on a scale from 0 (lowest) to 100 (highest), while 
the ranks range from 1 (highest) to 35 (lowest) ς the number of countries included in the Index.  

The EU member states are divided into four main groups ς the EU10+1 and the EU15+2, the CC ς candidate 
countries and PCC ς the potential candidate countries. The EU10+1 group includes the ten post-communist 
countries from Central and Eastern Europe (CEE), which joined in 2004, 2007 and Croatia in 2013. The other, 
the control group is the EU15+2 ς the older member states plus Cyprus and Malta, which also joined in 2004 
but come from a different context and path of development, and thus are closer in characteristics to the 
older EU members.  

The model uses a set of several yardsticks - or benchmarks ς against which to assess the progress or lagging 
of the EU10+1 in meeting the standards of the rest of the EU. The benchmarks can be considered to be 
targets for the EU10+1.  

The IƴŘŜȄ ǘŀƪŜǎ ŀǎ ƛǘǎ Ƴŀƛƴ ōŜƴŎƘƳŀǊƪ ǘƘŜ ά9¦мрҌн !ǾŜǊŀƎŜέΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ƳŜŀƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎŎƻǊŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ 
countries in a given category or indicator as a component of the overall score. The average (or mean of the 
ǎŎƻǊŜǎύ ǿŀǎ ǇǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƳŜŘƛŀƴ όǘƘŜ άƳƛŘŘƭŜ ƴǳƳōŜǊέ ƛƴ ŀ ǊŀƴƎŜ ƻŦ ǎŎƻǊŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ŎŀǎŜύ ŦƻǊ ŀ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ 
ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŀƭ ǊŜŀǎƻƴǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ά9¦мрҌн !ǾŜǊŀƎŜέ ƛǎ ŀ ƎǊƻǳǇ ǎŎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ŎƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘ ǘƻ ŀ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅΦ 
Sometimes, the median is also used and the corresponding score can be associated with a particular country.   

¢ƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǘǿƻ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ōŜƴŎƘƳŀǊƪǎ ŀǊŜ ǘƘŜ ά9¦мрҌн aŀȄƛƳǳƳέΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ƘƛƎƘŜǎǘ ǎŎƻǊŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǳǇ 
ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ά9¦мрҌн aƛƴƛƳǳƳέΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ƭƻǿŜǎǘ ǎŎƻǊŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 9¦мрҌн ƎǊƻǳǇΦ .ƻǘƘ ǘƘŜ ƳŀȄƛƳǳƳ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ 
minimum score can be associated with a respective country.  

hƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ άƳŀȄƛƳǳƳέΣ άŀǾŜǊŀƎŜέ ŀƴŘ άƳƛƴƛƳǳƳέ ŀǊŜ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎ ŀǊŜ ǊŀƴƪŜŘ ŀŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ 
their score, it can be easily observed if a particular country is above, below or near any of these benchmarks 
and how near or far it is to the target.  

Other group scores ς άŀǾŜǊŀƎŜέ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 9¦мл+1, the candidates or potential candidates ς can be drawn 
depending on the task of the comparison.  

¢ƘŜ ά9¦мрҌн !ǾŜǊŀƎŜέ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ Ƴŀƛƴ ōŜƴŎƘƳŀǊƪΣ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ ƳŀȄƛƳǳƳ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ŀƴ ǳƴǊŜŀƭƛǎǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ƘƛƎƘ ǘŀrget, 
while setting the minimum ς the lowest score ς as a goal would have no motivational value.  

OVERALL 
SCORE 

ECONOMY 

QUALITY  
OF LIFE 

DEMOCRACY  

GOVERNANCE 
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How is Europe doing: trends in the catching -up 2011 -2017  
The Index is updated annually and since the first edition came out in 2011, based on data mostly from 

2009-2010, it allows for registering changes and trends over the years up to the current Index, based on 

data mostly released in 2017. The section below shows tables with the information about the scores and 

rankings of the countries by Overall Score and the four different categories ς Economy, Quality of Life, 

Democracy and Governance. The changes are presented in terms of differences in both the scores and 

the positions in the ranking comparative to the all previous editions as differences in points. The color 

scheme presents positive change in green ς increase in score or ranking position, in red are the negative 

changes with decrease in score or ranking position, yellow denotes no change.  

 

Trends by Overall Score from 2011 to 2017  

 

Group Country
Overall 

Score 

2017

Overall 

Rank 

2017

Score 

change 

vs 2016

Score 

change vs 

2015

Score 

change vs 

2014

Score 

change vs 

2013

Score 

change vs 

2012

Score 

change 

vs  2011

Rank 

change vs 

2016

Rank 

change vs 

2015

Rank 

change vs 

2014

Rank 

change 

vs 2013

Rank 

change 

vs 2012

Rank 

change 

vs 2011

EU15+2 Austria 64 9 -1 -1 -1 -1 0 0 -1 -2 -2 -2 -2 -2

EU15+2 Belgium 61 11 0 -1 -2 -1 -1 0 0 0 -1 0 -1 0

EU15+2 Cyprus 49 20 0 -1 0 -3 -6 -7 1 0 -1 -2 -6 -6

EU15+2 Denmark 71 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 1 2 1

EU15+2 Finland 69 5 0 -1 -2 -1 -2 -1 0 0 -1 0 -1 0

EU15+2 France 58 12 -1 -2 -2 -3 -2 -2 0 0 0 0 0 0

EU15+2 Germany 66 7 0 -1 0 0 1 2 0 -1 -1 -1 -1 2

EU15+2 Greece 37 28 0 -1 0 -1 -4 -8 -1 -1 -1 -1 -3 -3

EU15+2 Ireland 66 8 1 2 3 3 4 1 1 1 3 2 3 0

EU15+2 Italy 47 24 1 1 0 1 0 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -2 -4

EU15+2 Luxembourg 70 3 0 0 -1 0 -2 -1 0 -2 -1 0 -2 -2

EU15+2 Malta 54 16 -2 -1 -1 0 -1 0 -2 -1 -3 -1 0 0

EU15+2 Netherlands 70 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0

EU15+2 Portugal 53 18 2 4 4 5 3 2 0 3 2 3 1 1

EU15+2 Spain 53 17 1 1 2 0 -1 -2 0 0 0 0 0 -2

EU15+2 Sweden 71 2 0 0 -1 -1 -1 0 0 0 -1 -1 0 1

EU15+2 UK 63 10 -1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 -1 -2 -1 0

EU10+1                         Bulgaria 35 29 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1 0 -1

EU10+1                         Croatia 41 26 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

EU10+1                         Czech Republic 55 14 0 1 1 0 0 2 1 0 1 -1 1 3

EU10+1                         Estonia 56 13 0 1 2 3 4 4 0 0 1 3 5 5

EU10+1                         Hungary 42 25 0 0 -1 -3 -3 -4 0 0 0 -1 -2 -2

EU10+1                         Latvia 48 23 1 1 4 5 7 7 1 1 1 2 4 4

EU10+1                         Lithuania 50 19 0 1 2 3 6 5 1 0 3 3 5 5

EU10+1                         Poland 48 21 -2 -3 -2 -1 -1 1 -2 -3 -3 -1 -1 1

EU10+1                         Romania 37 27 1 1 3 3 2 5 1 1 3 2 1 2

EU10+1                         Slovakia 48 22 -1 -1 -1 -2 -1 1 0 0 -1 -3 -1 -1

EU10+1                         Slovenia 55 15 1 2 2 0 -1 -1 1 1 1 -1 -2 -2

CC Albania 25 32 2 4 4 2 5 5 1 2 3 2 3 3

CC Macedonia 24 33 -1 -3 -1 -2 -3 -3 -1 -1 0 -1 -1 -1

CC Montenegro 30 30 0 -2 -5 -4 -1 0 0 0 -2 0 0 0

CC Serbia 29 31 0 2 2 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0

CC Turkey 22 34 -1 -3 -4 -3 -3 -2 0 -1 -2 -1 -1 -1

PCC BiH 19 35 1 -1 -4 -3 -4 -3 0 0 -1 0 -1 -1

PCC Iceland 66 6 0 2 2 4 3 1 0 2 2 3 2 0

The Catch-Up Index: Changes by Overall Scores 2011 - 2017
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The change of scores and ranking positions from 2011 to 2017 show several main trends. First, the new 

member states as a group are those registering biggest improvements over the years. That is, they are 

catching-up with the rest. Second, the candidate countries are at a standstill and not catching-up. As 

they are geographically concentrated in the Southeastern Europe, this is another serious problem for 

the Balkans. Third, as most of the changes happen between 2011 and 2014, this may mean that the 

catching-up process has largely stagnated after this period. 

Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania are the countries that have progressed most in the ranking and gained most in 

scores, especially in comparison to 2011-2014 period. Romania has joined the group of those catching-

up ambitiously, but its biggest achievements come later in the process. But Hungary and Poland defy the 

ǘǊŜƴŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜȅ ǎƭƛǇ Řƻǿƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŀƴƪƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƭƻǎŜ ǇƻƛƴǘǎΦ ! ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛƴ IǳƴƎŀǊȅΩǎ ŎŀǎŜ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ǘǊŀŎŜŘ ǘƻ 

нлммΣ ǿƘƛƭŜ tƻƭŀƴŘΩǎ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜ ŘǊƻǇ ƛǎ ŀ ƳƻǊŜ ǊŜŎŜƴǘ ǇƘŜƴomenon when its 2017 results are 

compared to those in 2014, 2015 and 2016.  

Ireland, Iceland, Portugal have been advancing too. In contrast, Italy, Cyprus and Greece have continued 

to deteriorate, while Spain has remained mostly unchanged after a drop when 2017 and 2011 are 

compared. Of the candidate countries, Albania has made a badly needed progress, especially compared 

to its initial showing. The drop in ranking and scores of countries such as Austria and Luxemburg can be 

noted, but it is not too worrying provided their otherwise strong performance in the Index.  
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Trends in the Economy category from 2011 to 2017  

 

The majority of countries, which register higher ranking and scores are concentrated in the EU10+1 

group. I.e. the majority of new member states are catching-up with their counterparts. Ireland and 

Iceland have been making substantial advancements.  

The most serious regress in the longer-term is registered by Cyprus, Greece, Portugal, Spain, Italy, 

France, Belgium, and Finland though in many cases the decrease is registered up to 2014 and after this 

there is either a standstill or slight improvement. The two neighbors of Slovenia and Croatia are 

underperforming and thus breaking from the CEE trend of improvement over the years.  

 

  

Group Country

Economy  

Score 

2017

Rank 

2017

Score 

change 

vs 2016

Score 

change 

vs 2015

Score 

change 

vs 

2014

Score 

change 

vs 2013

Score 

change 

vs 2012

Score 

change 

vs  2011

Rank 

Change 

vs 2016

Rank 

Change 

vs 2015

Rank 

Change 

vs 2014

Rank 

change 

vs 2013

Rank 

change 

vs 2012

Rank 

change 

vs 2011

EU15+2 Austria 61 8 -1 -1 -3 -2 -2 0 0 -2 -2 -1 -1 0

EU15+2 Belgium 55 13 0 -2 -3 -1 -3 -1 0 -2 -3 -3 -3 -1

EU15+2 Cyprus 43 23 0 0 0 -6 -11 -12 0 2 0 -5 -11 -10

EU15+2 Denmark 70 2 0 1 0 2 1 2 0 0 0 1 0 1

EU15+2 Finland 61 10 0 -1 -3 -2 -4 -4 -1 -3 -5 -4 -5 -5

EU15+2 France 56 12 -1 -2 -2 -3 -2 -1 -1 -2 -3 -3 -3 -1

EU15+2 Germany 66 6 0 0 2 1 2 4 -1 -1 1 -1 0 1

EU15+2 Greece 31 32 0 0 -1 -1 -4 -9 0 0 0 2 -1 -5

EU15+2 Ireland 68 4 5 7 11 12 12 7 2 5 7 8 7 5

EU15+2 Italy 43 24 0 -2 -1 -1 -2 -3 0 -2 0 -1 -3 -2

EU15+2 Luxembourg 74 1 1 0 -1 0 -2 -1 0 0 0 0 0 0

EU15+2 Malta 54 15 0 1 3 7 3 4 -1 0 0 6 2 2

EU15+2 Netherlands 68 5 -1 0 0 1 0 -1 -2 -1 -1 -1 -1 -3

EU15+2 Portugal 41 26 -1 -2 0 -1 -3 -7 0 -2 0 0 -3 -7

EU15+2 Spain 48 20 0 -2 0 -2 -5 -7 0 -1 0 -3 -5 -5

EU15+2 Sweden 69 3 0 0 -1 0 0 2 1 0 0 -1 0 1

EU15+2 UK 61 9 -1 0 -1 -2 -1 -1 -2 -1 -1 -1 -1 -3

EU10+1                         Bulgaria 40 27 0 1 1 1 1 2 0 1 2 1 1 1

EU10+1                         Croatia 39 28 0 -1 0 -4 -4 -3 0 -1 0 -3 -3 -3

EU10+1                         Czech Republic 54 14 1 2 3 4 4 6 1 3 0 2 4 4

EU10+1                         Estonia 57 11 0 0 1 3 5 5 1 2 2 2 5 5

EU10+1                         Hungary 44 22 0 1 1 1 1 3 0 1 0 2 4 4

EU10+1                         Latvia 51 17 -1 -2 2 4 6 7 0 -1 0 2 5 6

EU10+1                         Lithuania 52 16 0 0 2 2 5 6 0 -2 0 -1 3 5

EU10+1                         Poland 46 21 -1 0 0 1 2 4 0 0 0 1 3 3

EU10+1                         Romania 42 25 0 1 3 3 3 5 0 1 2 2 2 4

EU10+1                         Slovakia 48 19 0 0 1 1 1 2 -1 1 1 1 1 1

EU10+1                         Slovenia 49 18 0 -1 0 -3 -5 -7 1 0 -1 -4 -5 -4

CC Albania 29 34 0 0 -2 -3 -1 2 -1 -1 -1 -1 0 1

CC Macedonia 36 30 0 0 1 1 1 3 0 0 1 1 0 3

CC Montenegro 32 31 -1 0 -10 -7 -3 -2 0 0 -6 -2 1 1

CC Serbia 30 33 1 3 -1 -2 -3 -3 1 1 1 -1 0 -2

CC Turkey 39 29 2 0 1 2 1 3 0 0 1 1 0 1

PCC BiH 24 35 0 -2 -5 -7 -2 -4 0 0 0 0 0 -1

PCC Iceland 62 7 2 4 5 5 8 3 3 5 5 4 7 3

Economy: Changes in Ranks and Scores 2011-2017
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Trends in the  Quality of Life category from 2011 to 2017  

 

The Quality of Life results show stagnation across all groups of countries. The only improvements ς and 

they are limited in time and scope - are registered by Germany, Denmark, Spain, Portugal in the old 

members club. Several new members - the Czech Republic, Estonia, Poland, Lithuania, and Slovenia ς 

also have some improvements in varying degrees. Albania and Iceland too have progressed when their 

previous results are compared.  

