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    ABSTRACT

    This study aims to identify the dimensions of social resilience in the development of disadvantaged villages using the latest indicators from the Developing Village Index (DVI). It explores local economic challenges that contribute to low village independence in Southeast Sulawesi, assesses the potential of natural resources in supporting ecological resilience, and examines the interrelationship among social, economic, and ecological aspects in fostering sustainable village resilience. A qualitative approach was employed using descriptive and phenomenological methods, with data collected through participatory observation, surveys, in-depth interviews, and Focus Group Discussions (FGDs), and analyzed based on DVI indicators. The findings show that social resilience is shaped by health, education, social capital, and infrastructure. Economic constraints include limited access to markets, financial services, and transport. Ecological resilience is linked to disaster mitigation and conservation efforts. The study proposes an integrated, resilience-oriented development strategy and contributes to sustainable development discourse through a multidimensional resilience framework
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INTRODUCTION


The
text highlights the importance of analyzing the potential and challenges of
disadvantaged villages to achieve sustainable, equitable, and data-driven
development. Understanding local economic resources, environmental conditions,
social structures, infrastructure, and community needs enables governments to
design effective empowerment programs. The Village Development Index provides
an objective framework for assessing village development, identifying priority
issues, allocating resources, and monitoring progress toward community welfare
and the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs).


The
literature emphasizes that successful village development depends on effective
governance, transparent village fund management, community participation, human
resource development, digital innovation, and the sustainable utilization of
local resources. Ecotourism, digital marketing, agricultural development, and
village-owned economic institutions can strengthen local economies and reduce
rural poverty. However, inadequate planning, unequal resource distribution,
weak institutional capacity, limited infrastructure, and insufficient community
involvement can undermine development outcomes.


The
text argues that failure to identify village-specific problems may lead to
ineffective interventions, persistent poverty, and widening regional
inequalities. Therefore, an integrated, index-based approach is necessary to
map each village’s social, economic, and ecological conditions and determine
its most urgent development priorities.


Ultimately,
the study seeks to examine social resilience in disadvantaged village
development, identify local economic challenges and natural resource potential,
analyze the relationships between social, economic, and ecological resilience,
and formulate an integrated development strategy based on the Village
Development Index. This approach is expected to support targeted interventions,
strengthen community independence, improve welfare, and promote sustainable and
equitable rural development..


 


LITERATURE
REVIEW


The
Importance of Data in Village Development Planning


Effective and sustainable village development requires the Village
Development Index, serving as a measuring tool to assess the level of village
independence based on three main dimensions: social resilience, economic
resilience, and ecological/environmental resilience. The use of the Building
Village Index plays an important role in data-driven village development
planning, as it is able to identify disadvantaged villages by examining local
market dynamics, price efficiency, and the influence of culture, gender, and
state policies (Harriss-White 1999). Through a multidimensional approach to
poverty, the Building Village Index allows for accurate identification of
disadvantaged villages, so that the government can design data-based poverty
alleviation strategies that are right on target according to local village
conditions (Wang et al. 2018), The ability to identify disadvantaged villages,
such as those in Iran's Central Zagros, demonstrates the importance of data in
village development planning to understand the economic contribution of forests
so that communities are lifted out of poverty without harming the environment
(Mahmoudi et al. 2023).


 


Mapping
of Urgent Aspects and Targeted Interventions


The use of the Building Village Index not only classifies villages,
but also maps urgent aspects so as to enable Mapping of Urgent Aspects and
Targeted Interventions to design sustainable, evidence-based policies in
village development (Mvukiyehe and van der Windt 2020). The success of Sekapuk
Village in managing Setigi tourism through Village-Owned Commercial Banks
reflects sustainable, data-driven, participatory, business-oriented, and
revenue-driven agile governance, in line with the Mapping of Urgent Aspects and
Targeted Interventions (Chasan Amruloh and Lisaria Putri 2023).


 


Sustainable
Development and in Accordance with Reality


The Building Village Index approach is in line with the principles
of Sustainable Development and in Accordance with Reality, as seen in
Kazakhstan's Altynemel National Park, where surveys show that sustainable
development is still weak, so it needs to be strengthened through increasing
the village index (Koshim et al. 2023). The community-based agricultural model
in West Java that optimizes natural, cultural, and ecological resources in a
sustainable manner has been proven to support Sustainable Development according
to reality, especially in social, economic, institutional, and technological
aspects (Djuwendah et al. 2023). The use of the Building Village Index in
Southeast Sulawesi has been proven to strengthen data-based village development
strategies, in accordance with local realities, support Sustainable
Development, and increase the effectiveness and sustainability of community
development. Definition: The Developing Village Index is a measure of village
development through the analysis of the potential and constraints of
disadvantaged villages in social, economic, and ecological aspects to encourage
sustainable progress according to reality, in line with the principles of
Sustainable Development that reduce the rural-urban gap.


 


METHODS


This research is designed using a qualitative approach with
descriptive and phenomenological methods to support the goal of identifying the
dimensions of social resilience in the development of disadvantaged villages
based on the latest indicators of the Development Village Index (DVI),
analysing local economic problems that affect the low independence index of
disadvantaged villages in South Konawe Regency, Southeast Sulawesi, and
evaluating the potential of natural resources in supporting village ecological
resilience.  A descriptive approach is used to explore the potential and
problems of rural areas in the Disadvantaged Village category based on the
official instrument of the Ministry of Villages, Development of Disadvantaged
Regions and Transmigration of the Republic of Indonesia Number 2 of 2016,
through the three main dimensions of DVI, namely the Social Resilience Index
(SRI), the Economic Resilience Index (ERI), and the Environmental Resilience
Index (EnRI). The phenomenological method complements this approach by
observing phenomena in a complete and holistic manner without theoretical
manipulation, so as to gain a deep understanding of the relationships between
social, economic, and ecological aspects in forming village resilience in a
sustainable manner. Primary data was collected through participatory
observation, surveys, in-depth interviews, and Focus Group Discussions (FGDs),
while secondary data was obtained from official documentation of village
development programs. The snowballing technique is used to select key
informants, involving community leaders, village governments, and local
development facilitators. The data is processed based on the DVI formulation
with a 1/3 index calculation scheme (SRI + ERI + EnRI), where each dimension is
constructed from specific indicators assessed on a scale of 0 to 5. The total
score of the indicator is then transformed into an index value between 0 to 1.
Through this integrative approach, the research aims to formulate
resilience-based development strategies to strengthen the independence and
resilience of disadvantaged villages.


