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Abstrak

This study aims to analyze and find out the influence of population growth inflation and the human development index
on economic growth and the number of poor people in East Kalimantan Province. The analysis tool used is path analysis.

The data used is secondary data from 2013-2022. The results of the analysis of path 1. Population growth has a positive
and insignificant effect on economic growth, inflation has a negative and insignificant effect on economic growth, and the
human development index has a positive and significant effect on economic growth in East Kalimantan Province. The
results of the analysis of path 2. Population growth negatively and significantly affects the number of poor people, inflation
has a positive and insignificant effect, and the human development index negatively and significantly affects the number of
poor people, as well as economic growth, has a positive and significant effect on the number of poor people in East
Kalimantan Province. Population growth and the human development index have a positive and insignificant effect on

the number of poor people through economic growth, while inflation has a negative and insignificant effect on the number
of poor people through economic growth in East Kalimantan Province. The effect of total inflation and economic growth

is positive and un-negating on the number of poor people, population growth and human development index are negative
and insignificant on the number of poor people in East Kalimantan Province.
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INTRODUCTION

Economic development is one of the

main focuses in efforts to improve
community welfare, especially in developing
areas such as East Kalimantan Province. One
of the main challenges in economic
development in this region is the high level of
poverty, which is driven by a number of
macroeconomic factors, including population
growth, inflation, and the Human
Development Index (HDI). Even though
various development policies have been
implemented, the problem of poverty is still a
crucial issue that hinders regional progress.
Previous research shows different
results regarding the influence of these
variables on poverty and economic growth.
According to Rini Apriani (2016), population
growth has a negative influence on economic
growth, but this research has positive results
but is not significant on economic growth.
According to Amir Salim (2021), inflation
shows a significant influence on economic
growth in Indonesia, while this research finds
that inflation does not have a significant
influence on economic growth in East
Kalimantan. HDI, as explained by Todaro
(2006), is important in increasing economic
growth, but this research further reveals that
HDI has a significant positive effect on
economic growth and a significant negative
effect on the number of poor people in East

Kalimantan.

Table 1. East Kalimantan Province Economic
Growth and Poverty Rate 2004 - 2023

Year Economic Poverty

Growth Level
2004 5.52% 1.59%
2005 4.74% 11.52%
2006 4.91% 11.24%
2007 5.12% 10.75%
2008 7.29% 9.69%
2009 2.51% 9.25%
2010 4.63% 8.1%
2011 4.71% 7.94%
2012 3.97% 7.88%
2013 2.72% 7.85%
2014 1.46% 6.64%
2015 (0.85)% 6.62%
2016 (0.38)% 6.79%
2017 3.1% 6.08%
2018 2.67% 6.03%
2019 4.74% 6.04%
2020 (2.85)% 6.10%
2021 2.58% 6.64%
2022 3.73% 6.31%
2023 6.22% 5.76%

Souces:

Although there have been many studies

examining the relations between these

economic variables, there is a research gap in
the context of specific regions such as East
Kalimantan, where previous research results
are not always consistent with results
obtained in other regions. There is also a lack
of understanding of the interaction of

variables simultaneously, such as how

economic growth becomes an intervening
variable in the relations between population
growth, inflation, HDI, and poverty.

The difference between this research

and previous research lies in the

methodology and regional focus. For

example, research by Rini Apriani (2016) and
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Amir Salim (2021) also examined the impact
of variables such as population growth and
inflation on economic growth, but with
different results. Previous research shows
that population growth has a negative and
significant influence on economic growth,
while inflation significantly influences
Indonesia's economic growth.

Thus, the contribution of this
research is a more in-depth analysis of a
particular East Kalimantan Province, as well
as the application of a path analysis model
that allows the simultaneous evaluation of
several variables that influence poverty and
economic growth in that region.

Compare to previous research, this
research presents novelty on first, more
specific regional focus on East Kalimantan,
where the economic and social characteristics
of this region are different from other regions
in Indonesia. Second, the using of path
analysis to understand the direct and indirect
influence of economic variables on poverty,
which provides a more comprehensive view
than conventional regression analysis. Third,
identify the

simultaneous influence of population growth,

this research pursues to

inflation, and HDI on economic growth and

poverty, which provides new insights
regarding effective economic policy.
From the statement above, the

following questions aris are first, How do

population growth, inflation, and HDI

influence  economic growth in  East

Kalimantan? Second, how do these variables
influence poverty, both directly and through
economic growth? And third, to what extent
does economic growth act as an intervening
variable in the relations between economic

factors and poverty?

