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ABSTRACT   

Domestic violence is a social problem experienced by some married women. Victims of domestic 

violence can experience health and mental problems and even lose hope for the future. This research 

aims to prove the influence of average years of schooling, economic growth, poverty, and age at first 

marriage on domestic violence. The number of subjects studied was all provincial areas and national 

data (Indonesia). The type of quantitative data (cross section) was obtained from the Central Statistics 

Agency, and the profile of Indonesian women in 2021. The highest level of domestic violence was 

experienced by 12 provinces, 19 provinces in the medium category, and 4 other provinces in the low 

category. The results of statistical tests (path analysis) prove that poverty can increase domestic 

violence, while average years of schooling, economic growth and age at first marriage have the 

potential to reduce domestic violence. Average years of schooling has the highest influence, followed 

by poverty, age at first marriage, and economic growth on domestic violence. The Government's policy 

priority to reduce domestic violence is to implement a 12-year compulsory education program, in 

addition to poverty alleviation programs     

 

KEYWORDS: Education, Economy, Marriage Age, Domestic Violence 

 

INTRODUCTION 

Domestic Violence (DV) is deviant behavior experienced by a group of women in the household. 

Forms of deviation can include violence: physical, sexual, psychological/mental, and neglect of the 

future. Nationally, the trend of domestic violence in Indonesia has decreased in the last 3 (three) years. 

In 2019 it was 63.83 percent, decreasing to 61.19 percent in 2020, and from January to November 

2021 it decreased again to 59.35 percent. In 2020, several provinces had higher domestic violence rates 

than the national level, including West Papua Province, Central Java and Papua Province, respectively: 

76.53 percent, 72.77 percent and 72.34 percent, (Kementrian Pemberdayaan Perempuan dan 

Perlindungan Anak, 2021)  

  

There are social, economic and demographic factors that have the potential to cause domestic violence, 

is: 1) education, 2) economics and 3) demographic factors. Education is a way not only to improve 
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academic abilities and insight but also as a forum for character formation. Character can be defined as 

behavior or habits that characterize or distinguish one person from another. Honesty, discipline, hard 

work, responsibility and compassion are some examples of good character. Mapoma, et al., (2022) in 

their research in Zambia, found that wives who had a higher education than their husband experienced 

relatively more domestic violence, compared to both having the same low/high education or the 

husband having a higher education than the wife. 

 

Education takes time; The higher the level of formal schooling, the longer it takes. For women who 

decide to continue formal schooling to university, the risk of getting married at a young age is smaller 

than those who attend middle school or elementary school. Laksono, et al (2023) found that women 

who first married at a young age (AFM) had a relatively greater risk of experiencing domestic violence 

compared to the older AFM group. 

Education can produce a qualified workforce, mastering technology so that it has the potential to 

produce relatively higher output compared to low education. Susanto, (2014) in his research found a 

positive relationship between education and productivity, resulting in a parameter coefficient (positive) 

value of 0.790, and Sign (000), while the determinant (adjustment) coefficient value was 0.946. Reza 

and Tri Widodo (2013) found a similar trend that for every 1 percent increase in education, output will 

increase by 1.56 percent. 

 

Indonesia's Gross Domestic Product (GDP) growth has increased from 3.70 percent in 2021, to 5.31 

percent in 2022 (BPS.2023. Berita Resmi Statistik No.: 15/02/Th.XXVI). The higher economic 

growth, the greater job opportunities. In South Africa, Australia and Canada, every additional 1 percent 

of GDP will increase employment opportunities by 0.6 percent (IMF, 2016). Job opportunities have 

the potential to reduce unemployment and poverty. The percentage of poor and unemployed people 

has continued to decline in recent years. In March 2022 there were 9.54 percent of poor people in 

Indonesia, decreasing to 9.36 percent in March 2023. The majority of people in rural areas experienced 

this, 12.22 percent higher than urban areas, 7.29 percent, (BPS.2023. Profil Kemiskinan di Indonesia).  

