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ABSTRACT 

This study aims the impact of each governance indicator in 30 Asian countries through an analysis of the 2020 

Worldwide Governance Indicators (WGI) and E-Government Development Index (EGDI). This study uses 

quantitative methods. Visual analysis of coded data using Google Data Studio with table functionality and 

SmartPLS version 3.0 software. samples from 30 Asian countries. The results are as follows: First, the effect of 

his EGDI on WGI, only one of each correlation metric had an invalid value that is voice and accountability 

with a value of 0.386, suggesting a potential impact on freedom of expression. Association and social media in 

30 Asian countries are still low, with an original sample value (O) of 0.824, the sample mean (M) of 0.832, 

STDEV of 0.043, a t-statistic of 19.318, and P-value of 0.000. Second, according to the data processing results of 

Google Data Studio, each indicator such as COC, GE, PSA, RL, RQ, VA has a positive value, and among the 

30 Asian countries affecting each indicator, Singapore scores very high. Then Pakistan, achieved an average 

score out of 30 Asian countries. Although this is a negative number, COC, GE, PSA, RL, RQ, and VA indicators 

still need improvement. 

Keywords: Asia Countries, E-Government Development Index (EGDI), World Govenance Index (WGI);  

INTRODUCTION 

The establishment of a country must have goals to be achieved, no country was founded 

without goals [1]. A country is ruled by someone called the government [2]. The government is led 

by capable people who can carry out state tasks, in this case, the government has the power to 

implement the laws and regulations that apply to its territory [3]. This agency has three main 

functions, namely administration, development work, and public service [4]. Good governance is a 

way of accepting the importance of rules related to relationships, obligations, and interests of various 

actors in the business and public services [5]. The principles of good governance are very important 

in the implementation of good governance [6]. In addition to the importance of good governance, 

there is a need to provide relevant information and explain public sector activities to ensure 

accountability for all actions to all stakeholders [7]. 

Good governance is the main reference for building effective cooperation between the three 

main pillars, namely the government, the private sector, and civil society by prioritizing values such 

as competence, transparency, responsibility, participation, rule of law, and social justice [8]. The 

concept of good governance was first proposed by the World Bank, UNDP, and the Asian 

Development Bank, as a form of good governance, it is necessary to use technology to produce more 

effective and efficient information [9]. Every technological development is related to the delivery of 

information in a certain time and space [10]. E-Government is part of the application of technology 

in government because it functions as a medium between the public sector, private sector, and 

society to improve the quality and quantity of good management in public services [11]. 

The E-Government Development Index (EGDI) is used as a tool to measure the development 

of electronic government in UN countries [12], and evaluates the development patterns of country 
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websites and considers the characteristics of a country's accessibility by using information 

technology for access and participation public [13]. EGDI is a combination of three main aspects of 

e-government, namely online services, telecommunication infrastructure, and human capital [14]. 

Meanwhile, Worldwide Governance Indicators (WGI) is governance indicators compiled by the 

World Bank since 1996 by the Development Research Group of the Macroeconomics and Growth 

Team [15]. WGI measures six dimensions of governance, including voice and accountability, political 

stability and absence of violence or terrorism, government effectiveness, regulatory quality, rule of 

law, and control of corruption covering up to 193 countries [16]. Since the early 1990s, good 

governance achieved development goals when the World Bank described good governance in an 

open, understandable, and predictable manner in all policy decisions [17]. 

In a previous study by Patiece I. Akpan-Obong, which measured the correlation of EGDI 

and WGI in 15 West African countries in 2016 and 2018, the results were positively correlated, but 

several indicators failed in implementing e-governance. So, there is a close relationship between e-

government and good governance in government. This study will explain:  

1. Analysis of the impact of the E-Government Development Index (EGDI) on the Worldwide 

Governance Indicators (WGI)? 

2. The success of the E-Government Development Index (EGDI) on the Worldwide 

Governance Indicators (WGI) in 2020 with very high and middle scores? 

 

LITERATURE REVIEW  

A. Electronic Government Development Index (EGDI)  

The Electronic Government Development Index (EGDI) is a composite indicator that can 

measure the quality of government management in using ICT for public service delivery [18]. EGDI 

provides an accurate and precise measurement of the development of e-government in various 

countries [19]. In addition, EGDI is the average of the normalized scores for the three main e-Gov 

dimensions, such as the Online Services Index, the Telecom Infrastructure Index, and the Human 

Capital Index [20]. EGDI is a UN country development benchmark and tool to identify strengths and 

challenges in the e-gov sector by formulating policies and implementing strategies in each sector, 

including: 

1. The Online Service Index (OSI) is an assessment of online services or websites provided by 

a country in the form of national websites such as education, social services, health, and the 

environment [21]. 