 


RESULTS


Social Resilience:
Identifying Dimensions in the Context of the Developing Village Index (DVI)


Social Resilience:
Identifying Health Dimensions in the Context of the Building Village Index


Social
resilience is an important pillar of village development through the Developing
Village Index, shown by health dimensions such as access to facilities, medical
personnel, and service posts, which affirms the vital role of health in
strengthening the social resilience of village communities.


 


Table 1. Social Resilience: Identifying
Health Dimensions in the Context of the Building Village Index



 
  	
  No.

  
  	
  Dimensions/Village

  
  	
  Epeesi

  
  	
  Ranowila

  
  	
  Asaria

  
  	
  Teteinea

  
  	
  Bakutaru

  
  	
  Lawisata

  
  	
  Bungin
  Permai

  
  	
  Tambeanga

  
 

 
  	
   

  
  	
  Health

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
 

 
  	
  1

  
  	
  Travel
  time to health infrastructure< 30 minutes

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  5

  
 

 
  	
  2

  
  	
  Midwives
  and Health Workers Available

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  0

  
 

 
  	
  3

  
  	
  Doctor
  Health Workers Available

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
 

 
  	
  4

  
  	
  Other
  Health Workers Available

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
 

 
  	
  5

  
  	
  Access
  to village health posts and integrated service posts

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
 

 
  	
  6

  
  	
  Activity
  Level Integrated service post

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
 

 
  	
  7

  
  	
  Membership
  Levels of the Social Security Administration Agency

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
 

 
  	
   

  
  	
  Point

  
  	
  20

  
  	
  23

  
  	
  21

  
  	
  32

  
  	
  29

  
  	
  27

  
  	
  21

  
  	
  20

  
 




Description: the number 5 is very good, 4 is
good, 3 is good, 2 is not good, 1 is not good, 0 is not available


 


The analysis reveals disparities in health-related social
resilience among villages in Southeast Sulawesi. Teteinea (32) and Bakutaru
(29) achieved the highest scores, reflecting better access to healthcare
services, medical personnel, village health posts, and integrated health
activities. In contrast, Bungin Permai (21) and Tambeanga (20) face shortages
of healthcare workers and low social health insurance participation. These
inequalities highlight the importance of improving healthcare infrastructure, distributing
medical personnel more equitably, and expanding health insurance coverage.
Strengthening accessible and inclusive healthcare services is essential to
improving community welfare, reducing rural–urban disparities, and accelerating
the development of disadvantaged villages.


 


Social
Resilience: Identifying the Dimension of Education in the Context of the
Building Village Index


Social
resilience is an important foundation for sustainable village development,
where the education dimension in the Building Village Index plays a major role
through the provision of access to basic to non-formal education, skills, and
services that strengthen social capacity, citizen participation, and encourage
the realization of village independence and resilience.


 


Table 2. Social Resilience: Identifying the
Dimension of Education in the Context of the Building Village Index



 
  	
  No.

  
  	
  Dimensions/Village

  
  	
  Epeesi

  
  	
  Ranowila

  
  	
  Asaria

  
  	
  Teteinea

  
  	
  Bakutaru

  
  	
  Lawisata

  
  	
  Bungin
  Permai

  
  	
  Tambeanga

  
 

 
  	
   

  
  	
  Dimensions
  of Education

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
 

 
  	
  1

  
  	
  Access
  to Education to Elementary Schools < 3 Kilometres

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
 

 
  	
  2

  
  	
  Junior
  High School Education Access < 6 Kilometres

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  5

  
 

 
  	
  3

  
  	
  Access
  to Senior High School Education < Kilometres

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  5

  
 

 
  	
  4

  
  	
  Illiteracy
  Activities

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
 

 
  	
  5

  
  	
  Early
  Childhood Education Activities

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
 

 
  	
  6

  
  	
  Community
  Learning Activity Centre Activities

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
 

 
  	
  7

  
  	
  Access
  to the course/skills centre

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  0

  
 

 
  	
  8

  
  	
  Village
  Community Reading Park

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
 

 
  	
   

  
  	
  Point

  
  	
  13

  
  	
  18

  
  	
  12

  
  	
  22

  
  	
  12

  
  	
  13

  
  	
  10

  
  	
  15

  
 




Description: the
number 5 is very good, 4 is good, 3 is good, 2 is not good, 1 is not good, 0 is
not available


 


The analysis reveals
significant disparities in educational resilience among villages in Southeast
Sulawesi. Teteinea achieved the highest score (22), reflecting better access to
secondary education and non-formal learning activities. In contrast, Bungin Permai
and Bakutaru face limited educational facilities and community learning
opportunities. These inequalities highlight the need to improve educational
access, quality, and non-formal learning facilities, including early childhood
education and community learning centers. Strengthening educational
infrastructure and community empowerment is essential to promoting sustainable
development and improving the status of disadvantaged villages.


 


Social
Resilience: Identifying the Social Capital Dimension in the Context of the
Building Village Index


Social
resilience in the context of the Building Village Index is very important to
assess the ability of villages to face challenges, where the dimensions of
social capital such as mutual cooperation, cultural and religious diversity,
citizen participation, and public facilities are the main indicators in
strengthening harmonious and resilient social relations.


 


Table 3. Social Resilience:
Identifying the Social Capital Dimension in the Context of the Building Village
Index



 
  	
  No.

  
  	
  Dimensions/Village

  
  	
  Epeesi

  
  	
  Ranowila

  
  	
  Asaria

  
  	
  Teteinea

  
  	
  Bakutaru

  
  	
  Lawisata

  
  	
  Bungin
  Permai

  
  	
  Tambeanga

  
 

 
  	
   

  
  	
  Social
  Capital Dimension

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
 

 
  	
  1

  
  	
  Village
  Mutual Cooperation Habits

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  1

  
 

 
  	
  2

  
  	
  The
  existence of free open public spaces in the village

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
 

 
  	
  3

  
  	
  Availability
  of Sports Facilities

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
 

 
  	
  4

  
  	
  There
  are sports groups

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
 

 
  	
  5

  
  	
  Villagers
  consist of several tribes and ethnicities

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  3

  
 

 
  	
  6

  
  	
  Every
  day, Citizens Use Different Languages

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  2

  
 

 
  	
  7

  
  	
  There
  is a diversity of religions in the village

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  1

  
 

 
  	
  8

   

  
  	
  Villagers
  Build Maintenance of Environmental Security Posts

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
 

 
  	
  9

  
  	