Cyprus, France, Greece are among the countries, which experienced decrease in their Quality of Life 

performance, and to a lesser extent Ireland, the Netherlands and Sweden, but they still stay enviably 

ahead in the ranking. Among the new member states only Hungary has slipped down substantially the 

ranking and lost points when the 2017 results are compared to 2011 and 2012. Macedonia and Serbia 

have also lost points and slipped down the ranking.  

 

Group Country
Score 

2017

Rank 

2017

Score 

change vs 

2016

Score 

change 

vs 2015

Score 

change 

vs 2014

Score 

change 

vs 2013

Score 

change vs 

2012

Score 

change vs  

2011

Rank 

Change vs 

2016

Rank 

Change vs 

2015

Rank 

Change vs 

2014

Rank 

change 

vs 2013

Rank 

change 

vs 2012

Rank 

change 

vs 2011

EU15+2 Austria 66 9 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 -1 2 0 0 0

EU15+2 Belgium 66 8 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 -1 -1 -1 -1 2

EU15+2 Cyprus 53 17 0 -2 -2 -4 -6 -5 -1 -2 -2 -2 -4 -3

EU15+2 Denmark 68 6 0 2 2 2 1 1 -1 3 2 2 0 0

EU15+2 Finland 70 2 0 0 0 -1 -1 0 1 1 1 0 0 1

EU15+2 France 65 11 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 -2 -1 -1 -3

EU15+2 Germany 68 5 1 0 -1 1 2 4 1 -1 -1 1 3 6

EU15+2 Greece 46 22 -1 0 0 -3 -8 -10 0 0 -1 -2 -5 -5

EU15+2 Ireland 65 12 0 1 1 0 0 -1 0 0 0 -1 -1 -5

EU15+2 Italy 55 15 0 0 0 0 -2 -3 0 1 1 1 0 -2

EU15+2 Luxembourg 70 1 -1 -1 -1 0 0 -1 0 0 0 3 2 0

EU15+2 Malta 51 19 0 0 0 -3 0 1 0 0 -1 -2 0 0

EU15+2 Netherlands 70 3 -1 -1 -1 -2 -2 -1 -1 -1 -1 -2 -2 -1

EU15+2 Portugal 50 20 1 2 4 4 3 3 0 1 2 3 3 1

EU15+2 Spain 53 16 1 1 1 1 -1 -4 2 1 1 2 2 0

EU15+2 Sweden 67 7 -1 0 -1 -3 -2 -1 -3 -1 -2 -4 -3 -2

EU15+2 UK 65 10 0 0 0 3 3 2 -1 0 0 2 2 2

EU10+1                         Bulgaria 28 30 -1 -1 -1 0 -2 -2 -1 0 0 0 1 0

EU10+1                         Croatia 44 26 1 0 1 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 -1 -1

EU10+1                         Czech Republic 55 14 -1 -1 -1 -3 0 2 0 -1 0 -1 2 4

EU10+1                         Estonia 53 18 -1 1 2 5 4 4 -1 0 1 3 2 2

EU10+1                         Hungary 44 25 0 0 0 0 -4 -4 0 0 0 0 -4 -3

EU10+1                         Latvia 42 27 1 0 3 5 7 6 0 0 0 0 0 0

EU10+1                         Lithuania 46 24 0 0 0 1 7 5 0 -1 0 0 2 2

EU10+1                         Poland 50 21 0 1 0 2 2 4 0 -1 -1 1 3 2

EU10+1                         Romania 29 29 1 -1 0 1 -3 2 1 0 0 2 1 2

EU10+1                         Slovakia 46 23 0 2 0 -3 -1 1 0 1 0 -4 -1 1

EU10+1                         Slovenia 60 13 0 4 1 3 2 2 0 1 0 1 1 2

CC Albania 22 33 1 4 5 2 1 0 1 2 2 2 1 0

CC Macedonia 19 34 -3 -4 -4 -4 -5 -6 -1 -1 -1 -1 -2 -2

CC Montenegro 33 28 0 -4 -4 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 1

CC Serbia 26 31 -1 3 1 -4 -7 -6 0 1 1 -2 -3 -3

CC Turkey 25 32 0 -2 -3 1 3 3 0 -1 -1 0 1 2

PCC BiH 18 35 1 -4 -4 -3 -1 0 0 -1 -1 -1 0 0

PCC Iceland 69 4 2 1 1 2 2 0 3 1 2 1 1 0

Quality of Life: Change in Ranks and Scores 2011-2017
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Trends in the Democracy category from 2011 to  2017  

 

In general, progress in the Democracy category is very limited. Only Portugal, Latvia, Lithuania and 

Romania have registered substantial progress and there is limited improvement by Cyprus, Italy, Spain, 

Slovenia and Albania. {ŜǾŜǊŀƭ ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎ ƘŀǾŜ ǊŜƎǊŜǎǎŜŘ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀōƭȅΦ CǊŀƴŎŜΩǎ ǇŜǊformance worsened 

compared to those in the period 2011-2015 with slight improvement in comparison to 2016. Hungary 

has tanked both in the ranking and lost points continuously from 2011 to 2016, though the rate of 

decrease has slowed down. Poland is in a similar position, but its backsliding in the democracy ranking 

has been a more recent phenomenon. Slovakia has followed a similar trend, though on a smaller scale, 

with worsening of democracy ranking and scores compared to 2012-2016. The fellow Visegrad 4 

member ς the Czech Republic ς has also worsened it performance, but to a lesser scale that its 

neighbors. In the case of Turkey, the country has not changed its position as it has occupied the last 

place from 2011 to 2017, but the deterioration in scores has continued.  

 

Group Country
Democracy  

Score 2017

Rank 

2017

Score 

change vs 

2016

Score 

change 

vs 2015

Score 

change 

vs 2014

Score 

change 

vs 2013

Score 

change vs 

2012

Score 

change vs  

2011

Rank 

Change vs 

2016

Rank 

Change vs 

2015

Rank 

Change vs 

2014

Rank 

change 

vs 2013

Rank 

change 

vs 2012

Rank 

change 

vs 2011

EU15+2 Austria 62 9 -2 -2 -2 -3 3 0 -1 0 0 -3 1 0

EU15+2 Belgium 62 10 0 -1 -2 -1 2 0 0 0 0 0 -1 0

EU15+2 Cyprus 49 22 2 3 5 1 -1 -3 2 2 1 0 0 -3

EU15+2 Denmark 75 1 1 3 2 0 4 2 0 1 1 0 2 1

EU15+2 Finland 74 3 1 1 1 0 -2 2 0 0 0 0 -2 1

EU15+2 France 52 19 0 -6 -4 -5 -3 -5 1 -7 -5 -6 -5 -6

EU15+2 Germany 63 8 0 -2 -1 -2 1 -1 1 0 0 -1 0 0

EU15+2 Greece 37 27 3 -3 1 2 -1 -6 1 -1 0 0 0 -1

EU15+2 Ireland 66 7 0 1 1 2 3 0 0 0 0 2 0 0

EU15+2 Italy 50 21 1 2 0 6 4 3 1 1 1 2 2 3

EU15+2 Luxembourg 67 6 0 -1 -3 -4 -2 -2 0 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1

EU15+2 Malta 56 14 -4 -2 -2 1 3 0 -2 0 -1 1 3 1

EU15+2 Netherlands 71 4 0 0 0 -1 2 -1 0 0 0 0 0 -1

EU15+2 Portugal 60 12 6 9 8 8 9 7 4 9 8 7 8 6

EU15+2 Spain 56 15 1 1 3 1 2 1 2 2 2 1 0 1

EU15+2 Sweden 74 2 1 0 0 -1 2 -1 0 -1 -1 0 0 -1

EU15+2 UK 61 11 0 -1 -1 -2 3 2 0 0 0 0 1 0

EU10+1                         Bulgaria 35 29 3 1 -1 1 -1 1 1 0 -1 -1 0 -1

EU10+1                         Croatia 41 25 -1 -1 0 -1 -2 0 0 0 1 0 0 2

EU10+1                         Czech Republic 56 16 -1 0 0 -1 -1 -1 -2 -1 -1 -2 -3 -2

EU10+1                         Estonia 60 13 1 1 0 1 1 2 0 0 -1 -1 -2 -1

EU10+1                         Hungary 36 28 -2 -1 -5 -6 -9 -15 -1 -1 -3 -4 -4 -6

EU10+1                         Latvia 51 20 2 4 8 11 10 7 3 3 4 6 6 5

EU10+1                         Lithuania 52 18 0 0 1 3 2 1 3 0 3 3 3 2

EU10+1                         Poland 48 23 -6 -7 -4 -4 -5 -3 -8 -7 -5 -5 -5 -2

EU10+1                         Romania 40 26 2 4 6 7 5 9 0 2 3 3 2 3

EU10+1                         Slovakia 48 24 -6 -4 -4 -3 -4 -1 -6 -5 -5 -4 -5 -1

EU10+1                         Slovenia 54 17 1 3 1 0 0 0 2 3 -1 0 -1 0

CC Albania 26 32 4 7 4 7 6 11 0 1 0 2 2 2

CC Macedonia 19 34 -1 -1 0 -4 -8 -7 -1 -2 0 -2 -2 -2

CC Montenegro 27 31 1 -3 -3 -6 -5 -2 0 0 -1 -1 -1 -1

CC Serbia 32 30 -1 -2 3 4 2 6 -1 0 1 1 1 1

CC Turkey 9 35 -1 -2 -4 -5 -10 -5 0 0 0 0 0 0

PCC BiH 20 33 5 3 0 -1 -2 0 1 1 0 0 0 0

PCC Iceland 67 5 -2 2 0 3 2 1 0 1 1 3 1 1

Democracy: Change in Ranks and Scores 2011-2017
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Trends in the Governance category from 2011  to 2017  

 

Among the older EU member states there are Germany, the Netherlands, Portugal, Spain and Sweden 

among those registering improvement. The group of EU10+1 states also shows increase in Governance 

scores and ranking in varying degrees. Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Romania have improved the most and 

Bulgaria has made a more modest advance compared to 2014, 2015 and 2016. Among the candidate 

countries, Albania and Serbia have improved their performance most.  

There is a long list of countries with deteriorated performance, but the most serious decrease includes 

Cyprus, Greece, and Malta among the old member states. Hungary and Poland lose governance points 

and positions in the ranking among the new member states. In the candidate countries group, Turkey 

experiences the most substantial regress in the Governance category.   

