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Dowry demand and other risk factors for intimate partner violence against adolescent 

girls: A cross-sectional study in India 

Abstract 

Background: Violence against women is considered a fundamental violation of women’s human 

rights. According to the World Health Organization, worldwide one-third of women experience 

some form of intimate partner violence. The present study aims to examine the association of 

dowry demand and other associated risk factors with physical, sexual, or emotional violence 

against married adolescent girls in two major states of India by using large representative data. 

Methods: Understanding the lives of adolescents and young adults (UDAYA) project survey 

data was used for this study. The effective sample size for the study was 4893 married adolescent 

girls. Descriptive statistics along with bivariate analysis was performed to examine the 

preliminary results. For analyzing the association binary logistic regression method was used. 

Results: The prevalence of emotional, physical, and sexual violence was 28.6%, 22.9%, and 

26.1% among married adolescent girls respectively. About 44% of married adolescent girls 

experienced any type of violence (emotional/physical/sexual). The prevalence of violence was 

significantly higher among girls who reported that dowry was demanded by their husbands 

(emotional-54%, physical-42.1%, sexual-39.6%, and any violence-68.4%). Results show that the 

likelihood of any violence was 3.66 times more likely among adolescent girls who reported that 

dowry was demanded by their husbands than their counterparts [OR: 3.66; CI: 3.06-4.37]. Other 

risk factors for intimate partner violence among adolescents included justifying wife-beating, 

low decision-making power, having a paid job, and longer marital duration. 



Conclusion: The results presented in this study suggest that policies that ensure equal 

inheritance and property rights for women and programs that help adolescent girls retain equal 

power and say in their family may be necessary to reduce their vulnerability to domestic 

violence.  
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Background 

Violence against women is considered a fundamental violation of women’s human rights 

(WHO, 2010). According to the World Health Organization, worldwide one-third of women 

experience some form of intimate partner violence (WHO, 2015). Dowry as an aspect of 

marriage transactions is recognized as a key factor that underpins violence against women 

(Rastogi & Therly, 2006). Even though dowry is prohibited in India under the Dowry 

Prohibition Act 1961 and subsequent Sections 304B and 498A of the Indian Penal Code, it 

remains a common practice (Anitha, Yalamarty, & Roy, 2018).  

The stronghold of gender inequality in society makes the dowry demands of the man who has 

agreed to take care of the daughter an obligation to the bride’s family (Rudd, 2001). Further, 

motives behind the predominant dowry system in South Asia both in price and bequest form, 

are heterogeneous and primarily depend on bride or groom characteristics (Arunachalam & 

Logan, 2016). Dowry, on the other hand, has been implicated in many forms of gender-based 

violence such as son preference and sex-selective abortions (Purewal, 2018; Sabarwal, 

McCormick, Subramanian, & Silverman, 2012; Sen, 2003), and several forms of sexual and 

emotional violence (Priya et al., 2014). Additionally, a recent study in India suggests that the 

price of gold at the time of marriage and the amount of gold a woman receives as dowry were 

significant predictors of domestic violence (Menon, 2020). Some of the earlier studies from 

India found the inadequate or delayed payment of dowry as important reasons for the 

perpetration of violence by a husband or members in-laws (Bloch & Rao, 2002; Pallikadavath 

& Bradley, 2019; Sharma, Harish, Gupta, & Singh, 2005). There are also reports of domestic 

violence against women whose dowries were deemed insufficient by their husbands or by 

husbands’ families (V. Jeyaseelan et al., 2015).  



However, due to the increase in female schooling and rapid changes in gender roles, there is a 

positive impact on marriage practices in India where less significance is given to parents in 

arranging marriages for their children (Dommaraju, 2009). Some characteristics of husband 

and families influence a woman’s likelihood of being victimized. Husband’s inability and 

lack of resources to meet the family’s needs can cause stress and ultimately lead to frustration 

(Li, Bloom, Herbell, & Bullock, 2020). Violence perpetrated by husbands of married 

adolescents can be a possible response to this frustration. Family-level characteristics which 

are found to be the predictors of intimate partner violence include family’s socioeconomic 

condition and decision making power and the role of women in the family (Koenig, Ahmed, 

Hossain, & Alam Mozumder, 2003). It is documented that women’s lack of autonomy could 

be a major determinant of the victimization of domestic violence (Banerjee, 2014).  