  Citizen
  Participation in Establishing an Environmental Security System

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
 

 
  	
  10

  
  	
  Crime
  Rate in the Village

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  4

  
 

 
  	
  11

  
  	
  The
  Level of Conflict in the Village

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  4

  
 

 
  	
  12

  
  	
  Efforts
  to Resolve Conflicts That Occur in Villages

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
 

 
  	
  13

  
  	
  There
  is Exceptional School Access

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
 

 
  	
  14

  
  	
  There
  are people with social welfare

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
 

 
  	
  15

  
  	
  There
  is a Suicide Society

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
 

 
  	
   

  
  	
  Point

  
  	
  25

  
  	
  36

  
  	
  36

  
  	
  28

  
  	
  27

  
  	
  42

  
  	
  38

  
  	
  36

  
 




Description:
the number 5 is very good, 4 is good, 3 is good, 2 is not good, 1 is not good,
0 is not available


 


The
analysis reveals variations in social capital across villages in Southeast
Sulawesi. Lawisata achieved the highest score (42), indicating strong social
cohesion, ethnic diversity, sports participation, and low crime and conflict
rates. In contrast, Teteinea and Bakutaru showed weaker social capital due to
limited public facilities and community participation. Although mutual
cooperation remains a significant strength across villages, unequal access to
social services and the underutilization of cultural diversity continue to
hinder social resilience. Therefore, strengthening public facilities, community
participation, and capacity-building programs is essential to reduce social
inequalities and promote sustainable village development.


 


Social Resilience:
Identifying Settlement Dimensions in the Context of the Developing Village
Index


Social
resilience in the residential dimension reflects the quality of life of village
communities through the availability of proper drinking water, sanitation, energy,
and technology, where access to these facilities supports health,
communication, and information, so that it plays an important role in
supporting the independence and sustainability of village development according
to the Building Village Index.


 


Table 4. Social Resilience:
Identifying Settlement Dimensions in the Context of the Developing Village
Index



 
  	
  No.

  
  	
  Dimensions/Village

  
  	
  Epeesi

  
  	
  Ranowila

  
  	
  Asaria

  
  	
  Teteinea

  
  	
  Bakutaru

  
  	
  Lawisata

  
  	
  Bungin
  Permai

  
  	
  Tambeanga

  
 

 
  	
   

  
  	
  Settlement
  Dimensions

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
 

 
  	
  1

  
  	
  The villagers
  have a source of drinking water that is

  proper

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
 

 
  	
  2

  
  	
  Access
  villagers have water for bathing and washing

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  3

  
 

 
  	
  3

  
  	
  The
  majority of villagers have latrines

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
 

 
  	
  4

  
  	
  There
  is a garbage dump

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
 

 
  	
  5

  
  	
  The
  majority of villages have electricity

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  2

  
 

 
  	
  6

  
  	
  Villagers
  have mobile phones and strong signals

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  1

  
 

 
  	
  7

  
  	
  There
  are television, local, national and international

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  2

  
 

 
  	
  8

  
  	
  Internet
  access is available

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  1

  
 

 
  	
   

  
  	
  Point

  
  	
  26

  
  	
  28

  
  	
  28

  
  	
  26

  
  	
  24

  
  	
  22

  
  	
  18

  
  	
  12

  
 




Description:
the number 5 is very good, 4 is good, 3 is good, 2 is not good, 1 is not good,
0 is not available


 


The
analysis reveals significant disparities in settlement conditions among
villages in Southeast Sulawesi. Epeesi, Ranowila, Asaria, and Teteinea achieved
high scores (26–28), indicating better access to drinking water, electricity,
sanitation, and information. In contrast, Bungin Permai (18) and Tambeanga (12)
face greater limitations in basic infrastructure and digital access. These
findings highlight the need for targeted development interventions to improve
housing conditions, basic services, and infrastructure. Strengthening
settlement facilities and community empowerment can reduce inequalities,
enhance social resilience, and accelerate sustainable development in
disadvantaged villages.


 


Local
Economic Problems: An Analysis of the Independence Index


Local
economic problems are very important to be analysed through the Independence
Index because they include public access to trade centres, the existence of
business sectors, financial institutions, and adequate infrastructure support that
directly play a role in increasing regional economic independence, encouraging
local growth, and realizing sustainable development.


 


Table
5. Local Economic Problems: An Analysis of the Independence Index



 
  	
  No.

  
  	
  Dimensions/Village

  
  	
  Epeesi

  
  	
  Ranowila

  
  	
  Asaria

  
  	
  Teteinea

  
  	
  Bakutaru

  
  	
  Lawisata

  
  	
  Bungin
  Permai

  
  	
  Tambeanga

  
 

 
  	
   

  
  	
  Economic
  Dimension

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
 

 
  	
  1

  
  	
  More
  Than One Population Economic Activity

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  4

  
 

 
  	
  2

  
  	
  Community access to trade centers, such as
  shops and

  Market

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  4

  
 

 
  	
  3

  
  	
  There
  is a commercial sector in the settlement

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  5

  
 

 
  	
  4

  
  	
  There
  are food shops, hotels, and lodging businesses

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
 

 
  	
  5

  
  	
  There
  is a post office and logistics

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
 

 
  	
  6

  
  	
  Availability
  of General Banking Institutions

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
 

 
  	
  7

  
  	
  Availability
  of People's Credit Banks

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
 

 
  	
  8

  
  	
  Residents'
  Access to Credit

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
 

 
  	
  9

  
  	
  Available
  People's Economic Institutions (Cooperatives)

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
 

 
  	
  10

  
  	
  The
  road is passable by vehicle

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  1

  
 

 
  	
  11

  
  	
  Quality
  of Village Roads (Asphalt, Gravel, Hardening )

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  1

  
 

 
  	
  12

  
  	
  There
  are public transportation modes

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  1

  
 

 
  	
   

  
  	
  Point

  
  	
  9

  
  	
  16

  
  	
  12

  
  	
  28

  
  	
  13

  
  	
  14

  
  	
  19

  
  	
  22

  
 




Description:
the number 5 is very good, 4 is good, 3 is good, 2 is not good, 1 is not good,
0 is not available


 


Based
on Table 5, it can be seen that the level of village economic independence in
Southeast Sulawesi is still facing various structural challenges. Teteinea and
Bungin Permai villages showed the highest scores of 28 and 22, respectively,
indicating a diversity of economic activities, market access, and relatively
adequate infrastructure. However, villages such as Epeesi and Asaria score low,
reflecting limited access to financial institutions, trade, and public
transportation. These findings corroborate the results of the analysis of the
potential and problems of disadvantaged villages in Southeast Sulawesi, that
inequality of access to the economy and basic infrastructure is the main
obstacle to village independence. In Nepal, inequality of economic access and
basic infrastructure hinders village self-sufficiency (Conway et al. 2020).
Therefore, local economic development interventions must be directed at
strengthening financial access, infrastructure, and the development of the
people's economic sector equally. The Green Deal and EU Industrial Strategy
stress securing raw materials from all sources to boost sustainability, the
economy, and finance (Nowaczek et al. 2021).