A similar trend was also experienced by unemployment, in the first quarter of 2021 there was 6.26 

percent and in 2022 it decreased to 5.83 percent (BPS.2022). 

 

Poor families have limited ability to meet all household needs. The types of clothing, food and housing 

needs that are consumed do not take into account aspects of nutrition and suitability but are simply for 

sustaining life. This condition is often a contributing factor to domestic violence between husband and 

wife. Mapoma, et al. (2022) found that 47 percent of housewives from poor families experienced 

domestic violence, while domestic violence experienced by housewives from middle class and rich 

communities was 49.1 percent respectively. and 41.2 percent. Laksono, et al, (2023), obtained similar 

results that the poorest married women were 1.382 times more likely to experience violence (domestic 

violence) from their partners than the richest married women. The group of married women who come 

from middle class families is 1.262 times more likely to experience domestic violence than the richest 
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group of married women, while the richest married women are 1.132 times more likely to experience 

domestic violence than the richest married women. 

 

RESEARCH METHODS  

Data 

The total subjects that were the focus of the research were all 34 provinces in Indonesia and national 

data (Indonesia). This research uses quantitative secondary (cross section) data obtained from 2 (two) 

main sources: 1) profiles of Indonesian women in 2021, and 2) Central Statistics Agency in 2021. Data 

about: 1) education, 2) average age at marriage first, and 3) domestic violence, obtained from the first 

source, while data on economic growth and population poverty were obtained from the second source. 

The type, source and scale of data for each research variable can be modified according to the analysis 

tool (Table 1). 

 

Research variables 

There are 5 (five) types of variables studied: 1) education (X1), 2) economic growth (X2), 3) poverty 

(X3), 4) average age at first marriage (X4), and 5) domestic violence (Y). The first four variables 

mentioned are treated as independent variables, while the fifth variable is called the dependent variable 

(Y). The variable average age at first marriage has 2 (two) roles: 1) independent variable (X4), and 2) 

intermediate variable. It is called an intermediate variable because it is a bridge to connect the 

independent variables: education (X1), economic growth (X2), and poverty (X3) with the domestic 

violence variable (Y), while the variables X2, and X3 have a dual role besides being independent 

variables, but at the same ti 1me it can be a dependent variable (Y). The theoretical relationships 

between the research variables in question are explained in the Informal model figure (Figure 1). 

 

Table 1: Treatment of Research Variables and Data Scale 

   No  Variables  Indicators                Data Scale Data Source  

      

1.  Education      The average number of years        Ratio   Profil perempuan   

              (X1)                   of schooling of marriage women   (long years)  Indonesia tahun 2021 

        each province in 2021 

    2.       Econ. Growth      Economic growth for each  

               (X2)                    province in 2021      Ratio (%)           BPS-Indonesia 

    3.       Poverty            Percentage of poor people            

 (X3)            In each provinsi in 2021     Ratio (%)            BPS-Indonesia 

    4.      Age at First      Percentage of women at 

             Marrige(X4)       first marriage before the age      Ratio (%)            Profil perempuan  

                                          of 17 for each province in 2021                                  Indonesia tahun 2021  

    5.      Domestic             Percentage of domestic  

             Violence(Y)        violence cases each provinsi            Ratio(%)            Profil perempuan  

        in 2021        Indonesia tahun 2021 
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Analysis tools 

There are 2 (two) types of analysis approaches: 1) descriptive analysis, the aim is to analyze descriptive 

relationships between research variables. Descriptions of the relationships between variables are 

displayed in tables and graphs including some appropriate descriptive statistical analysis, 2) inferential 

analysis, intended to analyze path and cause and effect relationships between research variables. The 

appropriate analysis tool is path analysis. Path analysis models are grouped into: 1) informal models, 

and 2) formal models, as follows: 

 

Informal model  

The informal model is in the form of a picture equipped with arrows, explaining the cause and effect 

relationship between variables as follows: 