A study by Donta et al found that women empowerment that is measured by decision-making 

power, freedom of movement, and not justifying wife-beating was less likely to be a risk 

factor of domestic violence (Donta, Nair, Begum, & Prakasam, 2016). Also, it is revealed that 

the decline in the male-female wage gap may reduce domestic violence by improving the 

intra-household bargaining power of women (Aizer, 2010). On the other hand, the patriarchal 

gender relations and women's subordinate status after the marriage as new brides create a 

conducive context for violence in their husband’s home (Gangoli & Rew, 2011). A cross-

country analysis of attitudes towards wife-beating in Asia brought out that acceptance of 

wife-beating among women was highest in India (Rani & Bonu, 2009). Other studies in India 

show that a large amount of violence is perpetrated by the wider household, including female 

in-laws (Panchanadeswaran & Koverola, 2005; Ragavan & Iyengar, 2017). Further, some of 

the socioeconomic and demographic characteristics of women such as urban residence, older 

age, lower education, and lower family income were also associated with the occurrence of 

domestic violence (Bontha V. Babu & Kar, 2009). 



India has an alarming trend of dowry deaths that sees more than 7000 women die every year 

as a result of harassment over dowry (NCRB, 2019). The highest number of dowry deaths, 

and dowry death rates, were recorded in the two northern states of Uttar Pradesh and Bihar 

(NCRB, 2014). However, little is known about the nature of the problem and women's 

experiences of forced dowry during and following their marriage resulting in some form of 

violence. Since there is scant research on this subject, we in this study, aim to examine the 

association of dowry demand and other associated risk factors with physical, sexual, or 

emotional violence against married adolescents in two major states of India by using a large 

representative data. 

Data and methods 

Data 

Understanding the lives of adolescents and young adults (UDAYA) project survey data was 

used for this study. The survey was conducted in two Indian states namely, Uttar Pradesh and 

Bihar in 2016 by the Population Council under the guidance of the Ministry of Health and 

Family Welfare, Government of India. The UDAYA collected detailed information on 

family, media, community environment, assets acquired in adolescence, and quality of 

transitions to young adulthood indicators. The survey adopted a multi-stage systematic 

sampling design to provide the estimates for states as a whole as well as the urban and rural 

area of the states. The sample size for Uttar Pradesh and Bihar was 10,350 and 10,350 

adolescents aged 10-19 years, respectively. The required sample for each sub-group of 

adolescents was determined at 920 younger boys (10-14 years), 2,350 older boys (15-19 

years), 630 younger girls, 3,750 older girls, and 2,700 married girls in both states. The 

effective sample size for the present study is 4893 married adolescent girls.  

Variable description 



Outcome variable 

Emotional violence was recoded as if the husband humiliate the respondent in front of others 

coded as 1 ‘yes’ and 0 ‘no,’ otherwise. Physical violence was recorded as 1 ‘yes’ if the 

husband ever slapped, twisted or pulled hair, pushed/shook or throe something, kicked 

dragged beaten, burnt on purpose, attacked with a knife to the respondent in last 12 months 

and 0 ‘no,’ otherwise. Sexual violence was defined as ‘yes’ if the husband ever forced the 

respondent to have sex in the last 12 months and ‘no’; otherwise. Any violence was recoded 

as 1 ‘yes’ if the married girl experienced any type of violence (emotional/physical/sexual); 

otherwise 0 “no”.  

Exposure variables 

Dowry demand by husbandwas recoded as no and yes. The variable was generated using the 

question “Anyone in husband family said that dowry/cash/ gift was too less or ever 

respondents husband family asked her to bring more cash/ gift/ dowry. Perception over wife-

beating was recoded not justified and justified using the question ‘is it right for a husband to 

beat his wife?”.  The decision about an adolescent girl going to work was recoded ‘herself or 

jointly with others’ and ‘Other only’. The decision-making on household purchase was 

recoded as herself or jointly with others’ and ‘Other only’. Paid work in the last 12 months 

was recoded as “no” and “yes”. Marital duration (in years) was recoded as less than one year, 

2-3 years, and more than four years. 

Age of the adolescent girls grouped into two categories: 15-17 years and 18-19 years. 

Education level was recoded as no education, 1-7 years, 8-9 years, and 10 & above year. 

Place of residence was given in the survey as rural and urban. Caste was grouped as 

scheduled caste/scheduled tribe (SC/ST), OBC (Other Backward Class), and others. Religion 

was recoded as Hindu and non-Hindu. Wealth quintile was created based on household asset 



data on ownership of selected durable goods, including means of transportation, as well as 

data on access to several amenities. The variable was recoded into five equal quintiles as 

poorest, poorer, middle, richer, and richest.   

Statistical analysis  

Descriptive statistics along with bivariate analysis was done to examine the preliminary 

results. For analyzing the association between the binary outcome variable (violence 

experienced by married adolescent girls) and other explanatory variables binary logistic 

regression method was used. We termed adolescent girls aged 15-19 as late adolescents.  