2. The Telecom Infrastructure Index (TII) is a rating given by the UN related to 

telecommunications infrastructure in a country, this infrastructure includes the internet, 

wireless telephone networks, and computer equipment [22]. 

3. The Human Capital Index (HCI) is a measuring tool to see how well a country's human 

resources can use information technology, which includes adult literacy rates, expected 

school years, and the average level of community education [23]. 
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B. The Worldwide Governance Indicators (WGI) 

The Worldwide Governance Indicators (WGI) define the government's ability to govern a 

country and realize the welfare of its people [24]. WGI includes 193 countries that can measure six 

dimensions of governance, including Control of Corruption, Government Effectiveness, Political 

Stability and Absence of Governance Violence / Terrorism, Rule of Law, Regulatory Quality, and 

Voice and Accountability [25]. Then the description is as follows: 

1. Control of Corruption (COC) aims to measure the extent to which someone in government 

uses their power for personal gain, whether it involves small to large-scale corruption [26]. 

2. Government Effectiveness (GE) aims to explain people's perceptions of the quality of public 

services, civil services, the implementation of formulated policies, and their independence 

from political pressure, as well as the government's obligation to further improve quality 

[27]. 

3. Political Stability and Absence of Governance Violence/Terrorism (PSA) aims to measure the 

possibility of overthrowing a country's government through unconstitutional violence, 

including acts of terrorism [28]. 

4. The Rule of Law (RL) aims to explain how the government is responsible for the laws passed 

and the important role these laws play in protecting people's basic rights by improving the 

quality of law enforcement [29]. Several factors measure the functioning of a rule of law-

state, namely: no corruption, human rights, security and order, and civil and criminal justice 

[30]. 

5. Regulatory Quality (RQ) aims to explain the public's view of the credibility of the 

government to make or formulate good policies that benefit the community, and the rules 

or policies that are made can encourage the development of the private sector [31]. 

6. Voice and Accountability (VA) aims to explain how the general public participates in the 

election of a government or leader and the broad freedoms that citizens enjoy in this regard 

such as freedom of speech, association, and the media [32]. 

 

METHODS  

This study uses a descriptive quantitative method and hypothesis testing. The data used is 

secondary data. The variables tested consist of dependent and independent variables. The 

dependent variable is economic growth, while the independent variable is an indicator of 

government governance (WGI) which is explained by proxy Voice and Accountability, Political 

Stability, Governance Effectiveness, Regulatory Quality, Rule of Law, and Control of Corruption, 

where the control variable is E-Government Development Index. The research focus is carried out in 

30 ASEAN countries with a research period in 2020, including: 

Table 1. Asia Countries 

No Asian Countries 

Southeast East South West Central 

1 Brunei Darussalam China Afghanistan Bahrain Kazakhstan 

2 Cambodia Japan Bangladesh Iraq Turkmenistan 

3 Indonesia  Bhutan Israel Uzbekistan 
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4 Malaysia  India Jordan  

5 Myanmar  Nepal Kuwait  

6 Philippines  Pakistan Lebanon  

7 Singapore  Sri Lanka Oman  

8 Thailand   Qatar  

9 Timor Leste   Saudi Arabia  

Source: processed by researchers (2023) 

The data used is annual data from the World Bank. The analysis technique used in this 

research is to visualize the coding results using Google Data Studio with table, chat, and pivot 

functions and to determine the correlation value between EGDI and WGI using SmartPLS 3. 

 
Figure 1. Research Concept Framework 

Based on the research hypothesis model that has been made above, the research hypotheses 

are formulated as follows: 

H1: EGDI has a significant and positive value on the Control of Corruption 

H2: EGDI has a significant and positive value on Government Effectiveness. 

H3: EGDI has a significant and positive value on Political Stability and the Absence of Violence 

H4: EGDI has a significant and positive value on the Rule of Law 

H5: EGDI has a significant and positive value effect on Regulatory Quality 

H6: EGDI has a significant and positive value on Voice and Accountability 

Based on the hypothesis, the variables used in this study are divided into: 

1. Dependent Variable namely a variable whose value is influenced by the independent 

variable. In this study, the dependent variable is performance: (Y1) Control of Corruption, 

(Y2) Government Effectiveness, (Y3) Political Stability and Absence of Governance Violence 

/ Terrorism, (Y4) Rule of Law, (Y5) Regulatory Quality, and (Y6) Voice and Accountability. 

2. Independent Variable are variables that can affect changes in the dependent 

variable and have a positive or negative relationship to other dependent variables. 