RESEARCH METHOD

Data analysis method

This research model is called a
recursive model with one headed arrow. To
explain the causal relations, the quantitative
method and the appropriate and suitable
analysis tool used are quantitative methods
with path analysis tools using the application

AMOS 22. AMOS (Analysis of Moment

Structures) is software that is generally used

for the analysis of structural equation models

(SEM). Even though it is more suitable for

analyzing latent data, the use of AMOS in

research that uses observation variables (such
as in this study) is still relevant for the
following reasons:

1. Path Analysis: AMOS provides features to
perform path analysis, which is used in
this research. Path analysis is useful for
understanding  direct and indirect

relations

both

between observed variables,

exogenous variables (such as
population growth, inflation, and HDI)
and endogenous variables (such as
economic growth and the number of poor
people). AMOS allows visualization of
path models that make it easier to

interpret relations between variables.
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2. Handling Model Complexity: If the

research involves several variables with

complex  relations, AMOS allows
researchers to construct more structured
models and test many variables at once in
one analysis. It helps in understanding the
direct, indirect, and total effects of the
variables involved.

3. Complex Structural Models: Even if latent
data is not used, if the research goal is to
build a structural model that includes
multiple variables with clear causal paths,
AMOS is still suitable. Researchers can
use AMOS to construct models that
combine observed variables to understand
the structure of the relations between
these variables.

4. Accurate Estimation Power: AMOS also
provides more accurate and complete
estimation results, including goodness-of-
fit tests (such as CFI, and RMSEA) that
allow researchers to measure the degree to

which the hypothesized model fits the

observed data.

Relation arranged in the Model:
* X1, X2, X3 affect Y1.
* Xi, X2, X3 affect Y2 directly.

* Y1 influences Y2 as an intervening variable.

Where is:

o X, = Population Growth
(PopGrow)

. X, =Inflation (Inflation)

o X; = Human Development Index
(HDI)

e Y, = Economic Growth (EcoGrow)

¢ Y, = Poverty / Poor People (Pov)

The study used an equation model,
with 2 (two) models of structural equations.
The two

Data used time-series data.

equations are explicit as follows:

1) Substructure Equation 1
Y =ouX,+o2X,, + a3 X5+ e
2) Substructure Equation 2

Y.=b1X,+b2X,, +b3 X;+e,

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Simultaneous Test

With respect to structure model 1, is e1
=V (1- 0.988) = 0.109. It also shows that the
EcoGrow changes are not much influenced by
other factors beyond the PopGrow, Inflation
and HDI models. With respect to structure
model 1, then F calculate = 102.91 and F table
= 4.76 (o = 0.05). F count = 102.9 > F table up
to a = 0.05. Therefore, the structural equation
model 1is acceptable.

The coefficient of determination for the
model of the equation of structure 2 is the
coefficient of determination Poverty (square
multiple correlation Poverty) of 0.991. This
suggests that 99.1% of the changes (increases
and decreases) of Poverty can be explained
together by variables PopGrow, Inflation and
HDI, and EcoGrow.

Partial Test
Individually testing each path
coefficient is done to determine the

significant or insignificant path coefficient
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(test of significance) in the model used by
looking at the t table and Critical Ratio (C.R)
= t calculate if you want to compare it using t
table (in Djohan 2018; 157). T of the table
determines the significance, if the value t is
smaller than (<) a = 0.05 then the hypothesis
is accepted, and if the t table is greater than
(>) o = 0.05 then the hypothesis is rejected.
Furthermore, individually test the meaning
(test of significance) results of estimated

Table 2. Analysis Result

model parameters to determine the accepted
or rejected hypothesis proposed. In this
regard, to see the functional relations
between variables and the significance of the
influence of exogenous variables PopGrow,
Inflation and HDI there is an intervening
variable or endogenous variables EcoGrow
and Poverty that can be interpretations of the

direct influence between variables are:

