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Abstract: Fiscal independence is an essential aspect of assessing the economic stability of a region. Also, sectoral 
competitiveness is a vital benchmark in evaluating the superiority of a sector in the economy. The fiscal independence 
level of districts and cities in Aceh Province indicates that the budget management of all districts and cities in Aceh 
Province still depends on central government funds to finance regional development. Thus, through a sectoral 
competitiveness analysis, this study examines fiscal independence across regencies and cities in Aceh province. Using 
23 districts and cities in Aceh Province during the 2014-2020 (quarterly data) of Gross Regional Domestic Product 
(GRDP), this study applies shift-share analysis. The results show significant variations in the competitiveness of certain 
economic sectors in different regions. Nagan Raya Regency leads the agriculture sector, while West Aceh Regency 
dominates the mining and quarrying sector. Aceh Tamiang district stands out in the manufacturing sector, while Aceh 
Besar district is the centre of competitiveness in the construction sector. Bireun district showed the best performance 
in the wholesale and retail trade and repair of cars and motorcycles, while Aceh Utara achieved excellence in the 
transportation sector. The city of Banda Aceh consistently performs best in the accommodation and food supply sector, 
the real estate sector, and the other services/tourism sector. In addition, the findings of this study also show that from 
the perspective of the dominance of the highest sectoral competitiveness value per region, there are 6 (six) dominating 
sectors out of a total of 9 (nine) sectors observed, namely the industrial sector, wholesale, and retail, trade sector repair 
of cars and motorcycles, mining and quarrying sector, construction sector and agricultural sector. However, this study's 
findings also show significant potential for economic diversification, which could significantly improve the region's fiscal 
independence.  
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1. Introduction 
Regional development is needed to support national development. Indonesia has introduced regional autonomy 

and fiscal decentralisation to encourage the dynamics of regional economic growth. The forms of decentralisation 
implemented in Indonesia include political, administrative, and fiscal decentralisation. Fiscal function is a function at the 
economic level that is essentially identical to the current ability of the state/region to generate revenue to meet its needs 
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and then allocate the existing budget, or can be called the state / regional budget, and distribute it (Ritonga et al., 2023). 
Implementing fiscal decentralisation in Indonesia aims to create aspects of independence in the regions, namely 
regional fiscal independence (Sidig, 2018). Fiscal independence is a crucial indicator in measuring the ability of local 
governments to self-finance local government activities without depending on external assistance, including from the 
central government (World Bank, 1994).  

According to the 2020 Review Report on the Fiscal Independence of Local Governments issued by the Supreme 
Audit Agency of the Republic of Indonesia (2021), fiscal independence between regions in Indonesia is uneven. The 
gap is significantly pronounced when comparing data on fiscal independence between provinces in Indonesia. Figures 
1 and 2 display the value of the fiscal independence index in 2020; 7 (seven) provinces in Indonesia have a fiscal 
independence index value in the “independent” category, namely with a value in the range between 0.50 (included) and 
less than 0.75 (0.50 ≤ IKF < 0.75), namely DKI Jakarta Province, Banten Province, East Java Province, West Java 
Province, Bali Province, Central Java Province, and East Kalimantan Province. While provinces that have a fiscal 
independence index value in the category “towards independence”, namely with values in the range between 0.25 
(including) and less than 0.50 (0.25 ≤ IKF < 0.50), there are 16 provinces. As for those in the “not yet independent” 
category, namely with values in the range between 0.00 (included) and less than 0.25 (0.00 ≤ IKF < 0.25), there are 
ten provinces, namely West Papua Province, North Maluku Province, Aceh Province, West Sulawesi Province, Maluku 
Province, Gorontalo Province, East Nusa Tenggara Province, North Kalimantan Province, North Sulawesi Province and 
Southeast Sulawesi Province. 

 

 
  Independent (0.50 ≤ IKF < 0.75) 
  Towards Independent (0.25 ≤ IKF < 0.50) 
  Not yet Independent (0.00 ≤ IKF < 0.25) 

Figure 1. Level of Fiscal Independence of Provinces in Indonesia in 2020 

 
Figure 2. Map of the Level of Fiscal Independence of Provinces in Indonesia in 2020 
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Figure 2 shows that Aceh Province is the only province on the island of Sumatra. In 2020, the value of its fiscal 
independence index is in the category of not yet independent, which means that in managing the budget, Aceh Province 
is still very dependent on central government transfer funds in financing development in the region. This is also 
supported by a report published by the Regional Office of the Directorate General of Treasury of Aceh Province (2019), 
which explains that in the composition of the APBD, Aceh Province's dependence on transfer funds from the Central 
Government is still relatively high. In 2018, the total transfer revenue for all local governments in Aceh Province 
(Balancing et al., and Village Fund Allocation) had a proportion of 85.96 %. On the other hand, the proportion of Aceh's 
own-source revenue in the 2018 APBD was only 11.77 %. 

 
Figure 3. Level of Fiscal Independence of Regency / City in Aceh Province in 2020 

Figure 3 indicates a high level of provincial dependence on the central government and the low financial capacity 
experienced by most provinces in Indonesia. Figures 3 and 4 show that all districts and cities in Aceh Province in 2020 
fell into the “not yet independent” category, where the value of the fiscal independence index of all districts and cities in 
Aceh Province was less than 0.25. In this study, the “not yet independent” category in all districts and cities in Aceh 
Province is further classified into 3 (three) groups, namely, “High Independence (0.000 ≤ IKF < 0.083)”, “Moderate 
Independence (0.083 ≤ IKF < 0.167)”, and “Low Independence (0.167 ≤ IKF < 0.250)”. Figures 3 and 4 show that 
regions that fall into the "high independence" category, namely with values in the range between 0.000 (including) and 
less than 0.083 in 2020, namely there are five regions, Aceh Singkil Regency, Gayo Lues Regency, Bener Meriah 
Regency, Southeast Aceh Regency and Lhokseumawe City. While those in the category of “moderate independence”, 
namely with values in the range between 0.083 (including) and less than 0.167 (0.083 ≤ IKF < 0.167), namely there are 
11 regions, Pidie Jaya Regency, Bireun Regency, North Aceh Regency, Aceh Jaya Regency, Subulussalam City, 
Sabang City, Nagan Raya Regency, South Aceh Regency, Aceh Besar Regency, Pidie Regency, Aceh Tamiang 
Regency, East Aceh Regency, West Aceh Regency, Simeuleu Regency, Southwest Aceh Regency, Central Aceh 
Regency and Langsa City.  As for those in the “low independence” category, namely with values in the range between 
0.167 (included) and less than 0.250 (0.167 ≤ IKF < 0.250), there is one region, namely the City of Banda Aceh. 
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Figure 4. Map of Regency / City Fiscal Independence Levels in Aceh Province in 2020 