In this study, there are 3 independent variables, namely leadership: (X1) Online 
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Service Index (OSI), (X2) Telecommunication Infrastructure Index (TII), and (X3) 

Human Capital Index (HCI) 

 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION  

A. Result 

This finding used 2 EGDI and WGI indicators: 

 
Figure 2. Outer Loading Analysis 

Figure 2. Shows that each indicator in the EGDI correlates with the WGI indicator. The EGDI 

construct with values measured by 3 indicators consisting of HCI, OSI, and TII. The WGI construct 

is measured by 6 indicators consisting of COC, GE, PSA, RL, RQ, and VA. The direction of the arrow 

between the indicators and latent constructs indicates that this study uses reflective indicators that 

are relatively suitable for measuring perceptions [33]. Hypotheses are marked with arrows between 

structures [34]. The data is the output of the load coefficient which is used as a basis for measuring 

and knowing the results of the interpretation of outer loading. 

Table 2. Path Coefficients 

  EGDI WGI 

EGDI - 0.826 

WGI - - 

Source: processed by researchers using SmartPLS 3 (2023) 

Table 2. Path coefficients are a value that is useful in indicating the direction of the 

relationship to the variable, whether a hypothesis has a positive or negative direction [35]. Path 

coefficients have values in the range of -1 to 1. If values are in the range of 0 to 1 then they can be 

declared positive, whereas if values are in the range of -1 to 0 then they can be declared negative. 

Table 3. Convergent Validity and Discriminant Validity 

Variables Item Loading 

vector 

Validitas 

E-Gov Development Index 

(EGDI) 

Human Capital Index 0.916 Valid 

Online Service Index  0.830 Valid 

Telecommunication Infrastructure Index  0.912 Valid 

World Governance 

Indicators (WGI) 

Control of Corruption 0.959 Valid 

Government Effectiveness 0.953 Valid 
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Political Stability and Absence of Governance 

Violence / Terrorism 

0.760 Valid 

Rule of Law 0.969 Valid 

Regulatory Quality 0.941 Valid 

Voice and Accountability 0.386 Tidak Valid 

Source: processed by researchers using SmartPLS 3 (2023) 

Table 4. Modified Convergent Validity dan Discriminant Validity  

Variables Item Loading 

vector 

Validitas 

E-Gov Development Index 

(EGDI) 

 

Human Capital Index 0.916 Valid 

Online Service Index  0.830 Valid 

Telecommunication Infrastructure Index  0.912 Valid 

World Governance Indicators 

(WGI) 

Control of Corruption 0.959 Valid 

Government Effectiveness 0.953 Valid 

Political Stability and Absence of Governance 

Violence / Terrorism 

0.760 Valid 

Rule of Law 0.969 Valid 

Regulatory Quality 0.941 Valid 

Source: processed by researchers using SmartPLS 3 (2023) 

In table 3 and table 4, each EGDI and WGI indicator has a validity value. If the value is below 

0.5 then the value is invalid, but when the value is above 0.7 it can be said to be valid [36].  

Table 5. Discriminant Validity Values 

Indicators VA PSA GE RQ RL COC OSI TII HCI 

Voice and Accountability 1000         

Political Stability & Absence of 

Governance Violence / Terrorism 

0.250 1000        

Government Effectiveness 0.305 0.641 1000       

Regulatory Quality 0.338 0.567 0.914 1000      

Rule of Law 0.330 0.674 0.913 0.914 1000     

Control of Corruption 0.387 0.785 0.870 0.850 0.922 1000    

Online Service Index 0.203 0.381 0.755 0.677 0.687 0.583 1000   

Telecommunication Infrastructure 

Index 

0.088 0.548 0.792 0.863 0.797 0.749 0.591 1000  

Human Capital Indeks 0.086 0.402 0.699 0.747 0.651 0.551 0.646 0.799 1000 

Source: processed by researchers using SmartPLS 3 (2023) 

Table 5. Discriminant validity is used to ensure that each concept of each construct or latent 

variable is different from other variables. The table below shows the results of the discriminant 

validity of the research model by looking at the cross-loading value. 

Table 6. Hypothesis Test 

 Original Sample 

(O) 

Sample Mean 

(M) 

Standard Deviation 

(STDEV) 

T-Statistics 

(O/STDEV) 

P Value 

EGDI 2020 →  WGI 2020 0.824 0.832 0.043 19.318 0.000 
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Source: processed by researchers using SmartPLS 3 (2023) 

Table 6. uses the Boostrap resampling method, namely first testing endogenous variables with 

exogenous variables, and secondly endogenous variables with endogenous variables. Testing using 

t-statistics. The test can be considered significant if the T statistic is >1.96 and the P-VALUE is <0.05. 

