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List of Studies and Characteristics 

 
Author(s) 

(Year) 

Competition 

measure 

Level of 

competition 

measure  

Type of 

competition  

Unit of 

analysis 

Research 

Design/Estimation 

Method 

Years of 

Study (S4) 

Location of 

Study (SA3) 

%FRL  %Black  %Latino  

Arum, R. 

(1996) 

market share school private student regression n/a National NR 14.26% NR 

Barr, J. 

(2007) 

market share/other district charter school school fixed 

effects 

2006-2006 New Jersey 73% 54.80% 31.1.7% 

Bayer, P. J., 

& 

McMillan, 

R. (2010) 

other school public school regression 1990 U.S. NR NR NR 

Bayer, P., & 

McMillan, 

R. (2005) 

other school public school regression 1990 U.S. NR NR NR 

Bettinger, 

E. P. (1999) 

geographic school  charter school difference in 

difference 

1996-1999 Michigan 36.96% 14.42% 2.26% 

Bettinger, 

E. P. (2005) 

geographic school charter school difference in 

difference, fixed 

effects, 

instrumental 

variable 

1996-1999 Michigan 36.28% 18.79% NR 

Bifulco, R., 

& Ladd, H. 

F. (2005) 

geographic school charter student fixed effects 1996-2002 North 

Carolina 

NR 30.40% 3.40% 

Bifulco, R., 

& Ladd, H. 

F. (2006) 

geographic/market 

share 

school charter student fixed effects 1996-2002 North 

Carolina 

NR 30.40% 3.4 

Blair, J. P., 

& Staley, S. 

(1995) 

geographic/other district public district regression  6 MSAs in 

Ohio 

NR NR NR 

Bohte, J. 

(2004) 

market share county  charter district pooled time series 1997-2001 Texas NR NR NR 

Booker, K., 

Gilpatric, S. 

M., 

Gronberg, 

T., & 

market 

share/geographic 

district charter student fixed effects 1993-2004 Texas 53% 16.20% 41.40% 



Jansen, D. 

(2008) 

Borland, M. 

V., & 

Howsen, R. 

M. (1992) 

market share county mixed district two-stage least 

squares 

1989-1990 Kentucky NR NR NR 

Borland, M. 

V., & 

Howsen, R. 

M. (1993) 

market share county mixed district regression  1989-1990 Kentucky NR NR NR 

Borland, M. 

V., & 

Howsen, R. 

M. (2000) 

market share county mixed district regression 1989-1990 Kentucky NR NR NR 

Carpenter, 

D. M., & 

Medina, P. 

M. (2011) 

market share district charter district regression 2003-2008 Colorado 39% NR NR 

Carr, M. 

(2011) 

policy school private student school fixed 

effects 

2002-2008 NR NR NR NR 

Chakrabarti, 

R. (2008a) 

policy school private school fixed effects 

regression 

discontinuity 

1999-2002 Florida NR NR NR 

Chakrabarti, 

R. (2008b) 

policy/geographic school private student school and student 

fixed effects 

1999-2002 Florida NR NR NR 

Chakrabarti, 

R. (2013) 

geographic/policy school private school regression 

discontinuity, 

fixed effects, 

regression 

1999-2002 Florida NR NR NR 

Cohen-

Zada, D. 

(2009) 

market share county private student instrumental 

variable 

1972-1979 United 

States 

NR 15% 4% 

Couch, J. 

F., Ii, W. F. 

S., & 

Williams, 

A. L. 

(1993) 

market share school private student regression 1988-1989 North 

Carolina 

NR NR NR 

Couch, J. 

F., 

Shughart, 

W. F., & 

Williams, 

A. (1993) 

market share county private county regression 1988-1989 Mixed NR NR NR 



Cremata, E. 

J. & 

Raymond, 

M. E. 

(2014) 

market share 

other 

school charter student difference-in-

difference 

student/school 

fixed effects 

2005-2009 Washington, 

D.C. 