On the basis of the data on the realisation of Regional Revenues of all districts and cities in Aceh Province 
published in the APBD data portal of the Ministry of Finance of the Republic of Indonesia, as illustrated in Figure 5, it 
explains that in 2016, the proportion of transfer funds from the central government (TKDD) for the total of all districts 
and cities in Aceh Province was 78.56 %, while in 2019 it decreased to 77.94 %. Based on this %age value, the level 
of regional financial dependence of all districts and cities in Aceh Province in 2016 and 2019 was in the category of a 
very high level of dependence on transfer funds from the central government. In Zukhri's research (2020), the degree 
of dependence shows the ratio of the transfer income from the central government to the Total Regional Revenue 
(TPD). The degree of dependence consists of 6 (six) categories, namely a) Very Low (0.00 % - 10.00 %), b) Low (10.01 
% - 20.00 %), c) Medium (20.01 % - 30.00 %), d) High (30.01 % - 30.00 %). Moderately High (30.01 % - 40.00 %), e) 
High (40.01 % - 50.00 %), f) Very High (>50.01 %). As for local revenue in 2016, as seen in Figure 1, the proportion of 
local revenue for all districts and cities in Aceh Province was 9.01 %, while in 2019, it increased to 9.62 %. The 
contribution of local taxes to local revenue in 2016 amounted to 1.26 % and increased to 1.67 % in 2019. The 
contribution of local retribution to local revenue in 2016 amounted to 0.78 %; in 2019, the value remained the same at 
0.78 %. Based on this %age value, the degree of fiscal decentralisation of all districts and cities in Aceh Province in 
2016 was in the inferior category (9.01 %). 2019 it was still in the inferior category (9.62 %). In Zukhri's research (2020), 
the degree of fiscal decentralisation shows the ratio between Regional Original Revenue (PAD) and Total Regional 
Revenue (TPD). The degree of fiscal decentralisation consists of 6 (six) categories, namely a) Very Less (0.00 % - 
10.00 %), b) Less (10.01 % - 20.00 %), c) Medium (20.01 % - 30.00 %), d) (30.01 % - 40.00 %), e) Good (40.01 % - 
50.00 %), f) Very Good (>50.01 %).   
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   Figure 5. Total Local Revenue Realisation of All Districts and Cities in Aceh Province in 2016 and 2019 

Figure 5 displays that the budget management of all districts and municipalities in Aceh Province still depends on 
central government transfer funds in financing development in their regions. This means that local revenue in all districts 
and cities in Aceh Province is not empowered to finance its region, and the ability of the region to explore the potential 
sources of local revenue in terms of local taxes and local levies is still low and not optimal. The powerlessness of local 
revenue shown by districts and cities in Aceh Province in financing their regions can show that all districts and cities in 
Aceh Province have not succeeded in achieving the objectives of implementing regional autonomy, namely to increase 
regional independence, and the purpose of implementing fiscal decentralisation, namely to reduce regional fiscal 
dependence on the central government. 

Regional independence, which is the goal of fiscal decentralisation according to the Ministry of Finance of the 
Republic of Indonesia (2014), can be achieved through increased competitiveness. Competitiveness is the ability of a 
region compared to other regions to determine the right strategy to improve people's welfare. In other words, 
competitiveness is a complex interaction between input factors (the main factor forming competitiveness) and output 
(the core of economic performance, namely improving people's welfare) in each region. By creating leading sectors that 
are based on the needs and capabilities of the region, regional economic competitiveness seeks to encourage 
sustainable economic growth and improve people's welfare (Ministry of Finance of the Republic of Indonesia, 2014). 
Competitiveness is one of the main issues in development. One of the criteria and sources of a nation's resilience in 
sustainable development is its level of competitiveness. In their study, Voinescu and Moisoiu (2015) explained that at 
the global level, international economic organisation’s view increasing a country's competitiveness as a prerequisite for 
global economic stability and growth. 

According to Porter (1990), competitiveness results from processing a country's capacity to innovate based on 
existing key sectors. Krugman (1994) explains that competitiveness means another way to increase productivity or 
boost living standards based on the ability to increase productivity and creativity. Reiljan et al. (2000) explain that 
competitiveness is a multi-dimensional feature of an economic entity, such as a firm, industry, region, or country, 
operating in a market economy that describes its economic performance compared to other entities. Huggins et al. 
(2021) explain that competitiveness involves economic improvement and development in all places simultaneously, not 
improvement in one place at the expense of another. However, competitiveness does involve balancing the different 
types of advantages that a place may have over other places, i.e. the different sets of strengths that the socio-economic 
environment of a place has compared to other places. According to Bank Indonesia, competitiveness is defined as the 
ability of the regional economy to achieve a high and sustainable level of welfare while remaining open to domestic and 
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international competition (Ristek-BRIN, 2020). Meanwhile, according to the World Economic Forum (2017), 
competitiveness is defined as the capacity of an economic entity (country or region) to generate rapid and sustainable 
growth. Meanwhile, the Institute for Management Development (2014) defines competitiveness as the ability of a 
country to create and maintain an environment that supports the creation of more excellent added value for its 
companies and greater prosperity for its people. The European Commission (2013) defines competitiveness as the 
ability to produce goods and services by the needs of the global market, accompanied by the ability to maintain high 
and sustainable income, more generally, the ability (region) to create relatively high income and employment 
opportunities while still faced with external competition. Competitiveness can also be interpreted as a reflection of a 
region's productivity, progress, competition and independence (Ristek-BRIN, 2020). Meanwhile, Abdullah (2002) 
explains that the idea of competitiveness is generally associated with the concept of comparative advantage, which 
refers to the presence of additional components in the production process that allow a country to attract investors and 
encourage them to invest in the country compared to other countries. 

In their study, Ritonga and Hidayat (2004) explained that competitiveness is one of the criteria for determining a 
country's success and achieving a better goal by increasing income and economic growth. Competitiveness is identified 
with productivity issues, namely by looking at the level of output produced for each input used. The increase in 
productivity is caused by an increase in the number of physical inputs of capital and labour, an increase in the quality 
of inputs used and an increase in technology. Meanwhile, in his research, Apridar (2014) stated that for a country or 
region to be able to compete, the country or region must focus on the ability to increase productivity and efficiency 
levels. In this case, the government is vital in improving competitiveness as a facilitator and regulator to maintain market 
dynamism. Ra'is and Rohman (2020) stated that regional innovation will foster regional competitiveness so that it has 
economic resilience. Regions with high competitiveness have the potential to obtain adequate sources of local revenue 
in more significant amounts. Various innovations can help a region accelerate its economic recovery. The diverse 
economic potential in the region will be accelerated through innovation, thus providing added value to the resilience of 
the local economy and society. 

Competitiveness or the ability to compete is needed so that the economic sector can continue to grow and support 
the community's welfare. In their study, Irawati et al. (2008) explained that the welfare of a nation's citizens increases 
along with the level of competitiveness. As a tool to improve the welfare of society, this competence can be seen, among 
others, in the degree of production, efficiency, and possibility (World Bank, 1995). This encourages economic growth 
to achieve maximum and sustainable prosperity (Ministry of Finance of the Republic of Indonesia, 2014). 

Aceh Province obtained special autonomy through Law No.18 of 2001, later enhanced by Law No.11 of 2006 on 
the Government of Aceh. In this law, Aceh Province was given the authority to regulate its region more broadly, 
especially in the authority to obtain regional revenue sources. This broader authority is expected to allow Aceh Province 
to explore various sources to increase its fiscal revenue (Hasibuan et al., 2021; Sugiharjo et al., 2022; and Suriani et 
al., 2020) and it is important to pay attention to physical spending to increase economic growth (Nugroho et al., 2022)  
According to the Regional Office of the Directorate General of Treasury of Aceh Province (2019), to increase regional 
fiscal capacity, namely by increasing the quality of APBD spending to be prioritised to economic sectors, which will 
generate regional income to increase regional fiscal capacity. This aligns with the theory put forward by Musgrave 
(1969) in the theory of fiscal federalism, which reveals that managing regional spending that prioritises quality spending 
will significantly affect economic growth. Meanwhile, the research of Ismaulina et al. (2022) stated that government 
spending has significantly contributed to reducing income inequality. Samuelson (1971), in the fast-track growth theory, 
also known as the turnpike, refers to the need for a region to identify sectors or commodities with great potential and 
can be developed quickly because of their advantages over other sectors or commodities. This suggests that the sector 
or commodity can create more value-added in less time and with the exact capital requirements. Where these activities 
can make a significant contribution to the economy (Yasin, 2016). Hismendi et al. (2021) stated in their research that 
the government's role in economic growth is to make policies in the economic sector, such as creating added value, not 
exporting semi-finished goods. Policies favouring domestic industrial companies will certainly generate innovation, and 
the financial sector can significantly support capital for industrial development. 

