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On the Transformation of Economic Growth Mode of Central and Eastern European Countries
Sun Jingyu, Ye Xiaoyu
Department of Economics, Nankai University, Tianjin 300071, China
Abstract: The continued growth of central and eastern European transformation countries before the financial crisis and the
growth dip after the crisis can be attributed to the economic growth mode formed during the market economy transition. The
main reasons of the economic growth pattern formation of Central and eastern European transformation countries are that in
the absence of effective supervision ability and the blind market policy mistakes of the international capital market. Central
and eastern European transformation countries should go the economic development way with inside and outside balance, thus
to seek a balance between the speed of economic growth and economic growth stability.

Key words: central and eastern European transformation coutries; economic growth mode; financial liberalization