Impact on

Variable Economic Growth

Impact on

Poverty Explanation

Positive but not
significant

Population Growth
(X1)

Inflation (X2) Negative but not
significant

Negative and
significant

Positive but not
significant

Population growth does
not significantly impact
economic growth
Inflation does not
significantly impact
economic growth

Human Positive and Negative and HDI significantly

Development Index  significant significant impacts both economic

(HDI) (X3) growth and poverty

Economic Growth - Positive and Economic growth

(Y1) significant impact  reduces the number of
on poverty poor people

Sources:

Direct Effect X1 (Population Growth), X2
(Inflation), and X3 (HDI) on Y1 (Economic
Growth) (« = 0.05) t- table = 1,943)

a. The coefficient of PopGrow against

EcoGrow 1is o0.771 this indicates that

PopGrow has a positive effect on

EcoGrow. Thus, if PopGrow increases,
then EcoGrow will increase. Label P values
of 0.008 > 0.05 indicate that PopGrow has
a positive, but insignificant, effect on
EcoGrow. t calculates 2,669 > t table 1,943

are within Ho reception area. Direct Effect

PopGrow, Inflation, and HDI on EcoGrow

218

(x = 0.05) t- table = 1,943).

b. The coefficient of Inflation against
EcoGrow is -0.001 this indicates that
Inflation negatively affects EcoGrow. Thus,
if Inflation decreases, then EcoGrow will
decrease. P Label values of 0.156 > 0.05
indicate that Inflation is influential
negative and insignificant to EcoGrow. t
calculates -1,419 < t table 1,943 are in Ho's
reception area. Therefore, the hypothesis
states that Inflation has a significant direct
effect on EcoGrow is unacceptable.

c. The coefficient of HDI against EcoGrow is
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0.620 this indicates that HDI has a
positive effect on EcoGrow. Thus, if HDI
increases, then EcoGrow will increase. The
P Label value of 0.021 < 0.05 indicates that
HDI has a positive and significant effect
on EcoGrow. t calculates 2,309 > t table

beyond Ho's acceptance.

1.943 is
Therefore, the hypothesis that HDI has a
significant direct effect on EcoGrow is
acceptable.

Direct Effect X1 (Population Growth), X2
(Inflation), and X3 (HDI) on Y1 (Economic
Growth) on Y2 (Poor People) (a = 0.05) t-
table =2,015)

a. The coefficient of PopGrow against

Poverty is -0.951 this indicates that
PopGrow negatively affects Poverty. Thus,
if PopGrow decreases, then Poverty will
decrease. The P Label value of 0.004 < 0.05
indicates that PopGrow has a negative and
significant effect on Poverty. t calculate -
2,002 < t table 2.015 are within Ho
reception area. Therefore, the hypothesis
that PopGrow has a significant direct

effect on EcoGrow is acceptable.

b. The coefficient of Inflation against Poverty
is 0.089, indicating that Inflation has a
positive effect on Poverty.  Thus, if

Inflation increases, then Poverty will
increase. A P Label value of 0.143 > 0.05
indicates that Inflation has a positive and
insignificant effect on Poverty. t calculate
1,466 < t table 2.015 is in Ho's reception
Therefore, that

area. the hypothesis

Inflation has a significant direct effect on

Poverty is unacceptable.

c. The coefficient of HDI against Poverty is -
1,216, this indicates that HDI negatively
affects Poverty. Thus, if HDI decreases,
then HDI will decrease. The t tabel value <
0.05 indicates that HDI has a negative and
significant effect on Poverty. t calculate -
4,236 < t table 2.015 is beyond Ho's
reception. Therefore, the hypothesis that
HDI has a significant direct effect on

Poverty is acceptable.

d. The coefficient of EcoGrow against

Poverty is 0.581, this indicates that
EcoGrow has a positive effect on Poverty.
Thus, if EcoGrow increases, then Poverty
will increase. The P Label value of 0.040 <
0.05 indicates that EcoGrow has a positive
and significant effect on Poverty. T
calculates 2,056 > t table 2.015 is beyond
Ho's acceptance. Therefore, the hypothesis
that EcoGrow has a significant direct

effect on Poverty is acceptable.