So, to realise fiscal independence in Aceh Province and reduce dependence on funding from the central 
government, it is essential to identify competitive economic sectors that can increase local revenue. This study 
examines the competitiveness of 9 (nine) economic sectors, namely the competitiveness of the agricultural sector, the 
competitiveness of the mining and quarrying sector, the competitiveness of the manufacturing sector, the 
competitiveness of the construction sector, the wholesale and retail trade sector; car and motorcycle repair, the 
competitiveness of the transportation and warehousing sector, the competitiveness of the accommodation and food 
supply sector, the competitiveness of the real estate sector and the competitiveness of other service sectors. 

2. Materials and Methods 
The main focus of this study is to observe the competitiveness of nine economic sectors, namely the agricultural, 

mining and quarrying sectors, manufacturing, construction, wholesale and retail trade sectors; car and motorcycle 
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repair, transportation and warehousing sectors, accommodation and food supply sectors, real estate sector and other 
service sectors. The data is Gross Regional Domestic Product (GRDP) at constant prices from 23 districts/cities in Aceh 
Province for the 2014-2020 observation year (quarterly data) obtained from the Central Statistics Agency (BPS) districts 
and cities in Aceh Province. To analyse the competitiveness of the economic sector in districts and cities in Aceh 
Province, the solution method used is the shift-share analysis method, namely by looking at the positive or negative 
Competitive Shift (CS) numbers. If the value is positive, the sector is identified as competitive, and if the value is 
negative, then the sector is identified as not competitive. In this study, the shift-share component used in analysing the 
sectoral competitiveness of the regional economy, according to Dunn (1960) is using the differential shift component 
(Competitive Shift / CS) with the equation: 

𝐂𝐂𝐂𝐂 = �𝒚𝒚𝒚𝒚𝟎𝟎  ��
𝒚𝒚𝒚𝒚𝒕𝒕

𝒚𝒚𝒚𝒚𝟎𝟎
� − �

𝒁𝒁𝒚𝒚𝒕𝒕

𝒁𝒁𝒚𝒚𝟎𝟎
��� 

Where, Yi0: GRDP of sector i in the district/city at the beginning of the analysis year, Yit: GDP of sector i in the 
district/city at the end of the analysis year, Zit : GDP of sector i in Aceh Province at the end of the analysis year, Zi0: 
GDP of sector i of Aceh Province at the beginning of the year of analysis  

Dunn (1960) called this the “Differential shift” and later the regional competitiveness effect, as it shows how 
regional industries gain or lose market share. It is also stated by Goschin (2014) that the Differential shift component is 
the growth/decline in gross value added or regional employment caused by certain local factors that reflect regional 
comparative advantages, such as natural resources, advantageous location and efficient labour markets, or regional 
weaknesses such as lack of capital or low human resources. The Differential shift component is perhaps the most 
essential part of a shift-share analysis, as it allows the identification of each region's economic strengths or weaknesses. 

 A positive value of the Differential shift component for a particular sector indicates that the region has a local 
comparative advantage, thus creating additional employment growth. In contrast, a positive total region component 
indicates that the region is competitive nationally. A negative value of the Differential shift component indicates sectors 
characterised by local comparative weakness. In contrast, a negative total regional share component is specific to 
regions that are less than average competitive (Goschin, 2014). Wibisono et al. (2019). The differential shift 
(Competitive Shift  or CS) or (Competitive Effect) component describes or explains the competitiveness of economic 
sectors in a region. If the CS value in a sector is positive, it can be said that it has relatively higher competitiveness than 
other sectors in the analysed region. If the region has excess resources, then the region will have a positive CS value. 
If the region has few resources, then the CS analysis results in the region will be negative. 

Dogru and Sirakaya-Turk (2017) argue that shift-share analysis is widely used to analyse the competitiveness of 
various industries in a region relative to a country's general economic development level. Spanish scientists Chico et 
al. (2021), in their research, used the shift-share analysis method to assess the competitiveness of the food agriculture 
sector in their country. Mo et al. (2020) also used the shift-share analysis method to analyse the competitiveness of 
Gwangyang Port for the coal, iron ore, natural gas, and vegetable materials sectors. At the same time, Dogru & 
Sirakaya-Turk (2017) used the shift-share method to measure the strength of the competitiveness of the tourism industry 
in the state of South Carolina. Montanía et al. (2023) explained that one of the most significant characteristics of shift-
share analysis is its ability to help policymakers and analysts identify the most competitive and vulnerable sectors in a 
region's economy, which can be the basis for more accurate hypotheses and policy interventions. Meanwhile, Sishidiyati 
et al. (2021) explained that the results of the shift-share analysis are needed to map the region's potential, so it is 
expected to analyse potential resources for strengthening regional competitiveness. 

 A shift-share analysis is a statistical technique that describes the performance of sectors in a region compared 
to the national economy's performance. Thus, regional economic development results shift if the region makes progress 
in accordance with its position in the national economy. This technique compares the growth rates of sectors in a region 
with the growth rates of the national economy and its sectors and observes deviations from these comparisons. 
 Although it has been attributed to Dunn (1960), according to Lahr & Ferreira (2020), the first ideas related to this 
method were proposed by MacDougall (1940), Jones (1940) and Creamer (1943), while its popularisation as a relevant 
instrument in the field of regional science began with the application proposed by Perloff et al. (1960). The shift-share 
model generally decomposes regional growth into three components: the national component (NC), the industry mix 
component (IM), and the competitive component (CS). The effect of national growth is called share, the effect of industry 
mix is called proportional shift or composition mix, and the effect of competitive advantage is called differential shift 
(Soepono, 1993; Lahr & Ferreira, 2020; Lee & Kim, 2020; Montanía et al., 2021). 

3. Results 
Using the shift-share analysis method with the initial data in 2014 until 2020, this study found that the 

competitiveness of the agricultural sector is highest in Nagan Raya Regency, with a value of IDR 387.55 billion, while 
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West Aceh Regency is an area that has the highest mining and quarrying sector competitiveness with a value of IDR 
1,152.87 billion. The manufacturing sector's competitiveness is highest in Aceh Tamiang District, with a value of IDR 
186.60 billion. Meanwhile, the construction sector has the highest competitiveness value in Aceh Besar District, IDR 
471.19 billion. Bireun Regency has the highest competitiveness value in the wholesale and retail trade sector, repairing 
cars and motorbikes compared to other regions in Aceh Province, with a value of IDR 226.65 billion. The 
competitiveness of the transportation sector is highest in North Aceh District, with a value of IDR 79.85 billion. The city 
of Banda Aceh is an area that has the highest competitiveness value for the 3 (three) sectors, namely the provision of 
accommodation and eating and drinking, the real estate sector and other services/tourism sectors with a value of IDR 
31.98 billion, IDR 139.84 billion and IDR 26.68 billion respectively.  