Testing is done by looking at the path coefficient output from the bootstrap resampling results. 

Table 7. Construct Reliability and Validity Test 

 Cronbach's Alpha rho_A Composite Reliability Average Variance Extracted (AVE) 

EGDI (2020) 0.864 0.875 0.917 0.787 

WGI (2020) 0.916 0.978 0.938 0.730 

Source: processed by researchers using SmartPLS 3 (2023) 

Table 7. Convergent validity is used to measure the magnitude of the correlation between 

latent variables and their constructs, with standardized loading factors. According to Hair (2006), 

the rule of thumb used to test convergent validity is a loading factor value > 0.5 which is considered 

practically significant, and average variance extracted (AVE) > 0.5. Discriminant validity is the 

magnitude of the loading value between components with components that are greater than the 

values of other aspects/components. This value can be seen by comparing the average variance 

extracted (AVE) roots, an aspect/component must be higher than the correlation between other 

aspects/ components. 

Table 8. Countries with Very High Scores 

Variable Singapore 

EGDI WGI 

Control of Corruption  0.92 100 

Government Effectiveness 0.92 100 

Political Stability and Absence of Violence/Terrorism 0.92 98.56 

Rule of Law 0.92 99.04 

Regulatory Quality 0.92 97.17 

Voice and Accountability 0.92 38.16 

Source: processed by researchers using SmartPLS 3 (2023) 

Table 8. shows the results of studio data processing from 30 countries in Asia, data obtained 

that Singapore gets a very high score with positive COC, GE, PSA, RL, RQ values, and negative VA. 

It can be said to be positive if it is between > 0.5 to > 0.7 for the WGI and EGDI values with a value 

of 0.92. 

Table 9. Countries with Middle Scores 

Variable Pakistan 

EGDI WGI 

Control of Corruption  0.42 23.19 

Government Effectiveness 0.42 5.19 

Political Stability and Absence of Violence/Terrorism 0.42 22.12 

Rule of Law 0.42 24.04 

Regulatory Quality 0.42 31.73 

Voice and Accountability 0.42 25.48 
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Source: processed by researchers using SmartPLS 3 (2023) 

Table 9. Showing the results of studio data processing from 30 countries in Asia, data is 

obtained that Singapore gets a middle score with negative COC, GE, PSA, RL, RQ, and VA values. It 

can be said to be positive if it is between >0.5 to >0.7 for the WGI and EGDI values with a value of 

0.42. 

B. Discussion  

1. Analysis of the Influence of EGDI on WGI in 2020 

Figure 2. Processed results with a sample of 30 countries in ASIA explaining the impact and 

relationship of the three EGDI indicators to the six WGI indicators in 2020. 3 EGDI indicators consist 

of HCI with a value of 0.916, OSI with a value of 0.830, and TII with a value of 0.912, while 6 WGI 

indicators consist of COC with a value of 0.969. GE with a value of 0.953, PSA with a value of 0.760, 

RL with a value of 0.969, RQ with a value of 0.941, and VA with a value of 0.386. If you look at the 

benchmark for a value that is less than 0.50 it can be said to be invalid, while a value above 0.75 can 

be said to be valid. So, from a sample of 30 Asian countries analyzed by researchers, there are 

obstacles to the VA or voice and accountability indicator with a value below 0.50, namely 0.386, so 

the voice and accountability index in ASIA countries aims to map directions to revitalize UNDP's 

involvement with civil society and its organizations. It seeks to bring about fundamental changes in 

relations, geared towards recognizing the evolving nature and growing influence of civil society; 

capitalize on its strengths and capacities; maximize the potential for civic engagement for 

development influencing freedom of speech; association, and social media. Whereas the other five 

indicators do not affect any policy, because the greater the value obtained, the better the management 

of information and communication technology to human resources in a country.  

Table 2. explains that the direction of the relationship between the EGDI variable and the 

WGI has a value of 0.824. Therefore, the direction of the relationship can be said to be positive, 

meaning that there is a link between the 3 EGDI indicators and the 6 WGI indicators, both of which 

have a contribution and role in the success of good governance that puts information technology and 

communications in their countries such as Singapore and Pakistan. 

Table 3 shows that the loading factor processing results are entered into the table to see 

which values can be said to be valid or not, then in Table 4. there is a loading factor below 0.60 on 

the Voice and Accountability indicator where the researcher prefers to remove this indicator from 

the model. In the picture above, it can be seen from the results of data processing carried out with 

PLS that most of the indicators for each variable have a loading value greater than 0.60, except for 

the Voice and Accountability indicator which has a load value below 0.60, which is 0.386. This shows 

that variable indicators with loading values greater than 0.60 have high validity so that they meet 

convergent validity. Meanwhile, variable indicators with loading values below 0.60 have low 

validity, so these variable indicators must be removed or removed from the model. 

