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Abstract.
This study seeks to analyze the impact of the non-agricultural sector on economic
growth in East Java over the last decade (2013-2023). Utilizing panel data regression
analysis on 38 regencies and cities within East Java Province for the period of
2013-2023, the research identifies the leading economic sector for each district/city,
distinguishing between the non-agricultural and agricultural sectors. The variables
incorporated in this study include: (i) the leading economic sector of each district/city,
(ii) the leading labor sector, (iii) the average years of schooling of the population, and
(iv) the total labor force in each district/city. The findings indicate that districts/cities
where the non-agricultural sector is dominant are more likely to experience higher
rates of economic growth compared to those where agriculture constitutes the primary
economic activity.
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1. Introduction

In many developing countries, the agricultural sector remains a critical component of the

economy, particularly in terms of employment. A significant proportion of the population

relies on agriculture for their livelihoods, making it a key driver of rural development and

poverty alleviation. In regions such as Sub-Saharan Africa, South Asia, and Southeast

Asia, agriculture still employs a large share of the labor force. According to the Food

and Agriculture Organization (FAO), agriculture employs over 60% of the population

in low-income countries, underscoring its vital role in providing jobs and supporting

household income [1].

However, despite its importance in employment, the contribution of the agricultural

sector to economic growth is often limited when compared to the non-agricultural sector.
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As countries develop, the structure of their economies typically shifts toward indus-

trialization and the expansion of services. The non-agricultural sector, encompassing

industries such as manufacturing, construction, and services, tends to drive higher levels

of productivity and technological innovation, which in turn accelerates economic growth.

Several studies have highlighted this phenomenon, where the non-agricultural sector

contributes more significantly to economic growth despite agriculture’s dominance in

employment. For instance, Timmer (2009) notes that while agriculture is indispensable

for sustaining the livelihoods of a large portion of the population, its productivity gains

are often slower compared to sectors like manufacturing and services. As a result, the

non-agricultural sectors frequently account for a larger share of GDP growth and overall

economic development in developing countries[2].

In Addition, countries in East Asia, such as South Korea, Taiwan, and China, pro-

vide prime examples of how a shift from agriculture to industrialization has propelled

rapid economic growth. During the 1960s and 1970s, these nations implemented poli-

cies aimed at promoting industrialization and export-led growth, resulting in significant

increases in productivity and income. Initially, agriculture played a key role in providing

employment and ensuring food security.

However, as these countries advanced economically, the industrial and service sec-

tors began to expand rapidly, reducing agriculture’s share of GDP while driving overall

economic growth [3][4].

For instance, South Korea’s structural transformation in the 1970s saw labor shifting

from agriculture to higher-productivity sectors such as manufacturing and services,

leading to accelerated economic growth. Similarly, since the late 1970s, China has

implemented economic reforms that emphasized industrial development, which sig-

nificantly reduced agricultural employment while propelling growth in non-agricultural

sectors such as manufacturing and services. These reforms contributed to high rates of

sustained economic growth and significant poverty reduction in both countries[5][6].

Indonesia presents a particularly interesting case within the context of East Asia. For

decades, agriculture was the backbone of Indonesia’s economy, providing employment

for a significant portion of the labor force and contributing substantially to rural liveli-

hoods. Over time, however, Indonesia has experienced a gradual shift from agriculture

to industrial and service sectors. Between 1990 and 2020, the share of agriculture in

Indonesia’s GDP dropped from about 23% to less than 13%, while the non-agricultural

sectors—especially services and manufacturing—have grown rapidly [7].
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This structural shift has been essential in explaining Indonesia’s economic growth tra-

jectory. The expansion of the industrial and service sectors, which are more productive

than agriculture, has driven faster economic growth. Manufacturing, in particular, has

become a key driver of exports, while the services sector has expanded due to rising

domestic consumption and investments in infrastructure [8]. Despite the declining share

of agriculture in GDP, it still employs a considerable portion of the population, especially

in rural areas. The challenge for Indonesia, as with many other developing nations, is to

modernize the agricultural sector to enhance productivity while simultaneously fostering

growth in non-agricultural sectors to maintain overall economic development [9].