Meanwhile, when viewed from the dominance of the highest sectoral competitiveness value per region, six sectors 
out of 9 are observed: the industrial sector, wholesale and retail trade sector, repair of cars and motorcycles, mining 
and quarrying sector, construction sector and agricultural sector. The industrial sector is dominated by several regions, 
namely Banda Aceh City, Langsa City, Aceh Tamiang Regency, Aceh Jaya Regency, Subulussalam City, Pidie Jaya 
Regency, Aceh Singkil Regency and Gayo Lues Regency, which is the sector that has the highest competitiveness 
index value of the other 9 (nine) sectors observed. In the wholesale and retail trade sector, repair of cars and 
motorcycles is in Central Aceh Regency, Bireun Regency, North Aceh Regency, Sabang City, Southwest Aceh 
Regency, South Aceh Regency, Simeulue Regency and Southeast Aceh Regency. The mining and quarrying sector 
has the highest competitiveness value in West Aceh Regency, with IDR 1,152.87 billion. Meanwhile, in Pidie and Aceh 
Besar Districts, the construction sector is the sector that has the highest competitiveness value compared to the other 
9 (nine) sectors observed. The agricultural sector is the most competitive in the Nagan Raya and Bener Meriah districts. 
For Lhokseumawe City, the transportation sector is the most competitive. For more details, see Table 1. 

Table 1. Results of Sectoral Competitiveness Analysis of District/City Economies in Aceh Province in 2020 

No District/City PRTN PRTBG IDTR KTRS  PRDG TRPT  AKMD  EST JSL  
1 Banda Aceh 18.52 -  141.67 -245.90 -61.85 -110.11 31.98 139.84 26.68 
2 Langsa -33.05 4.21 116.14 8.31 74.76 32.92 21.99 -28.38 -5.31 
3 Aceh Tengah -285.62 16.17 45.18 -3.49 59.29 4.76 1.17 -39.17 -6.68 
4 Pidie -106.49 100.85 90.26 106.00 27.50 57.92 -10.52 -35.18 -8.34 
5 Aceh Barat 90.62 1,152.87 47.65 16.70 -2.09 36.07 -3.63 -37.40 -0.31 
6 Bireuen -218.59 63.47 58.72 -16.38 226.65 45.58 -15.66 -36.86 -12.87 
7 Aceh Utara 33.39 -950.90 -18.31 55.90 225.73 79.85 7.33 -5.80 11.98 
8 Aceh Tamiang 119.09 74.10 186.60 -25.49 -5.71 18.40 -2.76 -9.44 -1.23 
9 Aceh Besar 58.83 17.80 101.83 471.19 86.27 -184.62 -4.73 2.30 -0.26 
10 Sabang -5.23 1.68 11.37 16.65 17.00 9.39 -5.43 -10.02 -0.85 
11 Aceh Barat Daya 12.09 -75.40 29.95 7.41 54.42 18.67 -3.50 -18.92 -14.27 
12 Aceh Selatan -24.42 19.90 45.66 -0.93 68.36 28.22 -4.43 -13.88 -5.25 
13 Nagan Raya 387.55 234.08 129.64 126.71 59.89 27.93 1.48 -2.01 -0.13 
14 Aceh Timur -306.92 -794.58 155.26 53.11 93.20 65.82 4.09 -3.49 -9.38 
15 Lhokseumawe -33.90 7.45 -1,477.53 -126.02 -163.45 31.52 26.01 8.85 5.24 
16 Bener Meriah 41.87 6.42 35.87 -24.21 7.29 20.25 -2.13 -11.29 -3.23 
17 Simeulue -36.82 10.87 8.89 5.57 15.50 2.63 -2.89 -9.03 -1.13 
18 Aceh Jaya 2.80 -5.74 33.59 -5.49 7.55 -0.38 -1.79 -6.05 -0.27 
19 Subulussalam -10.50 -39.40 98.92 39.69 63.66 21.01 0.93 -5.60 0.49 
20 Aceh Tenggara -113.43 15.23 25.56 20.59 44.50 12.91 -2.17 -24.74 -7.38 
21 Pidie Jaya -89.36 15.04 32.40 27.87 20.56 8.95 -3.96 -15.42 -1.28 
22 Aceh Singkil -58.26 9.34 40.94 14.84 21.85 -3.15 -1.59 -16.21 -2.30 
23 Gayo Lues -68.78 -9.98 91.70 -60.36 32.37 3.32 9.23 -8.52 -0.74 
Note: PRTN (Agriculture sector competitiveness), PRTBG (Competitiveness of the mining and quarrying sector), IDTR (Competitiveness of the 
manufacturing sector), KTRS (Construction sector competitiveness), PRDG (Competitiveness of wholesale and retail trade sector; repair of cars 
motorcycles), TRPT (Transportation and warehousing sector competitiveness), AKMD (Competitiveness of accommodation and food service 
sector), EST (Real estate sector competitiveness), JSL (Competitiveness of other services sector). 
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Figure 6. Development of Economic Sectoral Competitiveness Value of Districts and Municipalities in Aceh Province 2014-2020 

Figure 6 shows the competitiveness scores of economic sectors (9 observed sectors) per quarter in districts/cities 
in Aceh Province from 2014-2020, namely: (a) Agriculture sector competitiveness - Nagan Raya Regency was the 
region that 2016, in the first quarter (Q1), had the highest competitiveness value of the agricultural sector in Aceh 
Province, with a value of IDR 46.03 billion. Meanwhile, in 2020 in the first quarter (Q1), Aceh Tengah Regency was the 
region with the lowest agricultural sector competitiveness value in Aceh Province, with a value of IDR -26.67 billion.  
(b) Competitiveness of the mining and quarrying sector - In the first quarter (Q2) of 2017, West Aceh Regency had the 
highest competitiveness value of the mining and quarrying sector in Aceh Province, with IDR 118.83 billion. In the first 
quarter (Q2) of 2015, North Aceh Regency had the lowest competitiveness value, IDR -666.74 billion. (c) 
competitiveness of the manufacturing sector - North Aceh Regency is an area that, in 2018, in the first quarter (Q1), 
had the highest competitiveness value of the processing industry sector in Aceh Province, with a value of IDR 36.53 
billion. In 2015, in the second quarter (Q2), Lhokseumawe City was the region that had the lowest competitiveness 
value of the manufacturing sector in Aceh Province, with a value of IDR -506.75 billion. (d) Construction sector 
competitiveness - Aceh Besar District is an area that in 2020 in the first quarter (Q1) had the highest value of 
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construction sector competitiveness in Aceh Province, with a value of IDR116.50 billion. Meanwhile, in 2017, in the 
fourth quarter (Q2), Banda Aceh City was the region with the lowest construction sector competitiveness value in Aceh 
Province, with a value of IDR-99.60 billion. (e) Competitiveness of wholesale & retail trade sector; repair of cars & 
motorcycles - Bireuen Regency is the region that 2018, in the first quarter (Q1), had the highest competitiveness value 
of the wholesale and retail trade sector, repair of cars and motorcycles in Aceh Province, with a value of IDR 20.14 
billion. Meanwhile, in 2020, in the second quarter (Q2), North Aceh Regency was the region with the lowest 
competitiveness value of the wholesale and retail trade sector, repair of cars and motorcycles in Aceh Province, with a 
value of IDR -53.24 billion.  