Table 5. From the results of the estimated cross-loading in the table, it can be seen that the 

loading value of the indicator elements of each structure is greater than the lateral load value. So the 

construct or latent variable already has good Discriminant Validity, where the indicators in the 

constructing block are better than the indicators in other blocks. The results of the cross-loading 

analysis show that there is no discriminant validity problem. 
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Table 6. shows that the relationship between the 2020 EGDI and the 2020 WG is significant 

with a T-statistic of 19,318 (> 1.96). The original sample estimate value is positive, which is equal to 

0.824 which indicates that the direction of the relationship between EGDI 2020 and WGI 2020 is 

positive. Thus, the H_1 hypothesis in this study which states that 'EGDI 2020 affects WGI 2020' is 

accepted. 

Table 7. explains first that the composite reliability value for all constructs is above 0.7 which 

indicates that all constructs in the estimated model meet the discriminant validity criteria. The 

composite reliability value for EGDI 2020 is 0.917 and WGI 2020 is 0.938 and the two suggested 

values are 0.6 and the table above shows that the Cronbach's Alpha value for all constructs is above 

0.6. The Cronbach's Alpha value for the 2020 EGDI is 0.864 and the 2020 WGI is 0.916. The three AVE 

values are above 0.5 for the constructs contained in the research model. The AVE value for EGDI 

2020 is 0.787 and for WGI 2020 it is 0.730. 

2. Success of EGDI Against WGI in 2020 

a) The Country of Singapore with a Very High Acquisition of 30 Countries 

Table 8 shows that of the 30 countries in Asia, Singapore is the country with the Online 

Service Index (OSI), Telecommunication Infrastructure Index, and Human Capital Index (HCI) 

scores which have the highest scores in the Asian region. Singapore ranks first in the most combined 

rankings, indicating that Singapore's government is considered highly effective. First, control of 

corruption obtains a value of 100% meaning that public power is used for personal gain, including 

forms of corruption, large and small, as well as state appropriation by elites for personal gain. 

Second, government effectiveness gets a value of 100% meaning the quality of public services; the 

quality of civil servants and their independence from political pressure: the quality of policy 

formulation and implementation: and the credibility of the government's commitment to these 

policies. Third, political stability and absence of violence/terrorism score 98.56%, meaning the 

potential for political instability and political violence, including terrorism. Fourth, the rule of law 

gets a value of 99.04%, meaning the extent to which agents trust and follow community rules, 

especially the quality of contract enforcement, property rights, police and courts, and the possibility 

of crime and violence. Fifth, regulatory quality gets a value of 97.17%, meaning that the government's 

ability to formulate and implement sound policies and regulations allows encourages the 

development of the private sector. Sixth, voice, and accountability get the lowest score of 38.16% 

meaning that every citizen participates in choosing their government, as well as freedom of 

expression, freedom of association, and freedom of the media. Some factors play a role in this 

ranking. First, Singapore has only had one political party since the country was formed in 1965. 

While a single party played a key role in establishing the rules and guidelines that made Singapore 

the success it is today, there is tight control over the media and conservative cultural values drive 

many of the country's laws. 

b) The country of Pakistan with a Middle Scores from 30 Countries 

Table 9 shows that of the 30 countries in Asia, Pakistan scores with the Online Service Index 

(OSI), the Telecommunication Infrastructure Index, and the Human Capital Index (HCI) which have 

a medium score in the Asian region. Pakistan is ranked 6th out of 30 Asian countries studied which 

shows that Pakistan's government is considered effective but still needs to be improved. First, 

corruption control obtained a score of 23.19%, meaning that there are still various factors that cause 
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high corruption, such as inflation and fiscal deficits, so it is necessary to carry out continuous 

monitoring and evaluation. Second, government effectiveness scores 5.19%, meaning that Pakistan 

is far behind in the governance sector, so Pakistan needs to review and revise its policies to achieve 

effective and efficient governance practices. Law and procrastination, energy, economy, political 

stability, and national harmony are key governance issues in Pakistan that require a comprehensive 

policy response. Third, political stability and the absence of violence/terrorism scored 22.15%, 

meaning that there is still a lack of firm national leadership, a lack of oversight of the mass media, 

and the decline of an active and progressive civil society. Fourth, the rule of law scores 24.04%, 

meaning that the rule of law in Pakistan is still low, such as perceptions of government responsibility, 

freedom fundamentals, victims of crime, etc. Fifth, the quality of regulations scores 31.73% even 

though the quality of regulations and policies in a country is already good, what needs to be 

addressed is cultural transformation. Sixth, the acquisition of votes and the acquisition of an 

accountability score of 25.48% means Pakistan takes advantage of the potential of its citizens to 

strengthen public accountability as a prerequisite for better governance. 