Leading labor sectors also play a vital role in driving economic growth by enhancing

productivity, income levels, and fostering innovation. Sectors such as manufacturing,

services, and information technology (IT) have been critical in many countries by employ-

ing large portions of the workforce in high-value activities, facilitating technological

advancements, and increasing efficiency. This results in higher GDP contributions and

improved living standards, with the service sector in particular becoming a key employer

in developing nations due to its ability to absorb labor from lower-productivity areas like

agriculture [10]

Furthermore, manufacturing has also been crucial in countries like China and Viet-

nam, where manufacturing-led growth strategies have reduced poverty and driven

export competitiveness. As Timmer et al. (2014) demonstrate, shifting labor from agricul-

ture to manufacturing in East Asia significantly boosted productivity, spurring sustained

economic growth. Similarly, IT sectors in developed economies, such as the U.S., have

contributed to growth by automating tasks, creating new markets, and raising wage

levels through technological innovation and workforce diffusion [11][12].

The average years of schooling in a population have a significant positive impact

on economic growth by enhancing human capital, improving productivity, and fostering

innovation. Education equips individuals with the skills and knowledge necessary to

participate effectively in the workforce, leading to a more capable labor pool that drives

productivity improvements [13]. As the average years of schooling increase, economies

experience higher levels of innovation, better problem-solving abilities, and improved

decision-making skills, all of which contribute to sustained economic development [14].

Increased schooling also promotes labor mobility, as better-educated individuals are

more likely to adapt to new technologies and shifting market conditions, allowing them

to transition into higher-value sectors such as manufacturing, services, or information
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technology [15]. Furthermore, education has a multiplier effect on growth by fostering a

healthier society, reducing income inequality, and creating a more informed populace

that contributes to more stable governance and institutions [16]. Studies have shown that

countries with higher average years of schooling tend to experience faster economic

growth due to a more skilled and adaptable workforce [17].

The size of a country’s labor force plays a crucial role in driving economic growth by

increasing the productive capacity of the economy. A larger labor force leads to higher

output, particularly when supported by adequate investment in education, training,

and infrastructure. As more individuals enter the workforce, businesses can expand

production, and the economy can achieve greater economies of scale, leading to overall

growth[18]. Additionally, a growing labor force supports innovation, entrepreneurship,

and new market creation, contributing to long-term economic development [19].

The total labor force also promotes growth through enhanced consumption and

demand. A larger workforce generally results in increased household incomes, leading

to higher demand for goods and services. This demand stimulates production, further

fostering economic expansion [20]. The increase in labor supply, particularly in devel-

oping countries, has been shown to raise productivity, particularly when accompanied

by investments in human capital and improved access to technology[21]. For instance,

countries that have harnessed their labor force effectively, such as China and India,

have demonstrated significant improvements in GDP and living standards [22]. More-

over, as economies transition from agriculture to more labor-intensive sectors such as

manufacturing and services, the contribution of the labor force to growth becomes even

more pronounced [23].

In Indonesia, and particularly in East Java Province, agriculture plays a vital role in

employment, especially in rural areas where it provides livelihoods for a large portion

of the population. However, despite its importance in job creation, the contribution

of the agricultural sector to economic growth is often limited when compared to the

non-agricultural sectors such as manufacturing, construction, and services [24]. As

economies develop, there is a general shift from reliance on agriculture to industri-

alization and services, which tend to generate higher productivity and innovation, thus

fostering faster economic growth.

Furthermore, in East Java, this trend is particularly evident. While agriculture still

provides a significant portion of the region’s employment, the province’s non-agricultural

sectors, including manufacturing and services, contribute far more to its GDP [25]. This
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phenomenon is consistent across Indonesia, where the transition from an agricultural-

based economy to one focused on industry and services has accelerated economic

growth [26].

Building on the insights discussed, this study aims to specifically examine the impact

of the non-agricultural sector on economic growth in East Java over the past decade

(2013-2023). By analyzing the roles of non-agricultural sectors such as manufactur-

ing and services, alongside key factors like education and labor force dynamics, this

research seeks to offer a comprehensive understanding of the drivers of regional

development in East Java.