Group Country
Governance 

Score 2017

Rank 

2017

Score 

change vs 

2016

Score 

change 

vs 2015

Score 

change 

vs 2014

Score 

change 

vs 2013

Score 

change vs 

2012

Score 

change vs  

2011

Rank 

Change 

vs 2016

Rank 

Change 

vs 2015

Rank 

Change 

vs 2014

Rank 

change 

vs 2013

Rank 

change 

vs 2012

Rank 

change 

vs 2011

EU15+2 Austria 68 7 -1 -1 -2 0 -2 -2 -1 -1 -1 -2 -2 -1

EU15+2 Belgium 61 11 0 0 -3 -3 -2 -2 0 0 0 -1 0 0

EU15+2 Cyprus 50 19 -2 -2 -2 -5 -7 -6 -1 -2 0 -2 -5 -3

EU15+2 Denmark 72 3 -1 -1 -1 -4 -5 -5 -1 -1 0 -2 -2 -2

EU15+2 Finland 71 4 -1 -1 -4 -2 -3 -2 -1 -3 -2 -1 -1 -1

EU15+2 France 57 13 -1 -1 -4 -3 -3 -2 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 0

EU15+2 Germany 69 6 1 1 2 2 2 1 3 2 2 1 1 1

EU15+2 Greece 33 29 -1 -1 -2 -3 -4 -6 -1 -1 -2 -2 -2 -3

EU15+2 Ireland 65 10 -2 -2 0 0 2 0 0 -1 -1 -2 0 -1

EU15+2 Italy 42 25 2 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 -2 -2

EU15+2 Luxembourg 71 5 -1 -1 1 3 0 0 -1 0 0 1 -1 -1

EU15+2 Malta 54 18 -1 -1 -5 -6 -6 -7 -4 -5 -5 -5 -5 -6

EU15+2 Netherlands 72 2 0 0 0 0 2 1 3 2 2 2 4 3

EU15+2 Portugal 59 12 1 1 5 7 5 3 1 3 2 6 5 3

EU15+2 Spain 55 17 4 4 2 0 2 2 2 2 1 -2 1 1

EU15+2 Sweden 73 1 -1 -1 -3 -2 -2 -2 0 2 0 1 1 1

EU15+2 UK 66 9 -1 -1 1 2 1 2 -1 1 1 0 0 1

EU10+1                         Bulgaria 35 28 2 2 2 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0

EU10+1                         Croatia 41 26 1 1 2 3 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 1

EU10+1                         Czech Republic 55 16 1 1 2 0 -1 0 0 0 0 -2 -1 1

EU10+1                         Estonia 56 14 1 1 3 4 6 6 1 0 1 5 5 5

EU10+1                         Hungary 44 24 1 1 -2 -4 -2 -2 0 0 -2 -2 -2 -2

EU10+1                         Latvia 47 23 2 2 3 3 7 7 0 0 1 0 2 2

EU10+1                         Lithuania 49 20 0 0 4 7 8 8 0 2 3 4 4 4

EU10+1                         Poland 47 22 -2 -2 -4 -4 -2 -1 -1 -2 -2 -2 -2 -2

EU10+1                         Romania 36 27 1 1 3 2 2 3 0 0 1 2 2 2

EU10+1                         Slovakia 48 21 2 2 0 -2 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0

EU10+1                         Slovenia 56 15 2 2 3 1 0 -2 2 3 2 1 1 -1

CC Albania 23 33 3 3 10 7 3 3 0 1 2 2 0 0

CC Macedonia 24 32 -1 -1 -2 0 -2 -2 0 -1 0 0 -2 0

CC Montenegro 27 31 -2 -2 -2 -2 3 2 0 -1 -1 -1 1 -1

CC Serbia 28 30 -1 -1 6 6 10 10 0 2 3 3 4 4

CC Turkey 16 34 -4 -4 -11 -10 -10 -10 0 -1 -3 -3 -3 -3

PCC BiH 13 35 -1 -1 -6 -6 -4 -4 0 0 -1 -1 0 0

PCC Iceland 68 8 -1 -1 0 6 2 2 -1 -1 -1 3 0 0

Governance: Change in Ranks and Scores 2011-2017
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Putting the Index 2017 on the map : scores, rankings and clusters  
 

The Catch-up Index uses standardized scores from 0 to 100 (lowest to highest) to grade countries and a 

scale of 1 to 35 (highest to lowest) for ranking them according to their scores as in all four categories ς 

Economy, Quality of Life, Democracy and Governance ς as well as an overall score. In addition, the Index 

uses a cluster analysis of the results, which divides the countries in groups with identical characteristics. 

The clusters are hierarchical, i.e. cluster number one containing the best performers and the last cluster 

of the countries with the poorest performance. Some clusters are closer to each other so they can form 

larger groupings. In general, the cluster analysis results in forming either six or five clusters. The 

visualization of the clusters on the map of Europe identifies several patterns in the catching-up process. 

In this case, the results are based on the overall scores, which are the average of the Economy, Quality 

of Life, Democracy and Governance scores.  

 

 

  

About the cluster analysis  
The cluster analysis divides countries in the Catch-Up Index into groups based on shared 
characteristics. In addition, it also shows the proximity of the clusters to one another, i.e. 
some clusters are closer to each other and more distant from the rest. The clusters are also 
hierarchical, with better performing countries in clusters of higher order.  

The findings of the cluster analysis reveal divisions in Europe along the lines of shared 
characteristics as identified by the indicators of the Catch-¦Ǉ LƴŘŜȄΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ά9ǳǊƻǇŜέ ƛǎ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜnt 
from the one that is usually perceived to be divided along political lines and by legal 
arrangements.  

The findings of the cluster analysis provide an alternative narrative about the divergence and 
convergence processes in Europe. It can be argued that countries within one cluster or those 
clusters in closer proximity are more likely to forge common approaches or policies even if 
ǘƘŜȅ ƘŀǾŜ ŘƛǎŀƎǊŜŜƳŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎƘƻǊǘ ǘŜǊƳΦ ¢Ƙǳǎ ǘƘŜ ŎƭǳǎǘŜǊ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ǎƘƻǿǎ ŀ ƳƻǊŜ άƻǊƎŀƴƛŎ 
9ǳǊƻǇŜέ - a snapshot of similarity and dissimilarity, based on characteristics of countries, not 
political agreements or legally bindings. This allows to better track the processes 
convergence and divergence on the continent.  
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The Index 2017 results and clusters by Overall Score  
In the 2017 Catch-Up Index, the 

Northwestern countries have the 

highest overall scores. These include all 

the Scandinavian countries included in 

the Index, as well as the Netherlands 

and Luxemburg. The top performers 

Denmark and Sweden have 71 points 

on a scale from 0 to 100 (lowest to 

highest). The Southeast European 

countries are at the other end of the 

ranking with the lowest scoring country 

of BiH with 19 points and the last 35th 

place.  

The best performing countries in the 

first cluster of overall performance are 

mainly in Northwestern Europe and 

Austria in Central Europe. There are no 

new EU member states in this cluster. 

However, the second cluster of very 

good performers already includes one 

new member - Estonia ς following 

France and Belgium in the ranking. The 

third cluster of good to decently 

performing countries includes mostly a 

mix of South, Central European 

countries as well as the two Baltic 

states of Latvia and Lithuania. This is 

the group with most new member 

state(EU10+1). 

 

 

 

 

Group Country
Overall 

Score 2017

Overall Rank 

2017
Cluster

EU15+2 Denmark 71 1

EU15+2 Sweden 71 2

EU15+2 Luxembourg 70 3

EU15+2 Netherlands 70 4

EU15+2 Finland 69 5

PCC Iceland 66 6

EU15+2 Germany 66 7

EU15+2 Ireland 66 8

EU15+2 Austria 64 9

EU15+2 UK 63 10

EU15+2 Belgium 61 11

EU15+2 France 58 12

EU10+1                         Estonia 56 13

EU10+1                         Czech Republic 55 14

EU10+1                         Slovenia 55 15

EU15+2 Malta 54 16

EU15+2 Spain 53 17

EU15+2 Portugal 53 18

EU10+1                         Lithuania 50 19

EU15+2 Cyprus 49 20

EU10+1                         Poland 48 21

EU10+1                         Slovakia 48 22

EU10+1                         Latvia 48 23

EU15+2 Italy 47 24

EU10+1                         Hungary 42 25

EU10+1                         Croatia 41 26

EU10+1                         Romania 37 27

EU15+2 Greece 37 28

EU10+1                         Bulgaria 35 29

CC Montenegro 30 30

CC Serbia 29 31

CC Albania 25 32

CC Macedonia 24 33

CC Turkey 22 34

PCC BiH 19 35

1

Overall Score: Ranking and Clusters 2017

2

3

4

5

6
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The next clusters include Hungary, Croatia, Bulgaria, Romania and the old member Greece in the fourth, 

transitional cluster. Serbia and Montenegro form the fifth cluster and Macedonia, Albania, Bosnia and 

Herzegovina and Turkey form the last, sixth cluster.  

The map shows that the main division in Europe is between the Balkans and the rest. In contrast, 

previous editions of the Index showed how the old East-West divisions were giving way to a North-South 

gap. But already with the 2016 Index edition, there was a visible trend of a lagging Southeastern Europe 

separated from the rest. The Balkans, in this case includes also Hungary, which is part of Central Europe 

neighboring SEE and Greece ς an old member state. It should be noted that in 2016 both Hungary and 

Croatia were in the transitional, fourth cluster but in 2017, they missed a chance to progress and joined 

the lower ranking group.  
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The Index 2017 results and clusters by Econ omy score 
 

The Economy clusters in Europe revolve 

around a circle of the best performing 

Northwestern countries - Luxemburg, 

Denmark, Sweden, Germany and 

Ireland. They are followed immediately 

by the second cluster, which includes 

the EU15+2 countries of UK, France, 

Belgium, Austria and Malta and three 

EU10+1 states ς Estonia (ranked 11th), 

the Czech Republic (14th) and Lithuania 

(16th).  

The third cluster is composed of a mix of 

old and new member states in Southern 

and CEE Europe, which includes also 

Romania. The fourth and fifth clusters 

include countries from Southeastern 

Europe and Portugal, which are at the 

end of the ranking.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Group Country
Score 

2017
Rank 2017 Cluster

EU15+2 Luxembourg 74 1

EU15+2 Denmark 70 2

EU15+2 Sweden 69 3

EU15+2 Ireland 68 4

EU15+2 Netherlands 68 5

EU15+2 Germany 66 6

PCC Iceland 62 7

EU15+2 Austria 61 8

EU15+2 UK 61 9

EU15+2 Finland 61 10

EU10+1                         Estonia 57 11

EU15+2 France 56 12

EU15+2 Belgium 55 13

EU10+1                         Czech Republic 54 14

EU15+2 Malta 54 15

EU10+1                         Lithuania 52 16

EU10+1                         Latvia 51 17

EU10+1                         Slovenia 49 18

EU10+1                         Slovakia 48 19

EU15+2 Spain 48 20

EU10+1                         Poland 46 21

EU10+1                         Hungary 44 22

EU15+2 Cyprus 43 23

EU15+2 Italy 43 24

EU10+1                         Romania 42 25

EU15+2 Portugal 41 26

EU10+1                         Bulgaria 40 27

EU10+1                         Croatia 39 28

CC Turkey 39 29

CC Macedonia 36 30

CC Montenegro 32 31

EU15+2 Greece 31 32

CC Serbia 30 33

CC Albania 29 34

PCC BiH 24 35

Economy Scores: Ranking and Clusters 2017

1

2

3

4
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The map of clusters in the Economy category shows the division of Southeastern Europe and 

the rest of the continent.  
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The Index 2017 results  and clusters by Quality of Life s core 
 

Most of the European countries 

have very high or decent quality of 

life as 27 out of 35 are part of the 

first three clusters. The 

Scandinavian countries, the big 

three of Germany, France and the 

UK and close neighbors of the 

Netherlands, Belgium, Ireland and 

Austria are in the first cluster. The 

second cluster consists of 

Southern and CEE countries such 

as Slovenia, the Czech Republic, 

Estonia and Poland. The third 

cluster also consists of several new 

member states ς Slovakia, 

Hungary, Croatia, Latvia, Lithuania 

and the old member state of 

Greece.  

In the fourth and fifth clusters and 

at the bottom of the ranking are 

the countries of Southeastern 

Europe, with Romania, Bulgaria 

and Montenegro in the fourth 

cluster and the rest are in the last 

cluster.  

 

 

 

 

Group Country Score 2017 Rank 2017 Cluster

EU15+2 Luxembourg 70 1

EU15+2 Finland 70 2

EU15+2 Netherlands 70 3

PCC Iceland 69 4

EU15+2 Germany 68 5

EU15+2 Denmark 68 6

EU15+2 Sweden 67 7

EU15+2 Belgium 66 8

EU15+2 Austria 66 9

EU15+2 UK 65 10

EU15+2 France 65 11

EU15+2 Ireland 65 12

EU10+1                         Slovenia 60 13

EU10+1                         Czech Republic 55 14

EU15+2 Italy 55 15

EU15+2 Spain 53 16

EU15+2 Cyprus 53 17

EU10+1                         Estonia 53 18

EU15+2 Malta 51 19

EU15+2 Portugal 50 20

EU10+1                         Poland 50 21

EU15+2 Greece 46 22

EU10+1                         Slovakia 46 23

EU10+1                         Lithuania 46 24

EU10+1                         Hungary 44 25

EU10+1                         Croatia 44 26

EU10+1                         Latvia 42 27

CC Montenegro 33 28

EU10+1                         Romania 29 29

EU10+1                         Bulgaria 28 30

CC Serbia 26 31

CC Turkey 25 32

CC Albania 22 33

CC Macedonia 19 34

PCC BiH 18 35

Quality of Life Scores: Ranking and Clusters 2017

4

1

2
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The Index 2017 results and clusters by Democracy score  

The ranking in Democracy category in 

Index 2017 shows that the North and 

Northwestern countries are the top 

performers in the first and second 

cluster. The second cluster includes 

Estonia ς 13th position ς as the best 

performing in the group of EU10+1. 

The rest of the other EU new member 

states are in third and fourth cluster.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

.  