 

CONCLUSION  

The analysis was carried out using Smart PLS with the Outer Loading feature between EGDI 

2020 and WGI 2020 with a path coefficient value of 0.826, which means it is positive. The convergent 

validity and discriminant validity values before and after being modified, the results show that voice 

and accountability are still low and invalid because it has a value of 0.386 instead of 0.50. The 

discriminant validity value is that the loading value of the indicator elements of each structure is 

greater than the lateral load value. So the construct or latent variable already has good Discriminant 

Validity, where the indicators in the constructing block are better than the indicators in other blocks. 

The results of the cross-loading analysis show that there is no discriminant validity problem. Test 

the hypothesis that the 2020 EGDI has an effect on the 2020 WGI and is accepted. The Construct 

Reliability and Validity test shows that the composite reliability value for EGDI 2020 is 0.917 and 

WGI 2020 is 0.938, the Cronbach's Alpha value for EGDI 2020 is 0.864 and WGI 2020 is 0.916 and the 

AVE value for EGDI 2020 is 0.787 and for WGI 2020 is 0.730 all of which are categorized entered into 

the criteria of discriminant validity with a value above 0.70. 

The success of EGDI 2020 against WGI 2020 is found in countries with Very High scores, 

namely Singapore, and Middle scores, namely Pakistan. For the country Singapore can be said to be 

very effective from the six WGI indicators, the country runs according to its principles and can be an 

example for other Asian countries. For Pakistan, it is still categorized as successful, but there needs 

to be improved so that it can run according to WGI principles even better in the country. The six 

principles include indicators of control of corruption, government effectiveness, political stability 

and absence of violence/terrorism, rule of law, regulatory quality, and voice and accountability. Both 

of them produce varied and fluctuating policies. 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 

I would like to thank my older siblings, namely Bryan Michel, Aunt Khomimah, and Om 

Rianto, for their support, both material and non-material, which they have given me so far. Apart 

from that, Mama's passing was one of the reasons I was able to get back up from adversity. 



West Science Interdisciplinary Studies   

Vol. 01, No. 08, August and 2023: pp. 539-551 

 

549 

REFERENCES  

[1] B. O’Hare and S. G. Hall, “The Impact of Government Revenue on the Achievement of the 

Sustainable Development Goals and the Amplification Potential of Good Governance,” Cent. 

Eur. J. Econ. Model. Econom., vol. 2022, no. 2, pp. 109–129, 2022. 

[2] N. D. Mutiarani and D. Siswantoro, “The impact of local government characteristics on the 

accomplishment of Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs),” Cogent Bus. Manag., vol. 7, no. 

1, 2020, doi: 10.1080/23311975.2020.1847751. 

[3] Svitlana, Viktoriia, Oksana, Oleksandra, and Valentyna, “Interaction of Government Bodies 

and Civil Society Institutions for Achieving Public Policy Goals,” Int. J. Econ. Bus. Adm., vol. 

VIII, no. Special Issue 1, pp. 114–126, 2020, doi: 10.35808/ijeba/530. 

[4] M. H. Othman, R. Razali, and M. F. Nasrudin, “Key Factors for E-Government towards 

Sustainable Development Goals Scaling and Selecting Agile methods View project Key 

Factors for E-Government towards Sustainable Development Goals,” Int. J. Adv. Sci. Technol., 

vol. 29, no. 6s, pp. 2864–2876, 2020. 

[5] C. Jindra and A. Vaz, “Good governance and multidimensional poverty: A comparative 

analysis of 71 countries,” Governance, vol. 32, no. 4, pp. 657–675, 2019, doi: 10.1111/gove.12394. 

[6] O. Ramzy, R. El Bedawy, M. Anwar, and O. H. Eldahan, “Sustainable Development & Good 

Governance,” Eur. J. Sustain. Dev., vol. 8, no. 2, p. 125, 2019, doi: 10.14207/ejsd.2019.v8n2p125. 

[7] F. Braimah and A. Ohwona, “The ‘Locals’ and Local Government Bureaucracy: Implication 

on the Attainment of Developmental Goals in Nigeria,” Interdiscip. J. Rural Community Stud., 

vol. 3, no. 1, pp. 41–52, 2021, doi: 10.51986/ijrcs-2021.vol3.01.05. 