(f) Transportation and warehousing sector competitiveness - Aceh Besar District is the region that in 2017, in the 
first quarter (Q1), had the highest competitiveness value of the transportation sector in Aceh Province, with a value of 
IDR 24.94 billion. Meanwhile, in 2020, in the first quarter (Q1), Aceh Besar Regency was the region that had the lowest 
value of transportation sector competitiveness in Aceh Province, with a value of IDR-153.09 billion. (g) Competitiveness 
of accommodation and food service sector - Banda Aceh City was the region that in 2017, in the first quarter (Q1), had 
the highest competitiveness value of the food and beverage accommodation sector in Aceh Province, with a value of 
IDR 4.63 billion. While in 2020, in the fourth quarter (Q4), Banda Aceh City is the region that has the lowest value of 
competitiveness in the food and beverage accommodation sector in Aceh Province, with a value of IDR -5.50 billion. 
(h) h. Real estate sector competitiveness - Banda Aceh City is an area that in 2017 in the first quarter (Q1) had the 
highest value of real estate sector competitiveness in Aceh Province, with a value of IDR 12.24 billion. Whereas in 
2020, in the first quarter (Q1), Aceh Besar Regency is the region with the lowest Real Estate sector competitiveness 
value with a value of IDR -6.32 billion. (i) Competitiveness of other services sector - Banda Aceh City was the region 
that 2017 in the first quarter (Q1), had the highest competitiveness value of the other services sector in Aceh Province, 
with a value of IDR 2.38 billion. While in 2014, in the third quarter (Q3), Banda Aceh City was the region with the lowest 
competitiveness value in the other services sector in Aceh Province, with a value of IDR-1.00 billion. 
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Figure 7. Sectoral Competitiveness Map of District and City Economies in Aceh Province in 2020 

Figure 7 shows the competitive economic sectors (9 observed sectors) in districts/cities in Aceh Province, namely: 
(i) Agriculture Sector for Southwest Aceh, Aceh Jaya, North Aceh, Nagan Raya, Banda Aceh, Aceh Besar, West Aceh, 
Bener Meriah and Aceh Tamiang. (ii) Mining and quarrying sector (Aceh Tengah, Bireuen, Lhokseumawe, Nagan 
Raya, Simeulue, Aceh Besar, Pidie, Langsa, Aceh Singkil, Pidie Jaya, Aceh Tenggara, Aceh Barat, Bener Meriah, Aceh 
Tamiang, Sabang and Aceh Selatan). (iii) Processing industry sector (Southwest Aceh, Aceh Jaya, Central Aceh, 
Bireuen, Nagan Raya, Simeulue, Aceh Besar, Langsa, Aceh Singkil, Pidie Jaya, Pidie, Southeast Aceh, West Aceh, 
Bener Meriah, Aceh Tamiang, Sabang, South Aceh, Banda Aceh, Subulussalam, East Aceh and Gayo Lues). (iv) 
Construction sector (Southwest Aceh, Nagan Raya, Simeulue, Aceh Besar, North Aceh, Langsa, Aceh Singkil, Pidie 
Jaya, Pidie, Southeast Aceh, West Aceh, Bener Meriah, Aceh Tamiang, Sabang, South Aceh, Subulussalam, East 
Aceh and Gayo Lues). (v) Wholesale and retail trade; repair of cars and motorcycles (Southwest Aceh, Aceh Jaya, 
Central Aceh, Bireuen, Nagan Raya, Simeulue, Aceh Besar, North Aceh, Langsa, Aceh Singkil, Pidie Jaya, Southeast 
Aceh, Pidie, Bener Meriah, Sabang, South Aceh, Subulussalam, East Aceh and Gayo Lues). (vi) Transportation sector 
(Southwest Aceh, Lhokseumawe, Central Aceh, Bireuen, Nagan Raya, Simeulue, North Aceh, Pidie, Langsa, Pidie 
Jaya, Southeast Aceh, West Aceh, Bener Meriah, Sabang, South Aceh, Subulussalam, Aceh Tamiang, East Aceh and 
Gayo Lues). (vii) Food and beverage accommodation sector (Lhokseumawe, Central Aceh, Nagan Raya, North Aceh, 
Langsa, Banda Aceh, Subulussalam, East Aceh and Gayo Lues). (viii)  Real estate sector (Lhokseumawe, 
Banda Aceh and Aceh Besar). (ix) Another services sector (Lhokseumawe, Banda Aceh, North Aceh and 
Subulussalam) 

4. Discussion 
The study found that there is significant variation in the competitiveness of economic sectors in Aceh, with each 

region having a comparative advantage in a particular sector. This finding is consistent with the hypothesis that each 
region has a potential and comparative advantage in its economic sector. For example, the districts of Southwest Aceh, 
Aceh Jaya, North Aceh, Nagan Raya, Banda Aceh, Aceh Besar, West Aceh, Bener Meriah and Aceh Tamiang are 
competitive in the agricultural sector, which is in line with Siagian and Santoso (2013), Wulandari (2018), Munandar et 
al. (2019), Aufa (2019) and Husna and Husein (2023), while the districts of Aceh Tengah, Bireuen, Lhokseumawe, 
Nagan Raya, Simeulue, Aceh Besar, Pidie, Langsa, Aceh Singkil, Pidie Jaya, Aceh Tenggara, Aceh Barat, Bener 
Meriah, Aceh Tamiang, Sabang and Aceh Selatan excel in the mining and quarrying sector where this is in line with 
Abdullah et al. (2014), Syahputra et al. (2015) and Munandar et al. (2019). The districts of Southwest Aceh, Aceh Jaya, 
Central Aceh, Bireuen, Nagan Raya, Simeulue, Aceh Besar, Langsa, Aceh Singkil, Pidie Jaya, Pidie, Southeast Aceh, 
West Aceh, Bener Meriah, Aceh Tamiang, Sabang, South Aceh, Banda Aceh, Subulussalam, East Aceh and Gayo 
Lues display the best performance in the manufacturing sector which is in line with Abdullah et al. (2014), Sitorus & 
Utami (2023), Jannah and Junaidi (2022) and Husna and Husein (2023). 

While the districts of Southwest Aceh, Nagan Raya, Simeulue, Aceh Besar, North Aceh, Langsa, Aceh Singkil, 
Pidie Jaya, Pidie, Aceh Tenggara, Aceh Barat, Bener Meriah, Aceh Tamiang, Sabang, Aceh Selatan, Subulussalam, 
Aceh Timur and Gayo Lues became the centre of competitiveness in the construction sector this is also in line with 
Wulandari (2018), (Yusuf et al., 2018). , 2021) and Sitorus & Utami (2023). The districts of Southwest Aceh, Aceh Jaya, 
Central Aceh, Bireuen, Nagan Raya, Simeulue, Aceh Besar, North Aceh, Langsa, Aceh Singkil, Pidie Jaya, Southeast 
Aceh, Pidie, Bener Meriah, Sabang, South Aceh, Subulussalam, East Aceh and Gayo Lues stand out in the wholesale 
and retail trade sector; repair of cars and motorbikes where this is in line with Fazil & Siregar (2016), Wulandari (2018), 
Zakaria et al. (2018), Munandar et al. (2019), (Yusuf et al., 2021), Fauzan et al. (2022) and Husna and Husein (2023). 
While the districts of Southwest Aceh, Lhokseumawe, Central Aceh, Bireuen, Nagan Raya, Simeulue, North Aceh, 
Pidie, Langsa, Pidie Jaya, Southeast Aceh, West Aceh, Bener Meriah, Sabang, South Aceh, Subulussalam, Aceh 
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Tamiang, East Aceh and Gayo Lues are superior in the transportation sector where this is also in line with Wulandari 
(2018) and Munandar et al. (2019).  

At the same time, the cities of Banda Aceh, Lhokseumawe, Central Aceh, Nagan Raya, North Aceh, Langsa, 
Banda Aceh, Subulussalam, East Aceh and Gayo Lues are the regions with the highest competitiveness in the provision 
of accommodation and eating and drinking sector where this is in line with Munandar et al. (2019) and Husna and 
Husein (2023). At the same time, the competitive real estate sector is in the cities of Banda Aceh, Lhokseumawe and 
Aceh Besar, which is in line with Munandar et al. (2019) and (Yusuf et al., 2021). Meanwhile, other competitive 
services/tourism sectors are in the cities of Lhokseumawe, Banda Aceh, North Aceh, and Subulussalam, which is in 
line with Fazil and Siregar (2016). This finding supports previous research that highlights the importance of identifying 
the comparative advantage of each region for sustainable economic development. 