 

 

 

 

Group Country
Democracy  

Score 2017
Rank 2017 Cluster

EU15+2 Denmark 75 1

EU15+2 Sweden 74 2

EU15+2 Finland 74 3

EU15+2 Netherlands 71 4

PCC Iceland 67 5

EU15+2 Luxembourg 67 6

EU15+2 Ireland 66 7

EU15+2 Germany 63 8

EU15+2 Austria 62 9

EU15+2 Belgium 62 10

EU15+2 UK 61 11

EU15+2 Portugal 60 12

EU10+1                         Estonia 60 13

EU15+2 Malta 56 14

EU15+2 Spain 56 15

EU10+1                         Czech Republic 56 16

EU10+1                         Slovenia 54 17

EU10+1                         Lithuania 52 18

EU15+2 France 52 19

EU10+1                         Latvia 51 20

EU15+2 Italy 50 21

EU15+2 Cyprus 49 22

EU10+1                         Poland 48 23

EU10+1                         Slovakia 48 24

EU10+1                         Croatia 41 25

EU10+1                         Romania 40 26

EU15+2 Greece 37 27

EU10+1                         Hungary 36 28

EU10+1                         Bulgaria 35 29

CC Serbia 32 30

CC Montenegro 27 31

CC Albania 26 32

PCC BiH 20 33

CC Macedonia 19 34

CC Turkey 9 35 6

Democracy Scores: Ranking and Clusters 2017
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The map of the Democracy clusters shows a clear division between the Balkans (with Hungary included) 

and the rest of Europe. Turkey is the big outlier as it is alone the last sixth cluster. The close neighbors of 

BiH, Albania and Macedonia are in the second to last cluster. They are surrounded by the rest of the 

Southeast European countries ς a mix of old, new and candidate member states including Greece, 

Bulgaria, Romania, Croatia and Serbia. The laggards in democracy are joined by Hungary too.  

In contrast, the best performing countries are on the other side of the map. The Northwestern European 

countries Denmark, Sweden, Finland and the Netherlands are in the first cluster. They are immediately 

followed by the second cluster of well-functioning democracies including Germany, UK, Belgium as well 

as the new member state Estonia. The third cluster is the most numerous and is composed of states 

from Southern and CEE Europe 
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The Index 2017 resu lts and clusters by Governance s core 
 

The countries with the highest 

governance scores are in the 

Western part of the continent with 

Scandinavian countries at the 

helm, followed by the 

Netherlands, Germany, UK, Ireland 

and Austria. France, Spain, 

Belgium, Portugal are in the 

second cluster of good governance 

and are joined by three new 

member states ς Estonia, the 

Czech Republic and Slovenia.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Group Country
Governance 

Score 2016
Rank 2016 Cluster

EU15+2 Sweden 73 1

EU15+2 Netherlands 72 2

EU15+2 Denmark 72 3

EU15+2 Finland 71 4

EU15+2 Luxembourg 71 5

EU15+2 Germany 69 6

EU15+2 Austria 68 7

PCC Iceland 68 8

EU15+2 UK 66 9

EU15+2 Ireland 65 10

EU15+2 Belgium 61 11

EU15+2 Portugal 59 12

EU15+2 France 57 13

EU10+1                         Estonia 56 14

EU10+1                         Slovenia 56 15

EU10+1                         Czech Republic 55 16

EU15+2 Spain 55 17

EU15+2 Malta 54 18

EU15+2 Cyprus 50 19

EU10+1                         Lithuania 49 20

EU10+1                         Slovakia 48 21

EU10+1                         Poland 47 22

EU10+1                         Latvia 47 23

EU10+1                         Hungary 44 24

EU15+2 Italy 42 25

EU10+1                         Croatia 41 26

EU10+1                         Romania 36 27

EU10+1                         Bulgaria 35 28

EU15+2 Greece 33 29

CC Serbia 28 30

CC Montenegro 27 31

CC Macedonia 24 32

CC Albania 23 33

CC Turkey 16 34

PCC BiH 13 35

Governance Scores: Ranking and Clusters 2017
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The third cluster runs from Latvia in the north, through Lithuania, Poland, Slovakia and Hungary in the 

center and Croatia and Italy to the south.  

The last three clusters include the Balkan countries with Croatia the exception as it narrowly escapes to 

the third cluster. The three member states of Greece, Romania and Bulgaria are the relatively better 

performing fourth, transitional cluster. The close neighbors of Serbia, Montenegro, Macedonia and 

Albania are in the fifth cluster and Albania and Turkey are in the last, sixth cluster.  
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The Economy category explained: methodology notes 

The Economy category measures the economic performance and potential of the countries in the Index. Each 

of the four categories in the Catch Up Index is ŀǎŎǊƛōŜŘ Ŝǉǳŀƭ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴŎŜ ƛƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ŎŀƭŎǳƭŀǘƛƴƎ ŀ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅΩǎ 

overall score.  

The Economy category is measured through a set of nine indicators, each of which captures a different aspect 

of economic performance. Some indicators gauge more than one aspect of economic performance. The 

metrics of the indicators are based on 14 sub-indicators, of varying weightings. The specific indicators and the 

weightings assigned to the sub-indicators reflect the unique model of the Catch Up Index.  

The raw data used for the indicators (e.g. GDP per capita or other composite indicator scores or coefficients) 

are converted into a Catch-Up Index score on a scale of 0 to 100 (lowest to highest) to allow for a standardized 

score that can be compared across countries or categories and indicators. Each of the indicators has different 

weight assigned to it, according to its importance in the Catch Up Index model.  

Economy Indicators Sub-indicators Weight 

GDP per capita  GDP per capita in PPS, EU28=100 25% (0,25) 

Government debt General government debt (% of GDP) 13% (0,125) 

Credit ratings Sovereign credit ratings  13% (0,125) 

Employment Employment rate % 8% (0,083) 

Energy Intensity Energy intensity of the economy  8% (0,083) 

Information Society  Information and Communication Technology 8% (0,083) 

Research and Development  

Patents granted by USPTO per capita 4% (0,042) 

High-tech exports as % of manufactured exports 4% (0,042) 

Market development 

Doing Business rank  4% (0,042) 

Economic Freedom score  4% (0,042) 

Transport infrastructure 

Motorways per area 1000 km
2
 2% (0,021) 

Motorways per 100,000 inhabitants 2% (0,021) 

Other roads per 1000 km
2
 2% (0,021) 

Other roads per 100,000 inhabitants 2% (0,021) 

GDP per Capita (PPS with EU28=100 basis, Eurostat) remains the most important indicator of economic activity 

and is assigned 25% weight in the total Economy category.  

Government Debt, measured as a % of GDP, is second in importance with 12.5%. The global economic 

calamities of recent years, and especially the ongoing debt crisis in Europe, have clearly demonstrated the 

critical importance of government debt as a factor for the economic vitality of a country.  

The Sovereign Credit Ratings ς or creditworthiness and level of investment risk - of a country are also 

attributed high importance in the Index, with a 12.5% weight. The Index uses a composite, rescaled score of 
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the ratings of the ǘƘǊŜŜ ƳŀƧƻǊ ŀƎŜƴŎƛŜǎ όCƛǘŎƘΣ aƻƻŘȅΩǎ ŀƴŘ {ǘŀƴŘŀǊŘ ϧ tƻƻǊΩǎύΦ  

 

EmploymentΣ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǿŜƛƎƘǘ ƻŦ у҈Σ ƛǎ ŀ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜ ƻŦ ŀƴ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅΩǎ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ǘƻ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜ Ƨƻōǎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀǘŜ ŀǎ 

much as possible of the labor force in the labor market; this is measured through the share of working-age 

people in employment.  

Energy IntensityΣ ŀƭǎƻ ŀǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ŀƴ у҈ ǿŜƛƎƘǘƛƴƎΣ ƛǎ ŀ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜ ƻŦ ŀƴ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅΩǎ ŜƴŜǊƎȅ ŜŦŦƛŎƛŜƴŎȅΣ ŎŀƭŎǳƭŀǘƛƴƎ 

ŜƴŜǊƎȅ ŎƻƴǎǳƳǇǘƛƻƴ ŘƛǾƛŘŜŘ ōȅ D5t ŀǎ ƪƛƭƻƎǊŀƳ ƻŦ ƻƛƭ ŜǉǳƛǾŀƭŜƴǘ ǇŜǊ ϵмлллΦ 9ƴŜǊƎȅ ƛƴǘŜƴǎƛǘȅ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ŀƴ 

ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜ ƻŦ ŀƴ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅΩǎ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜƴŜǎǎΣ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƘƛƎƘ ŜƴŜǊƎȅ ƛƴŜŦŦƛŎƛŜƴŎȅ ƛƴŎǳǊǎ ƳƻǊŜ Ŏƻǎǘǎ ƛƴ 

production and services.  

Research and Development, again with a weight of 8%, is a measure of the level of development and the 

άǉǳŀƭƛǘȅέ ƻŦ ŎƻƴǘŜƳǇƻǊŀry economies, including their competiveness. The Index uses two sub-indicators. The 

first is the number of patents registered from a country with the United States Patent and Trademark Office 

(USPTO) annually on a per capita basis. The second indicator is the share of high-ǘŜŎƘ ŜȄǇƻǊǘǎ ƛƴ ŀ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅΩǎ 

manufactured exports.  

The Market Development indicator (also 8%) is the composite score of two sub-indicators ς ǘƘŜ ²ƻǊƭŘ .ŀƴƪΩǎ 

Ease of Doing Business ranking and the Heritage Foundation/Wall Street Journal Index of Economic Freedom. 

The latter defines the highest form of economic freedom as άan absolute right of property ownership, fully 

realized freedoms of movement for labor, capital, and goods, and an absolute absence of coercion or 

constraint of economic ƭƛōŜǊǘȅ ōŜȅƻƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǘŜƴǘ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅ ŦƻǊ ŎƛǘƛȊŜƴǎ ǘƻ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ Ƴŀƛƴǘŀƛƴ ƭƛōŜǊǘȅ ƛǘǎŜƭŦΦέ 

The Transport Infrastructure Indicator όу҈ύ ƛǎ ŀ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜ ƻŦ ŀ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅΩǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ƛǘǎ 

potential for economic activity. The Index uses four sub-indicators, based on calculating coefficients of 

motorways and other roads on a per capita and country area basis.  
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The ingredients of democracy: Methodology notes  

Catching up in Democracy is essential for the post-communist member states of the EU, particularly 

given that the Copenhagen accession criteria for EU membership primarily focused on democracy. 

But although EU membership has often been perceived as a watershed in the political transition of 

the EU10 group, or even the end of that transition, it now appears that the newer members may not 

have achieved parity with more developed European nations in their progress in building democratic 

institutions and societies.  

The Catch-Up Index was designed to analyse several aspects of democracy that are of particular 

significance for the newer member states, and those that are aspiring to be.  

The Democracy category has equal weighting with the other three categories in the Catch-Up Index 

(Economy, Quality of Life and Governance). This category is measured through a set of seven 

indicators, which use nine sub-indicators. The raw data drawn from opinion polls and other 

composite indicator scores are converted into the Catch-Up Index score on a scale of 0 to 100 (lowest 

to highest) to give a standardized score that allows for comparison across countries, categories and 

indicators. Each of the indicators has a different weight assigned to it according to its importance in 

the Index model.  

Democracy Indicators Sub-indicators Weight 

Democracy Indices 

Freedom House score Freedom in the World  20% (0,195) 

Economist Intelligence Unit Democracy Index  20% (0,195) 

Media Freedom 

Freedom House Freedom of the Press score 10% (0,98) 

Reporters without Borders Press Freedom Index  10% (0,98) 

Satisfaction with democracy Satisfaction with democracy %  10% (0,98) 

Trust in People Trust in people  10% (0,98) 

Voice and Accountability Voice and Accountability - WGI  10% (0,98) 

Human Rights Political terror indicator by Global Peace Index  10% (0,98) 

E-participation E-participation index  2% (0,024) 

The first indicator used to measure democracy is composed of two established composite 

democracy indexes ς those of Freedom House and the Economist Intelligence Unit (EIU). Each was 

attributed very high importance in the Democracy category with 20% weight (or 40% for both) 

because they assess the overall democracy in a country. The Freedom of the World index was used 

from Freedom House, rather than the specialized post-ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǎǘ ǎǘŀǘŜǎΩ bŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ ¢Ǌŀƴǎƛǘ ƛndex, 

because it does not encompass the Western European states. The EIU Democracy Index was used 

because its scores are more nuanced than the Freedom of the World scores, which allows for better 

distinction between the quality of democracy in the European states. 

Media Freedom was attributed special attention in the Catch-Up Index because the media is 

essential to the democratic process ς especially in the post-communist states. The Catch-Up Index 

relies again on two established media freedom indexes ς of Freedom House and of Reporters 
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without Borders. Each is assigned 10% weight, giving the Media Freedom indicator a 20% overall 

weight.  

Satisfaction with Democracy measures the attitude of citizens towards the democratic systems of 

governance in their countries. This is one of the only two indicators (along with Trust in People) that 

relies on public opinion surveys (in this case the main source is Eurobarometer), and the scores are 

ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǊǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŎƛǘƛȊŜƴǎ ǿƘƻ ŀǇǇǊƻǾŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎΩ ŘŜƳƻŎǊŀǘƛŎ ǎȅǎǘŜƳǎΦ  

Trust in People ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜǎ ǘƘŜ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ ǘǊǳǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘƻǎŜ ǿƘƻ ŀǊŜ ƻǳǘǎƛŘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƛƳƳŜŘƛŀǘŜ 

family or close friends. Literature abounds on the importance of trust for democracy - above all 

CǊŀƴŎƛǎ CǳƪǳȅŀƳŀΩǎ ά¢ǊǳǎǘέΣ ς or economy and the successful organization of society. In this case, the 

Catch-Up Index employs the measure of Trust in People as a proxy for civil society development, 

given the limitations of available data on similar indicators for all the countries in the Index.  