[8] A. Marwan, D. O. C. Garduno, and F. Bonfigli, “Detection of Digital Law Issues and 

Implication for Good Governance Policy in Indonesia,” Bestuur, vol. 10, no. 1, pp. 22–32, 2022, 

doi: 10.20961/bestuur.v10i1.59143. 

[9] E. Herbert and O. O. Odeniyi, “Impact of World Bank-Assisted Projects on Poverty 

Alleviation,” Consilience, no. 25, 2022, doi: 10.52214/consilience.vi25.6748. 

[10] D. Desmira, D. Aribowo, and R. Ekawati, “Pemanfaatan Teknologi Sebagai Edukasi Dan 

Inovasi Pengembangan Masyarakat Di Masa Pandemi Covid-19,” Abditeknika J. Pengabdi. 

Masy., vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 21–27, 2021, doi: 10.31294/abditeknika.v1i1.188. 

[11] Zaitul, D. Ilona, N. Novianti, and F. A. Widiningsih, “Difusi inovasi sistim informasi dan 

kinerja proses internal pemerintahan desa destinasi wisata: kebermanfaatan teknologi 

sebagai variabel moderasi,” Proseding Semin. Nas. LICOVBITECH di Politek. LP3I Jakarta, Sabtu 

17 Sept. 2022, no. 1, p. 2022, 2022. 

[12] M. Bougherra, A. K. Shaikh, C. Yenigun, and H. Hassan-Yari, “E-government performance 

in democracies versus autocracies,” Int. J. Organ. Anal., no. September, 2022, doi: 

10.1108/IJOA-01-2022-3124. 

[13] B. Ahmedi and R. Mustafa, “Comparison of Growth of the E-Government Index in the Balkan 

Region,” Knowl. Int. J., no. December, 2020. 

[14] M. A. Alqudah and L. Muradkhanli, “E-government in Jordan and Studying the Extent of the 

E-government Development Index According to the United Nations Report,” Int. J. 

Multidiscip. Appl. Bus. Educ. Res., vol. 2, no. 4, pp. 310–320, 2021, doi: 

10.11594/ijmaber.02.04.04. 

[15] S. Lazăr, B. G. Zugravu, and A. Dornean, “Taxes for the people or for the government? A 



West Science Interdisciplinary Studies   

Vol. 01, No. 08, August and 2023: pp. 539-551 

 

550 

global governance perspective,” Sci. Ann. Econ. Bus., vol. 67, no. 3, pp. 389–407, 2020, doi: 

10.47743/saeb-2020-0020. 

[16] A. Absadykov, “Does Good Governance Matter? Kazakhstan’s Economic Growth and 

Worldwide Governance Indicators,” Otoritas  J. Ilmu Pemerintah., vol. 10, no. 1, pp. 1–13, 2020, 

doi: 10.26618/ojip.v10i1.2776. 

[17] W. Widjanarko, “Analisis Hubungan Good Governance Dan Pertumbuhan Ekonomi 

Indonesia 2013-2019,” J. Good Gov., vol. 17, no. 2, pp. 155–168, 2021, doi: 10.32834/gg.v17i2.340. 

[18] S. A. Chandio, A. R. Chandio, and S. Arain, “Trust in E-Governemnt services in Pakistan : A 

conceptual study Trust In E-Government Services in Pakistan : A Conceptual Study,” no. 

March, pp. 1–6, 2021. 

[19] J. Gonzalo, R. Ruiz, J. Antonio, and A. Zarate, “Electronic government and digital literacy : 

temporal comparison in the use of Electronic government and digital literacy : temporal 

comparison in the use of technology in Mexico,” Researchgate.Net, no. July, 2021. 

[20] I. M. Kharkheli, “the Impact of the Pandemic on Human Capital. Human Capital Index,” 

Glob. Bus., no. May, pp. 61–64, 2022, doi: 10.35945/gb.2022.13.009. 

[21] S. Giri and R. Giri, “E-Readiness for E-Learning: A Nepal Case,” Int. J. Comput. Sci. Mob. 

Comput., vol. 11, no. 1, pp. 173–181, 2022, doi: 10.47760/ijcsmc.2022.v11i01.023. 

[22] J. Chen, J. Huang, L. Zheng, and C. Zhang, “An empirical analysis of telecommunication 

infrastructure promoting the scale of international service trade: Based on the panel data of 

countries along the belt and road,” Transform. Bus. Econ., vol. 18, no. 2, pp. 124–139, 2019. 