5. Conclusions 
This study concludes that the various economic sectors in Aceh Province display varying levels of competitiveness 

across regions. Nagan Raya stands out in agriculture, while Aceh Barat dominates in mining and quarrying. Aceh 
Tamiang district performed best in the manufacturing sector, while Aceh Besar district became the centre of 
competitiveness in the construction sector. Bireun stands out in the wholesale and retail trade, including the repair of 
cars and motorcycles, while Aceh Utara excels in the transportation sector. The city of Banda Aceh consistently 
performed best in providing accommodation and food, real estate, and other services/tourism sectors. From the 
perspective of the dominance of the highest sectoral competitiveness value per region, 6 (six) sectors dominate out of 
a total of 9 (nine) sectors observed, namely the industrial sector, wholesale and retail trade sector, repair of cars and 
motorcycles, mining and quarrying sector, construction sector, and agricultural sector. The industry sector dominates 
in several regions, including Banda Aceh City, Langsa, Aceh Tamiang, Aceh Jaya, Subulussalam, Pidie Jaya, Aceh 
Singkil, and Gayo Lues. Meanwhile, the wholesale and retail trade repair of cars and motorcycles sector excels in 
Central Aceh District, Bireun District, North Aceh District, Sabang City, Southwest Aceh District, South Aceh District, 
Simeulue District, and Southeast Aceh District.  

The mining and quarrying sector shows the highest competitiveness in West Aceh Regency, while the construction 
sector excels in Pidie Regency and Aceh Besar Regency. Meanwhile, the agriculture sector stands out in Nagan Raya 
and Bener Meriah districts. Lhokseumawe City showed the best performance in the transportation sector. The 
conclusions of this study offer valuable insights for policymakers in formulating more effective and inclusive economic 
development strategies in Aceh Province. Based on this study's findings, several practical policy implications can be 
applied to improve the competitiveness of economic sectors, namely: (a). Development of Superior Potential: Regions 
that show high competitiveness in a sector need to be encouraged to continue to develop their superior potential through 
investment in supporting infrastructure, workforce training, and other policy incentives. (b) Economic Diversification: 
Regions with low competitiveness in a sector must diversify their economy to reduce dependence on a particular sector. 
This can be done by identifying alternative sectors that have the potential to be developed and allocating appropriate 
resources to support such diversification. (c) Infrastructure Improvement: Adequate infrastructure is an essential factor 
in improving economic competitiveness. Therefore, the government needs to focus on infrastructure development that 
supports inter-regional connectivity, market accessibility, and efficiency in distributing goods and services. (d). 
Strengthening Institutional Capacity: The capacity of regional institutions needs to be strengthened to improve the 
quality of public services, accelerate regulatory and licensing processes, and support the development of local economic 
sectors. (e) Investment and Tourism Promotion: Regions must actively promote their investment and tourism potential 
to attract investment and tourists, which can drive economic growth and job creation. 

Implementing relevant policy recommendations based on the findings of this study is expected to improve the 
overall economic competitiveness of districts/municipalities in Aceh Province, which is expected to generate and 
increase local own-source revenues and reduce the dependence on local government funding/budgeting from the 
central government which can ultimately improve the fiscal capacity of districts and municipalities in Aceh province by 
one of the objectives of fiscal decentralisation, namely creating regional independence.  

The implications of these findings are crucial in formulating regional economic policies. Local governments must 
consider each region's potential and comparative advantage in designing effective economic development strategies. 
For example, districts/municipalities with high competitiveness in certain sectors can be given priority in resource 
allocation and other supporting policies to increase their competitive advantage, which is expected to generate local 
revenue and increase their fiscal capacity. This finding also underscores the importance of inter-regional collaboration 
in regional economic development. Districts or cities that have comparative advantages in specific sectors can 
collaborate with other regions that have complementary advantages to create synergies and strengthen the 
competitiveness of the regional economy, which is expected to generate and increase local revenue, which in turn can 
increase the fiscal capacity of districts and cities in Aceh province. 

Thus, this study provides a better understanding of the regional economic dynamics in Aceh Province and valuable 
insights for policy decision-making and future research directions. The findings' implications can assist in formulating 
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sustainable and inclusive economic development strategies at both local and national levels. Future research could 
further explore the factors that influence the competitiveness of economic sectors at the local level. A more in-depth 
analysis of infrastructure, regulation, market access, and investment could provide a more comprehensive 
understanding of regional economic dynamics. Explore the relationship between external factors such as national 
policies, climate change, or global market changes and the competitiveness of specific sectors at the local level. Identify 
policy strategies that can improve the competitiveness of economic sectors in the long term, including investment in 
infrastructure, human capital development, or promotion of innovation in critical sectors. In addition, research could 
involve a cross-sectoral approach to understand the interactions between economic sectors and their impact on overall 
competitiveness, as well as the relationship between sector competitiveness and the level of local fiscal independence. 

Author Contributions: Conceptualisation, F.F. and M.S.A.M.; methodology, F.F.; software, F.F.; validation, M.S.A.M. and S.S.; 
formal analysis, F.F.; investigation, F.F. and M.S.A.M.; resources, F.F.; data curation, M.S.A.M. and S.S.; writing—original draft 
preparation, F.F. and M.S.A.M.; writing—review and editing, F.F., M.S.A.M. and S.S.; visualisation, S.S.; project administration, 
F.F.; Supervision, M.S.A.M. and S.S; funding acquisition, F.F. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the 
manuscript. 
Funding: This research received no external funding. 
Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable. 
Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was obtained from all subjects involved in the study. 
Data Availability Statement: Not applicable. 
Acknowledgments: The authors would like to thank the Universitas Syiah Kuala, Banda Aceh, Indonesia, for supporting this 
research and publication. We also thank the reviewers for their constructive comments and suggestions. 
Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest 

References 
Abdullah, M., Hamzah, A., & Nasir, M. (2014). Tingkat keterkaitan antar sektor ekonomi di Provinsi Aceh (pendekatan model input-

output) (The level of linkages between economic sectors in Aceh Province (input-output model approach). Jurnal Ilmu 
Ekonomi Pascasarjana Universitas Syiah Kuala, 2(1), 9–18. 

Abdullah, P. (2002). Daya Saing Daerah : Konsep dan Pengukurannnya di Indonesia (Pusat Pend) (Regional Competitiveness: 
Concept and Measurement in Indonesia (Pend Centre). Yogyakarta : Penerbit Buku Bhakti Profesindo. 

Apridar. (2014). The competitiveness of Indonesian tuna export facing the Asean economic community. Aceh International Journal 
of Social Sciences, 3(1), 1–13. 

Aufa, S. (2019). Analisis sektor unggulan di  Nagan Raya Tahun 2012-2017 (Analysis of leading sectors in Nagan Raya in 2012-
2017). Jurnal Ekonomika Indonesia, 8 No. 1(01), 40–47. https://ojs.unimal.ac.id/index.php/ekonomika/article/view/1795 

Badan Pemeriksa Keuangan Republik Indonesia. (2021). Laporan Hasil Reviu Atas Kemandirian Fiskal Pemerintah Daerah Tahun 
2020 (Review Report on Fiscal Independence of Local Government in 2020). https://www.ptonline.com/articles/how-to-get-
better-mfi-results 

Badan Pusat Statistik (BPS). (2024). Produk Domestik Regional Bruto Provinsi Aceh, dan Kota Menurut Lapangan Usaha 2014-
2020 (Gross Regional Domestic Product of Aceh Province, and City by Business Field 2014-2020). 