Voice and AccountabilityΣ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǿŜƛƎƘǘ ƻŦ мл҈Σ ƛǎ ŀ ŎƻƳǇƻǎƛǘŜ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ²ƻǊƭŘ .ŀƴƪΩǎ ²ƻǊƭŘ 

Governance Indicators (WGI). This includes perceptions of the extent to which a country's citizens are 

able to participate in selecting their government, as well as freedom of expression, freedom of 

association, and a free media. The WGI scores also use World Bank assessments and reports that are 

not publicly available. 

Absence of Political terror is also deemed essential for a functioning democracy and carries a weight of 

10%. The scores are based on Global Peace Index άPolitical terrorέ indicator, e.g. identifying state 

terror, or violations of physical and personal integrity rights carried out by the state.  

E-participation (2%) measures the level of participation in decision-making, governance or similar 

activities that is enabled by Information and Communication Technologies. For example, the 

ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŎƛǘƛȊŜƴǎΩ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƘǊough internet or cellular technologies within the 

ōǊƻŀŘŜǊ άŜ-ŘŜƳƻŎǊŀŎȅέ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘΦ CŀŎŜōƻƻƪ ŀŘǾƻŎŀŎȅ ƻǊ ǘƘŜ άǘǿƛǘǘŜǊ ǊŜǾƻƭǳǘƛƻƴǎέ ƻŦŦŜǊ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ 

examples of similar phenomena.  
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Quality of Life: Methodology notes 

Quality of Life is the category most ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ άōƻǘǘƻƳ-upέ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ƛƴ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƛndex. The 

metrics of the category have been designed to establish how wealthy people are and to what degree social 

issues affect them, such as income inequality, risk of poverty and long-term unemployment. The indicators 

also aim to assess levels of access to higher education and the quality of education available, as well as 

whether people are living longer, healthier lives with access to good quality healthcare services.  

These criteria are prerequisites for individuals to have good quality of life and foǊ ǘƘŜ άƘŜŀƭǘƘέ ŀƴŘ 

successful development of society at large. It does not come as a surprise that the majority of the citizens of 

the newer member states (and the candidates) associate EU membership above all with improved quality of 

life, at least closer to that of their more established EU counterparts.  

The raw data used for the indicators (e.g. life expectancy in years, and other composite indicator scores or 

coefficients) are converted into the standardized Catch-Up Index score, on a scale from 0 to 100 (lowest to 

highest), to allow for comparison across countries, categories and indicators. As was the case in the other 

categories, each of the indicators has a different weight assigned to it, reflecting its importance in the 

Catch-Up Index model. 

Quality of Life Indicators Sub-indicators Weight 

Welfare of consumers Actual individual consumption with EU28=100 20% (0,2) 

Social issues 

Inequality - Gini coefficient  7% (0,067) 

Relative median at-risk-of-poverty gap (%) 7% (0,067) 

Long-term unemployment rate  (%) 7% (0,067) 

Education 

Share (%) of early school leavers 5% (0,05) 

Share of population (%) with university degree 5%(0,05) 

PISA* score in reading literacy  3% (0,033) 

PISA score mathematical literacy   3% (0,033) 

PISA score in scientific literacy   3% (0,033) 

Health 

Healthy life expectancy at birth in years  5% (0,05) 

Life expectancy in years  5% (0,05) 

Infant mortality by age of 5  5% (0,05) 

EuroHealth Consumer Index  5% (0,05) 

Human Development Human Development Index (UN) 20% (0,2) 

* Programme for International Student Assessment (OECD). 

 

Welfare of Consumers ƛǎ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ нл҈ ǿŜƛƎƘǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊȅΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ Řŀǘŀ ŦǊƻƳ 9ǳǊƻǎǘŀǘΩǎ !Ŏǘǳŀƭ 

Individual Consumption dataset, which is calculated on EU28Ґмлл ōŀǎƛǎ όǊŜǎŎŀƭƛƴƎ ŜŀŎƘ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅΩǎ Řŀǘŀ ŀǎ ŀ 
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fraction of the EU mean). 

The Social Issues indicator, with a total weight of 21%, comprises three sub-indicators that measure 

different aspects of social problems in a society. The first assesses social inequality using the Gini coefficient 

ς the greater the inequality, the ƭƻǿŜǊ ŀ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅΩǎ ǎŎƻǊŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ Lndex. The second sub-indicator is based on 

9ǳǊƻǎǘŀǘΩǎ ǊŜƭŀǘƛǾŜ ƳŜŘƛŀƴ ŀǘ-risk-of-poverty gap indicator. The third sub-indicator measures long-term 

unemployment in society, which signals the existence of more deep-seated social problems that the basic 

unemployment rate. 

The Education indicator has been designed to reflect primarily the quality of education, rather than the 

quantity, given that the GDP share of education or the number of teachers or students do not always 

correspond to good outcomes. This is especially valid with regard to the new member states, where often 

inefficient and unreformed systems produce poor results, notwithstanding the funds or manpower 

channeled into them.  

As is the case with many of the index indicators, their data can also be useful in assessing other aspects of 

the same category or, in this case, other categories. For example, as well as being a key indicator for Quality 

of life, education is relevant in assessing economic potential, democracy and good governance. The sub-

indicator on early school-leavers assesses the share of young people giving up education and training 

prematurely; this may also help to gauge broader social problems. The second sub-indicator is the share of 

the population that hold university degrees. The next three education-related sub-indicators are based on 

the results of the Organisation for Economic Co-ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΩǎ Programme for 

International Student Assessment (PISA). The PISA scores go beyond the performance of high-school 

students and ǎǳǊǾŜȅ ǘƘŜ ōǊƻŀŘŜǊ ǎǘŀǘŜ ƻŦ ŀ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅΩǎ ŜŘǳŎŀǘƛƻƴ sector, for example qualification levels of 

teachers and the quality of universities.   

The Health indicator is likewise designed to focus more on the outcomes than on less indicative criteria 

such as share of GDP or the number of medical workers. One sub-indicator is life expectancy, measuring 

how many years a person is expected to live, while another is healthy life expectancy, specifically taking into 

account life without major illness. The indicator for infant mortality is also indicative of the broader state of 

health services or social services in a country (or even the state of society more broadly) because it assesses 

the likelihood of children surviving to the age to 5. The fourth sub-indicator is a composite of the 

EuroHealth Consumer Index by the Health Consumer Powerhouse, which measures the quality of 

healthcare systems in a country (including by outcome).  

¢ƘŜ ¦ƴƛǘŜŘ bŀǘƛƻƴǎΩ Human Development Index is a composite index measuring life expectancy, literacy, 

education and standards of living for countries worldwide. It has similar dimensions to the Catch-Up Index, 

but includes additional data and methodology, which complements the other indicators but does not 

overlap with them.   
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Governance category explained: methodology notes 

The newer and aspiring members typically perceive established EU member states to be well-

governed, politically stable, have low levels of corruption, effective governance, a successful rule of 

law, and an absence of substantial tensions, conflicts and crime. Indeed, from a wider perspective this 

impression is accurate. The EU is truly an oasis of stable and well-governed states by comparison with 

some of the more unstable or failing states in other parts of the world. The EU is very much geared 

ǘƻǿŀǊŘ ƛƴǎǘƛƭƭƛƴƎ άƎƻƻŘ ƎƻǾŜǊƴŀƴŎŜέ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ƛǘǎ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ acquis communautaire.  

But comparisons between EU members and aspiring candidates reveal differences even among 

relatively homogenous groups. Some of these differences are made strongly apparent, as in the case 

ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 9¦Ωǎ ƳƻƴƛǘƻǊƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƎǊŜǎǎ ƻŦ ƳŜƳōŜǊǎ .ǳƭƎŀǊƛŀ ŀƴŘ wƻƳŀƴƛŀ ƛƴ ŦƛƎƘǘƛƴƎ ŎƻǊǊǳǇǘƛƻƴΣ 

organized crime and judicial reform, and the conditionality imposed on candidates.  

The Catch-Up Index measures the quality of governance in a country through seven indicators based 

on ten sub-indicators. 

Governance Indicators Sub-indicators Weight 

Corruption 

Corruption Perceptions Index - Transparency International 8% (0,08) 

Control of Corruption - World Governance Indicators  8% (0,08) 

Political stability  

Political instability by Economist Intelligence Unit  8% (0,08) 

Political Stability and Absence of Violence - World Governance Indicators  8%(0,08) 

Governement effectiveness  Governement eEffectiveness - World Governance Indicators  16% (0,16) 

Regulatory quality  Regulatory quality - World Governance Indicators  16% (0,16) 

Rule of law  Rule of Law ς World Governance Indicators  16% (0,16) 

Conflict, tensions and crime 

Conflicts and tensions in the country - selected Global Peace Index indicators 8% (0,08) 

Homicide rates per 100,000 population 8% (0,08) 

E-government  E-government development index  4% (0,04) 

The Corruption indicator is essential for gauging the quality of governance because corruption affects all 

aspects of the decision-making and implementation process. The Corruption indicator has a weighting of 

16% in the Governance category, divided between two sub-indicators ς ¢ǊŀƴǎǇŀǊŜƴŎȅ LƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭΩǎ 

/ƻǊǊǳǇǘƛƻƴ tŜǊŎŜǇǘƛƻƴǎ LƴŘŜȄ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ /ƻƴǘǊƻƭ ƻŦ /ƻǊǊǳǇǘƛƻƴ ŘƛƳŜƴǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ²ƻǊƭŘ .ŀƴƪΩǎ ²ƻǊƭŘ 

Governance Indicators. The first indicator measures public perceptions of the level of corruption in a 

country. The second indicator as defined by its authors  άcaptures perceptions of the extent to which 

public power is exercised for private gain, including both petty and grand forms of corruption, as well as 

"capture" of the state by elites and private interests.έ 

The second ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜǎ ŀ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅΩǎ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ Political stability, as in the threat of government 

destabilization through social unrest or unconstitutional or violent means through two sub-indicators. 
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These are the Economist Intelligence UnitΩǎ Political Instability Index and the Political Stability and 

Absence of Violence dimension ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ²ƻǊƭŘ .ŀƴƪΩǎ World Governance IndicatorsΦ ¢ƘŜ 9L¦ ǎŎƻǊŜǎ άshow 

the level of threat posed to governments by social protest.έ ¢ƘŜ ²ƻǊƭŘ .ŀƴƪ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜǎ άthe 

perceptions of the likelihood that the government will be destabilized or overthrown by 

unconstitutional or violent means, including domestic violence and terrorismΦέ ¢ƘŜ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ 

stability indicates any flaws in governance. Although this indicator also relates to democracy ς in terms 

of the channeling of discontent through the process of representation and problem solving ς political 

ǎǘŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ƛǎ ƳƻǊŜ ƻŦ ŀ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜ ƻŦ ƎƻǾŜǊƴŀƴŎŜΦ ¢ƘŜ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊΨǎ ǿŜƛƎƘǘ ƛǎ мс҈ ŘƛǾƛŘŜŘ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ǘǿƻ 

sub-indicators.  

Government effectiveness is an indicator of whether governance is being conducted well; the World 

.ŀƴƪ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ άcaptures perceptions of the quality of public services, the quality of the civil service 

and the degree of its independence from political pressures, the quality of policy formulation and 

implementation, and the credibility of the government's commitment to such policies.έ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ 

effectiveness also has a weighting of 16% in the Governance category.  

Regulatory quality ƛǎ ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ ²ƻǊƭŘ DƻǾŜǊƴŀƴŎŜ LƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎ ǘƘŀǘ άcaptures perceptions of the ability of 

the government to formulate and implement sound policies and regulations that permit and promote 

private sector development.έ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊ ǘƻƻ Ƙŀǎ ŀ мс҈ ǿŜƛƎƘǘƛƴƎΦ  

Rule of law is essential for good governance, as the newest EU members and candidates have found out 

ǘƘŜ ƘŀǊŘ ǿŀȅΦ ¢ƘŜ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊ ƛǎ ŀƎŀƛƴ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ²ƻǊƭŘ DƻǾŜǊƴŀƴŎŜ LƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ά 

captures perceptions of the extent to which agents have confidence in and abide by the rules of society, 

and in particular the quality of contract enforcement, property rights, the police, and the courts, as well 

as the likelihood of crime and violence.έ 

Conflict, tensions and crime is a composite indicator, based on two sub-ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ŀ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅΩǎ 

crime levels and conflicts and tensions. The conflicts and tensions sub-indicator is based on selected 

data from the Global Peace Index (Institute for Economics and Peace/Economist Intelligence Unit). The 

homicide rate on a per capita basis serves as a proxy for measuring the crime levels in a country, 

because data pertaining to other reported crimes is less easily comparable (different definitions or 

practices for registering crimes) or country data is unavaiƭŀōƭŜΦ ¢ƘŜ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊΩǎ ǿŜƛƎƘǘ ƻŦ мс҈ ƛǎ ŘƛǾƛŘŜŘ 

between the two sub-indicators.  

