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9. RINGKASAN 

The study of how corrupt behaviors affect economic institutions, development, and 

consequences is known as the economics of corruption. Corruption is defined as the abuse of 
power for personal benefit, which is frequently accomplished through bribery, embezzlement, 
nepotism, and other illegal behaviors. It can have a significant impact on a variety of economic 
factors, including growth, investment, efficiency, inequality, and total welfare. Because of its 

consistent economic growth and expanding population of productive young people, ASEAN is 
quickly becoming one of the world's most important regions. Unfortunately, several member 
countries have struggled to curb corruption, which raises the cost of running the economic 
machine. Several studies have been conducted to investigate the causes or sources of corruption 

in various countries. Some frequent characteristics used to analyze the roots of corruption 
include institutional structure, economic condition, political regime, degree of education, and 
level of economic inequality. Unfortunately, considering the extent of variances observed 
among the countries, there are no convincing results on what the agreed sources are. As a result, 

this study examines selected ASEAN countries. The panel data approach is used to calculate 
the magnitude of independent variables in comparison to dependent variables. The corruption 
index is the dependent variable, and the independence variables are institutional structure, 
economic size, political regime, educational level, economic inequality, and religiosity. This 

study makes a contribution by taking the spiritual side into account. The findings suggest that 
religiosity and economic educational level have a negative and significant impact.  
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