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ABSTRACT 
 
This study aims to analyze the effect of technology, own capital, people's business credit, training, and agricultural 
institutions on the income of farmers in East Tanjung Jabung Regency and analyze poverty reduction strategies for 
farmers in East Tanjung Jabung Regency. The analysis tools used are multiple linear regression analysis and SWOT 
analysis. Based on the results of multiple linear regression partially owned capital, people's business credit, training, 
and agricultural institutions have a significant effect on the income of food farmers in East Tanjung Jabung Regency. 
Meanwhile, technology does not have a significant effect on the income of food farmers in East Tanjung Jabung 
Regency. The results of the SWOT analysis show that the strategy used for poverty reduction in farmers in East 
Tanjung Jabung Regency is in quadrant I position, which is a progressive recommendation, which means a very 
favorable situation for farmers in East Tanjung Jabung Regency because it has opportunities and strength so that it 
can take advantage of existing opportunities to overcome poverty.  
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1. INTRODUCTION 

Agriculture plays a crucial role in the livelihoods of many communities, especially in rural areas like Tanjung 
Jabung Timur District. Farmers are the backbone of food security and rural development, yet they often face 
significant challenges that impede their productivity and income levels. Addressing farmer poverty is not only 
essential for improving the well-being of these communities but also for ensuring sustainable agricultural practices 
and food production. Understanding the factors that contribute to farmer poverty is vital for developing effective 
strategies to enhance their economic conditions and overall quality of life (Kuncoro, 2004). 

In today's rapidly changing environment, the significance of addressing farmer poverty has become even more 
pronounced. With the advent of modern technology and global economic shifts, there is an urgent need to integrate 
these advancements into agricultural practices. However, many farmers in East Tanjung Jabung Regency still lack 
access to these technologies, which limits their productivity and income potential. The importance of this topic lies 
in bridging the gap between traditional farming methods and modern technological advancements to uplift the 
socioeconomic status of farmers (Basavaraja et al., 2008; Wouterse, 2015). 

The current situation in East Tanjung Jabung Regency highlights the pressing need for a comprehensive approach 
to tackling farmer poverty. Despite government initiatives and programs aimed at providing financial support and 
training, many farmers remain trapped in a cycle of low productivity and poverty. This can be attributed to several 
factors, including insufficient capital, lack of access to credit, inadequate training, and weak agricultural institutions. 
These challenges not only affect the farmers' income but also hinder the overall development of the agricultural 
sector in the region (Apriadi, 2015). 

Technology plays a pivotal role in transforming agriculture. It can significantly enhance production efficiency, even 
with limited human resources. However, without sufficient land or access to advanced technologies, the benefits 
remain out of reach for many farmers. Capital is another critical factor; the availability of working capital determines 
the ability to procure necessary inputs and pay for labor. Despite the government's efforts to provide business credit 
(KUR) to farmers, many are still hesitant to utilize these funds due to fears of repayment difficulties (Rianita, 2015; 
Mahmudah, 2015). 

Training is an essential component for the development of human resources in agriculture. It equips farmers with 
the necessary skills and knowledge to improve their productivity and manage their farms more efficiently. Studies 
have shown that farmers who participate in training programs tend to have higher profits compared to those who do 
not (Gunawan et al., 2011). However, in East Tanjung Jabung Regency, a significant number of farmers have not 
received adequate training, which impacts their productivity and income. 

Previous studies have highlighted the importance of various factors in influencing farmer poverty. For instance, 
training programs have been shown to significantly increase farmers' productivity and income by equipping them 
with essential skills and knowledge. Additionally, strong agricultural institutions can improve farmers' bargaining 
positions and provide necessary support services. However, in East Tanjung Jabung Regency, many farmers have 
not benefited from such training and institutional support, exacerbating their poverty situation (Rusmono, 2012). 