The E-government ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊ ƛǎ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ¦bΩǎ 9-government surveys and scores. It is included in the Index 

because it is a measure of government efficiency and delivery of services to citizens, and because it facilitates 

transparency and accountability as the world grows more connected. Moreover, e-government indicates the 

level of development of contemporary societies. As the UN survey has identified, the scores comprise two 

basic aspects of e-government, ΨƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ŎƛǘƛȊŜƴΩ όD ǘƻ /ύ ŀƴŘ ΨƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩ όD ǘƻ DύΣ 

ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǎƳŀƭƭŜǊ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ΨƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎΩ ƛƴǘŜǊŀŎǘƛƻƴǎΦ DƛǾŜƴ ǘƘŀǘ Ŝ-government is indicative of 

many aspects of good governance, but not indispensable, it is ascribed a weight of 4%.  
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The catching -up of the EU10+1 countries  
 

 

EU10+1 catching-up by Overall score 
 

The EU10+2 countries success in catching-up can be assessed by comparing their scores against the 

background of three benchmarks. These are respectively the maximum score of the EU15+2 group, 

which corresponds to the best performing country in the group, and often in the index; then the 

minimum of the EU15+2 group, corresponding to the worst performing country in the group; and finally 

ǘƘŜ άŘŜǎƛǊŜŘ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ ŀǾŜǊŀƎŜέΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ŀǾŜǊŀƎŜ ǎŎƻǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 9¦мрҌн Σ ǘƘŜ 9¦ ƻƭŘŜǊ ƳŜƳōŜǊ 

states.  

 

The Catch-Up Index 2017 results show that no new member state of the EU10+1 group has reached the 

desired benchmark, which is the average score of the old member-states (EU15+2) and are far from the 

best performing countries. However, three countries come close to the benchmark as they are catching-

up faster than the others. Estonia is 13th in the overall ranking with 56 points followed immediately by 

the Czech Republic and Slovenia, which are 14th and 15th in the ranking with identical scores of 55 points.  

Hungary and Croatia with similar scores of 42 and 41 respectively, and Romania and Bulgaria with 37 

and 35 points are at the end of the catching-up process. The rest of the countries occupy the middle 

ranking positions among the 35 countries included the Index.  
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When the latest 2017 results are compared to the results of the first edition of the Index in 2011, there 

are several visible trends. ¢ƘŜ ŎƘŀƳǇƛƻƴǎΩ ǘǊƛƻ ƻŦ best performers Estonia, the Czech Republic and 

Slovenia has remained in the same formation over the years, but they swapped places. Estonia has 

earned it first position in the catching-up by being the most dynamic one. It managed to advance 5 

positions compared to 2011. The Czech Republic also managed to advance by 3 positions compared to 

2011.  

Lithuania and Latvia are also among the countries that have been making considerable gains in both the 

ranking and the scores for several years in a row, i.e. by 5 and 4 positions up from 2011 to 2017. Croatia 

has been at a standstill since 2011 with Bulgaria in a similar position with small fluctuations in the 

performance.  

Slovenia lost some places in the ranking and points, but managed to stay firmly in the top trio. In 

contrast, Hungary, Poland and Slovakia have been slipping down the ranking and losing points. In the 

case of Hungary, it lost 2 positions compared to 2011 and 2012, 1 down compared to 2013, with the 

respective loss in the scoring ς down by 4 points compared to 2011.  

Romania is an interesting case of a modest, yet still improvement in the catching-up process. Second to 

last in the Index, in previous years it has been just swapping places with Bulgaria. In the current Index, it 

has pulled ahead, advancing by 2 positions and 5 points compared to 2011 and further advancement 

compared to all next years. It should be seen whether it can continue its winning streak.  

There are certain geographic trends to the catching-up process. The Balkan countries are lagging behind 

and are slow to catch-up, although Romania is trying to break the mold. The Baltics are the most 

dynamic with Estonia leading in the ranking, but Lithuania and especially Latvia should keep up the 

speed to converge more successfully. The rest in Central Europe, which includes basically the Visegrad 4 

is somewhat of a letdown. Slovakia, Poland and especially Hungary have been backsliding and losing 

their initially good showing and tempo in the catching-up process.  

Group Country

Overall 

Score 

2017

Overall 

Rank 2017

Score 

change vs 

2016

Score 

change vs 

2015

Score 

change vs 

2014

Score 

change vs 

2013

Score 

change vs 

2012

Score 

change vs  

2011

Rank change 

vs 2016

Rank change 

vs 2014

Rank 

change vs 

2013

Rank 

change vs 

2012

Rank 

change vs 

2011

EU15+2 Maximum 71 1

EU15+2 Average 60

EU10+1                         Estonia 56 13 0 1 2 3 4 4 0 1 3 5 5

EU10+1                         Czech Republic 55 14 0 1 1 0 0 2 1 1 -1 1 3

EU10+1                         Slovenia 55 15 1 2 2 0 -1 -1 1 1 -1 -2 -2

EU10+1                         Lithuania 50 19 0 1 2 3 6 5 1 3 3 5 5

EU10+1                         Poland 48 21 -2 -3 -2 -1 -1 1 -2 -3 -1 -1 1

EU10+1                         Slovakia 48 22 -1 0 -1 -1 -1 1 0 -1 -3 -1 -1

EU10+1                         Latvia 48 23 1 1 4 5 8 7 1 1 2 4 4

EU10+1                         Hungary 42 25 0 0 -1 -2 -3 -4 0 0 -1 -2 -2

EU10+1                         Croatia 41 26 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

EU10+1                         Romania 37 27 1 1 3 3 2 5 1 3 2 1 2

EU15+2 Minimum 37 28

EU10+1                         Bulgaria 35 29 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1 0 -1

EU10+1 Catching-Up by Overall Score: Change of Scores and Ranks
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There is also another peculiar pattern the timing as most of the changes occur largely until 2014 when 

the results from 2017 are compared to those in the period 2011-2016. After 2014, there is a slowdown 

in both progress and regress, with just few exceptions.  

 

 

Who is who in the catching -up: comparing across the four categories   
 

When the performance of the different EU10+1 countries is compared across the different categories ς 

Economy, Quality of Life, Democracy and Governance ς there are several distinct patterns. For example, 

Estonia, the Czech Republic and Slovenia are the top overall performers among the EU10+1 countries 

but they ŘƻƴΩǘ perform equally strongly in every category and it is worth delving into the details and 

ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎΩ ǊŀƴƪƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ǎŎƻǊŜǎ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ǘƘŜ ōƻŀǊŘΦ  

Estonia is the top performer in CEE in three out of the four categories ς Economy, Democracy and 

Governance and is first in the overall catching-up ranking. It has a very good showing when compared to 

all 35 countries in the Index ς it is 13th by overall score, 11th in the economy category, 13th in democracy 

and 14th in governance. However, Estonia backslides to the 3rd spot in Quality of Life among the new 

member states and is 18th among all 35 countries.  

The Czech Republic is second among the EU10+1 countries in the overall ranking as well as in the 

Economy, Quality of life, Democracy and third in Governance. Slovenia is third by overall score in the 

catching-up process and it excels in Quality of Life, being first among CEE countries. It is 5th in the 

EU10+1 Economy ranking (18th among all 35 states in the Index), 3rd in democracy and 2nd in governance.  

Bulgaria, Romania and Croatia are mostly at the bottom of the rankings with few exceptions. Latvia joins 

ǘƘŜ ƭŀƎƎŀǊŘǎΩ ǘǊƛƻ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ vǳŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ [ife and Hungary is second to last in democracy, respectively allowing 

Croatia to reach higher positions. But Romania shows an upward trend and if it manages to keep up the 

pace, it might outgrow its surroundings.  

Hungary registered the most substantial decline, losing positions compared to 2011, 2012 and 2013 in 

the overall ranking. It has also regressed in Quality of Life by 3 and 4 positions compared to 2011 and 

2012, and in Governance by 2 positions compared to the period 2011-2014. The biggest decline of the 

country is in Democracy, where it slipped by 6 positions compared to 2011, by 4 places compared to 

2012 and 2013, by 3 places compared to 2014, and by 1 spot compared to 2015 and 2016. But it 

managed to keep up comparatively better economic performance ς 8th among the CEE countries (22st 

among all 35 in the Index 2017) ς and advancing by 4 spots compared to 2011 and 2012.  

Central European and fellow Visegrad 4 members Poland and Slovakia have a similar trajectory of 

development to Hungary. Both started in the middle of the rankings in 2011, began to gain speed and 

improve but then lost momentum and started to regress after 2013-2014. They are currently 5th and 6th 

respectively in the overall catching-up ranking of the EU10+1 countries, 6th and 7th in economy, 6th and 
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7th in Quality of Life, 6th and 7th in Democracy and 5th and 6th in Governance. In the Economy category, 

Poland managŜŘ ǘƻ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜ ƻǾŜǊ ƛǘǎ нлммΣ нлмн ŀƴŘ нлмо ǎŎƻǊŜǎΣ ōǳǘ ǘƘŜƴ ǎǘƻǇǇŜŘΣ ǿƘƛƭŜ {ƭƻǾŀƪƛŀΩǎ Ƙŀǎ 

more gradual, but modest gains. In Quality of Life, both Slovakia and Poland improve over their 2011-

2012 performance, but then lose their advantage.  

Lithuania and Latvia has proved to be among the most dynamic in the catching-up, improving their 

overall scores and rankings, advancing by 5 and 4 positions respectively from 2011 to 2017. They have 

improved their performance in the Economy, Democracy and Governance categories in varying degrees. 

But they have been less successful in catching up in Quality of Life with only Lithuania improves 

moderately ς by 2 spots up in the ranking when 2017 and 2011 are considered.  

 

 

EU10+1 catching-up in the Economy category  
 

 

The Economy is the Index category where the EU10+1 countries are catching up relatively most 

successfully. Estonia, the Czech Republic and Lithuania are the best performers. Estonia stands out as it 

is positioned 11th out of 35 countries and has identical score of 57 points as the desired average 

benchmark of the EU15+2 group. The majority of countries have made significant gains compared to 

previous years, jumping by 4, 5 or even 6 notches in the ranking. The exceptions are Slovenia and 

Croatia, which have went down the ranking by respectively 4 and 3 positions compared to 2011. 

Slovakia and Bulgaria have modest performance, but there are still catching-up too.  
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But there is a slowdown in the catching-up process, beginning around 2014. Nearly all countries are 

affected by it, save for some progress by Estonia and the Czech Republic and regress of Lithuania.  

 

 

The Economy category : catching -up by indicators  
 

The following tables present the ranking and scores of the EU10+1 countries by the basic indicators, 

which are used to measure the Economy category.  

 

The Czech Republic and Slovenia have the highest GDP per 

capita among the new member states, but even their scores ς 

49 and 47 points respectively ς are far from the average score 

of 61 points and are nearly half of the best performer among 

the old member states (Luxemburg).  

On the upside, 6 out of 11 new member states have higher GDP 

per capita than the minimum of the old members group.  

 

 

 

 

 

Group Country

Economy  

Score 

2017

Rank 

2017

Score 

change vs 

2016

Score 

change vs 

2015

Score 

change vs 

2014

Score 

change vs 

2013

Score 

change vs 

2012

Score 

change vs  

2011

Rank 

Change vs 

2016

Rank 

Change vs 

2015

Rank 

Change vs 

2014

Rank 

change vs 

2013

Rank 

change vs 

2012

Rank 

change vs 

2011

EU15+2 Maximum 74 1

EU15+2 Average 57

EU10+1                         Estonia 57 11 0 0 1 3 5 5 1 2 2 2 5 5

EU10+1                         Czech Republic 54 14 1 2 3 4 4 6 1 3 0 2 4 4

EU10+1                         Lithuania 52 16 0 0 2 2 5 6 0 -2 0 -1 3 5

EU10+1                         Latvia 51 17 -1 -2 2 4 6 7 0 -1 0 2 5 6

EU10+1                         Slovenia 49 18 0 -1 0 -3 -5 -7 1 0 -1 -4 -5 -4

EU10+1                         Slovakia 48 19 0 0 1 1 1 2 -1 1 1 1 1 1

EU10+1                         Poland 46 21 -1 0 0 1 2 4 0 0 0 1 3 3

EU10+1                         Hungary 44 22 0 1 1 1 1 3 0 1 0 2 4 4

EU10+1                         Romania 42 25 0 1 3 3 3 5 0 1 2 2 2 4

EU10+1                         Bulgaria 40 27 0 1 1 1 1 2 0 1 2 1 1 1

EU10+1                         Croatia 39 28 0 -1 0 -4 -4 -3 0 -1 0 -3 -3 -3

EU15+2 Minimum 31 32

EU10+1 Catching-Up in Economy: Change of Scores and Ranks

Country Score 2017 Rank 2017

Maximum EU15+2 100 1

Average EU15+2 61

Czech Republic 49 16

Slovenia 47 17

Slovakia 44 20

Lithuania 43 21

Estonia 43 22

Poland 41 23

Minimum EU15+2 40 24

Hungary 40 25

Latvia 39 26

Romania 36 28

Croatia 36 29

Bulgaria 32 30

GDP
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Four new member states ς Estonia, the Czech Republic, 