 

Figure 1: Informal model 

   

       Ri.3 

                  Ri.4 

 

 

 Ri.1       P21X1  P41X1  PY1X1 

 

  

              P42X2            PY4X4  

      

     P31X1           P32X2                P43X3             PY3X3 

 

          PY2X2 

              Ri.2 

 

   

Formal model 

The symbols in the informal model, which become input for creating a formal model in the form of 

equations, are: 

 

1. X2 = P21X1 + Ri.1 

2. X3 = P31X1 + P32X2 + Ri.2 

3. X4 = P41X1 + P42X2 + P43X3 + Ri.3 

4. Y   = PY1X1 + PY2X2 + PY3X3 + PY4X4 + Ri.4 

 

Note.: Ri.1, Ri.2, Ri.3, and Ri.4 are residual values, explaining the magnitude of the values 

            not explained by every model 
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ANALYSIS RESULTS:  

 

1. Descriptive analysis results 

 

Table 2:  Descriptive Statistics Among Research Variables 

 

 (Educ/AYS) GE Poverty AFM DV 

N Valid 35 34 35 34 35 

Missing 0 1 0 1 0 

Mean 8.7191 4.6829 10.2774 25.754

4 

62.0314 

Std. Error of 

Mean 

.17422 .65248 .88051 1.2927

9 

1.34958 

Median 8.7300 5.2600 8.6600 26.710

0 

61.1900 

Std. Deviation 1.03073 3.8045

8 

5.20918 7.5382

1 

7.98422 

Variance 1.062 14.475 27.136 56.825 63.748 

Range 5.30 24.57 22.27 33.28 34.36 

Minimum 5.59 -15.74 4.53 12.12 42.17 

Maximum 10.89 8.83 26.80 45.40 76.53 

 

2.Results of inferential analysis 

A summary of the results of inferential statistical analysis is displayed in the informal model and 

formal model as follows: 
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Analysis results in the informal model : 

       0,900 

                  0,901 

 

 

       0,898           0,438  -0,278  -0,235 

 

  

               0,110            -0,175  

      

     -0,187           -0,501                -0,399                       0,235 

 

          -0,253 

             0,794 

 

   

   Analysis results in the formal model: 

 

Table 3:  Summary of Path Analysis Results 

              Models                                         Path Coeff.          R            R²             Residu 

  

    X2 = P21X1 + Ri.1                   0.438X1(0,010)       0,438         0,192        0,898 

     

    X3= P31X1 + P32X2 + Ri.2    -0,187X1(0,247)       0,607         0,369        0,794 

       -0,501X2(0.004) 

 

    X4= P41X1 + P42X2 + P43X3          -0,278X1(0,153)        0,435        0,189        0,900     

           + Ri.3           0,110X2(0,614) 

       -0,399X3(0,050) 

 

    Y = PY1X1 + PY2X2 + PY3X3      -0,235X1(0,249)        0,434         0,188       0,901          

          + PY4X4 + Ri.4    -0,253X2(0,264) 

       0,235X3(0,224 

      -0,175X4(0,444) 

       Sign. F.: 0,005 
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Table 4:  Effective Contribution of Each Independent Variable (X) to the Dependent Variable 

(Y) 

   Variab.   Zero Order Coeff Corelation          Effec.Contrib.of Each  

                                                                                                                  Indep.Variab. 

 Education(X1)  -0,302  -0,258    0,078 

Growth Econ.(X2)  -0,205  -0,201   -0,041 

Poverty (X3)    0,261    0,261    0,068 

AFM (X4)  -0,023  -0,034    0,001   

                Total(=R²)   0,19% 

 

The education variable has the greatest contribution to domestic violence (DV) : 0.078 percent, 

following poverty at 0.068 percent, while the smallest contribution to DV comes from the economic 

growth variable and the average age at first marriage, respectively: -0.041 and 0.001 percent(Table 4). 

