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Table A6 Expenditures (mean±sd) in rural households in low-TCL and high-TCL areas of Indonesia in 2008 and 20171-2 

Average monthly expenditure 
(IDR million/household/day)2 

2008 2017 
SS Low-TCL 
2008-2017 

SS High-TCL 
2008-2017 

Low-TCL 
(n=19,990) 

High-TCL 
(n=24,814) 

Low-TCL 
(n=18,288) 

High-TCL 
(n=21,278) 

Mean±sd Mean±sd Mean±sd Mean±sd 
Number of household members 4.3±1.9 4.2±1.7 4.0±1.9 3.8±1.5 *** / - *** / - 
Total household expenditure 2.3±1.6 2.9±1.9 3.1±2.5 3.6±2.4 *** / + *** / + 

  Food expenditure 1.5±0.9 1.7±0.9 1.9±1.3 2.1±1.1 *** / + *** / + 
Non-food expenditure 0.9±2.8 1.4±4.1 1.2±1.6 1.5±1.7 *** / + *** / + 
Housing, incl. transportation 326±609 493±713 648±734 812±648 *** / + *** / + 

Percentage for household expenditure 
Percentage for food expenditure (%) 67.0±12.8 63.9±13.4 63.6±12.0 61.2±11.5 *** / - *** / - 
Percentage for non-food expenditure (%) 35.6±38.7 42.3±46.7 36.4±12.0 38.8±11.5 ** / + *** / - 

1 Expenditures in 2008 were adjusted with inflation rate made based on WorldData.info; 
SS is an abbreviation for statistical significance 
*** statistically significant difference at <0.001 
  ** statistically significant difference at 0,001-0,01 

* showing statistically significant difference at 0,01-0,05
  < indicates value at rural low TCL is less than rural high TCL areas; > indicates value at rural low TCL is greater than rural high TCL 
  + indicates increased in value from 2008 to 2017; - indicates decreased in value from 2008 to 2017 
2Exception for per capita expenditure; IDR per capita per day 
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