71.2% 82.3% 10.2% 

Davis, T. 

M. (2013) 

geographic school charter student regression 2002 United 

States 

42% 43.40% 18.30% 

Ertas, N. 

(2007) 

market 

share/geographic 

school charter school difference-in-

difference 

1995-2001 Texas 

 

NR NR NR 

Figlio, D. 

N., & 

Rouse, C. 

E. (2006) 

policy school private school/student student fixed 

effects 

1995-2000 Florida NR NR NR 

Figlio, D. 

N. & Hart, 

C. M. D. 

(2010) 

market 

share/geographic 

school private student school fixed 

effects 

1999-2002 Florida 35% 22% 20% 

Figlio, D., 

& Hart, C. 

M. D. 

(2011) 

market 

share/geographic 

school private student regression 1999-2007 Florida NR NR NR 

Forster, G. 

(2008) 

policy school private school regression 2001-2007 Florida NR NR NR 

Geller, C. 

R. (2000) 

market share school private student instrumental 

variables 

1988-1990 Georgia NR 26.28% NR 

Geller, C. 

R., Sjoquist, 

D. L., & 

Walker, M. 

B. (2006) 

geographic/market 

share 

county  private district instrumental 

variable 

1986-1990 Georgia 17.31%1  26.28% NR 

Gray, N. L. 

(2012) 

policy district charter school school fixed 

effects 

2001-2008 Ohio 36.60% NR NR 

Greene, J. 

P. (2001) 

policy school public school group difference 1999-2000 Florida NR NR NR 

Greene, J. 

P., & 

Winters, M. 

A. (2008) 

geographic school private school student and school 

fixed effects 

2000-2005 Florida NR NR NR 

Greene, J. 

P., Forster, 

G. (2002) 

policy/geographic school mixed school regression 1998-2002 Florida NR NR NR 

                                                 
1 households with children below poverty in county 



Greene, J. 

P., & 

Marsh, R. 

H. (2009) 

geographic school private student student fixed 

effects 

1999-2006 Milwaukee 74.85% NR NR 

Greene, J. 

P., Winters, 

M. A. 

(2003) 

policy school private school regression 1998-2003 Florida 69%-

88% 

NR NR 

Greene, J. 

P., 

&Winters, 

M. A. 

(2006) 

geographic school mixed school regression 2003-2005 Washington, 

D.C. 

NR NR NR 

Greene, K. 

V., & 

Byung-Goo, 

K. (2004) 

market share district private student instrumental 

variables 

1989-1993 New York 

State 

NR NR NR 

Henry, G. 

T., & 

Gordon, C. 

S. (2006) 

market share county mixed student instrumental 

variable 

1996-1997 Georgia NR 40% 4% 

Holmes, G. 

M., 

DeSimone, 

J., & Rupp, 

N. G. 

(2003) 

geographic school charter school regression  1996-2000 North 

Carolina 

38.20% 31.90% 3.30% 

Hoxby, C. 

M. (1994) 

market share county private student regression, 

instrumental 

variable 

 National NR 23.25% 14.58% 

Hoxby, C. 

M. (1996) 

policy metropolitan 

area 

private student instrumental 

variable 

 Northeastern 

US 

NR 24% 14% 

Hoxby, C. 

M. (1999) 

policy/market 

share 

metropolitan 

area 

mixed NR NR  US 

 

 

NR NR NR 

Hoxby, C. 

M. (2000) 

market share district public student regression 1994, 1998 U.S. 

 

NR NR NR 

Hoxby, C. 

M. (2003) 

market share metropolitan 

area, school, 

district 

mixed school school fixed 

effects, 

differences-in-

differences 

analysis, 

detrended analysis 

1994 

 

1996-2000 

1992-2000 

 

1992-2000 

U.S. 

Wisconsin 

Michigan 

Arizona 

81.30% 65.40% 2.90% 

Hoxby, C. 

M. (2003) 

market share district voucher school regression 1992-2002 

1992-2002 

Michigan 

Arizona 

NR NR NR 



Husted, T. 