 

DISCUSSION  

Spending on education is an investment in the future. The rate of return on educational investments 

continues to increase with increasing years of schooling (Psacharopoulos and Patrinos, 2018). In his 

research, Valero, (2021) found that education can increase individual income and economic growth. 

Education not only has a positive relationship with income and productivity but also increases self-

awareness and happiness (Stryzhak, 2020). 

 

The average length of schooling for each country is different, due to differences in the Gross Domestic 

Product (GDP) per capita of the country concerned. In 2022, Singapore will have the highest GDP per 

capita: 127,563 USD, while Myanmar will experience the lowest GDP at 4,846 USD 

(https://en.wikipedia. org/wiki/List_of_ASEAN_ countries_ by_GDP). The average length of 

schooling experienced by Singapore is 11.7 years, the highest in the Asean region, while the lowest 

average length of schooling is experienced by Myanmar at 6.4 years (World Bank, 

https://ourworldindata.org/grapher/mean- years-of-schooling-longrun?time = 1925). 

 

This description explains that the quality of human resources has a positive effect on economic growth. 

In Ireland, every increase in human resource investment increases GDP growth by 2 percent per year 

(FitzGerald, 2019). Kiani, (2021) found that women's literacy can increase women's participation in 

development by 0.109, while Hassan, (2017) using secondary data found that in Pakistan every 1 year 

increase in education for women will be able to generate GDP of 22 percent. This research obtained 

positive results, and it is significant that every increase in 1 year of schooling will increase economic 

growth in Indonesia by 0.438 percent. Graph 2.1 explains a similar trend, a descriptive positive 

relationship between average years of schooling and economic growth. 
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Graph 2.1:  Descriptive relationship between the average number of years 

of schooling for women and economic growth in Indonesia 

 
Source  : 1) BPS-2021: Groeth Econ. (GE)  

                          2)Profil perempuan Indonesia, 2021: MYS/AYS (Average length years   

                             of schooling 

 

Purnomo, et al (2019) found a positive and significant relationship between economic growth and 

employment opportunities. Every 1 percent increase in growth will increase employment opportunities 

by 0.453 (Sign.0.009). The level of labor force participation of women in development has increased. 

In 2019 it was 55.07 percent, increasing to 56.55 percent in 2020 (BPS.2019, & 2020). Women's 

busyness at work (prioritizing their career) can extend the age at first marriage. This research found 

that every additional 1 percent of economic growth will increase the average age at first marriage by 

0.110 percent. 

Education (average length years of schooling/AYS) has a positive relationship with income. The 

longer (years) of schooling the better the quality, resulting in relatively high income. Every additional 

year of schooling will increase income by 4 percent (Vu, 2020). Heads of households who received 

formal Bachelor's (University) education received 16 percent higher per capita income than those with 

lower education (Vu, 2020). Income is a proxy for poverty, every increase in income due to educational 

factors will reduce population poverty (Awan, 2020). A similar trend was found in this research that 

every additional year of schooling will reduce population poverty by 0.187 percent, although this 

relationship is not significant. 

 

Poverty is a condition of disability of a group of people whose average monthly per capita expenditure 

is lower than the Poverty Line (GK). GK includes food GK (GKM) and non-food GK (GKNM). 

Poverty is also defined as the inability to meet minimum needs due to limited material resources (Davis 

and Sanchez-Martinez, 2014). Poverty is experienced by all countries. Rank (2004), reported that in 
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2002, an estimated 12.1% of the entire population of the United States was classified as poor. The 

percentage of poor people in Indonesia shows a downward trend, from 9.57 percent (March 2022) to 

9.54 percent in September 2022. This symptom can be the result of economic growth which continues 

to improve, from 3.70 percent in 2021, increasing to 5.91 percent in 2022 

(https://menpan.go.id/site/berita-terkini/berita-region/economic-indonesia-tahun-2022-tumbuh-5-31-

persen). The results of research from Purnomo et al (2019), found a negative and significant 

relationship between economic growth and population poverty, that every 1% increase in growth will 

be able to reduce poverty by 0.027 percent (Purnomo et al), the same as found in research This means 

that every 1 percent increase in economic growth will be able to reduce poverty by 0.501 percent. 