2. Methods

This study employs panel data regression analysis on 38 regencies and cities in East

Java Province for the period 2013-2023. The dataset comprises panel data spanning

10 years (2013-2022), obtained from the Central Bureau of Statistics (BPS) of East Java

Province. The dependent variable (YL) in this analysis is economic growth, while the

independent variables include the leading economic sector (X1) along with three control

variables: the leading labor sector (X2), average years of schooling (X3), and total labor

force (X4). The model specification for this study is expressed as follows:

𝑙𝑛𝑌𝑖𝑡 + 𝛼 + 𝛽1𝑋1𝑖𝑡 + 𝛽2𝑋2𝑖𝑡 + 𝛽3𝑙𝑛𝑋1𝑖𝑡 + 𝛽4𝑙𝑛𝑋4𝑖𝑡 + 𝜀𝑖𝑡 …………(1)

Equation 1 -- Standard or basic equation for the model

The leading economic sector (X1) is a dummy variable, assigned a value of 1 if the

leading economic sector in a district or city is non-agricultural, and 0 if the leading sector

is agricultural. The leading labor sector (X2) is similarly treated as a dummy variable,

where 1 denotes a non-agricultural leading labor sector and 0 denotes an agricultural

labor sector. The third control variable, average years of schooling (X3), is a discrete

variable representing the mean years of education for the population in each district/city

per year. Lastly, the total labor force (X4) is also a discrete variable, reflecting the total

number of workers in each district/city in East Java annually.

Panel data regression analysis commonly employs three models: the Common Effect

Model (CEM), the Fixed Effect Model (FEM), and the Random Effect Model (REM) [27].

The CEM assumes homogeneity across units, ignoring individual-specific differences,

while the FEM accounts for heterogeneity by including unit-specific intercepts, thereby

capturing the constant characteristics of each entity [28]. On the other hand, the REM
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assumes that individual effects are random and uncorrelated with the regressors, making

it more efficient than the FEM when these assumptions hold [29].

To choose the most appropriate model, several diagnostic tests are applied. The

Chow test is used to determine whether the CEM or FEM is a better fit, based on an

F-test that compares the restricted (CEM) and unrestricted (FEM) models. A significant

Chow test result favors the FEM, indicating that unobserved heterogeneity across units is

relevant [30]. In contrast, the Hausman test assesses whether the FEM or REM should be

applied by examining the correlation between the random effects and the explanatory

variables. If the test reveals correlation, the FEM is preferred for its consistency, whereas

the REM is favored if no correlation is found, due to its efficiency[31][32].

Lastly, the Lagrange Multiplier (LM) test is used to distinguish between the CEM

and REM. This test checks whether the variance of the random effects is statistically

significant, with a significant result favoring the REM over the CEM[32]. By applying

these diagnostic tests, researchers can select the model that best captures the data

structure, ensuring that the chosen model provides accurate and consistent estimates

while aligning with the underlying characteristics of the panel data.

3. Results & Discussions

This section presents the results of the panel data regression analysis, followed by

a discussion of the findings, investigating the relationship between economic growth

(Y) and the independent variables: the leading economic sector (X1), the leading labor

sector (X2), average years of schooling (X3), and the total labor force (X4). The model

used is as mentioned in Equation 1.

The estimation results of the three types of panel data regression models are as

follows:

Next, the results of the diagnostic tests used to select the most appropriate type of

panel data regression are presented. As discussed in the previous section, the Chow

test is applied to determine whether the CEM or FEM is a better fit, with a significant

Chow test result favoring the FEM. Furthermore, the Hausman test is used to assess

whether the FEM or REM should be applied; if the test reveals a correlation between

the random effects and the explanatory variables, the FEM is chosen. Conversely, if no

correlation is found, the REM is preferred. Lastly, the Lagrange Multiplier (LM) test is

used to distinguish between the CEM and REM. If the variance of the random effects is
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Table 1: Estimation Results of Panel Data Regression.

Estimation results of the common effect model (CEM)

Growth = 16.125 + 0.579
x1𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑡

+ 0.140 X2𝑖𝑡 + 1.093 X3𝑖𝑡 + 1.1029 X4𝑖𝑡

(0.603) ∗∗∗ (0.062) ∗∗∗ (0.068) ∗∗ (0.166) ∗∗∗ (0.033) ∗∗∗

Estimation results of the fixed effect model (FEM)

Growth = 28.249 + 0.106
x1𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑡

+ 0.009
X2𝑖𝑡

+ 1.683 X3𝑖𝑡 + 0.104 X4𝑖𝑡

(0.384) ∗∗∗ (0.034) ∗∗∗ (0.016) (0.075) ∗∗∗ (0.031) ∗∗∗

Estimation results of the random effect model (REM)

Growth = 27.206 + 0.114 x1𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑡
+ 0.009
X2𝑖𝑡

+ 1.561 X3𝑖𝑡 + 0.202 X4𝑖𝑡

(0.376) ∗∗∗ (0.034) ∗∗∗ (0.016) (0.073) ∗∗∗ (0.029) ∗∗∗

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

significant, the REM is selected over the CEM. However, if the results of the Chow test

indicate that the FEM should be chosen then the Lagrange Multiplier test is no longer

necessary.