 


Ecological
Potential: Evaluation of Natural Resources for Environmental Resilience


Ecological
potential through the evaluation of natural resources plays an important role
in maintaining environmental resilience from the threat of water, soil, and air
pollution that damages the balance of nature. The condition of polluted rivers
and natural disasters underscores the urgency of effective management to
support disaster mitigation and ecosystem sustainability for human life and
nature.


 


Table 6. Ecological Potential:
Evaluating Natural Resources for Environmental Resilience



 
  	
  No.

  
  	
  Dimensions/Village

  
  	
  Epeesi

  
  	
  Ranowila

  
  	
  Asaria

  
  	
  Teteinea

  
  	
  Bakutaru

  
  	
  Lawisata

  
  	
  Bungin
  Permai

  
  	
  Tambeanga

  
 

 
  	
   

  
  	
  Ecological
  Dimension

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
  	
   

  
 

 
  	
  1

  
  	
  Whether
  or not there is water, soil, or air pollution

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  4

  
 

 
  	
  2

  
  	
  There
  Are Rivers That Are Affected By Sewage

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  5

  
 

 
  	
  3

  
  	
  Natural
  Disaster Events

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  2

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  4

  
  	
  4

  
 

 
  	
  4

  
  	
  Disaster
  Management Efforts

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  1

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  0

  
  	
  3

  
  	
  4

  
 

 
  	
  5

  
  	
  Point

  
  	
  13

  
  	
  10

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  14

  
  	
  12

  
  	
  10

  
  	
  16

  
  	
  17

  
 




Description:
The number 5 is very good, 4 is good, 3 is good, 2 is not good, 1 is not good,
0 is not available


 


The
ecological assessment reveals significant differences in environmental
resilience among disadvantaged villages in Southeast Sulawesi. Tambeanga (17)
and Bungin Permai (16) achieved the highest scores, indicating better
ecological conditions and disaster management, while Asaria (5) showed high
vulnerability due to pollution and inadequate disaster response. These
disparities highlight the need for data-driven interventions based on the
Building Village Index to strengthen environmental adaptation and disaster
mitigation. Promoting agroecology, sustainable resource management, local food
networks, and water-centered socio-ecological systems can further improve
environmental resilience and support sustainable development in disadvantaged
villages.


 


 


Social,
Economic, and Ecological Linkages: A Holistic Approach


A
holistic approach that combines social, economic, and ecological linkages is
important to be applied in analysing the potential and problems of
disadvantaged villages in Southeast Sulawesi, because these three aspects
affect each other, so that the separation of analysis actually closes the root
of the problem and strategic opportunities in strengthening the resilience and
empowerment of village communities.


 


Table 7. Social, Economic, and
Ecological Linkages of Villages in Southeast Sulawesi



 
  
   	
   No

   
   	
   Village

   
   	
   Health

   
   	
   Education

   
   	
   Social
   Capital

   
   	
   Settlements

   
   	
   Ecology

   
   	
   Total
   Score

   
   	
   Key
   Potential

   
   	
   Main
   Problems

   
  

 
 
  	
  1

  
  	
  Epeesi

  
  	
  20

  
  	
  13

  
  	
  25

  
  	
  26

  
  	
  13

  
  	
  97

  
  	
  Access
  to clean water, strong mutual cooperation

  
  	
  Low
  access to education and health services

  
 

 
  	
  2

  
  	
  Ranowila

  
  	
  23

  
  	
  18

  
  	
  36

  
  	
  28

  
  	
  10

  
  	
  115

  
  	
  Strong
  social capital, decent settlements

  
  	
  No
  public spaces & non-formal educational facilities

  
 

 
  	
  3

  
  	
  Asaria

  
  	
  21

  
  	
  12

  
  	
  36

  
  	
  28

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  102

  
  	
  High
  social capital

  
  	
  Low
  ecological resilience, minimal internet access

  
 

 
  	
  4

  
  	
  Teteinea

  
  	
  32

  
  	
  22

  
  	
  28

  
  	
  26

  
  	
  14

  
  	
  122

  
  	
  Superior
  social and educational services

  
  	
  Low
  availability of public space

  
 

 
  	
  5

  
  	
  Bakutaru

  
  	
  29

  
  	
  12

  
  	
  27

  
  	
  24

  
  	
  12

  
  	
  104

  
  	
  Health
  and settlements are quite good

  
  	
  Weak
  in social activities & internet access

  
 

 
  	
  6

  
  	
  Lawisata

  
  	
  27

  
  	
  13

  
  	
  42

  
  	
  22

  
  	
  10

  
  	
  114

  
  	
  High
  social capital and mutual cooperation

  
  	
  Internet
  access and minimal settlements

  
 

 
  	
  7

  
  	
  Bungin
  Permai

  
  	
  21

  
  	
  10

  
  	
  38

  
  	
  18

  
  	
  16

  
  	
  103

  
  	
  Strong
  social and ecological resilience

  
  	
  Low
  access to education, poor housing

  
 

 
  	
  8

  
  	
  Tambeanga

  
  	
  20

  
  	
  15

  
  	
  36

  
  	
  12

  
  	
  17

  
  	
  100

  
  	
  Ecology
  and high social participation

  
  	
  Settlements
  are severely underdeveloped, health services are inadequate

  
 




The
analysis reveals significant differences in village resilience in Southeast
Sulawesi. Teteinea (122) and Ranowila (115) demonstrate stronger integration of
social capital, health, education, and settlement, although public spaces and
non-formal education remain challenges. In contrast, Epeesi (97), Tambeanga
(100), and Bungin Permai (103) face greater inequalities, particularly in
ecological resilience and residential infrastructure. Limited access to
healthcare, education, internet services, and environmental protection further
contributes to village vulnerability. These findings indicate that
disadvantaged village conditions result not only from economic limitations but
also from weak social and ecological integration. Therefore, sustainable
village development requires an integrated approach that strengthens basic
services, infrastructure, community participation, and environmental
resilience.