The objective of this study is to analyze the factors affecting farmer poverty in East Tanjung Jabung Regency and 
to explore potential strategies to overcome these challenges. By employing statistical analysis and SWOT analysis, 
this research aims to provide a comprehensive understanding of the internal and external factors contributing to 
farmer poverty. The findings will have significant implications for policymakers, agricultural practitioners, and 
development agencies, offering actionable insights to improve the livelihoods of farmers in the region. 
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2. LITERATURE REVIEW 

2.1. Poverty Theory 
According to the World Bank, poverty is a deficiency in welfare, which consists of many dimensions. The Central 
Bureau of Statistics defines poverty as individuals who have an average monthly expenditure less than the poverty 
line. The poverty line is the sum between the food poverty line and the non-food poverty line. The food poverty line 
is the poverty line which refers to the expenditure of individuals in meeting their minimum food needs of 2,100 
calories per capita per day, while the non-food poverty line refers to individual expenditures in meeting minimum 
non-food needs, such as housing, clothing, education, and health (Hakim, 2006). 

2.2. Strategy Concept 
Strategy is a means to an end. In its development, the concept of strategy continues to develop. This can be shown 
by the difference in concepts regarding strategy over the last 30 years (Rangkuti, 2013). In line with that, Hamel 
and Prahaland (1995) also said that strategy is an incremental action (always increasing) and continuously carried 
out based on the point of view of what is expected by customers in the future (Rangkuti, 2013). 

2.3. Technology 
 Increasing rice production can be done through agricultural intensification and cultivation activities that 
are important in agricultural intensification are tillage or land area (Silamat, 2014), but to further maximize 
agricultural productivity, the need for facilities to be used to allow the productivity produced to be maximized, with 
the support of existing technology can maximize agricultural output. What is done will increase output. 

2.4. Own Capital 
According to Karyanto (2008) capital is a factor that determines the amount of production. Lack of capital in farming 
will cause. The use of means of production becomes very limited, which in turn will affect production. According 
to Firdaus (2012), capital is money used to buy assets such as machinery, equipment, labor accounts receivable and 
raw materials. 

2.5. People's Business Credit 
People's Business Credit (KUR) is a credit or financing to micro, small, and medium enterprises, and cooperatives 
(MSMEs-K) in the form of providing working capital and investment supported by guarantee facilities for 
productive businesses. KUR is a government program, in general, the purpose of implementing KUR by the 
government is to empower micro, small, medium, and cooperative enterprises. 

2.6. Training 
 Training is an effort to develop human resources. Training is also an educational process that aims to 
remember the specific abilities or skills of a person or group of people. Education and training are something that 
must be done by organizations because this can be seen as an investment. Regular education and training will be 
able to improve abilities, skills, and productivity. Non-cognitive education affects a person's behavior and ability to 
choose. However, both cognitive and non-cognitive education can significantly increase productivity (Rivera, 
1998). 

2.7. Agricultural Institutions 
Institutions contain norms, values, regulations, knowledge, and more. Become a guideline in the behavior of actors 
(individuals or organizations). Institutions are matters related to or related to institutions (Syahyuti, 2011). 
Agricultural institutions are norms or customs that are structured, patterned, and practiced continuously to meet the 
needs of community members who are closely related to the livelihood of agricultural fields in rural areas. 
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3. METHODOLOGY 

Quantitative research methods can be interpreted as research methods based on the philosophy of positivism, used 
to examine certain populations or samples, data collection using research instruments, and quantitative/statistical 
data analysis, to test hypotheses that have been set. with analysis tools such as multiple linear regression with the 
SPSS 20 program. The quantitative analysis method in this study uses multiple linear regression analysis and 
processes the results with the SPSS 20 application. Regression Analysis is a study of the dependence of dependent 
variables (bound) of farmers' income in East Tanjung Jabung Regency and technology, own capital, people's 
business credit, training, and agricultural institutions as independent variables (independent variables). The multiple 
linear regression equation proposed by Sugiyono (2014) can be seen as follows: 

𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿 = 𝛼𝛼 + 𝑏𝑏1𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 + 𝑏𝑏2𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿+ 𝑏𝑏3𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿+ 𝑏𝑏4𝑃𝑃𝑃𝑃 + 𝑏𝑏5𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿 + e 

Keterangan: 

 PD = Income 
 α = onstanta 
 𝑏𝑏1, 𝑏𝑏2, 𝑏𝑏3, 𝑏𝑏4, 𝑏𝑏5, 𝑏𝑏6, 𝑏𝑏7 = Regression Coefficient 
 TK = Technology 
 MS = Own Capital 
 KUR = People's Business Credit 
 OT = Training 
 LP = Agricultural institution 
 People = Logritma 
 e = Confounding variables. 
 