Table 2: Chow Test Results.

Effect Test Statistic d.f Prob

Cross-selction F 339.211530 (37,338) 0.0000

Cross-selction Chi-square 1383.606663 37 0.0000

Table 3: Hausman Test Results.

Test Summary Chi-Sq. Statistic Chi-Sq. d.f Prob

Cross-selction random 100.266671 4 0.0000

The results of the Chow test indicate that the fixed effect model (FEM) is the more

appropriate panel data regression model. Additionally, the Hausman test confirms that

the FEM is better suited than the random effect model (REM). Since the Chow test

suggests that the FEM is superior to the common effect model (CEM), it eliminates the

need for the Hausman test to choose between the CEM and REM. Therefore, the fixed

effect model (FEM) is concluded to be the most suitable model for panel data regression

estimation in this research.

Based on the estimation results using the fixed effect model (FEM), the main inde-

pendent variable, the leading economic sector (X1), is significant, as are the control
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variables, the leading labor sector (X2) and the total labor force (X4). However, the

control variable, average years of schooling (X3), is not significant.

The main independent variable, the leading economic sector (X1), has a coefficient

value of 0.106. Since this variable is a dummy variable, and the non-agricultural economic

sector is represented by the value 1, this indicates that regencies or cities in East

Java with the non-agricultural sector as the leading sector have, on average, 10.6%

higher economic growth compared to other regencies or cities in East Java where the

agricultural sector is the leading economic sector.

This finding is consistent with the broader literature on structural transformation in

developing economies, where the shift from agriculture to more productive sectors, such

as manufacturing and services, is a key determinant of economic growth [33][34]. More-

over, according to Herrendorf et al. (2014), the productivity gains from non-agricultural

sectors provide a more robust platform for economic expansion compared to agriculture,

which often faces diminishing returns due to land constraints and limited technological

inputs [35].

From a theoretical perspective, the Lewis dual-sector model (Lewis, 1954) aligns with

this finding, positing that as economies develop, labor gradually shifts from the agri-

cultural sector, characterized by low productivity, to the industrial and service sectors,

which exhibit higher productivity. The results in East Java reflect this transition, as regen-

cies with non-agricultural leading sectors demonstrate higher economic performance

due to their ability to leverage technological advancements, economies of scale, and

higher value-added activities [36].

Furthermore, the theoretical framework provided by neoclassical growth theory also

supports these findings. According to Solow’s model, long-term economic growth is

driven by factors such as technological progress and capital accumulation, both of

which are more prevalent in non-agricultural sectors [37]. In regions where agriculture

is dominant, capital accumulation is often limited, and technological adoption is slower,

resulting in lower growth rates. The results from East Java reflect this dynamic, as

non-agricultural sectors are typically more capital-intensive and benefit from greater

technological diffusion, thereby contributing to faster growth.

Empirical evidence from other regions supports these findings. In China, for exam-

ple, rapid industrialization and the shift away from agriculture were key drivers of its

sustained economic growth over the last few decades [38]. Similarly, South Korea’s
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transformation from an agriculture-based economy in the 1960s to a global manufac-

turing powerhouse demonstrates the significant growth potential of non-agricultural

sectors [39]. In both cases, regions that successfully transitioned from agriculture to

manufacturing and services experienced substantial gains in productivity and economic

growth, akin to the trends observed in East Java.

Moreover, within Indonesia itself, the importance of non-agricultural sectors in driving

regional growth has been observed in other provinces, such as West Java and Jakarta,

where industrial and service sectors dominate the economic landscape [40]. These

regions have outpaced agriculturally focused provinces, highlighting the necessity of

supporting structural transformation to stimulate growth. The experience of East Java

underscores the need for investments in infrastructure, education, and technology to

further strengthen the performance of non-agricultural sectors, thereby contributing to

sustained regional development.

The positive and significant coefficient for the leading economic sector in this study

highlights the critical role of non-agricultural sectors in driving regional economic growth

in East Java. This is consistent with both theoretical expectations and empirical findings

from other regions and countries. To sustain and amplify this growth, policymakers in

East Java and similar regions should prioritize structural transformation by facilitating

the expansion of non-agricultural sectors through investments in human capital, infras-

tructure, and innovation.