 


Resilience-Based
Development Strategy: The Role of Village Index Data in Building


Resilience-based
development strategies are the key to accelerating village development,
especially in disadvantaged areas such as Southeast Sulawesi, where the
Developing Village Index data plays an important role in uncovering the
potential and problems of villages to formulate targeted interventions in
strengthening social, economic, and ecological resilience in a sustainable
manner.


 


Table 8. Village Resilience-Based
Development Strategy in Southeast Sulawesi: Analysis of Potentials and Problems
Based on VDI



 
  
   	
   No

   
   	
   Village

   
   	
   Health
   Score

   
   	
   Education
   Score

   
   	
   Social
   Capital Score

   
   	
   Settlement
   Score

   
   	
   Economic
   Score

   
   	
   Ecology
   Score

   
   	
   Total
   Score

   
   	
   Category:
   VDI

   
   	
   Main
   Problems

   
   	
   Superior
   Potential

   
   	
   Recommendation
   Strategy

   
  

 
 
  	
  1

  
  	
  Epeesi

  
  	
  20

  
  	
  13

  
  	
  25

  
  	
  26

  
  	
  9

  
  	
  13

  
  	
  106

  
  	
  Left
  behind

  
  	
  Economy
  is very low, facilities are limited

  
  	
  Social
  & ecological capital is relatively good

  
  	
  Increasing
  the productive economy based on local natural resources; Basic infrastructure
  development

  
 

 
  	
  2

  
  	
  Ranowila

  
  	
  23

  
  	
  18

  
  	
  36

  
  	
  28

  
  	
  16

  
  	
  10

  
  	
  131

  
  	
  Develop

  
  	
  Economic
  access, limited social facilities

  
  	
  High
  social capital, good education

  
  	
  Development
  of Micro, Small and Medium Enterprises and village cooperatives;
  Locally-based skills training

  
 

 
  	
  3

  
  	
  Asaria

  
  	
  21

  
  	
  12

  
  	
  36

  
  	
  28

  
  	
  12

  
  	
  5

  
  	
  114

  
  	
  Left
  behind

  
  	
  Low
  ecology, minimal economic facilities

  
  	
  High
  social capital

  
  	
  Environmental
  restoration, development of transportation networks & trade facilities

  
 

 
  	
  4

  
  	
  Teteinea

  
  	
  32

  
  	
  22

  
  	
  28

  
  	
  26

  
  	
  28

  
  	
  14

  
  	
  150

  
  	
  Proceed

  
  	
  Public
  facilities are less than optimal in several dimensions

  
  	
  Health
  & economy are very strong

  
  	
  Diversification
  of the village economy, improvement of the quality of education and
  information technology

  
 

 
  	
  5

  
  	
  Bakutaru

  
  	
  29

  
  	
  12

  
  	
  27

  
  	
  24

  
  	
  13

  
  	
  12

  
  	
  117

  
  	
  Develop

  
  	
  Limited
  social activities, weak economy

  
  	
  Good
  health and environment

  
  	
  Improvement
  of social facilities, development of community business groups

  
 

 
  	
  6

  
  	
  Lawisata

  
  	
  27

  
  	
  13

  
  	
  42

  
  	
  22

  
  	
  14

  
  	
  10

  
  	
  128

  
  	
  Develop

  
  	
  Economic
  facilities and low settlements

  
  	
  Social
  capital is very high

  
  	
  Improved
  access to basic infrastructure and community-based local economy

  
 

 
  	
  7

  
  	
  Bungin
  Permai

  
  	
  21

  
  	
  10

  
  	
  38

  
  	
  18

  
  	
  19

  
  	
  16

  
  	
  122

  
  	
  Develop

  
  	
  Access
  to education and poor housing

  
  	
  High
  social and ecological capital

  
  	
  Focus
  on educational infrastructure, decent settlements, and ecotourism-based
  businesses

  
 

 
  	
  8

  
  	
  Tambeanga

  
  	
  20

  
  	
  15

  
  	
  36

  
  	
  12

  
  	
  22

  
  	
  17

  
  	
  122

  
  	
  Develop

  
  	
  Basic
  facilities are minimal, and residential is very low

  
  	
  Ecology
  & economy improve

  
  	
  Prioritize
  settlement development, sanitation, and strengthening the role of village
  institutions for empowerment

  
 




Information:


1.       The
IDM category is determined based on the total cumulative score of all
dimensions.


2.       Left
behind: <120


3.       Develop:
120–140


4.       Proceed:
>140


 


The
study highlights the importance of the Building Village Index (DVI) in
identifying challenges and development potential in disadvantaged villages in
Southeast Sulawesi. Epeesi, Asaria, and Teteinea face economic, ecological, and
infrastructure limitations, although strong social capital provides
opportunities for participatory development. DVI-based planning can support
productive economic activities, environmental restoration, and improved trade
networks according to each village’s needs. The findings emphasize
strengthening local capacity, infrastructure, and community empowerment through
integrated development strategies. Furthermore, optimizing village ecosystems,
ecological restoration, and traditional knowledge can support more adaptive,
context-specific policies for sustainable village development.


 


CONCLUSIONS
AND RECOMMENDATIONS


This
study found that the resilience of disadvantaged villages in South Konawe,
Southeast Sulawesi, is influenced by health, education, social capital,
settlements, the economy, and ecology. Villages with better health services,
educational access, mutual cooperation, and basic infrastructure demonstrated
stronger social resilience. However, economic disparities, limited access to
financial institutions, markets, and transportation remain major barriers to
village self-reliance. Ecological resilience also depends on effective disaster
mitigation and environmental conservation. The findings highlight the
interdependence of social, economic, and ecological dimensions in determining
overall village resilience. Therefore, the study recommends an integrated
development strategy focusing on local capacity building, local resource-based
economic development, infrastructure improvement, and socio-ecological
revitalization. Theoretically, this research contributes to sustainable village
development literature by integrating multidimensional resilience approaches.
Practically, it provides a strategic framework for local governments and
stakeholders to design adaptive, locally based development programs that
strengthen the long-term resilience of disadvantaged villages.


 


FURTHER
STUDY


            This
study still has limitations, so further research on Analysis of the Potential
and Problems of Disadvantaged Villages in Southeast Sulawesi, Indonesia:
Developing Village Index (DVI) Approach   is
needed to refine this study and enhance the insights of readers and the
authors.


.