SWOT Analysis 

To answer the third goal, namely, to find out poverty reduction strategies for farmers in East Tanjung Jabung 
Regency, a SWOT analysis formula is used. The respondents who could answer SWOT were 10 people consisting 
of 6 farmers, 2 people from Bappeda, and 2 people from academics. According to Freddy Rangkuti, SWOT analysts 
are the systematic identification of various factors to formulate a company's strategy. This analysis is based on logic 
that maximizes strengths and opportunities, but simultaneously minimizes weaknesses and threats. 
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4. FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION 

Based on the processed data using the SPSS program version 22, multiple linear regression results can be obtained, 
namely in Table 1: 

Table 1 :Multiple Linear Regression Calculation Results 

Coefficientsa 

Model 

Unstandardized 
Coefficients 

Standardiz
ed 

Coefficien
ts t Sig. 

Collinearity 
Statistics 

B Std. 
Error Beta Tolera

nce VIF 

(Constant) 3,303 ,307  10,7
45 ,000   

TK -,033 ,021 -,062 
-

1,60
3 

,112 ,388 2,57
9 

LogMS ,454 ,054 ,592 8,36
4 ,000 ,114 8,74

4 

LogKUR ,008 ,002 ,137 3,63
4 ,000 ,403 2,48

1 

PL ,115 ,014 ,385 8,26
8 ,000 ,265 3,77

8 

LP ,059 ,025 ,074 2,38
0 ,019 ,598 1,67

2 
a. Dependent Variable: LogPD 
Source: Processed Data, 2024 

Based on the table above, the multiple regression equation is obtained as follows: 

logPD = 3,303 – 0,033TK+ 0,454logmus + 0,008Cur + 0,115PL + 0,059PL+E 

 The regression equation has the following meanings: 

1. Constants = 3.303 
If the variables of technology, own capital, people's business credit, training, and agricultural institutions 
remain or do not change, then the variable income is 3.303 percent. 

2. Technology Coefficient = -0.033 
The technology variable cannot be explained by its coefficient because it does not have a significant effect 
on income. 

3. Coefficient of Own Capital = 0.454 
If the capital variable itself increases by 1 percent, while other independent variables are considered fixed 
or unchanged, it will lead to an increase in income by 0.454 percent. 

4. People's business credit coefficient = 0.008 
If the people's business credit variable increases by 1 percent, while other independent variables are 
considered fixed or unchanged, it will increase income by 0.008 percent. 

5. Training Coefficient = 0.115 
If the training variable increases by 1 time, while the other independent variables are considered fixed or 
unchanged, it will lead to an increase in income of 0.115 percent. 

6. Coefficient of Agricultural institutions = 0.059 
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If the agricultural institution variable increases by 1, while the other independent variable is considered 
fixed or unchanged, it will increase income by 0.059 percent. 
 

4.1. Overall hypothesis testing (F test) 
Test F is performed to see the influence of the independent variable as a whole on the dependent variable or often 
called the regression equation linear test. To find out the overall test results can be seen in the following table: 

Table 2: F Test Results 

ANOVA 

Model Sum of 
Squares df Mean Square F Say. 

1 Regression 2,893 5 ,579 
330,57

2 ,000b  Residual ,158 90 ,002 
 Total 3,050 95  

Dependent Variable: LogPD 
Predictors: (Constant), LP, TK, LogKUR, PL, LogMS 
Source: Processed Data, 2024 

 In the Anova table, a sig value of 0.000 is smaller than 0.05, this means that the independent variables of 
technology, own capital, people's business credit, training, and agricultural institutions together have a significant 
effect on the dependent variable of food farmer income. 

4.2. Partial hypothesis testing (t-test) 
  The t-test is performed to determine whether individually (partially) the independent variable 
affects the dependent variable significantly or not. If the level of significance is below 5%, then partially technology, 
own capital, people's business credit, training, and agricultural institutions have a significant effect on the dependent 
variable of income of food farmers. 

Table 3 Test Results T Coefficientsa 

 
 

Model 

 
Unstandardized 

Coefficients 

Standard
ized 

Coefficie
nts 

 
 
t 

 
 

Sig. 