1. Path Equation to Y1:
0.771(PopGrow) + (-
0.091)(Inflation)+ 0.620(HDI)

EcoGrow =

2. Path Equation to Y2
Pov = - 0.951(PopGrow) +
0.089(Inflation) + (-

1,216)(HDI) + 0.581(EcoGrow)

The indirect effect of (Population
Growth), X2 (Inflation), and X3 (HDI)
through Y1 (Economic Growth) on Y2
(Poor People)

a. The indirect effect of PopGrow through
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EcoGrow on Poverty is 0.448. This means
that if PopGrow increases, then Poverty
will increase anyway. This increase is due
to the effect of EcoGrow on Poverty is also
positive. The direct effect of PopGrow
through  EcoGrow on Poverty is
insignificant. = The  hypothesis  that
PopGrow has an indirect effect through

EcoGrow against Poverty is unacceptable.

. The indirect effect of Inflation through
EcoGrow on Poverty is -0.053. This means
that if Inflation decreases, then Poverty
will decrease anyway. This decrease is due
to the direct effect of Inflation on
EcoGrow which is -0.091 and the influence
of EcoGrow on Poverty by 0.581. The
direct effect of Inflation through EcoGrow
on Poverty is insignificant. Thus, the
hypothesis that Inflation has an indirect
and significant effect through EcoGrow

against Poverty is unacceptable.

. The indirect effect of HDI through
EcoGrow on Poverty is 0.360. This means
that if HDI increases, then Poverty will
increase anyway. This increase is due to
the effect of HDI on EcoGrow is also
positive. The direct effect of HDI through
EcoGrow on Poverty is insignificant. The
hypothesis that HDI has an indirect effect
through EcoGrow against Poverty is

unacceptable.

Following the previous explanation, it

can be concluded that the three exogenous

variables PopGrow, Inflation, HDI have an

insignificant indirect effect through EcoGrow
against Poverty. The hypothesis that
EcoGrow, Inflation, HDI had an indirect and
significant effect through EcoGrow against

Poverty is unacceptable or rejected.

Total effect of (Population Growth), X2
(Inflation), and X3 (HDI) through Yi
(Economic Growth) on Y2 (Poor People)

a. The total effect of PopGrow, against
Poverty of -0.503 indicates that PopGrow
has a totally negative influence on Poverty.
This is because the direct effect of
PopGrow on Poverty is negative greater
than the indirect influence of PopGrow
positive through EcoGrow against Poverty,
so the total effect of PopGrow on Poverty
is negative. The total effect of PopGrow is
insignificant because the direct influence

of EcoGrow on Poverty is significant.

b. The total effect of Inflation, against
Poverty of 0.035 indicates that Inflation
has a positive and insignificant total effect
on Poverty. This is because the direct
effect of Inflation on Poverty is greater
than the indirect influence of Inflation
negatives through EcoGrow to Poverty, so
the total effect of Inflation on Poverty is
positive. The total effect of Inflation is
insignificant because the direct influence

of EcoGrow on Poverty is significant.

c. The total effect of HDI, on Poverty of -
0.856 indicates that HDI has a totally
negative and insignificant effect on

Poverty. This is because the direct
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influence of HDI on Poverty is greater
than the indirect influence of HDI positive
through EcoGrow against Poverty, so the
total effect of HDI on Poverty is negative.
The total effect of HDI is insignificant
because the direct influence of EcoGrow
on Poverty is significant.

From the description, it can be
concluded that the total influence of the
three exogenous variables is not significant
on Poverty, because the direct influence of
EcoGrow on is not significant.

The results of this study provide

insights into the relations between
population growth, inflation, the Human
Development Index (HDI), and their effects
on economic growth and poverty in East
Kalimantan Province. The findings are
compared with previous studies, highlighting
areas of convergence and divergence.
Population Growth and Economic

Growth

This analysis shows that population
growth has a positive but not significant
effect on economic growth. This suggests that
while an increase in population might
contribute to economic activity, the relations
is not strong enough to be statistically
significant in East Kalimantan. The findings
diverge from Rini Apriani (2016), which
showed that population growth has a
negative and significant effect on economic
growth in Indonesia, particularly in the short
term. Apriani argued that rapid population
could strain and

growth resources

infrastructure, limiting economic

productivity.