REFERENCES          


Akbar,
Ahmad, Indri Sulistianingsih, Heri Kurniawan, and Ririn Darma Putri. 2023.
“Development of Sendudes Web-Based Application as a Digitalization of The
Village Population Census.” JURNAL TEKNOLOGI DAN ILMU KOMPUTER PRIMA (JUTIKOMP)
6(1). doi:10.34012/jutikomp.v6i1.3568.


Auzhanova,
Assel. 2023. “Impact of Jadidism on the Development of People’s Consciousness
in the Second Half of XIX Century on the Territory of Modern Kazakhstan.”
InterConf (32(151)). doi:10.51582/interconf.19-20.04.2023.036.


Baffoe,
Gideon, and Shilpi Roy. 2023. “Colonial Legacies and Contemporary Urban
Planning Practices in Dhaka, Bangladesh.” Planning Perspectives 38(1).
doi:10.1080/02665433.2022.2041468.


Barr.
Kingsley T. Esiso, Prof. Kelly B. O. Ejumudo, and Tobi Ejumudo. 2023. “GOVERNMENT
POLICY AND IMPLEMENTATION OF SOCIAL EMPOWERMENT PROGRAMMES IN DELTA STATE.”
International Journal of Management & Entrepreneurship Research 5(12).
doi:10.51594/ijmer.v5i12.631.


Beisheim,
Marianne, and Felicitas Fritzsche. 2022. “The UN High-Level Political Forum on
Sustainable Development: An Orchestrator, More or Less?” Global Policy 13(5).
doi:10.1111/1758-5899.13112.


Boillat,
Sébastien, Raphaël Belmin, and Patrick Bottazzi. 2022. “The Agroecological
Transition in Senegal: Transnational Links and Uneven Empowerment.” Agriculture
and Human Values 39(1). doi:10.1007/s10460-021-10247-5.


Bolay,
Matthieu. 2022. “Miners on the Move: Expellable Labor, Flexible Intimacies, and
Institutional Recast in West African Artisanal Gold Mines.” American Ethnologist
49(4). doi:10.1111/amet.13108.


Bossaerts,
Peter, Elizabeth Bowman, Felix Fattinger, Harvey Huang, Michelle Lee, Carsten
Murawski, Anirudh Suthakar, Shireen Tang, and Nitin Yadav. 2024. “Resource
Allocation, Computational Complexity, and Market Design.” Journal of Behavioral
and Experimental Finance 42. doi:10.1016/j.jbef.2024.100906.


Br
Sebayang, Veralianta, Rasidin Karo Karo Sitepu, and Iin Kamaludin. 2023.
“Impacts of Village Funds Share on Village Development Index in Bogor Regency,
Indonesia.” International Journal of Research and Review 10(8).
doi:10.52403/ijrr.202308111.


Buza,
Victoria, and Enache Tușa. 2024. “Disparities in School Performance in Romania. A Geostatistical
Analysis of Baccalaureate Results between 2015-2022.” Revista Romaneasca Pentru
Educatie Multidimensionala 16(1). doi:10.18662/rrem/16.1/829.


Chasan
Amruloh, Muhammad, and Rumanintya Lisaria Putri. 2023. “Implementation of Agile
Governance In Optimizing The Potential of Sekapuk Village, Gresik District.”
RIGGS: Journal of Artificial Intelligence and Digital Business 1(2).
doi:10.31004/riggs.v1i2.24.


Cole,
Megan J., and Jennifer L. Broadhurst. 2022. “Sustainable Development in Mining
Communities: The Case of South Africa’s West Wits Goldfield.” Frontiers in
Sustainable Cities 4. doi:10.3389/frsc.2022.895760.


CONTEH,
SEEDY, Mohammed Shehbaz Damkar, and Nimer said Albakri. 2020. “USING INNOVATIVE
WAQF PROPERTY DEVELOPMENT APPROACHES TO ENHANCE AFFORDABLE AND SUSTAINABLE
HEALTHCARE FUNDING IN RURAL INDIA.” International Journal of Islamic Economics
and Finance Research 3(2 December). doi:10.53840/ijiefer37.


Cosens,
Barbara, and Lance H. Gunderson. 2018. Practical Panarchy for Adaptive Water
Governance: Linking Law to Social-Ecological Resilience.


Coulibaly,
Jean T., Eveline Hürlimann, Chandni Patel, Dieudonné K. Silué, Deles J. Avenié,
Nadège A. Kouamé, Ulrich M. Silué, and Jennifer Keiser. 2022. “Optimizing
Implementation of Preventive Chemotherapy against Soil-Transmitted Helminthiasis
and Intestinal Schistosomiasis Using High-Resolution Data: Field-Based
Experiences from Côte d’Ivoire.” Diseases 10(4). doi:10.3390/diseases10040066.


Dahal,
Pranab, Sunil Kumar Joshi, and Katarina Swahnberg. 2022. “Does Forum Theater
Help Reduce Gender Inequalities and Violence? Findings From Nepal.” Journal of
Interpersonal Violence 37(13–14). doi:10.1177/0886260521997457.


Dahlawi,
Dahlawi, Helmi Helmi, Ade Mardiya Qahar, Nurul Fajri, Mukhrijal Mukhrijal,
Nurul Kamaly, Afrijal Afrijal, and Nofriadi Nofriadi. 2023. “Special Autonomy
Fund Management and Strengthening Institutional Governance in Realizing
Sustainable Development.” Journal of Governance and Public Policy 10(3).
doi:10.18196/jgpp.v10i3.16793.


Dai,
Lingling, Weifeng Qiao, Ting Feng, and Yuanfang Li. 2022. “Research on Village
Type Identification and Development Strategy under the Background of Rural
Revitalization: A Case of Gaochun District in Nanjing, China.” International
Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health 19(11). doi:10.3390/ijerph19116854.


Djuwendah,
Endah, Tuti Karyani, Eliana Wulandari, and Pradono Pradono. 2023.
“Community-Based Agro-Ecotourism Sustainability in West Java, Indonesia.”
Sustainability (Switzerland) 15(13). doi:10.3390/su151310432.


Ernawati,
Ernawati, Tajuddin Tajuddin, and Syamsir Nur. 2021. “Does Government
Expenditure Affect Regional Inclusive Growth? An Experience of Implementing
Village Fund Policy in Indonesia.” Economies 9(4).
doi:10.3390/economies9040164.


Fafurida,
Fafurida, Yunastiti Purwaningsih, Mulyanto Mulyanto, and Suryanto Suryanto.
2023. “Tourism Village Development: Measuring the Effectiveness of the Success
of Village Development.” Economies 11(5). doi:10.3390/economies11050133.