 
Collinearity Statistics 

B Std. 
Error Beta Toler

ance VIF 

(Constant) 3,303 ,307  10,
745 

,00
0   

TK -,033 ,021 -,062 
-

1,6
03 

,11
2 ,388 2,579 

LogMS ,454 ,054 ,592 8,3
64 

,00
0 ,114 8,744 

LogKUR ,008 ,002 ,137 3,6
34 

,00
0 ,403 2,481 

PL ,115 ,014 ,385 8,2
68 

,00
0 ,265 3,778 

LP ,059 ,025 ,074 2,3
80 

,01
9 ,598 1,672 

a. Dependent Variable: LogPD 
Source: Processed Data, 2024 
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 Based on the table above, the results of the t-test are obtained as follows: 

4.3. Technology Variables 
From the test results, the probability value for the technology variable is 0.112 with a confidence level (α = 5%) the 
probability value is smaller than 0.05 (0.112 > 0.05), meaning that Ho is accepted, and Ha is rejected meaning that 
technology does not have a significant effect on the income of food farmers. Thus, the hypothesis that states the 
influence of technology on the income of food farmers is incorrect and not proven. 

4.4. Own Capital Variables 
From the test results, the probability value for the variable own capital is 0.000 with a confidence level (α = 5%) 
the probability value is smaller than 0.05 (0.000 < 0.05), meaning that Ho is rejected, and Ha is accepted meaning 
that own capital has a significant effect on the income of food farmers. Thus, the hypothesis stating the effect of 
own capital on the income of food farmers is correct and proven. 

4.5. Variable Credit of People's Business 
From the test results, the probability value for the people's business credit variable is 0.000 with a confidence level 
(α = 5%) the probability value is smaller than 0.05 (0.000 < 0.05), meaning that Ho is rejected, and Ha is accepted 
means that people's business credit has a significant effect on the income of food farmers. Thus, the hypothesis that 
states the effect of people's business credit on the income of food farmers is true and proven. 

4.6. Training Variables 
 From the test results, the probability value for the training variable is 0.000 with a confidence level (α = 
5%) the probability value is smaller than 0.05 (0.000 < 0.05), meaning that Ho is rejected, and Ha is accepted means 
that training has a significant effect on the income of food farmers. Thus, the hypothesis stating the effect of training 
on the income of food farmers is true and proven. 

4.7. Variables Agricultural institutions 
From the test results, the probability value for the agricultural institution variable is 0.019 with a confidence level 
(α = 5%) the probability value is smaller than 0.05 (0.019 < 0.05), meaning that Ho is rejected, and Ha is accepted 
means that agricultural institutions have a significant effect on the income of food farmers. Thus, the hypothesis 
stating the influence of agricultural institutions on the income of food farmers is true and proven. 

4.8. Coefficient of Determination (R2) 
Coefficient of determination (KD) analysis is used to see that most independent variables affect the dependent 
variable expressed as a percentage. As shown in the following table: 

Table 4 

R2 Square Test Results 

Model Summaryb 

Model R R 
Square 

Adjusted R 
Square 

Std. Error of 
the Estimate 

Change Statistics Durbin 
- 

Watson 
R Square 
Change 

 
F Change 

 
df1 

 
df2 

Sig. F 
Change 

1 ,974a ,948 ,945 ,04184 ,948 330,572 5 90 ,000 ,605 
Predictors: (Constant), LP, TK, LogKUR, PL, LogMS 
Dependent Variable: LogPD 

  Table 4 above the model summary known Rsquare value of 0.948. This means that 94.8 percent 
of the variation in palm oil income by food farmers is explained by variables in this study, while the remaining 5.2 
percent is explained by other variables outside the study. 
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4.9. Matrix SWOT 
With the preparation of the results of internal factor evaluation (IFAS) and the results of external factor evaluation 
(EFAS), a SWOT matrix is formulated to determine the right strategy. The formulation of the SWOT matrix is 
based on the results of the evaluation of internal and external factors, namely: 

Table 5 :SWOT Matrix Formulation 

 

Source: Processed Data, 2023 

From the calculation of the SWOT matrix above, the highest value is SO of 2.386. Thus, the highest value 
is a suitable strategy in the strategy carried out for poverty reduction in farmers in East Tanjung Jabung Regency. 
Where the SO strategy is to rely on strength to bring opportunities. 