The regression results show that the coefficient for average years of schooling (X3)

is 1.683 and statistically significant, indicating that a 1% increase in average schooling in

a district or city in East Java is associated with a 1.683% increase in economic growth,

holding other factors constant. This finding underscores the positive impact of education

on economic development, highlighting its role in improving labor productivity and

fostering growth within the region. These results are consistent with the human capital

theory, which links education to enhanced labor productivity, innovation, and long-term

economic development [41].

This result also aligns with global evidence emphasizing the role of education in

regional development. Psacharopoulos and Patrinos (2018) demonstrate that returns on

investment in education are particularly high in developing regions, where increased

schooling leads to improved economic outcomes. In East Java, where labor markets

are transitioning from agriculture to more skill-intensive sectors, higher educational

attainment equips the workforce with the skills needed to participate in more productive,
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non-agricultural sectors. Consequently, improving access to education and enhancing

its quality are critical to sustaining economic growth in the region [42].

As one of the control variables, the regression results indicate that the total labor force

(X4) has a statistically significant coefficient of 0.104, suggesting that a 1% increase in

the total labor force in a district or city in East Java is associated with a 0.104% increase

in economic growth, holding other variables constant. This finding aligns with labor

market theories that emphasize the positive contribution of an expanding labor force

to economic output, as a larger workforce increases productive capacity and supports

higher levels of economic activity. In developing regions like East Java, where labor

remains a critical input for both agricultural and non-agricultural sectors, the total labor

force plays a pivotal role in driving regional growth [43].

Moreover, the significance of this coefficient reflects the region’s reliance on human

capital to fuel its economic expansion. As East Java transitions toward more industrial

and service-oriented sectors, the growing labor force provides the necessary manpower

to support these industries. However, it also highlights the importance of comple-

menting this growth with investments in education and skills development to ensure

that the labor force can effectively contribute to higher productivity sectors. Without

such investments, the growth potential of the labor force may be constrained by low

productivity and underemployment [44]. Thus, this result underscores the importance

of strategic policies aimed at improving labor force quality alongside quantity to sustain

long-term economic growth in the region.

4. Conclusion

In conclusion, the findings from this study underscore the critical role of the non-

agricultural sector in driving economic growth in East Java over the past decade. The

fixed effect model (FEM) results show that districts with non-agricultural sectors as the

leading economic sector experience higher economic growth compared to those reliant

on agriculture. Furthermore, the total labor force and average years of schooling both

exhibit significant positive impacts on growth, highlighting the importance of human

capital and labor market expansion. To sustain this growth, policymakers should focus

on facilitating the structural transformation toward non-agricultural sectors by investing

in education, infrastructure, and labor force development to enhance productivity and

innovation within the region.

DOI 10.18502/kss.v10i5.18100 Page 81



ICESIDE

References

[1] J. Hughes, Food and Agriculture. 2013.

[2] Timmer CP. “A World Without Agriculture: The Structural Transformation in Historical
Perspective,” Am. Enterp. Inst. Public Policy Res., 2009, [Online]. Available:
https://www.aei.org/wp-content/uploads/2011/10/20090512-Timmer.pdf

[3] World Bank. “The East Asian Miracle: Economic Growth and Public
Policy,” 1993. https://documents.worldbank.org/en/publication/documents-
reports/documentdetail/975081468244550798/the-east-asian-miracle-economic-
growth-and-public-policy

[4] Stiglitz JE, Yusuf S. Rethinking the East Asian Miracle. DC. Washington: World Bank
and Oxford University Press; Jun. 2001. https://doi.org/10.1596/0-1952-1600-8.

[5] Naughton B. The Chinese Economy: Transitions and Growth. California: The MIT
Press; 2007.

[6] World Bank. “The East Asian Miracle: Economic Growth and Public Policy,”
1993. https://documents.worldbank.org/en/publication/documents-reports/
documentdetail/975081468244550798/the-east-asian-miracle-economic-growth-
and-public-policy

[7] Ummah MS. “Towards a Secure and Fast Recovery,” Sustain., vol. 11, no. 1, pp.
1–14, 2019, [Online]. Available: http://scioteca.caf.com/bitstream/handle/123456789/
1091/RED2017-Eng-8ene.pdf?sequence=12&isAllowed=y{%}0A http://dx.doi.org/10.
1016/j.regsciurbeco.2008.06.005{%}0A https://www.researchgate.net/publication/
305320484_SISTEM_PEMBETUNGAN_TERPUSAT_STRATEGI_MELESTARI

[8] Olivia S. OECD Economic Surveys. Indonesia. 2021;57(3):2021.