Furholt,
Martin. 2021. “Mobility and Social Change: Understanding the European Neolithic
Period after the Archaeogenetic Revolution.” Journal of Archaeological Research
29(4). doi:10.1007/s10814-020-09153-x.


Furqan,
Andi Chairil, Abdul Kahar, Rahma Masdar, Cinda Andriana, Fatiah Rahmaniyah, and
Risma Risma. 2023. “Mechanism of Incentives and Accountability in Rural
Institutions: Regional Context in Global Dimensions of SDGS.” Cogent Economics
and Finance 11(2). doi:10.1080/23322039.2023.2259274.


García
Fernández, Cristina, and Daniël Peek. 2023. “Connecting the Smart Village: A
Switch towards Smart and Sustainable Rural-Urban Linkages in Spain.” Land
12(4). doi:10.3390/land12040822.


Guswandi,
Guswandi, and Siska Amelia. 2023. “Spatial Diversity of Village Funds in
Reducing Poverty in West Sumatra Province.” TATALOKA 25(3).
doi:10.14710/tataloka.25.3.165-180.


Harriss-White,
Barbara ed. 1999. Agricultural Markets from Theory to Practice: Field
Experience in Developing Countries.


He,
Yun, Mike Hewitt, Fabien Lehuédé, Juliette Medina, and Olivier Péton. 2024. “A
Continuous-Time Service Network Design and Vehicle Routing Problem.” Networks
83(2). doi:10.1002/net.22194.


Hereu-Morales,
Joan, Alba Segarra, and César Valderrama. 2024. “The European (Green?) Deal: A
Systematic Analysis of Environmental Sustainability.” Sustainable Development
32(1). doi:10.1002/sd.2671.


Hermoso,
Virgilio, Gerard Bota, Lluis Brotons, and Alejandra Morán-Ordóñez. 2023.
“Addressing the Challenge of Photovoltaic Growth: Integrating Multiple
Objectives towards Sustainable Green Energy Development.” Land Use Policy 128.
doi:10.1016/j.landusepol.2023.106592.


Ismail,
Ashari, Supriadi Torro, Firman Umar, Idham Irwansyah, and Sitti Hardiyanti
Arhas. 2024. “Role and Political Strategy of Women Village Heads in Development
of Rural Politics.” KnE Social Sciences. doi:10.18502/kss.v9i2.14895.


Khalidy,
Diky Al, Alfyananda Kurnia Putra, Hani Fuddin, Johandi Rahma Rafani, Aizul
Haswin, and Bagus Sumantri. 2023. “Innovation of Virtual Reality: Assistance in
the Development of Tengger Heritage Journey as a Promotion of Sustainable
Tourism Villages in Tosari.” JATI EMAS (Jurnal Aplikasi Teknik Dan Pengabdian
Masyarakat) 7(3). doi:10.36339/je.v7i3.771.


Koshim,
Asyma, Aigul Sergeyeva, Yerkin Kakimzhanov, Aliya Aktymbayeva, Mereke Sakypbek,
and Akmaral Sapiyeva. 2023. “Sustainable Development of Ecotourism in
‘Altynemel’ National Park, Kazakhstan: Assessment through the Perception of
Residents.” Sustainability (Switzerland) 15(11). doi:10.3390/su15118496.


Landicho,
Leila D., and Ma Armie Janica P. Ramirez. 2023. “Strengthening Adaptive
Capacity of Rural Farming Communities in Southeast Asia: Experiences, Best
Practices and Lessons for Scaling-Up.” APN Science Bulletin 2023(13).
doi:10.30852/sb.2023.2104.


Levidow,
Les, Davis Sansolo, and Mônica Schiavinatto. 2023. “Territorialising Local Food
Systems for an Agroecological Transition in Latin America.” Land 12(8).
doi:10.3390/land12081577.


Li,
Wei, and Weiwei He. 2024. “Revenue-Increasing Effect of Rural e-Commerce: A
Perspective of Farmers’ Market Integration and Employment Growth.” Economic
Analysis and Policy 81. doi:10.1016/j.eap.2023.12.015.


Lin,
Yaoben, and Danling Chen. 2022. “Functional Zoning and Path Selection of Land
Comprehensive Consolidation Based on Grey Constellation Clustering: A Case
Study of Dongying City, China.” International Journal of Environmental Research
and Public Health 19(11). doi:10.3390/ijerph19116407.


Linares-Luján,
Antonio M., and Francisco M. Parejo-Moruno. 2021. “Rural Height Penalty or
Socioeconomic Penalization? The Nutritional Inequality in Backward Spain.”
International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health 18(9).
doi:10.3390/ijerph18094483.


Mahmoudi,
Beytollah, Eric Zenner, Davood Mafi-Gholami, and Fatemeh Eshaghi. 2023.
“Livelihood Analysis and a New Inferential Model for Development of
Forest-Dependent Rural Communities.” Sustainability (Switzerland) 15(11).
doi:10.3390/su15119008.


Mathabela,
Bheki, Sphiwe Madiba, and Perpetua Modjadji. 2024. “Exploring Barriers to
Accessing Sexual and Reproductive Health Services among Adolescents and Young
People with Physical Disabilities in South Africa.” International Journal of
Environmental Research and Public Health 21(2). doi:10.3390/ijerph21020199.


Melnik,
Nadiia, Andriy Melnyk, Vilina Peresadko, and Volodymyr Velykochyy. 2021.
“Demographic Processes of the Carpathian Region in the Context of Economic
Development of the Territory.” Visnyk of V.N. Karazin Kharkiv National
University, Series Geology. Geography. Ecology (55).
doi:10.26565/2410-7360-2021-55-14.


Meng,
Qiuli, Chaoju Wang, Tao Xu, Hongwen Pi, and Yazhou Wei. 2022. “Evaluation of
the Sustainable Development of Traditional Ethnic Village Tourist Destinations:
A Case Study of Jiaju Tibetan Village in Danba County, China.” Land 11(7).
doi:10.3390/land11071008.


Motwani,
Ameeta. 2023. “Academic Discourses on Causes of and Solutions to Poverty in
India.” European Journal of Theoretical and Applied Sciences 1(6).
doi:10.59324/ejtas.2023.1(6).08.


Murcia,
Maria Jose, and Pilar Acosta. 2023. “Accounting for Plural Cognitive Framings
of Growth and Sustainability: Rethinking Management Education in Latin
America.” Journal of Business Ethics 185(2). doi:10.1007/s10551-022-05180-4.