As for the SWOT analysis model in quadrants, it can be described as follows: 

 

Figure 5: SWOT Matrix Analysis Quadrant Model 

Based on the SWOT Matrix Analysis Quadrant Model Figure above, the strategy recommendations that 
are most in line with the development of strategies carried out for poverty reduction in farmers in East Tanjung 
Jabung Regency in quadrant I position, namely progressive recommendations, which means a very favorable 
situation for farmers in East Tanjung Jabung Regency because they have opportunities and strengths so that they 
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can take advantage of existing opportunities,  So the strategy that must be applied in this condition is to support 
aggressive growth policies. 

Based on the results of the SWOT matrix analysis on farmers of East Tanjung Jabung Regency, 12 
alternative strategies were obtained resulting from the S-O strategy, S-T strategy, W-O strategy, and W-T strategy. 

1. S-O Strategy 
The S-O strategy or power-opportunity strategy is a strategy that uses internal forces to take advantage of 
external opportunities. Based on the strengths of food farmers and their ability to seize opportunities, 
strategies can be formulated as follows: 

a. Improving the quality of assistance to farmer groups 
b. Development of agricultural land potential and farmers' economic business 

2. S-T Strategy 
An S-T strategy or force-threat strategy is a strategy that uses internal forces to avoid or mitigate external 
threats faced by food farmers. S-T strategies that can be recommended are: 

a. Development of superior commodities 
b. Increased partnerships with the corporate world 
c. Intensive socialization of government programs 
d. Create spatial system policies that favor farmers. 

3. Strategy W-O 
The W-O strategy or weakness-opportunity strategy is a strategy that aims to improve internal weaknesses 
by utilizing existing external opportunities. Alternative strategies obtained are as follows: 

a. Make government budget system policies that favor farmers. 
b. Improving the quality of farmer human resources 
c. Improvement of agricultural facilities and infrastructure 

4. W-T Strategy 
The W-T strategy or weakness-threat strategy is a strategy geared towards reducing internal weaknesses 
and avoiding external threats. From the weaknesses and threats faced by farmers, alternative strategies can 
be formulated as follows: 

a. Providing business capital assistance in the form of KUR and training to develop their farms. 
b. Provide social assistance to food farmers with precisely the target. 
c. Protect farmers from land use changes that do not benefit farmers. 

 

5. CONCLUSION 

Based on the results of multiple linear regression partial own capital, people's business credit, training, and 
agricultural institutions have a significant effect on the income of food farmers in East Tanjung Jabung Regency. 
Meanwhile, technology does not have a significant effect on the income of food farmers in East Tanjung Jabung 
Regency. Based on the results of the SWOT analysis the strategy used for poverty reduction in farmers in East 
Tanjung Jabung Regency is in quadrant I position, which is a progressive recommendation, which means a very 
favorable situation for farmers in East Tanjung Jabung Regency because it has opportunities and strengths so that 
they can take advantage of existing opportunities to overcome poverty. 

 

6. ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

The authors would like to express their sincere gratitude to Universitas Jambi for providing the resources and support 
necessary to complete this study. We would also like to thank all participants who contributed their time and insights 



 The Asian Journal of Professional and Business Studies, Volume 5, Issue 1 (2024), pp. 88-99 
 
 

97 
 

to this research. Special appreciation is extended to colleagues and peers who offered valuable feedback during the 
development of this manuscript. 

 

REFERENCES 

Amir, J., & Yulmardi. (2019). Economic research methodology and its application. Bogor: IPB Press. 
Apriadi, D. (2015). Analysis of factors affecting farmer income. Journal of Agricultural Economics, 10(2), 45–56. 

Ar-Rozi, K., Kolopaking, L., & Agusta. (2019). The role of self-village agricultural institutions in increasing farmer 
income. Journal of Rural Sociology. (Volume and issue information needed.) 

Arimbawa, & Widanta. (2017). The influence of land area, technology, and training on the income of rice farmers 
with productivity as an intervening variable in Mengwi sub-district. e-Journal of Development Economics, 
Udayana University, pp. 1601–1627. 