[9] P. Permata Bachtiar, A. Kurniawan, G. Satria, and M. Sedyadi, Studi Implementasi

Undang-Undang No. 6/2014 tentang Desa: Laporan Endline, no. 6. 2019.

[10] Bhorat H, Steenkamp F, Rooney C, Kachingwe N, Lees A. “Understanding and char-
acterizing the services sector in South Africa : An overview WIDER Working Paper
2016 / 157 Understanding and characterizing the services sector in South Africa
An overview Haroon Bhorat, François Steenkamp, Christopher Rooney, No,” 2016,
[Online]. Available: https://www.econstor.eu/bitstream/10419/161540/1/875227511.pdf

[11] Timmer M, de Vries GJ, de Vries K. Patterns of structural change in developing
countries. Routledge Handb. Ind. Dev. 2015;( July):65–83.

[12] Brynjolfsson E, McAfee A. The Second Machine age. Work, Progress, and Prosperity
in a Time of Brilliant Technologies. 2014;1(1):7–8.

DOI 10.18502/kss.v10i5.18100 Page 82

https://documents.worldbank.org/en/publication/documents-reports/documentdetail/975081468244550798/the-east-asian-miracle-economic-growth-and-public-policy
https://documents.worldbank.org/en/publication/documents-reports/documentdetail/975081468244550798/the-east-asian-miracle-economic-growth-and-public-policy
https://documents.worldbank.org/en/publication/documents-reports/documentdetail/975081468244550798/the-east-asian-miracle-economic-growth-and-public-policy
http://scioteca.caf.com/bitstream/handle/123456789/1091/RED2017-Eng-8ene.pdf?sequence=12&isAllowed=y{%}0A
http://scioteca.caf.com/bitstream/handle/123456789/1091/RED2017-Eng-8ene.pdf?sequence=12&isAllowed=y{%}0A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.regsciurbeco.2008.06.005{%}0A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.regsciurbeco.2008.06.005{%}0A
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/305320484_SISTEM_PEMBETUNGAN_TERPUSAT_STRATEGI_MELESTARI
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/305320484_SISTEM_PEMBETUNGAN_TERPUSAT_STRATEGI_MELESTARI


ICESIDE

[13] Valero A. Education and economic growth. Routledge Handb. Econ. Educ.
2021;2:555–82.

[14] Hanushek EA, Woessmann L. Do Better Schools Lead to More Growth? Cognitive
Skills, Economic Outcomes, and Causation. J Econ Growth. 2009;17(4):267–321.

[15] Psacharopoulos G, Patrinos H. Returns to Investment in Education Result. Economics.
2018;(April):25.

[16] Krueger AB, Lindahl M. Education for Growth: Why and For Whom? J Econ Lit.
2001;39(4):1101–36.

[17] oecd, Education at a glance : OECD indicators 1997. 2016.

[18] Bloom DE, Canning D, Fink G. “Implications of Population Aging for Economic
Growth Population Aging and Economic Growth,” Natl. Bur. Econ. Res., 2011, [Online].
Available: http://www.nber.org/papers/w16705

[19] Mankiw NG, Romer D, Weil DN. A Contribution to the Empirics of Economic Growth.
Q J Econ. 1992;107(2):407–37.

[20] A. Mody and S. Aiyar, The Demographic Dividend: Evidence From the Indian States,
vol. 11, no. 38. 2011. https://doi.org/10.5089/9781455217885.001.

[21] McMillan M, Rodrik D, Verduzco-Gallo Í. Globalization, Structural Change, and
Productivity Growth, with an Update on Africa. World Dev. 2014;63:11–32.

[22] Son HH. Human Capital Development in the People’s Republic of Chine and India:

Achievements, prospects, and policy challenges., vol. 225. 2015.

[23] Panayotou, “Empirical tests and policy analysis of environmental degrada-
tion at different stages of economic development,” LO Work. Pap., doi:
https://ideas.repec.org/p/ilo/ilowps/992927783402676.html

[24] Suryahadi A, Hadiwidjaja G, Sumarto S. Economic Growth and Poverty Reduction
in Indonesia Before and After the Asian Financial Crisis. Bull Indones Econ Stud.
2012;48(2):209–27.