Lithuania and Latvia - have better employment performance 

than the desired average benchmark.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The research and development indicator uses data of two 

sub-indicators - patents granted by United States Patent and 

Trademark Office (USPTO) per capita and high-tech exports as 

a percentage of manufactured exports. The Czech Republic, 

Latvia and Hungary are leading in the group, but still below 

the desired benchmark.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Country Score 2017 Rank 2017

Maximum EU15+2 75 2

Estonia 67 7

Czech Republic 66 8

Lithuania 61 10

Latvia 59 12

Average EU15+2 55

Hungary 55 13

Slovenia 53 15

Slovakia 51 18

Poland 51 21

Bulgaria 48 23

Romania 45 25

Croatia 35 28

Minimum EU15+2 24 31

Employment

Country Score 2017 Rank 2017

Maximum EU15+2 78 1

Average EU15+2 60

Czech Republic 48 14

Latvia 47 15

Hungary 47 16

Estonia 45 17

Lithuania 43 18

Slovakia 41 21

Croatia 39 22

Poland 39 23

Slovenia 38 25

Bulgaria 38 26

Romania 38 27

Minimum EU15+2 35 29

Research and Development
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Country Score 2017 Rank 2017

Maximum EU15+2 73 1

Average EU15+2 65

Minimum EU15+2 54 18

Slovenia 54 19

Croatia 52 20

Lithuania 50 21

Latvia 49 22

Slovakia 48 23

Romania 46 25

Poland 46 26

Hungary 45 27

Czech Republic 43 28

Estonia 25 31

Bulgaria 10 32

Energy Efficiency

Country Score 2017 Rank 2017

Maximum EU15+2 72 1

Slovenia 71 2

Hungary 59 6

Estonia 57 7

Average EU15+2 55

Croatia 54 14

Lithuania 52 15

Czech Republic 45 21

Latvia 45 22

Slovakia 41 26

Minimum EU15+2 41 27

Poland 41 29

Bulgaria 35 32

Romania 34 34

Transport Infrastructure

Energy efficiency reflects the energy intensity of the 

economy. This is the worst indicator for the new member 

states as they are below the average and the minimum 

score of the old member states. Slovenia and Croatia fare 

relatively better at 18th and 19th positions. Estonia and 

Bulgaria are trailing behind with 31st and 32nd position out 

of 35.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The transport infrastructure indicator uses data from four sub-

indicators ς length of roads and highways both per population 

and per the country size. Slovenia, Hungary and Estonia fare 

very well, occupying 2nd, 6th and 7th position out of 35 and are 

above the average score. Croatia and Lithuania are close to the 

goal too. Poland, and especially Bulgaria and Romania 

underperform.  
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Most of the new member states excel in their performance as 

they have very low government debts. Estonia is 1st among 35 

countries, followed by Bulgaria, which is 4th among all 

countries in the Index. All EU10+1 countries are above the 

average benchmark.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This indicator consists of two sub-indicators ς of Doing 

Business and Index of Economic Freedom. Estonia excels in 

this indicator as it is first among all 35 countries. Latvia and 

Lithuania are not that far behind being 6th and 8th. The Czech 

Republic and Poland are also above average performers. 

Hungary, Slovenia and Croatia are last in the group.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Country Score 2017Rank 2017

Estonia 83 1

Maximum EU15+2 76 2

Bulgaria 72 4

Czech Republic 67 5

Romania 67 6

Lithuania 66 9

Latvia 65 10

Slovakia 59 13

Poland 58 15

Hungary 46 23

Slovenia 44 25

Croatia 41 26

Average EU15+2 41

Minimum EU15+2 0 35

Government Debt

Country Score 2017 Rank 2017

Estonia 78 1

Maximum EU15+2 76 3

Lithuania 71 6

Latvia 68 8

Czech Republic 60 14

Poland 54 15

Average EU15+2 53

Romania 48 17

Bulgaria 46 19

Slovakia 44 20

Hungary 40 25

Slovenia 35 28

Croatia 29 32

Minimum EU15+2 14 34

Market Development
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The Information and Communication Technology index of 

the United Nations measures the level of development of 

the information society in a country. Estonia is first among 

its peers of the EU10+1 group and 10th in the overall 

ranking and scores above the average benchmark. In the 

Index 2017, Iceland ranks first and Denmark is second (first 

in the EU) with 80 points.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Credit Indices is the average score of the sovereign 

rating risks of the three big credit agencies - aƻƻŘȅΩǎΣ {ϧt 

and Fitch. The Czech Republic and Estonia both perform 

just above average with identical score of 60 points, but 

bellow the best performing country with score of 79 points.  

 

 

Country Score 2017 Rank 2017

Maximum EU15+2 80 2

Estonia 67 10

Average EU15+2 62

Czech Republic 50 16

Slovenia 50 17

Lithuania 47 20

Latvia 47 21

Croatia 46 22

Slovakia 44 23

Hungary 39 25

Bulgaria 39 26

Poland 38 27

Minimum EU15+2 35 29

Romania 30 30

Information&Communication Technology

Country Score 2017 Rank 2017

Maximum EU15+2 79 2

Czech Republic 60 11

Estonia 60 12

Average EU15+2 60

Slovakia 57 13

Slovenia 52 17

Latvia 51 18

Lithuania 51 19

Poland 51 20

Bulgaria 42 23

Hungary 39 24

Romania 39 25

Croatia 31 29

Minimum EU15+2 10 35

Credit Rating
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The EU10+1 catching-up in the Quality of Life category  
 

 

Slovenia is the closet EU10+1 country to the desired quality of life benchmark with 60 points and 13th 

position in the ranking of 35 countries. The Czech Republic and Estonia are second and third among the 

CEE countries. However, Estonia is a distant 18th among all countries in the Index. Latvia, Romania and 

Bulgaria are the last in quality of life catching-up of CEE countries.   

 

 

The catching-up in the quality of life is the slowest compared to the other categories. With the exception 

of Slovenia and the Czech Republic, the rest of the countries do not have particularly good performance, 

starting from 18th position (Estonia) to 30th (Bulgaria) on a scale from 1 to 35. The old EU member states 

maintain higher quality of life with even the lowest ranking EU15+2 country is not lagging so far behind, 

as for example in economy ranking.  

Hungary is the country, which suffered the biggest regress, dropping by 3 and 4 positions compared to 

2011 and 2012 respectively.  

Group Country Score 2017 Rank 2017
Score 

change vs 

2016

Score 

change vs 

2015

Score 

change vs 

2014

Score 

change vs 

2013

Score 

change vs 

2012

Score 

change vs  

2011

Rank Change 

vs 2016

Rank Change 

vs 2015

Rank Change 

vs 2014

Rank 

change vs 

2013

Rank 

change vs 

2012

Rank 

change vs 

2011

EU15+2 Maximum 70 1

EU15+2 Average 62

EU10+1                         Slovenia 60 13 0 4 1 3 2 2 0 1 0 1 1 2

EU10+1                         Czech Republic 55 14 -1 -1 -1 -3 0 2 0 -1 0 -1 2 4

EU10+1                         Estonia 53 18 -1 1 2 5 4 4 -1 0 1 3 2 2

EU10+1                         Poland 50 21 0 1 0 2 2 4 0 -1 -1 1 3 2

EU15+2 Minimum 46 22

EU10+1                         Slovakia 46 23 0 2 0 -3 -1 1 0 1 0 -4 -1 1

EU10+1                         Lithuania 46 24 0 0 0 1 7 5 0 -1 0 0 2 2

EU10+1                         Hungary 44 25 0 0 0 0 -4 -4 0 0 0 0 -4 -3

EU10+1                         Croatia 44 26 1 0 1 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 -1 -1

EU10+1                         Latvia 42 27 1 0 3 5 7 6 0 0 0 0 0 0

EU10+1                         Romania 29 29 1 -1 0 1 -3 2 1 0 0 2 1 2

EU10+1                         Bulgaria 28 30 -1 -1 -1 0 -2 -2 -1 0 0 0 1 0

EU10+1 Catching-Up in Quality of Life: Change of Scores and Ranks
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In terms of longer-term trends, most of the countries have improved their performance in comparison 

to 2011. The Czech Republic advanced significantly by 4 positions compared to 2011, but then began to 

slowdown in 2013. Estonia and Romania have sustained progress over three years, e.g. when the 2017 

results are compared to those in 2011, 2012 and 2013.  

The data shows also there are not many changes after 2013, e.g. the catching-up have stalled and the 

countries rather retain their results.  

 

 

The Quality of Life category: catching -up by indicators  

 

The consumption indicator is used for comparing the relative 

welfare of consumers between countries. The Index 2017 

results show that the new EU member states are still far from 

reaching the older member states in this indicator ς with 

nearly 34 points below the best performer and below the 

average benchmark. Only Lithuania, the Czech Republic and 

several other countries have relatively better results. Unlike 

many other indicators, the worst performing old member 

state is still better off than the majority of new member 

states.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Country Score 2017Rank 2017

Maximum EU15+2 86 1

Average EU15+2 65

Lithuania 52 16

Czech Republic 46 19

Minimum EU15+2 45 20

Slovakia 45 21

Poland 43 22

Slovenia 43 23

Estonia 40 24

Latvia 37 25

Hungary 34 26

Romania 34 27

Croatia 31 29

Bulgaria 27 31

Consumption per capita
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Social Issues is a composite indicator that includes three sub-

indicators on inequality, risk of poverty and long-term 

unemployment. Slovenia, the Czech Republic and Hungary 

perform above the desired average benchmark ς i.e. the 

average score of the old member states. Slovakia and Poland 

also come very close to the goal.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Education indicator is a composite of several sub-

indicators ς share of people with university education, share 

of early school leavers and the PISA results. Estonia is just 1 

point short of being first in the overall ranking and along with 

Slovenia and Poland it performs above the average. Lithuania 

and Latvia also perform strongly and are close to the average 

score.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Country Score 2017Rank 2017

Maximum EU15+2 72 2

Slovenia 66 4

Hungary 64 8

Czech Republic 63 11

Average EU15+2 57

Slovakia 56 17

Poland 55 18

Croatia 50 20

Estonia 50 21

Latvia 46 22

Lithuania 42 25

Romania 33 29

Bulgaria 29 31

Minimum EU15+2 28 32

Social Issues

Country Score 2017Rank 2017

Maximum EU15+2 72 1

Estonia 71 2

Slovenia 65 4

Poland 62 10

Average EU15+2 59

Lithuania 58 15

Latvia 57 16

Czech Republic 55 18

Croatia 52 21

Hungary 47 24

Slovakia 45 26

Minimum EU15+2 39 27

Bulgaria 37 28

Romania 29 31

Education
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Country Score 2017 Rank 

Maximum EU15+2 76 1

Average EU15+2 64

Slovenia 62 13

Czech Republic 58 16

Estonia 53 18

Poland 49 21

Lithuania 47 22

Slovakia 46 23

Minimum EU15+2 45 24

Hungary 42 25

Latvia 40 26

Croatia 39 27

Romania 29 29

Bulgaria 27 30

Human Development Index

 

The Health indicator uses several sub-indicators: life 

expectancy, healthy life expectancy, quality of the healthcare 

system and the infant mortality. Only Slovenia is close to the 

average benchmark. And unlike the majority of cases, the old 

member states worst performer with the minimum score is 

still in much better shape than the others in the group.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Human Development Index of the United Nations is a 

summary measure of average achievement in key dimensions 

of human development: a long and healthy life, being 

knowledgeable and have a decent standard of living. Slovenia 

is closest to the average score of the old member states, 

followed by the Czech Republic. Bulgaria and Romania 

underperform.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Country Score 2017 Rank 

Maximum EU15+2 71 2

Average EU15+2 64

Slovenia 62 13

Czech Republic 54 19

Minimum EU15+2 54 20

Estonia 50 21

Croatia 46 22

Poland 39 23

Slovakia 39 24

Hungary 32 28

Latvia 32 29

Lithuania 29 30

Bulgaria 22 33

Romania 20 34

Health
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EU10+1 catching-up in the Democracy category  
 

Estonia, the Czech Republic and Slovenia are the countries closest to the desired goal of catching-up in 

the democracy category. Moreover, Estonia occupies 13th position out of 35, surpassing many other 

member states and is just one point below the old-member average score.  

 

Bulgaria (29th) and Hungary (29th) are at the bottom of the ranking with negligible difference in the 

scores.  

In terms of longer term development, Hungary has regressed significantly by losing 6 positions in the 

ranking in comparison to 2011 and has minus 15 points in the score, respectively. Similarly, Poland and 

Slovakia have been backsliding too, going down the ranking and losing score points, especially in 

comparison to 2012. Poland has slipped 5 positions down the ranking.  

Latvia and Romania have climbed up in the ranking, making considerable gains with respectively 5 and 3 

positions up compared to 2011. In general, the Baltic countries have stayed on course to democracy 

gains, all Central European countries of the V4 have regressed compared to their initial strong showing, 

the Balkan countries have stagnated with Romania as the exception from these geographic patterns.  