The equation for logistic distribution 

ln ( π1 − π) = α + β1X1 + β2X2 + β3X3…… . βnXn 

Where, β0, … . . , βM, are regression coefficients indicating the relative effect of a particular 

explanatory variable on the outcome variable. These coefficients change as per the context in 

the analysis in the study.  

Results 

Socio-demographic characteristics of married adolescent girls aged 15-19 years are presented 

in Table 1. About one-fourth of the sample population reported that dowry was demanded by 

their husband, and nearly 27 percent of the participants justified wife-beating. More than half 

of the adolescent girls decided herself/jointly with others about their work. Moreover, 42 

percent of adolescent girls decided herself/jointly with others on the matters of household 

purchases. Only 11 percent of girls were having a paid job. A higher proportion of girls 

belonged to the 18-19 years age group and about one-fourth of married adolescent girls had 

10 and above years of schooling. 



Percentage distribution of type of violence among married adolescent girls aged 15-19 years 

is presented in Table 2. The prevalence of emotional, physical, and sexual violence was 

28.6%, 22.9%, and 26.1% among married adolescent girls respectively. Moreover, about 44% 

of married adolescent girls experienced any type of violence (emotional/physical/sexual). The 

prevalence of violence (emotional-54%, physical-42.1%, sexual-39.6%, and any violence-

68.4%) was significantly higher among girls who reported that dowry was demanded by their 

husbands. Similarly, married girls who justified wife-beating reported more violence 

(emotional-34.3%, physical-29.5%, sexual-36.2%, and any violence-53.3%). Moreover, there 

was a positive relationship between violence (each one) and the marital duration among 

adolescent girls. For instance, married girls faced more violence to increase the length of the 

marriage. Similarly, violence had a significant positive association with the educational level 

of girls and wealth index. Violence was more reported by girls who had no education and 

also those who belonged to the poorest family whereas it was lowest among girls who had 10 

and above years of schooling and those who belonged to the richest families. 

Estimates from logistic regression analysis for the type of violence among married adolescent 

girls aged 15-19 years are presented in Table 3. Results show that the likelihood of any 

violence was 3.66 times more likely among adolescent girls who reported that dowry was 

demanded by their husbands than their counterparts[OR: 3.66; CI: 3.06-4.37]. Moreover, girls 

who justified wife-beating were 56 percent more likely to face any violence compared to their 

counterpart [OR: 1.56; CI: 1.28-1.90]. Similarly, adolescent girls whose decisions about their 

work taken by others only had 34 percent higher odds of any violence than those who decided 

their work themselves/jointly with others [OR: 1.34; CI: 1.07-1.68]. The odds of any violence 

were 37 percent higher among adolescent girls whose decision on household purchase was 

taken by others compared to those who decided household purchase themselves/jointly with 

others [OR: 1.37; CI: 1.09-1.71]. Interestingly, the likelihood of any violence was 41 percent 



and 2.06 times more likely among adolescent girls whose marital duration was 2-3 years 

[OR: 1.41; CI: 1.19-1.66] and 4 years or more [OR: 2.06; CI: 1.60-2.64] respectively, 

compared to those whose marital duration was less than or equal to one year. Adolescent girls 

who had 10 and above years of education were 29 percent less likely to face any violence 

than girls with no education [OR: 0.71; CI: 0.57-0.89]. Similarly, adolescent girls who 

belonged to other caste groups were 41 percent less likely to face any violence compared to 

girls who belonged to SC/ST group [OR: 0.59; CI: 0.43-0.80]. 

Discussion 

The fourth National Family Health Survey reported that more than 30 percent of women in 

India have been physically mistreated by their husbands or other family members (IIPS & 

ICF, 2017). Dowry related issues could be one of the reasons for this mistreatment. The 

age‑old custom of dowry and gifts for husband and in‑laws is strongly related to increased 

violence against women in India (L. Jeyaseelan et al., 2007; V. Jeyaseelan et al., 2015; 

Kumar, Jeyaseelan, Suresh, & Ahuja, 2005). Consistently, our results show that the married 

adolescent girls who reported that dowry was demanded by their husband during or after their 

marriage were more likely to experience partner violence. Contrary to our finding, a study in 

South India found that larger dowries reduce marital violence through their effect on 

increasing the economic resources of the marital household, enhancing the social status of the 

groom and his family (Srinivasan & Bedi, 2007). 

The results further show an association of perception over wife-beating by married adolescent 

girls, another key variable of interest in our study with experiencing partner violence. 