[23] N. M. Salleh, I. Bujang, C. Andin, and M. N. A. Mazlan, “The Impact of Human Capital Index 

on Economic Growth in Malaysia,” vol. 3, no. September, p. 71, 2022, doi: 

10.3390/proceedings2022082071. 

[24] I. Gallego-álvarez, M. Rodríguez-Rosa, and P. Vicente-Galindo, “Are worldwide governance 

indicators stable or do they change over time? A comparative study using multivariate 

analysis,” Mathematics, vol. 9, no. 24, 2021, doi: 10.3390/math9243257. 

[25] N. Maimun et al., “An Empirical Study of Worldwide Governance Indicators as Determinants 

of Debt Maturity Structure for Public and Private Debt Securities in Malaysia and Singapore,” 

Linguist. Antverp., no. 2, pp. 2598–2630, 2021. 

[26] R. Ullan Awan, T. Akhtar, S. Rahim, S. And, and A. R. Cheema, “Governance, Corruption 

and Economic Growth: a Panel Data Analysis of Selected Saarc Countries,” Pak. Econ. Soc. 

Rev., vol. 56, no. 1, pp. 1–20, 2018. 

[27] Z. Hatami, S. Yi, and M. Hall, “Well-being and relative deprivation in a digital era,” Heliyon, 

vol. 8, no. 10, 2022, doi: 10.1016/j.heliyon.2022.e11233. 

[28] R. Sadaf, J. Oláh, J. Popp, and D. Máté, “An investigation of the influence of theworldwide 

governance and competitiveness on accounting fraud cases: A cross-country perspective,” 

Sustain., vol. 10, no. 3, pp. 1–11, 2018, doi: 10.3390/su10030588. 

[29] D. Iskandar, R. M. Hendarto, and A. Reza, “Good Governance and Natural Resource Curse; 

Which Hypothesis Is Prevailing in Asean Economies?,” J. Ekon. dan Pembang., vol. 28, no. 1, 

pp. 45–54, 2020, doi: 10.14203/jep.28.1.2020.45-54. 

[30] E. S. Kim and E. Kim, “A Comparison of Asian Law Journals Published in Asian and Western 

Countries,” Publications, vol. 10, no. 3, pp. 1–13, 2022, doi: 10.3390/publications10030023. 

[31] K. P. Modugu and J. Dempere, “Country-level governance quality and stock market 



West Science Interdisciplinary Studies   

Vol. 01, No. 08, August and 2023: pp. 539-551 

 

551 

performance of GCC countries,” J. Asian Financ. Econ. Bus., vol. 7, no. 8, pp. 185–195, 2020, 

doi: 10.13106/JAFEB.2020.VOL7.NO8.185. 

[32] M. S. Hassan, S. Bukhari, and N. Arshed, “Competitiveness, governance and globalization: 

What matters for poverty alleviation?,” Environ. Dev. Sustain., vol. 22, no. 4, pp. 3491–3518, 

2020, doi: 10.1007/s10668-019-00355-y. 

[33] R. Marliana and L. Nurhayati, “Relationship Modeling between Digital Literacy, The Use of 

e-Resources and Reading Culture of Students at STMIK Sumedang using PLS-SEM,” 2020, 

doi: 10.4108/eai.11-7-2019.2298021. 

[34] A. Amirudin, “Pengaruh Disiplin Kerja, Motivasi Kerja Terhadap Lingkungan Kerja Dan 

Kinerja Karyawan Pt. Samsonite Indonesia,” Res. J. Account. Bus. Manag., vol. 5, no. 1, p. 39, 

2021, doi: 10.31293/rjabm.v5i1.5043. 

[35] J. H. Cheah, R. Thurasamy, M. A. Memon, F. Chuah, and H. Ting, “Multigroup analysis using 

smartpls: Step-by-step guidelines for business research,” Asian J. Bus. Res., vol. 10, no. 3, pp. 

I–XIX, 2020, doi: 10.14707/ajbr.200087. 

[36] B. Utomo, “Analisis Validitas Isi Butir Soal sebagai Salah Satu Upaya Peningkatan Kualitas 

Pembelajaran di Madrasah Berbasis Nilai-Nilai Islam,” J. Pendidik. Mat., vol. 1, no. 2, 2019, 

doi: 10.21043/jpm.v1i2.4883. 

 

BIOGRAPHIES OF AUTHORS   

 

Formal Photo 

 

Diana Michel   I’m student of Department of Government Affairs and Administration 

2022-Now. Can add email: Example diana.michel.psc22@mail.umy.ac.id 

 

 

mailto:diana.michel.psc22@mail.umy.ac.id
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9521-4842
https://scholar.google.com/citations?user=sc8pVykAAAAJ&hl=en&oi=ao