Inflation and Economic Growth

Inflation exhibits a negative but not
significant effect on economic growth. The
results imply that while inflation could
theoretically reduce purchasing power and
inhibit economic activity, its actual impact in
East Kalimantan is statistically insignificant.
Amir Salim (2021) found that inflation had a
significant negative impact on economic
growth in Indonesia. In contrast, Srisinto
(2018) also highlighted a negative and
significant relations between inflation and
economic growth. The difference in results
due to economic

might be regional

structures, where East Kalimantan, a

resource-based economy, may respond
differently to inflationary pressures compared

to other regions.

Human Development Index (HDI)
and Economic Growth

HDI has a positive and significant
impact on economic growth, aligning with
theoretical expectations. A higher HDI,
which reflects improvements in education,
health, and standard of living, fosters a more
productive = and  capable = workforce,
contributing to economic development. This
finding is consistent with the theoretical
framework presented by Todaro (2006),

which emphasized that human capital

development, measured through HDI, is a

key driver of sustainable economic growth.
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Saputra (20m) similarly observed that HDI is
positively correlated with economic growth

in various Indonesian provinces.

Population Growth and Poverty
Population growth has a negative and
significant effect on poverty, indicating that
as the population grows, the number of poor
people tends to decrease significantly. This
result could be attributed to the role of
population growth in generating economic

activities that alleviate poverty.

HDI and Poverty

The HDI has a negative and significant
effect on poverty. A higher HDI implies
better access to education and healthcare,
which enables individuals to escape poverty
by improving their skills and productivity.
This finding is in line with Maskur et al.
(2023), who also found that improvements in
HDI significantly reduced poverty levels
across Indonesian provinces. This reinforces
the importance of investing in human capital

as a strategy to combat poverty.

Economic Growth and Poverty

Economic growth has a positive and
significant effect on poverty reduction. This
suggests that an increase in economic output
directly contributes to lowering poverty
levels by creating jobs and improving income
distribution. This result aligns with Marinko
Skare and Romina Prziklas DruZeta (2016),
who found that economic growth is a primary
mechanism for reducing poverty globally.

However, the magnitude and speed of

poverty reduction through growth can vary
across regions depending on how inclusive

that growth is.
DISCUSSION

The differences between this study and
prior research are largely explained by
regional economic structures and local
conditions in East Kalimantan. As a province
heavily reliant on natural resources, the
effects of macroeconomic variables such as
population growth and inflation may differ
from those observed in more diversified or
industrialized regions. The positive impact of
HDI and economic growth on poverty
highlights the crucial role of human capital
development and inclusive economic policies
in addressing poverty issues.

In conclusion, while this study
confirms some of the established theories
regarding economic growth and poverty, it
also provides new insights into how regional
contexts shape the relations between these
variables. The findings underscore the need
for context-specific policies that address local
conditions  when

economic designing

strategies for poverty alleviation and

economic growth.
CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTIONS
Conclusion

Based on the research results, several
significant influences were found between
population  growth, inflation, Human
Development Index (HDI), and economic

growth on poverty in East Kalimantan
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Province. Population growth has a positive
but not significant effect on economic growth
but has a negative and significant effect on
poverty levels. This shows that increasing
population does not necessarily improve the
economy significantly but can reduce the
number of poor people through increasing
economic activity.
Inflation has a negative but not
significant impact on economic growth and a

positive but not

This

significant impact on

poverty. indicates that inflation,
although it can reduce people's purchasing
power is not enough to significantly influence
economic dynamics in East Kalimantan
possibly due to the natural resource-based
economic structure.

HDI is proven to have a positive and
significant influence on economic growth as
well as a negative and significant influence on
poverty. Improvements in HDI which include
education, health, and living standards have
been proven to encourage economic growth
and help reduce the number of poor people
significantly. This emphasizes the importance
human

of investment in resource

development as an effective

poverty
alleviation strategy.

Overall, this research emphasizes that
economic growth has a significant impact on
reducing poverty. However, specific and

inclusive policies are needed to ensure that

this growth can be felt by all levels of society,

especially in areas with economic

characteristics such as East Kalimantan.