Chico, J. R., Sánchez, A. R. P., & García, M. J. (2021). Analysis of competitiveness of Spanish exports to the European Union with 
emphasis on the food sector. Revista de Economia e Sociologia Rural, 59(4), 1–17. https://doi.org/10.1590/1806-
9479.2021.231181 

Creamer, D. (1943). Shifts of manufacturing industries in industrial location and national resources. 85–104. US Government 
Printing Office, Washington 

Dogru, T., & Sirakaya-Turk, E. (2017). Engines of tourism’s growth: An examination of efficacy of shift-share regression analysis in 
South Carolina. Tourism Management, 58, 205–214. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2016.10.021 

Dunn, E. S. (1960). A statistical and analytical technique for regional analysis. In Papers in Regional Science (Vol. 6, Issue 1, pp. 
97–112). https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1435-5597.1960.tb01705.x 

European Commission. (2013). EU Regional Competitiveness Index (RCI 2013). In Publications Office of The European Union. 
Publications Office of the European Union. https://doi.org/10.2788/61698 

Fauzan, Triana, N., & Silvana, R. R. (2022). Analisis sektor unggulan perekonomian di City Lhokseumawe, Aceh Utara dan Bireuen 
(Analysis of the leading sectors of the economy in Lhokseumawe City, North Aceh and Bireuen). Jurnal Akuntanasi & 
Ekonomi Pembangunan Sekolah Tinggi Ilmu Ekonomi Lhokseumawe, 08(1), 1–8. 



Fachrizal et al., 2024/ Frontiers in Business and Economics, 3(1), 14-29 1-16 27 
 
 

Fazil, M., & Siregar, M. I. (2016). Keterkaitan sektor unggulan di Provinsi Aceh: Pengaruhnya terhadap pengembangan perkotaan 
(Linkages of leading sectors in Aceh Province: Influence on urban development). Jurnal Ilmiah Mahasiswa ( JIM ) Ekonomi 
Pembangunan Fakultas Ekonomi Dan Bisnis Unsyiah, 1(1), 117–129. 

Goschin, Z. (2014). Regional growth in Romania after its accession to EU: A shift-share analysis approach. Procedia Economics 
and Finance, 15(2004), 169–175. https://doi.org/10.1016/s2212-5671(14)00471-7 

Hasibuan, D. F., Miksalmina, & Zulkifli. (2021). Zakat sebagai sumber peningkatan kemandirian fiskal di Provinsi Aceh (Zakat as a 
source of increased fiscal independence in Aceh Province). Jurnal Ekonomi Dan Kebijakan Publik Indonesia, 8(2), 138–148. 

Hismendi, H., Masbar, R., Nazamuddin, N., Majid, M. S. A., & Suriani, S. (2021). Sectoral stock markets and economic growth 
nexus: empirical evidence from Indonesia. Journal of Asian Finance, Economics and Business, 8(4), 11–19. 
https://doi.org/10.13106/jafeb.2021.vol8.no4.0011 

Huggins, R., Prokop, D., & Thompson, P. (2021). UK Competitiveness Index 2021 (Issue November). Cardiff University and 
Nottingham Trent University. 

Husna, W., & Husein, R. (2023). Analisis sektor ekonomi unggulan dan potensial terhadap pertumbuhan ekonomi di Provinsi Aceh 
(Analysis of leading and potential economic sectors on economic growth in Aceh Province). Jurnal Ekonomi Regional 
Unimal, 6(1), 21–30. https://doi.org/10.29103/jeru.v6i1.12268 

Institute for Management Development. (2014). IMD releases its 2014 World Competitiveness Yearbook Ranking. In IMD World 
Competitiveness Center. Switzerland: International Institute for Management Development. http://www.imd.org/news/2014-
World-Competitiveness.cfm 

Irawati, I., Urufi, Z., Isaias, E., Resobeoen, R., Setiawan, A., & Aryanto. (2008). Pengukuran tingkat daya saing daerah berdasarkan 
variabel perekonomian daerah, variabel infrastruktur dan sumber daya alam, serta variabel sumber daya manusia di wilayah 
Provinsi Sulawesi Tenggara (Measurement of the level of regional competitiveness based on regional economic variables, 
infrastructure and natural resources variables, and human resources variables in Southeast Sulawesi Province).. Teknik 
Industri, 1(2001), 978–979. 

Ismaulina, Zulham, T., Majid, M. S. A., & Nasir, M. (2022). Do investment, government spending, employment, and donation matter 
for income inequality reduction in Aceh, Indonesia? Journal of Southwest Jiaotong University, 57(5), 144–159. 
https://doi.org/10.35741/issn.0258-2724.57.5.12 

Jannah, M., & Junaidi, E. (2022). Linkages between Sectors and Regions in the Aceh Economy. Jurnal Ekonomi Pembangunan, 
20(2), 205–224. https://doi.org/10.29259/jep. 

Jones, J. H. (1940). A memorandum on the location of industry. The royal commission on the distribution of the industrial population. 
Appendix II, 249–280. 

Kanwil Ditjen Perbendaharaan Provinsi Aceh. (2019). Kajian Fiskal Regional Tahun 2018. In Banda Aceh (Regional Fiscal Review 
2018. In Banda Aceh): Kanwil Ditjen Perbendaharaan Provinsi Aceh. https://djpb.kemenkeu.go.id/kanwil/riau/id/profil/309-
kfr/2871-kajian-fiskal-regional.html 

Kementerian Keuangan Republik Indonesia. (2014). Kajian Atas Kebijakan Penguatan Daya Saing Daerah Dalam Rangka 
Peningkatan Kesejahteraan Masyarakat (Review of Policies to Strengthen Regional Competitiveness in the Context of 
Improving Community Welfare). Jakarta: Direktorat Jenderal Perimbangan Keuangan. 

Krugman, P. (1994). Competitiveness: a dangerous obsession. Foreign Affairs, 73(2), 28–44. https://doi.org/10.2307/20045917 
Lahr, M. L., & Ferreira, J. P. (2020). A reconnaissance through the history of shift-share analysis a reconnaissance through the 

history of shift-share snalysis. Handbook OfRegional Science, 1–16. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-36203-3_134-1 
Lee, H. kyung, & Kim, H. bae. (2020). Weighted spatial dynamic shift-share model as a forecasting tool for a regional economy: 

The case of South Korea. Growth and Change, 51(2), 734–748. https://doi.org/10.1111/grow.12377 
MacDougall, G. D. A. (1940). Inter-war population changes in town and country. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society, 103(1), 

30–60. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.2307/2980550 
Mo, S. W., Lee, K. B., Lee, Y. J., & Park, H. G. (2020). Analysis of import changes through shift-share, location quotient and BCG 

techniques: Gwangyang Port in Asia. Asian Journal of Shipping and Logistics, 36(3), 145–156. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajsl.2020.01.001 

Montanía, C. V., Márquez, M. A., Fernández-Núñez, T., & Hewings, G. J. D. (2021). Spatial shift-share analysis: Some new 
developments. Papers in Regional Science, 100(2), 305–325. https://doi.org/10.1111/pirs.12575 

Montanía, C. V., Márquez, M. A., Fernández-Núñez, T., & Hewings, G. J. D. (2023). Toward a more comprehensive shift-share 
analysis: An illustration using regional data. Growth and Change, October 2022, 1–23. https://doi.org/10.1111/grow.12693 

Munandar, S., Safwadi, I., & Najmi, I. (2019). Analisis sektor ekonomi unggulan dan potensial terhadap perekonomian di Provinsi 
Aceh (periode 2010-2017) (Analysis of leading and potential economic sectors to the economy in Aceh Province (period 
2010-2017). Jurnal Abulyatama, 661–671. 