Astuti, S. (2021). Implications of the triple-track strategy policy on poverty alleviation. Asian Management and 
Business Review, 1(1), 1–13. 

Bahruddin. (2020). Analysis of factors affecting the income of rice farmers in Patampanua District, Pinrang 
Regency. Economos: Journal of Economics and Business, (1), 17–28. 

Basavaraja, H., Mahajanashetti, S. B., & Udagatti, N. C. (2008). Economic analysis of post-harvest losses in food 
grains in India: A case study of Karnataka. Agricultural Economics Research Review, 21, 117–126. 

Busahara, M. O. A. (2021). Impact of policies, strategies, and agricultural institutions on food security and poverty 
status of vegetable farmers along the Blue Nile banks, Gezira State, Sudan. Independent Journal of 
Management & Production, 12(8), 2217–2280. 

David, F. R. (2006). Strategic management: Concepts (10th ed.). Jakarta: Salemba Empat. 

Ernada, S. E. Z., & Gaol, H. L. (2015, September 10–11). Poverty alleviation programs: Lessons from Indonesia 
[Paper presentation]. 6th Meeting of the COMCEC Poverty Alleviation Working Group, Ankara, Turkey. 
Jakarta: Ministry of Social Affairs of the Republic of Indonesia. (Unpublished). 

Gani, I., & Amalia, S. (2015). Data analysis tools: Applications of statistics to economic and social research. 
Yogyakarta: PT Andi Offset. 

Ghozali, I. (2012). Applications of multivariate analysis with IBM SPSS program. Yogyakarta: Diponegoro 
University. 

Gunawan, H., Sumaryanto, & Siregar, H. (2011). The impact of training on farmer productivity. Indonesian Journal 
of Agricultural Economics, 3(2), 89–101. 

Hakim. (2006). Ekonomi pembangunan. Yogyakarta: Ekonosia, Faculty of Economics. 

Hamdi, & Baharuddin. (2014). Quantitative research methods. Yogyakarta: Deepublish. 

Hamid. (2008). Poverty alleviation. Bandung: Remaja Rosdakarya. 

Ihsan. (2010). Fundamentals of education. Jakarta: Rineka Cipta. 

Kosmayanti. (2017). The influence of capital and land area on the income of food farmers in Pangkatan Village, 
North Labuhan Batu Regency. Journal of Village Plans, 12(1), 7–12. 

Kuncoro, M. (2004). Otonomi dan pembangunan daerah: Reformasi, perencanaan, strategi, dan peluang. Erlangga. 

Mahmudah, E., & Harianto, S. (2014). Bargaining position of farmers in facing intermediaries. Pardigma, 2(1). 
Surabaya.  

Marwoto. (2000). Factors causing the low level of education of the people of Cipete Village, Cilongok District, 
Banyumas Regency [Unpublished master’s thesis]. University of Muhammadiyah Purwokerto. 



 The Asian Journal of Professional and Business Studies, Volume 5, Issue 1 (2024), pp. 88-99 
 
 

98 
 

Mubyarto. (1995). Introduction to agricultural economics. Jakarta: Institute for Economic and Social Research, 
Information and Research. 

Murti, et al. (2017). Factors affecting the income of poor families in Maesan District, Bondowoso Regency. e-
Journal of Business Economics and Accounting, 4(2), 182–186. 

Nougroho, D. (2010). Analysis of willingness to assess land development rights as the basis for the value of rice 
field conservation programs in Moyudan District, Sleman Regency (Master’s thesis). Universitas Gadjah 
Mada. 

Nurkse, R. (1953). Problems of capital formation in underdeveloped countries. New York: Oxford University Press. 

Rafii, A. (2019). Analysis of factors affecting the income of poor households in West Tanjung Jabung Regency 
(case study in Semau Village, Bram Itam District). e-Journal of Economic Perspectives and Regional 
Development, 8(2), 117–128. 

Raharja, P., & Manurung, M. (2008). Macroeconomic theory. Jakarta: Faculty of Economics, University of 
Indonesia. 

Rangkuti, F. (2013). Techniques for dissecting the SWOT analysis business case: How to calculate weight, rating, 
and OCAI. Jakarta: Gramedia Main Library. 