Musinguzi,
Geofrey, Geofrey Musinguzi, Rawlance Ndejjo, Rawlance Ndejjo, Isaac Ssinabulya,
Hilde Bastiaens, Harm Van Marwijk, and Rhoda K. Wanyenze. 2020. “Cardiovascular
Risk Factor Mapping and Distribution among Adults in Mukono and Buikwe
Districts in Uganda: Small Area Analysis.” BMC Cardiovascular Disorders 20(1).
doi:10.1186/s12872-020-01573-3.


Mvukiyehe,
Eric, and Peter van der Windt. 2020. Assessing the Longer Term Impact of
Community-Driven Development Programs: Evidence from a Field Experiment in the
Democratic Republic of Congo.


Nowaczek,
Agnieszka, Joanna Kulczycka, Ewa Dziobek, and Daina Kalnina. 2021.
“Transparency in Extractive Industry as a Driver for Circular Economy
Implementation – Case of Poland.” Gospodarka Surowcami Mineralnymi / Mineral
Resources Management 37(2). doi:10.24425/gsm.2021.136298.


Nuryanto,
Nuryanto. 2023. “OPEN LEADERSHIP MODEL IN DEVELOPMENT BASED ON CITIZENSHIP IN
CONDONGCATUR KALURAHAN.” International Journal of Social Science 3(2).
doi:10.53625/ijss.v3i2.6302.


Ramaano,
Azwindini Isaac. 2024. “Sustainable Tourism Development Activities and Planning
Systems in Vhembe District, Limpopo Province, South Africa: A Comprehensive
Eco-Touristic and Sustainability Perspective.” Arab Gulf Journal of Scientific
Research. doi:10.1108/AGJSR-04-2023-0140.


Rangkuti,
Muhammad Taufik, Abdi Sugiarto, and Abdiyanto Abdiyanto. 2023. “Slum Area
Improvement Program Based on Social Categories in Binjai City.” International
Journal Papier Advance and Scientific Review 4(4).
doi:10.47667/ijpasr.v4i4.257.


Sjaf,
Sofyan, Sampean, Ahmad Aulia Arsyad, La Elson, Afan Ray Mahardika, Lukman
Hakim, Sri Anom Amongjati, Rajib Gandi, Zessy Ardinal Barlan, I. Made Godya
Aditya, Sayyid Al Bahr Maulana, and Muhammad Rifky Rangkuti. 2022. “Data Desa
Presisi: A New Method of Rural Data Collection.” MethodsX 9.
doi:10.1016/j.mex.2022.101868.


Somiartha,
Putu, I. Made Suyana Utama, I. Ketut Sudibia, and Made Heny Urmila Dewi. 2024.
“Determinants of Performance of Village-Owned Enterprises in Improving Village
Development Performance.” International Journal of Professional Business Review
9(1). doi:10.26668/businessreview/2024.v9i1.4181.


Su,
Xiaokun, Chenrouyu Zheng, Yefei Yang, Yafei Yang, Wen Zhao, and Yue Yu. 2022.
“Spatial Structure and Development Patterns of Urban Traffic Flow Network in
Less Developed Areas: A Sustainable Development Perspective.” Sustainability
(Switzerland) 14(13). doi:10.3390/su14138095.


Susilowati,
Desi Tri, Yety Rochwulaningsih, and Haryono Rinardi. 2020. “The Implementation
of the Kampung Improvement Program in Semarang: Some Obstacles and Impacts.”
Indonesian Historical Studies 4(2). doi:10.14710/ihis.v4i2.8951.


Taryono,
Sujianto, Yusni Ikhwan Siregar, and Mexsasai Indra. 2023. “Participatory
Sustainable Village Development Within the Bukit Rimbang Bukit Baling Wildlife
Reserve Area in Kampar Regency.” International Journal of Sustainable
Development and Planning 18(3). doi:10.18280/ijsdp.180317.


Wang,
Yanhui, Yefeng Chen, Yao Chi, Wenji Zhao, Zhuowei Hu, and Fuzhou Duan. 2018.
“Village-Level Multidimensional Poverty Measurement in China: Where and How.”
Journal of Geographical Sciences 28(10). doi:10.1007/s11442-018-1555-0.


Wirahayu,
Yuswanti Ariani, Sumarmi, Dwiyono Hari Utomo, and Budi Handoyo. 2022.
“DEVELOPING A MODEL OF SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT GOALS (SDGs) AT THE
AGROPOLITAN-BASED ORO-ORO OMBO TOURISM VILLAGE.” Geojournal of Tourism and
Geosites  42. doi:10.30892/gtg.422spl12-883.


Wu,
Huan, and Yaqing Liu. 2020. “Examining Inequality in Utilisation of Health Management
Services for the Elderly in Rural Henan China.” BMC Health Services Research
20(1). doi:10.1186/s12913-020-05630-7.


Yudha,
Eka Purna, Bambang Juanda, Lala M. Kolopaking, and Rillus A. Kinseng. 2020.
“Rural Development Policy and Strategy in the Rural Autonomy Era. Case Study of
Pandeglang Regency-Indonesia.” Human Geographies 14(1).
doi:10.5719/hgeo.2020.141.8.


Zhang,
Li, Peng Lu, Raymond Lau, Lijie Yan, Xiang Li, Ruixia Yang, Ho Hon Leung,
Panpan Chen, and Xia Wang. 2021. “Unique Traditional Villages on the Loess
Plateau of China: Historic Evolution and Challenges to Sustainable Development
of Silo-Caves.” Heritage Science 9(1). doi:10.1186/s40494-021-00591-4.


Zhang,
Yike, Mengxiao Hu, Bowen Xiang, Haiyang Yu, and Qing Wang. 2024. “Urban–Rural
Disparities in the Association of Nitrogen Dioxide Exposure with Cardiovascular
Disease Risk in China: Effect Size and Economic Burden.” International Journal
for Equity in Health 23(1). doi:10.1186/s12939-024-02117-3.


Zhou,
Minghua. 2024. “Equity and Efficiency of Health Resource Allocation in Township
Health Centers in Sichuan Province, China.” PLoS ONE 19(3 March).
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0299988.


Zhu,
Xu Guang, Tao Li, and Ting Ting Feng. 2022. “On the Synergy in the Sustainable
Development of Cultural Landscape in Traditional Villages under the Measure of
Balanced Development Index: Case Study of the Zhejiang Province.”
Sustainability (Switzerland) 14(18). doi:10.3390/su141811367.


 


 