Fachrizal et al., 2024/ Frontiers in Business and Economics, 3(1), 14-29 1-16 28 
 
 

Musgrave, R. A. (1969). Theories of fiscal federalism. https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:145968154 
Nugroho, P., Syahnur, S., & Suriani. (2022). The impact of real government spending in physical and social infrastructure on 

economic growth. Jurnal Perbendaharaan, Keuangan Negara Dan Kebijakan Publik, 7(4), 287–300. 
Perloff, H. S., Dunn, J. E. S., Lampard, E. E., & Keith., R. F. K. R. F. (1960). Regions, Resources, and Economic Growth. Baltimore: 

John Hopkins Press. 
Porter, M. E. (1990). The Competitive Advantage of Nations. Harvard Business Review, 73–91. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/014920639101700113 
Ra’is, D. U., & Rohman dan A. (2020). Inovasi daerah sebagai sumber peningkatan pendapatan asli daerah (pad) dan percepatan 

pemulihan ekonomi (Regional innovation as a source of increasing local revenue (pad) and accelerating economic recovery). 
Konferensi Nasional Ilmu Administrasi, 67–72. 

Reiljan, J., Hinrikus, M., & Ivanov, A. (2000). Key issues in defining and analysing the competitiveness of a country. SSRN Electronic 
Journal, 1, 7–59. https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.418540 

Ristek-BRIN. (2020). Indeks Daya Saing Daerah (Regional Competitiveness Index) (Vol. 1, Issue 1). Jakarta: penerbit BRIN. 
Ritonga, P., Shabri, M., & Majid, A. (2023). Kebijakan fiskal dari perspektif Islam (Fiscal policy from an Islamic perspective). 

Ekonomikawan: Jurnal Ilmu Ekonomi Dan Studi Pembangunan, 23(1), 153–164. 
Ritonga, S. A. W., & Hidayat, P. (2004). Analisis daya saing ekonomi Batu Bara (Analysis of the economic competitiveness of Coal). 

Jurnal Ekonomi Dan Keuangan, 3(5), 323–334. 
Samuelson, P. A. (1971). Turnpike theorems even though tastes are intertemporally dependent. Western Economic Journal, 9(1), 

21–26. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1465-7295.1971.tb01614.x 
Siagian, A. P., & Santoso, E. (2013). Klaster pengembangan industri berbasis perkebunan dalam pengembangan wilayah di 

Provinsi Aceh (Cluster development of plantation-based industries in regional development in Aceh Province). Jurnal Teknik 
ITS, 2(2), 152090. https://www.semanticscholar.org/paper/999d445d58ebdab273636b3ec3f58d4c906b848c 

Sidig, D. S. (2018). Desentralisasi fiskal dan kesenjangan pendapatan antarprovinsi di Indonesia (Fiscal decentralisation and 
interprovincial income disparity in Indonesia). Simposium Nasional Keuangan Negara, Tanzi 1995, 978–1001. 

Sishidiyati, Wahed, M., Aris, K., & Perdana, P. (2021). Analisis shift share bagi penguatan daya saing daerah di Jawa Timur (Shift 
share analysis for strengthening regional competitiveness in East Java). Journal of Regional Economics Indonesia, 2(2), 
78–91. 

Sitorus, A. V. Y., & Utami, L. P. (2023). Leading sectors and poverty in Aceh Province. Bappenas Working Papers, 6(2), 223–239. 
https://doi.org/10.47266/bwp.v6i2.209 

Soepono, P. (1993). Analisis shift-share: perkembangan dan penerapan (Shift-share analysis: development and application). Jurnal 
Ekonomi Dan Bisnis Indonesia, 8(1), 1–18. 

Sugiharjo, D., Suriani, S., & Seftarita, C. (2022). The Effect of Education and Health on Poverty Reduction in Aceh Province, 
Indonesia: Moderating Role of Special Autonomy Fund. International Journal of Finance, Economics and Business, 1(4), 
292–302. https://doi.org/10.56225/ijfeb.v1i4.78 

Suriani, Nurdin, R., & Riyaldi, M. H. (2020). Causality Relationship of Zakat , Income Inequality , and Poverty : A Panel Co-
Integration Approach. International Journal of Economics and Business Administration, VIII(4), 875–887. 

Syahputra, H., Hamzah, A., & Syahnur, S. (2015). Analisis sektor unggulan dan perubahan struktur perekonomian  Aceh Barat 
(Analysis of leading sectors and changes in the economic structure of Aceh Barat). Jurnal Ilmu Ekonomi Pascasarjana 
Universitas Syiah Kuala, 3(3), 56–68. https://jurnal.usk.ac.id/MIE/article/view/4752/4101 

Voinescu, R., & Moisoiu, C. (2015). Competitiveness, Theoretical and Policy Approaches. Towards a More Competitive EU. 
Procedia Economics and Finance, 22, 512–521. https://doi.org/10.1016/s2212-5671(15)00248-8 

Wibisono, E., Amir, A., & Zulfanetti, Z. (2019). Keunggulan komparatif dan kompetitif sektor industri pengolahan di Provinsi Jambi. 
Journal of Regional and Rural Development Planning, 3(2), 105–116. https://doi.org/10.29244/jp2wd.2019.3.2.105-116 

World Bank. (1994). The World Bank Annual Report 1994. In The World Bank. Washington DC : The World Bank. 
https://doi.org/10.1596/0-8213-5157-5 

World Bank. (1995). The World Bank Annual Report 1995. Washington DC : The World Bank. 
World Economic Forum. (2017). The Global Competitiveness Index Report 2017-2018. In “The global competitiveness report 2017-

2018”,. http://ci.nii.ac.jp/naid/110008131965/ 
Wulandari, P. (2018). Analisis pemetaan potensi daerah dalam rangka menciptakan keunggulan daerah di Provinsi Aceh (Analysis 

of regional potential mapping in order to create regional excellence in Aceh Province). Jurnal Ilmu Administrasi (JIA), XV(1), 
18–34. 



Fachrizal et al., 2024/ Frontiers in Business and Economics, 3(1), 14-29 1-16 29 
 
 

Yasin, R. T. (2016). Analisis potensi pertumbuhan ekonomi Sidoarjo di wilayah Gerbangkertosusila (Analysing the economic growth 
potential of Sidoarjo in the Gerbangkertosusila region). Tesis : Universitas Brawijaya. 

Yusuf, M. A., Caisarina, I., & Nadia, S. (2021). Pengembangan wilayah Aceh Besar melalui sektor unggulan : persepsi stakeholder 
(Aceh Besar regional development through leading sectors: stakeholder perceptions). Journal of Architecture-University of 
Muhammadiyah Aceh, 11(2), 55–62. https://doi.org/http://doi.org/10.37598/rumoh.v11i2.165 55 

Zakaria, Zulham, T., & Gunawan, E. (2018). Analisis struktur ekonomi Aceh Besar (Analysis of the economic structure of Aceh 
Besar). Jurnal Perspektif Ekonomi Darussalam, 4(1), 44–55. 

Zukhri, N. (2020). Kinerja keuangan Provinsi Kepulauan Bangka Belitung ditinjau dari derajat kemandirian, ketergantungan, dan 
desentralisasi fiskal (Financial performance of Bangka Belitung Islands Province in terms of degree of independence, 
dependence, and fiscal decentralisation). Indonesian Treasury Review Jurnal Perbendaharaan Keuangan Negara Dan 
Kebijakan Publik, 5(2), 143–149. https://doi.org/10.33105/itrev.v5i2.213 

 
 


	1. Introduction
	2. Materials and Methods
	3. Results
	4. Discussion
	5. Conclusions
	References