Rianita, D. (2015). The role of credit access in improving farmer income. Journal of Rural Development, 8(1), 23–
34. 

Robinson. (1997). Strategic management: Formulation, implementation, and control (Vol. 1). Jakarta: Binarupa 
Aksara. 

Rusmono. (2012). Institutional role in improving farmer welfare. Journal of Rural Development, 7(1), 55–67. 

Santoso, et al. (2018). Analysis of factors affecting the income of poor people in Kecamatangemeh Talaud Islands 
District. Journal of Scientific Periodical Efficiency, 18(6), 34–44. 

Saptarini. (2018). Poverty alleviation in Pringsewu District: Human resource development and business 
strengthening through SWOT analysis. Journal of Science and Technology Development and Innovation of 
Pringsewu Regency, 3(2), 117–126. 

Sastraatmadja, E. (2007). Garis kemiskinan. West Java: HKTI. 

Satriawan, B., & Oktavianti, H. (2012). Journal of Development Economics, 13(1), 96–112. (Please provide article 
title.) 

Sharp. (2002). Economics of social issues (14th ed.). New York: Irwin/McGraw-Hill. 

Siahaan, G. B. F. (2012). The effect of production factors on the income of coffee farmers in Tampahan Village, 
Toba Samosir Regency [Bachelor’s thesis]. Universitas Negeri Medan. 

Simanjuntak. (2001). Introduction to human resource economics (2001 ed.). Jakarta: Faculty of Economics, 
University of Indonesia. 

Sudjarwo, & Basrowi. (2009). Social research management. Bandung: CV Mandar Forward. 

Sugiyono. (2014). Educational research methods: Quantitative, qualitative, and R&D approaches. Bandung: 
Alfabeta. 

Suliyanto. (2006). Business research methods. Yogyakarta: CV Andi Offset. 

Sumedi, & Supadi. (2004). Poverty in Indonesia: An economic phenomenon. ICASERD Working Paper No. 21. 
Bogor: Center for Agricultural Socioeconomic Research and Development, Ministry of Agriculture. 

Supomo, & Indriantoro. (2002). Business research methodology (2nd printing). Yogyakarta: FE UGM Publisher. 

Suratiyah. (2011). Farm science. Jakarta: Self-Help Spreader. 

Suroso. (2006). Calculation of Gini ratio index of Banyumas Regency in 2005 [Undergraduate work]. Jenderal 
Soedirman University. 



 The Asian Journal of Professional and Business Studies, Volume 5, Issue 1 (2024), pp. 88-99 
 
 

99 
 

Thamrin, H., & Hanafi. (2012). The influence of socioeconomic factors on the income of areca-nut farmers. Journal 
of Agrium, 17(2), 85–94. 

Tjiptoherijanto. (2000, June–July). Population mobility and economic development (Paper No. 20). (Publisher or 
institution needed.) 

Todaro, M. P. (2011). Economic development in the third world (6th ed., H. Munandar, Trans.). Jakarta: PT Gelora 
Aksara Pratama. 

Umar, H. (2002). Research methodology for business theses and dissertations. Jakarta: PT King Grafindo Persada. 

Warto. (2015). Kondisi kemiskinan petani dan upaya penanggulangannya [Poor peasant condition and its prevention 
effort]. PKS Journal, 14(1), 20–29. 

World Bank Institute. (2005). Introduction to poverty analysis: Poverty manual. World Bank Institute. (PDF4PRO, 
Open Knowledge Repository, betterevaluation.org) 

World Bank Institute. (2009). Handbook on poverty and inequality. Washington, DC: World Bank. 
(betterevaluation.org, Open Knowledge Repository) 

Wouterse, F. (2015). Farmer household income and poverty: Evidence from rural areas. World Development, 65, 
168–181. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2014.08.012 

https://pdf4pro.com/view/introduction-to-poverty-analysis-world-bank-553625.html?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/entities/publication/16fb5239-c823-5335-a1e9-f6a16e1c631c?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.betterevaluation.org/tools-resources/handbook-poverty-inequality?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.betterevaluation.org/tools-resources/handbook-poverty-inequality?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/entities/publication/e4d5448e-c229-5f87-8d01-b0baf421e3b6?utm_source=chatgpt.com