Suggestion

Based on the results of the preceding
conclusions, the researcher can make the
following recommendation is expected that
the government can make training so that
human resources in East Kalimantan are
more qualified because human resources are
potential resources like drivers, initiators,
and implementation of regional development
as a driver of regional economic growth. The
improved quality of human resources is
expected to improve welfare, and eventually
reduce the number of poor people in East

Kalimantan province.

REFERENCES

Abdulsalam S. Ademolal and Abdullahi
Badiru2  (2016), The Impact of
Unemployment and inflation on Economic
Growth in  Nigeria (1981 - 2014).
International Journal of Business and
Economic Sciences Applied Research 9
(1): 47-55 http://ijbesar. teiemt.gr

Ali Attibrizi !, Khusnul Ashar 2, Devanto
Shasta Pratomo 0%, (2016), The influence
of economic growth to poverty and its relation
to the pro poor in Indonesia. International
Journal of Social and Local Economic
Governance (IJLEG) ) E-ISSN: 2477-
1929 Vol. 2, No. 2, October 2016, pages
161 - 167 http://ijleg.ub.ac.id

Arsyad Lincolin, Ekonomi Pembangunan:
Edisi  keempat,(Yogyakarta: STIE
YKPN, 1999), him. 13

Ari Kristin Prasetyoningrum, dan U.Sulia
Sukmawati (2018 ), Analisis Pengaruh

223


http://ijleg.ub.ac.id/

Determinants of Food ... (Yustirania Septiani, Deden Dinar Iskandar)

Indeks Pembangunan Manusia (IPM),
Pertumbuhan Ekonomi dan Pengagguran
Terhadap  Kemiskinan di  Indonesia.
EQUILIBRIUM: Jurnal  Ekonomi
Syariah Volume 6, Nomor 2, 2018, 217 -
240 P-ISSN: 2355-0228, E-ISSN: 2502-
8316
journal.stainkudus.ac.id/index.php/equi
librium

Arsyad, Lincoln. 1999. Ekonomi
Pembangunan. Edisi Keempat.
STIE YKPN Yogyakarta.

Astika Sari dan Ketut Suardhika Natha (2014),
pengaruh  pertumbuhan  ekonomi
pertumbuhan penduduk dan inflasi terhadap
Jumlah penduduk miskin di propinsi Bali
tahun 1999-2013, E-jurnal EP Unud 5
{12} : 1384-1407 ISSN : 2303-0178

Badan Pusat Statistik (BPS), Kalimantan Timur
Tahun 2020

Budiono. (1994). Teori Pertumbuhan Ekonomi,
Edisi 1. Jogjakarta: Bpfe.

Budi Prayitno, Renta Yustie (2020) Pengaruh
tenaga kerja, IPM dan kemiskinan terhadap
pertumbuhan ekonomi Kab, /kota di Jawa
Timur tahun 2014-2019

Bhinadi, Ardhito 2003, Disparitas Pertumbuhan
Ekonomi Jawa dengan Luar Pulau Jawa',

Jurnal Ekonomi Pembangunan, Vol. §,
No. 1: 39-48, Juni 2003

Dewi, Made Yustiari dan I Ketut Sujana.
2014. “Pengaruh Ukuran Perusahaan dan
Profitabilitas Pada Praktik Perataan Laba
Dengan Jenis Industri Sebagai Variabel
Pemoderasi Di BEI”. ISSN 2302-8556. E-
journal Akuntansi Universitas Udayana.
170-184. Bali

Djohan Sjamsu,2018. Determinan Kesenjangan
Pendapatan Antar Provinsi Di Indonesia :
Studi Makro Ekonomi Regional, Disertasi
Program Doktor Ilmu Ekonomi, Fakultas

FEkonomi Dan
Mulawarman, Samarinda

Bisnis, Universitas

E. Wesley F. Peterson. 2017, The Role of
Population in Economic
Growth,DOI1:10.1177/215824401773609
4 journals.sagepub.com/home/sgo

Freddy,Rangkuti . 2007 Manajemen Pesediaan
Aplikasi di bidang Bisnis, Jakarta: PT.
Grasindo

Ghozali, Imam. 2005. Aplikasi Analisis
Multivariate dengan SPSS. Semarang:
Badan Penerbit UNDIP

Ghozali Imam dan Hengky Latan. 2012.
Partial Least Squares Konsep, Metode dan
Aplikasi Menggunakan Program WarpPLS
2.0 M3. Semarang: Badan Penerbit
Universitas Diponegoro. Semarang.