 

Economic growth has the potential to increase welfare and happiness, which in turn can influence 

domestic violence (Farmer 1997, Ozer 2023, & Setiawan et al, 2018). This study found a negative 

relationship between economic growth and domestic violence. Every 1 percent increase in economic 

growth will be able to reduce domestic violence by 0.253 percent. Meanwhile, poverty factors tend to 

exacerbate domestic violence (Aizer, 2014). This research found a similar trend that domestic violence 

would increase by 0.235 percent if poverty increased by 1 percent. 

 

Domestic violence is deviant behavior from a husband or other family members, in the form of 

violence experienced by especially women which causes misery or suffering. Dahlberg, et al (2002), 

and Waters, (2004) group the impacts of domestic violence as: 1) death, 2) illness, 3) disability, 4) 

decreased quality of life, and 5) increased economic burden. Furthermore, Waters, (2004) classifies 

economic aspects into 2 (two) parts: 1) costs and direct benefits are all costs arising from domestic 

violence, while direct benefits are related to economic benefits arising from efforts to prevent domestic 

violence. 2) Indirect costs and benefits are related to the costs and economic benefits lost due to 

domestic violence. 

 

Types of violence can be: physical (beating/physical torture), sexual (harassment), psychological, 

and/or neglect (not being supported). In 2020, domestic violence in Indonesia varied by province, the 

highest was experienced by Papua Province, 76.53 percent, followed by Central Java and West Papua, 

respectively: 72.77 percent, and 72.34 percent, while the lowest was experienced by Lampung 

Province, 46.51 percent (Indonesian Women's Profile, 2021). Ozer, et al (2023) report that husbands 

with low education commit more domestic violence against their wives than husbands with higher 

education (Graph 2.2). 
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Graph 2.2:  Types of Domestic Violence Based on Husband's Education (%) 

 

 
Source: Ozer,et al(2023) 

 

The results of the inferential analysis show a similar trend that for every 1-year increase in education, 

domestic violence will be reduced by 0.249, whereas what was found by Ozer, et al (2023) is 

significant, with a parameter coefficient value of -0.016 (0.014). 

 

Age at First Marriage (AFM) is the average age at which a person/group of women gets married for 

the first time. 1 from 7 girls in developing countries has their first marriage before the age of 15 and 

38 percent of girls are married before the age of 18 (Ahonsi et al., 2019). Education and income (= 

poverty) factors are proven to influence women's decisions to marry in certain age groups. Wirasaba, 

et al, (2023) found a positive relationship, every 1-year increase in education will increase AFM by 

0.514 percent. A similar incident occurs that for every 1 percent increase in income, AFM will increase 

by 0.238 percent. In contrast to what was found in this study, education and/or income (=poverty) had 

a negative relationship with AFM (Table 2, 3rd Equation). 

 

CONCLUSION  

The results of simultaneous analysis of inferential statistics prove that average years of schooling, 

economic growth, and Age at First Marriage (AFM) have a negative relationship with the incidence of 

domestic violence, while poverty has a positive relationship with domestic violence, although the 

relationship is not significant. Overall, the contribution of the four independent variables to domestic 

violence is 18 percent. The largest contribution comes from the variables average length of schooling, 

following, poverty, while the variables AFM and economic growth have the lowest contributions, 

respectively 0.001 and -0.041. These findings emphasize that efforts to reduce or eliminate domestic 

violence must involve interventions through education, economics and age at marriage. It is urgent to 

implement the 12-year compulsory education program, while the program to eradicate (economic) 

poverty is carried out by empowering the Micro, Small and Medium Enterprises sector. It is 
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recommended that further research focus more on non-economic variables, for example the 

environment, culture and laws regarding domestic violence. 
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