A., & 

Kenny, L. 

W. (2000) 

market share school private state regression 1987-1992 37 states 

(excluding 

Idaho, Iowa, 

Kansas, 

Kentucky, 

Louisiana, 

Mississippi, 

Montana, 

Nebraska, 

North 

Carolina, 

North 

Dakota, 

South 

Dakota, 

Utah, and 

Wyoming) 

NR NR NR 

Imberman, 

S. A. (2007) 

market 

share/geographic 

school charter student student and school 

fixed-effects 

1994-2005 U.S. 74.8% - 

82.3% 

NR  NR  

Imberman, 

S. A. (2011) 

market share school charter student student fixed 

effects 

1999-2005 US: 

Southwest 

72%-

80% 

35%-37% 50%-56% 

Jackson, P. 

J. (1998) 

market share district mixed district regression 1995-1996 Southeast 

Michigan (3 

counties) 

NR NR NR 

Jacob, A. 

(2014) 

geography/market 

share 

school private school school-level fixed 

effects 

regression 

discontinuity 

2010-2013 Louisiana 87.45% 69.69% 3.53% 

Jepsen, C. 

(2002) 

market share county private county regression 1988 U.S. NR NR NR 

Jepsen, C. 

A. (2000) 

geographic/market 

share 

school private student regression 1972-1990 U.S. NR NR NR 

Jha, N. K. 

(2013) 

geography/market 

share 

district public student fixed effects, 

random effects, 

Hausman-Taylor 

regression 

1990-1995 U.S. 33.23% 31.20% 17.70% 

Jinnai, Y. 

(2014) 

market share school charter student fixed effects 1997-2005 North 

Carolina 

40.85% 29.1% 4.7% 

Kamienski, 

A. L. 

(2009) 

geographic school charter school multi-level model 2002-2005 Illinois NR NR NR 

Kamienski, 

A. L.(2011) 

geographic school charter school multi-level model 2002-2005 Chicago NR NR NR 

Kang, B. 

G., & 

market share school mixed student/school regression 1989-1993 Upstate 

New York 

NR NR NR 



Greene, K. 

V. (2002) 

Ladner, M. 

(2007) 

market share school mixed school regression 2001-2004 Arizona 7.04%-

15.99% 

NR 8.25%-

20.99% 

Lee, Y. G. 

(2013) 

market share district/county mixed student group 

comparison, 

random effects, 

student fixed 

effects, student-

school/student-

district spell fixed 

effects, 

instrumental 

variable 

1998-2004 Nationwide NR 21% 16.20% 

Lowe, N. R. 

(2013) 

policy school private student paired t-test, 

regression 

2001-2012 Ohio NR NR NR 

Mader, N. 

S. (2010) 

market share school private student school fixed 

effects 

NR Milwaukee 79% 59% 24% 

Maranto, 

R., 

Milliman, 

S., & 

Stevens, S. 

(2000) 

market share district private district regression 1988 Florida NR NR NR 

Marlow, M. 

L. (1997) 

market share school/district mixed student regression 1988-1993  NR NR NR 

Martineau, 

M.D. 

(2013) 

geographic/market 

share 

school charter school school fixed 

effects 

2005-2010 Utah NR NR NR 

McHugh, C. 

(2005) 

geographic metropolitan 

area 

mixed metropolitan 

area 

regression 1990 U.S. NR NR NR 

McMillan, 

R. (1999) 

market share district private school/student instrumental 

variable 

1988 U.S. NR 11.10% 8.60% 

Merrifield, 

J., & Gray, 

N. (2009) 

policy school private student/school school fixed 

effects 

2003-2008 Texas NR NR NR 

Misra, K. 

(2010) 

geographic/market 

share 

school private school regression 2005-2006  Mississippi 60%-

64% 

46.81%-

58% 

NR 

Misra, K., 

Grimes, P. 

W., & 

Rogers, K. 