Hamzah et al (2019) Pengaruh Investasi Dan
Inflasi Terhadap Jumlah Penduduk

Miskin Kabupaten Jember 2000-2015,

Hikmat, Harry. 2004. Strategi Pemberdayaan
Masyarakat ( edisi revisi ), Bandung:
Humaniora utama press.

Jhingan, M.L, 2004, “Ekonomi Pembangunan
dan Perencanaan”, Terjemahan oleh D.
Guritno, Edisi ke-1, Cetakan ke-10, PT.
Raja

Husein, Umar, 1999, Riset Sumber Daya
Manusia Dalam Organisasi, Jakarta: PT
Gramedia Pustaka Utama

Jorge Garza-Rodriguez (2018) Poverty and
Economic Growth in Mexico Department
of  Economics, Universidad de
Monterrey, 66238 San Pedro Garza
Garcia, Mexico;jorge.garza@udem.edu;
Tel.: +52-818-215-1455

Ismail Fahmi Lubis, (2014). Analisis hubungan
antara inflasi dan pertumbuhan ekonomi:
kasus di Indonesia. http//doi.org/10.
24114/qej.v311.17443

224



Jurnal REP (Riset Ekonomi Pembangunan) Volume 9 Nomor 2 2024

Kanbur, Ravi and Lyn Squire. 1999. The

Evolution of Thinking about
Provety.:Exploring The Interaction
Kuncoro, Mudrajad. 2010.  Dasar-dasar

Ekonomika Pembangunan, Edisi Kelima.
UPP STIM YKPN . Yogyakarta.

Mankiw, N.Gregory, 2000.Teori Makro Ekonomi.
Ed.4, Penerjemah : Imam Nurmawan,
Jakarta: Penerbit Erlangga

Marinko SKARE, Romina PRZIKLAS
DRUZETA,(2016), Poverti And Economic
Growth, 2016 Volume 22(1): 156-175
doi:10.3846/20294913.2015.1125965

Mukarramah, Cindy Yolanda, Muhammad
Zulkarnain (2019) Amnalisis Pengaruh
Belanja Modal dan IPM  Terhadap
Pertumbuhan Ekonomi dan Kemiskinan di
Kabupaten Aceh Timur

Maskur, S. R. R., Aedy, H., Saenong, Z., &
Alwi, S. (2023). Pengaruh Ketimpangan
Pendapatan, Pengangguran Dn
Pembangunan  Manusia  Terhadap
Kemiskinan Di Indonesia Periode 2017-
2021. JPEP  (Jurnal  Progres
Pembangunan), 8(1), 82-95.

Ekonomi

Nano Prawoto (2009), memahami kemiskinan
dan strategi penanggulangannya, Jurnal
Ekonomi dan Studi Pembangunan Volume
9, Nomor 1, April 2009: 56 — 68

Novegya Ratih Primandar (2018) Pengaruh
pertumbuhan  ekonomi,  inflasi
pengangguran terhadap tingkat kemiskinan
di Sumatera Selatan Jurnal Ekonomi
Pembangunan, Vol. 16 (1): 1-10, Juni
2018 Diterima: 2018-01-04; Disetujui:
2018-06-12 p-ISSN: 1829-584

dan

Prawoto, Nano. 2005. “Analisis Elastisitas dan
Tingkat Kesulitan Realisasi Penerimaan
Sumber Keuangan Kabupaten Sleman’.

Jurnal Ekonomi dan Studi Pembangunan
Vol 6 No. 1. FE UMY

Riduwan dan Engkos Ahmad Kuncoro.
(2013). Cara Menggunakan dan Memakai
Path Analysis. Bandung: Alfabeta

Rini, A. (2016). Analisis Dampak Pertumbuhan
Penduduk terhadap Pertumbuhan Ekonomi
di  Indonesia (Doctoral  dissertation,
Universitas Andalas).