[25] Nuraini I, Rochminarni AB, Hariyani HF. The Growth Pattern and Potential
Development of Manufacturing Industry in East Java. Ekuilibrium J. Ilm. Bid. Ilmu
Ekon. 2021;16(2):129–38.

[26] Miranti R. Poverty in Indonesia 1984-2002: The Impact of Growth and Changes in
Inequality. Bull Indones Econ Stud. 2010;46(1):79–97.

[27] Baltagi BH. Econometric Analysis of Panel Data, Sixth Edit. 2021.
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-53953-5.

[28] Greene WH. Econometric Analysis (Pearson International Edition The Pearson series

in economics), 7th ed. Pearson, 2012.

DOI 10.18502/kss.v10i5.18100 Page 83



ICESIDE

[29] Hsiao C. Analysis of Panel Data. Cambridge University Press; 2003.
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511754203.

[30] Hausman JA. Econometrica. Specif. Tests Econom. 1978;46(6):1251–71.

[31] Wooldridge JM. Econometric Analysis of Cross Section and Panel Data, Secon. The
MIT Press, 2010.

[32] Breusch TS, Pagan AR. The Lagrange Multiplier Test and its Applications to Model
Specification in Econometrics. Rev Econ Stud. 1980;47(1):239–53.

[33] Timmer M, de Vries GJ, de Vries K. Patterns of structural change in developing
countries. Routledge Handb. Ind. Dev. 2015;( July):65–83.

[34] McMillan M, Rodrik D, Verduzco-Gallo Í. Globalization, Structural Change, and
Productivity Growth, with an Update on Africa. World Dev. 2014;63:11–32.

[35] Kim KS, Roemer M. Growth and structural transformation. Growth Struct. Transform;
2020. pp. 1–200.

[36] Lewis WA; W. A. LEWIS. Economic Development with Unlimited Supplies of Labour.
Manch Sch. 1954;22(2):139–91.

[37] Solow R. “A Contribution to the Theory of Economic Growth,” Q. J.

Econ., vol. 70, no. 1, pp. 65–94, 1956, http://hdl.handle.net/10.2307/1884513
https://doi.org/10.2307/1884513.

[38] Chai JC, Roy KC. Economic Reform in China and India: Development
Experience in a Comparative Perspective. UK: Edward Elgar; 2006.
https://doi.org/10.4337/9781845429874.

[39] Krueger AO. “Trade Policy and Economic Development: How We Learn,” Am. Econ.

Rev., vol. 87, no. 1, pp. 1–22, 1997, http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0002-8282%2819970
... O%3B2-L&origin=repec. https://doi.org/10.3386/w5896.

[40] D. etc Sharma, “Learning more, growing faster,” Indones. Econ. Q., no. June, p.
74, 2018, [Online]. Available: www.worldbank.org/id.{%}0Afile:///D:/DATAKASUBAG/
BSISWAMIZAN2019/126891-WP-PUBLIC-on-6-5-18.pdf

[41] Barro R. “Education and Economic Growth,” Ann. Econ. Financ., vol. 14, no. 2, pp.
301–328, 2013, doi: http://down.aefweb.net/AefArticles/aef140201Barro.pdf

[42] Psacharopoulos G, Patrinos H. Returns to Investment in Education Result. Economics.
2018;(April):25.

[43] A. Mody and S. Aiyar, The Demographic Dividend: Evidence From the Indian States,
vol. 11, no. 38. 2011. https://doi.org/10.5089/9781455217885.001.

DOI 10.18502/kss.v10i5.18100 Page 84

www.worldbank.org/id.{%}0Afile:///D:/DATAKASUBAG/BSISWAMIZAN2019/126891-WP-PUBLIC-on-6-5-18.pdf
www.worldbank.org/id.{%}0Afile:///D:/DATAKASUBAG/BSISWAMIZAN2019/126891-WP-PUBLIC-on-6-5-18.pdf


ICESIDE

[44] Bloom DE, Canning D, Fink G. “Implications of Population Aging for Economic
Growth Population Aging and Economic Growth,” Natl. Bur. Econ. Res., 2011, [Online].
Available: http://www.nber.org/papers/w16705

DOI 10.18502/kss.v10i5.18100 Page 85


	Introduction
	Methods
	Results & Discussions
	Conclusion
	References