E. (2012) 

geographic/market 

share 

school private school regression 2005-2006 Mississippi 64.14% 48.43% NR 



Newmark, 

C. M. 

(1995) 

market share county private county regression 1989-1990 North 

Carolina 

NR NR NR 

Ni, Y. 

(2007) 

market share district  charter school regression 1994-2004 Michigan 32% 17% 3% 

Ni, Y. 

(2009) 

market share district  charter school regression, fixed 

effects, first 

differencing, 

random trend 

1994-2004 Michigan 32% 17.38% 3.42% 

Nisar, H. D. 

(2011) 

geographic school mixed student student and school 

fixed effects 

2001-2009 Milwaukee 81% 62% 71% 

Nisar, H. D. 

(2012) 

geographic school mixed student student and school 

fixed effects 

2001-2009 Milwaukee 81% 62% 17% 

Rothstein, 

J. (2004) 

geographic district public student instrumental 

variable 

1994, 1998 U.S. NR 0.89 0.49 

Rothstein, 

J. M. (2006) 

market share metropolitan 

area 

public school regression 1988-1994 National NR 9%-13% 11%-14% 

Rouse, C. 

E., 

Hannaway, 

J., 

Goldhaber, 

D., Figlio, 

D. (2007) 

policy/law school mixed student regression 

discontinuity 

2002-2005 Florida NR NR NR 

Sander. W. 

(1999) 

market share county private county regression 1989-1990 Chicago 22.3%-

41.1% 

12.2%-

23.3% 

5.3%-

10.8% 

Sass, T. R. 

(2006) 

geographic/market 

share 

school mixed student student and school 

fixed effects 

1999-2003  Florida 37%-

45% 

24%-29% 21% 

Simon, C. 

A., & 

Lovrich, N. 

P. (1996) 

market share district private district regression 1990 Washington 

State 

NR NR NR 

Smith, K. 

B., & 

Meier, K. J. 

(1995) 

market share district private district regression 1986-1990 Florida NR NR NR 

Snyder, S. 

(2011) 

market share school public school regression 2002-2010 Illinois NR 55.30% 31.60% 

West, M. 

R., & 

Peterson, P. 

E. (2006). 

policy/geographic school private student student fixed 

effects 

2002-2004 Florida 74.85% NR NR 

Winters, M. 

A. (2012) 

market share school charter student student fixed 

effects 

 New York 

City 

NR 32.60% 39% 



Winters, M. 

A., & 

Greene, J. 

P. (2011) 

geographic school private student fixed effects 2002-2005 Florida NR NR NR 

Wrinkle, R. 

D., Stewart, 

J., & 

Polinard, J. 

L. (1999) 

market share county private county regression 1986-1990 Texas NR NR NR 

Zanzig, B. 

R. (1997) 

geographic/market 

share 

county mixed district instrumental 

variable, 

regression 

1970 California 20.98% NR NR 

Zimmer, R., 

& Buddin, 

R. (2009) 

geographic/market 

share 

school charter school student and school 

fixed effects 

2001-2008 Philadelphia 78.26% 11.57% 64.61% 

Zimmer, R., 

Blanc, S., 

Gill, B., & 

Christman, 

J. (2009) 

geographic school charter school student and school 

fixed effects 

1997-2002 6 California 

districts 

78.26% 11.57% 64.61% 

Zimmer, R., 

Gill, B., 

Booker, K., 

Lavertu, S., 

Sass, T. R., 

& Witte, J. 

(2009) 

geographic school charter student student and school 

fixed effects 

1997-1998 

1997-1998 

2006-2006 

1997-2007 

1997-2007 

2000-2007 

1997-1998 

Chicago 

Denver 

Milwaukee 

Philadelphia 

San Diego 

Ohio 

Texas 

NR NR NR 
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Figure 1 

Forest Plot: District/County Level Studies 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



Figure 2 

 

Forest Plot: School-Level Studies 

 

 
 

  



Figure 3 

 

Forest Plot: Student-Level Studies 

 

 