 

Group Country
Democracy  

Score 2017
Rank 2017

Score 

change vs 

2016

Score 

change vs 

2015

Score 

change vs 

2014

Score 

change vs 

2013

Score 

change vs 

2012

Score 

change vs  

2011

Rank Change 

vs 2016

Rank Change 

vs 2015

Rank Change 

vs 2014

Rank 

change vs 

2013

Rank 

change vs 

2012

Rank 

change vs 

2011

EU15+2 Maximum 75 1

EU15+2 Average 61

EU10+1                         Estonia 60 13 1 1 0 1 1 2 0 0 -1 -1 -2 -1

EU10+1                         Czech Republic 56 16 -1 0 0 -1 -1 -1 -2 -1 -1 -2 -3 -2

EU10+1                         Slovenia 54 17 1 3 1 0 0 0 2 3 -1 0 -1 0

EU10+1                         Lithuania 52 18 0 0 1 3 2 1 3 0 3 3 3 2

EU10+1                         Latvia 51 20 2 4 8 11 10 7 3 3 4 6 6 5

EU10+1                         Poland 48 23 -6 -7 -4 -4 -5 -3 -8 -7 -5 -5 -5 -2

EU10+1                         Slovakia 48 24 -6 -4 -4 -3 -4 -1 -6 -5 -5 -4 -5 -1

EU10+1                         Croatia 41 25 -1 -1 0 -1 -2 0 0 0 1 0 0 2

EU10+1                         Romania 40 26 2 4 6 7 5 9 0 2 3 3 2 3

EU15+2 Minimum 37 27

EU10+1                         Hungary 36 28 -2 -1 -5 -6 -9 -15 -1 -1 -3 -4 -4 -6

EU10+1                         Bulgaria 35 29 3 1 -1 1 -1 1 1 0 -1 -1 0 -1

EU10+1 Catching-Up in Democracy: Change of Scores and Ranks
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The Democracy category: catching -up by indicators  

 

The Satisfaction with Democracy indicator is based on results 

of public opinion surveys (Eurobarometer). In general, the 

new member states are far from the best performing old 

member state with over 30 points difference, but the Czech 

Republic, Poland and Estonia are closest to the average 

benchmark. Romania, Lithuania and Croatia are most 

dissatisfied with the way democracy works in their country.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Trust in People is a proxy indicator for civil society 

development. It measures to what extent people trust 

others that are not their immediate friends and relatives. 

This is a fundamental measure for a democratic society. In 

general, the new member states have lower trust in others 

compared to the best performers in the Index. Latvia, 

Slovenia, Romania and Lithuania are above the average 

and Poland is close to it. Bulgaria is the worst performer in 

the group.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Country Score 2017 Rank 2017

Maximum EU15+2 89 1

Average EU15+2 60

Czech Republic 58 12

Poland 56 13

Estonia 52 16

Latvia 47 19

Hungary 45 20

Slovakia 36 24

Slovenia 35 25

Bulgaria 33 28

Romania 27 31

Lithuania 26 32

Croatia 20 34

Minimum EU15+2 16 35

Satisfaction with Democracy

Country Score 2017Rank 2017

Maximum EU15+2 100 1

Latvia 66 6

Slovenia 66 7

Romania 64 9

Lithuania 59 13

Average EU15+2 58

Poland 57 14

Estonia 53 16

Slovakia 53 17

Czech Republic 43 24

Hungary 43 25

Croatia 40 26

Minimum EU15+2 28 28

Bulgaria 23 30

Trust in People
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The Democracy Indices is a composite score of Freedom 

House and Economist Intelligence Unit reports. According to 

these results, all new member states are below the average 

benchmark and far from the best performer among the old 

member states. Still, Estonia is 15th among 35 countries and 

first among its peers, followed by the Czech Republic and 

Slovenia. Hungary is the worst performing country ς 29th out 

of 35 - with Bulgaria and Romania close by.  

  

 

 

 

 

 

Media freedom is measured through the Freedom House 

Freedom of the Press score and the Reporters without 

Borders Press Freedom Index. Estonia has the highest level of 

media freedom among new EU member states. It has a very 

high score of 67 points, close to the best performer with 76 

points and it is 8th among all 35 countries. The Czech Republic 

and Slovakia are just slightly below the average benchmark 

ό{ƭƻǾŀƪƛŀΩǎ Řŀǘŀ ǇǊŜŎŜŘŜ ǘƘŜ ǘǊŀƎƛŎ death of journalist Jan 

Kuciak). Bulgaria is the worst performing country on 28th 

position among 35 countries and is close to the bottom of the 

ranking, preceded by Hungary (27th) and Croatia (28th).  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Country Score 2017Rank 2017

Maximum EU15+2 74 1

Average EU15+2 63

Estonia 57 15

Czech Republic 55 18

Slovenia 54 20

Lithuania 52 21

Slovakia 49 22

Latvia 48 23

Minimum EU15+2 47 24

Croatia 43 25

Poland 42 26

Bulgaria 42 27

Romania 40 28

Hungary 33 29

Democracy Indices

Country Score 2017 Rank 2017

Maximum EU15+2 76 1

Estonia 67 8

Average EU15+2 61

Czech Republic 60 13

Slovakia 59 14

Lithuania 56 16

Latvia 56 17

Slovenia 54 19

Poland 42 24

Romania 42 25

Croatia 35 26

Hungary 33 27

Minimum EU15+2 31 28

Bulgaria 28 32

Media Freedom



The Catch-Up Index 2017 

58 
www.TheCatchUpIndex.eu 

This indicator is based on two sub-indicators - Voice and 

Accountability of the World Bank and the Political Terror 

indicator of the Global Peace Index. Estonia and the Czech 

Republic are slightly above the average benchmark with 

several other countries close by it. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The E-participation indicator measures the "ICT-supported 

participation in processes involved in government and 

ƎƻǾŜǊƴŀƴŎŜέΣ ǊŜŦŜǊǊƛƴg to citizen participation in the process. 

According to the UN E-Participation Index used, Poland, Lithuania 

and Estonia perform above the average benchmark.  

 

  

Country Score 2017 Rank 2017

Maximum EU15+2 70 1

Estonia 64 9

Czech Republic 60 11

Average EU15+2 60

Slovenia 59 14

Lithuania 58 15

Poland 56 17

Croatia 52 22

Latvia 49 23

Slovakia 42 25

Hungary 40 26

Romania 36 28

Bulgaria 34 29

Minimum EU15+2 31 31

Civil and Political Rights

Country Score 2017 Rank 2017

Maximum EU15+2 88 1

Poland 71 8

Lithuania 64 9

Estonia 61 13

Average EU15+2 58

Croatia 57 15

Slovenia 49 18

Bulgaria 45 21

Romania 35 26

Czech Republic 26 30

Slovakia 23 31

Latvia 21 32

Minimum EU15+2 21 33

Hungary 16 35

E-participation
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EU10+1 catching-up in the Governance category  
 

 

Estonia, Slovenia and the Czech Republic are the best performing countries with identical scores 56, 56 

and 55 respectively on a scale from 0 to 100. They are close, but still below the average benchmark with 

61 score. The three top performers are 14th, 15th and 16th in the ranking out of 35 countries.  

The countries that lag behind the most are Bulgaria (28th) and Romania (27th) with identical scores of 35 

and 36 points. The rest of the countries have average performance in the middle of the ranking.  

 

 

In regard to longer-term trends, only Estonia and Lithuania have made the most considerable gains, 

advancing in comparison to several consecutive years from 2011 to 2017. Their neighbor Latvia has less 

impressive gains in the ranking, but has comparable gains in scores. Romania, though lower down the 

ranking, have made gains in both the ranking and the scores.  

Group Country
Governance 

Score 2017
Rank 2017

Score 

change vs 

2016

Score 

change vs 

2015

Score 

change vs 

2014

Score 

change vs 

2013

Score 

change vs 

2012

Score 

change vs  

2011

Rank 

Change vs 

2016

Rank 

Change vs 

2015

Rank 

Change vs 

2014

Rank 

change vs 

2013

Rank 

change vs 

2012

Rank 

change vs 

2011

EU15+2 Maximum 73 1

EU15+2 Average 61

EU10+1                         Estonia 56 14 1 1 3 4 6 6 1 0 1 5 5 5

EU10+1                         Slovenia 56 15 2 2 3 1 0 -2 2 3 2 1 1 -1

EU10+1                         Czech Republic 55 16 1 1 2 0 -1 0 0 0 0 -2 -1 1

EU10+1                         Lithuania 49 20 0 0 4 7 8 8 0 2 3 4 4 4

EU10+1                         Slovakia 48 21 2 2 0 -2 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0

EU10+1                         Poland 47 22 -2 -2 -4 -4 -2 -1 -1 -2 -2 -2 -2 -2

EU10+1                         Latvia 47 23 2 2 3 3 7 7 0 0 1 0 2 2

EU10+1                         Hungary 44 24 1 1 -2 -4 -2 -2 0 0 -2 -2 -2 -2

EU10+1                         Croatia 41 26 1 1 2 3 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 1

EU10+1                         Romania 36 27 1 1 3 2 2 3 0 0 1 2 2 2

EU10+1                         Bulgaria 35 28 2 2 2 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0

EU15+2 Minimum 33 29

EU10+1 Catching-Up in Governance: Change of Scores and Ranks
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Hungary and Poland have regressed the most and for several years in a row, when their 2017 results are 

compared to those of 2011 and later, right up to 2016 for Poland.  

The governance table shows that there are not many changes and, similarly to other categories, there is 

generally a slowdown of the catching-process after 2014-2015.  

 

 

The Governance category: catching -up by indicators  
 

The corruption indicator uses the Transparency International 

ŀƴŘ ²ƻǊƭŘ .ŀƴƪ ƛƴŘƛŎŜǎΦ Lǘ ǎŜŜƳǎ ǘƘŀǘ wƻƳŀƴƛŀΩǎ ŀƴǘƛ-

corruption policies are yielding results as it occupies 27th 

place (1-35) with a score of 34 (100-0). Estonia is the least 

corrupt countries in CEE with a score just below the average 

benchmark and 13th place out of 35 countries. The rest of the 

countries have good to decent performance. Bulgaria is by 

far the worst performing country among the new EU 

member states with 26 points and 30th position out of 35.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

Country Score 2017 Rank 2017

Maximum EU15+2 81 1

Average EU15+2 63

Estonia 61 13

Poland 52 15

Slovenia 52 16

Lithuania 49 18

Latvia 44 21

Czech Republic 43 22

Slovakia 39 23

Croatia 37 24

Hungary 36 25

Romania 34 27

Minimum EU15+2 31 28

Bulgaria 26 30

Corruption
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The political stability indicator uses two sub-indicators - 

Political instability of the Economist Intelligence Unit and 

Political Stability and Absence of Violence of the World 

Governance Indicators. Slovenia, the Czech Republic are 

more politically stable than the rest of the CEE countries 

and there score is above the average benchmark. Poland is 

the least politically stable country in its group.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Slovenia, Estonia and Lithuania have the most effective 

governments in CEE. They are close, yet below to the 

average benchmark. Bulgaria ς 27th place and Romania ς 

34th - have the least effective governments in the group.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Country Score 2017 Rank 2017

Maximum EU15+2 77 1

Slovenia 70 4

Czech Republic 62 12

Average EU15+2 58

Hungary 58 14

Slovakia 54 17

Lithuania 52 19

Romania 51 20

Estonia 50 21

Croatia 49 22

Latvia 49 23

Bulgaria 39 27

Minimum EU15+2 38 28

Poland 36 30

Political Stability

Country Score 2017 Rank 2017

Maximum EU15+2 78 1

Average EU15+2 63

Slovenia 58 14

Estonia 57 16

Lithuania 56 17

Czech Republic 53 18

Latvia 52 19

Slovakia 49 22

Poland 46 23

Croatia 41 25

Hungary 40 26

Bulgaria 35 27

Minimum EU15+2 32 28

Romania 14 34

Government Effectiveness
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Country Score 2017 Rank 2017

Maximum EU15+2 76 1

Average EU15+2 62

Estonia 62 13

Czech Republic 59 15

Slovenia 57 16

Lithuania 56 18

Latvia 55 20

Slovakia 49 22

Poland 48 23

Hungary 44 24

Croatia 39 25

Romania 34 26

Minimum EU15+2 31 28

Bulgaria 26 29

Rule of Law

Estonia has better scores in Regulatory Quality than the 

average of the old member and is on 8th position out of 35. 

Croatia, the newest new member state has the lowest score 

and position within its group in this indicator.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In the Rule of Law indicator, the CEE countries perform 

under the desired average benchmark, but Estonia is 

closest to the goal with 13th position among 35 countries. 

Croatia, Romania and Bulgaria ς 25th, 26th and 29nd in the 

ranking ς have the lowest scores in the group.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Country Score 2017 Rank 2017

Maximum EU15+2 78 1

Estonia 70 8

Average EU15+2 62

Lithuania 57 14

Latvia 56 15

Czech Republic 52 19

Poland 50 20

Slovakia 49 21

Bulgaria 41 24

Slovenia 40 25

Hungary 38 26

Romania 37 27

Croatia 30 29

Minimum EU15+2 20 33

Regulatory Quality
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This indicator is composed of two sub-indicators - Conflicts and 

tensions in the country ς by selected Global Peace Index 

indicators and the Homicide rates per 100,000 people. The 

Czech Republic is the only one performing above the average 

benchmark and it has very high 6th position among 35 

countries. Three countries ς Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania ς 

underperform and are under the minimum score of the old 

member states.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The E-ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊ ƛǎ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ¦bΩǎ 9-

government surveys and scores. It is included in the Index 

because it is a measure of government efficiency and delivery 

of services to citizens. Estonia is leader in the CEE group of 

countries with 69 points and 7th place in the ranking, but it is 

far from the best performer among the old member states 

with 85 points.  

 

  


















































