Sahdan, Gregorius. 2005, Menganggulangi
Kemiskinan Desa. Artikel-Ekonomi Rakyat
dan Kemiskinan. Yogyakarta.

Salim, A., Fadilla, F., & Purnamasari, A.

(2021). Pengaruh inflasi terhadap
pertumbuhan ekonomi
indonesia. Fkonomica  Sharia:  Jurnal

Pemikiran dan Pengembangan FEkonomi
Syariah, 7(1), 17-28.

Samuelson, Paul A. Nordhaus, William D.
(1999) Mikro Ekonomi: Jakarta :
Erlangga.

Saputra, Whisnu Adhi. 2011. Analisis Pengaruh
Jumlah  Penduduk,  PDRB, IPM,
Pengangguran terhadap Tingkat Kemiskian
di  Kabupaten/Kota Jawa  Tengah.
Semarang: Universitas Diponegoro.

Sinto, S. (2018). Inflasi Dan Ipm Peranannya
Terhadap Pertumbuhan Ekonomi Serta
Implikasinya Pada Kemiskinan. Jurnal
Litbang Sukowati: Media Penelitian dan
Pengembangan, 2(1), 58-74.

Sukirmo, Sadono. 2006. Ekonomi Pembangunan.
Jakarta: Kencana Prenada Media Grup

Sukirno Sadono, Pengantar Teori

Makroekonomi, hlm. 10

Suparlan, Parsudi. 2004. Kemiskinan di
Perkotaan. Jakarta: Yayasan Obor.

Septiana, (2012). Analisis Hubungan Ipm,
Kapasitas Fiskal, Dan Korupsi Terhadap
Kemiskinan di Indonesia

225



Determinants of Food ... (Yustirania Septiani, Deden Dinar Iskandar)

Suharto, Edi. 2009. Membangun Masyarakat
Memberdayakan Rakyat, Kajian Strategis
Pembangunan Kesejahteraan social dan
Pekerjaan Sosial, Cetakan 3. Bandung :
PT Rafika Aditama

Sugiyono. 2012. Metode Penelitian Kuantitatif
Kualitatif dan R&D. Bandung: Alfabeta
James C, Moral FEkonomi Petani
Pergolakan dan  Subsistensi di  Asia
Tenggara, (Jakarta: LP3ES. 1981

Scott,

Skare, M., & Druzeta, R. P. (2016). Poverty
and economic growth: a
review. Technological — and  Economic
development of Economy, 22(1), 156-175.

Srisinto (2018), Inflasi dan IPM peranannya
terhadap  pertumbuhan  ekonomi  serta
implikasinya pada kemiskinan. Jurnal
Litbang Sukowati ISSN : 2580-541x e-
ISSN : 2641-3356

Tulus T.H. Tambunan. 2003. Perekonomian
Indonesia. Ghalia Indonesia. Jakarta

Todaro, Michael, P. 2000. Pembangunan
Ekonomi di Dunia Ketiga. Edisi
Ketujuh diterjemahkan oleh Haris
Munandar. Penerbit Erlangga. Jakarta.

Todaro, Michael P. 2006. “Pembangunan
Ekonomi Di Dunia Ketiga”. Alih Bahasa:
Amminudin dan Drs. Mursid. Jakarta:
Ghalia Indonesia

World Bank Institute, 2004, Dasar-Dasar
Analisis Kemiskinan”, Edisi Terjemahan,
Semarang

Y. Yolanda (2017), Analysis of Factors Affecting
Inflation and its Impact on Human
Development  Index and  Poverty in
Indonesia (Analisis Faktor-faktor yang
Mempengaruhi Inflasi dan Dampaknya
terhadap Indeks Pembangunan Manusia
dan Kemiskinan di  Indonesia),
European Research Studies Journal

Volume XX, Issue 4B, 2017 pasar
keuangan (SPIP) tahun 2019- 2021. Ac

Otoritas Jasa Keuangan (OJK). (2023). Statistik
Fintech.

Riadi, Yuni. (2020). Kolaborasi E-commerce
dan Fintech Genjot Ekosistem Digital di
Tengah Pandemi. Accessed on June 8th

226