Consistent with previous studies (Donta et al., 2016; Koenig, Stephenson, Ahmed, Jejeebhoy, 

& Campbell, 2006), it was found that a large proportion of the study sample justified wife-

beating were more likely to report any type of partner violence. The finding indicates that 



married women in India who still hold onto gender norms and accept wife-beating as deep 

social learning have a higher likelihood of being the victims of partner violence and that often 

perpetuates the traditional sex-stereotyped roles in the society. Similarly, the power dynamics 

in the family and women’s empowerment have a greater impact on women’s status such that 

the chances of being mistreated are lower among women who are involved in the family’s 

decision-making processes (G. R. Babu & Babu, 2011). Consistently, the present study shows 

that married adolescent girls who decided alone or jointly with others on matters of going for 

work and household purchases were significantly more likely to experience any type of 

violence. In the process of empowering women, the study indicates that parents appear to be 

replacing property inheritance to their daughters by giving them alternative transfers in the 

form of higher dowries (Roy, 2015). This might have resulted in husbands and family in-laws 

of empowered women not perpetrating any violence. 

Furthermore, it is shown that the employed women may have more domestic power and are 

more likely to be exposed to media, and their financial resources allow them to question 

traditional subordinate roles and practices (Malhotra & Mather, 1997). A study in Uttar 

Pradesh found that women’s participation in paid work and house ownership were 

significantly associated with a reduction in experiencing marital violence (Bhattacharyya, 

Bedi, & Chhachhi, 2011). However, as far as paid work among married adolescent girls in 

the present study is concerned, the protective effect of women’s employment on the violence 

that is shown in several past studies (Panda & Agarwal, 2005; Rao, 1997), was not found in 

the present study. The analysis shows that adolescent girls who are engaged in paid work are 

significantly more likely to experience physical or sexual violence than their counterparts. 

The finding is similar to a study based on the National Family Health Survey which noted 

that because of being forthright against male dominance and better reporting of incidences of 

domestic violence, Indian working women have a higher likelihood of being victims of 



violence (Sahoo & Raju, 2007). Again, women who are engaged in small business and 

farming and have a higher economic status than their husbands and are seen as having 

sufficient power to change traditional gender roles were at greater risk for experiencing 

partner violence (B. V. Babu & Kar, 2010; Kaukinen, 2004; Koenig et al., 2003). 

Marital duration is considered a proxy for compatibility in a marriage (Henning & Connor-

Smith, 2011). Also, the rates of ever-experiencing violence can be expected to rise with 

marital duration; because a longer marriage provides a longer period of exposure (Djamba & 

Kimuna, 2008). In a previous study, it was shown as a potential risk factor of victimization of 

violence (Babu & Kar, 2010). Considering the marital duration of the study participants, 

compared with adolescent girls who had been married for less than one year, those who were 

married for more than one year were more likely to be victims of any type of partner 

violence. This can be explained as women in an abusive relationship for a longer duration 

would be less bothered about social stigma and more open to admitting any domestic 

violence (Kimuna, Djamba, Ciciurkaite, & Cherukuri, 2013). The results are in agreement 

with an earlier study in India which found that women married for five years and longer were 

more likely to be beaten by their husbands (Sahoo & Pradhan, 2009). 

Finally, evidence suggests that status and power discrepancies in owning resources and lack 

of education may be associated with increased domestic violence especially by men who hold 

traditional ideas about gender and believe that men should be the primary bread-winners for a 

family (Atkinson, Greenstein, & Lang, 2005). A dearth of literature repeatedly found 

educational attainment and higher social status as major factors to reduce the likelihood of 

experiencing domestic violence in developed as well as developing countries (Ergin, Bayram, 

Alper, Selimoglu, & Bilgel, 2008; Erten & Keskin, 2018; Firestone, Harris, & Vega, 2003; 

Simister & Makowiec, 2008). The present study in concordance with this found that higher 

education and upper social class in the Indian caste hierarchy of married adolescent girls were 



protective factors against partner violence. The finding mirrors the feminist political theory, 

which holds that the maintenance of patriarchy and male social dominance over women is the 

primary contributor to abuse and lack of women’s access to educational, economic, and 

political resources is a major factor that contributes to increased violence (Taft, Bryant-Davis, 

Woodward, Tillman, & Torres, 2009). 

The study has certain limitations. Due to the cross-sectional nature of the study, no causal 

relationships could be established. Another major limitation of the study is that all data were 

self-reported by married adolescent girls and therefore subject to recall and social desirability 

biases, particularly those that relate to the private realm, such as dowry demand by husband 

or in-laws and experiencing domestic violence. A large proportion not reporting dowry may 

be explained by the fact that many of them do not consider dowry as a repressive practice but 

a rightful share of their parents' inherited property (Anitha et al., 2018). Despite these 

limitations, the study sheds light on potential determinants of intimate partner violence in 

India and contributes to the existing literature on domestic violence because of its large 

population-based data. 

Conclusion 

The study findings facilitate policymakers and healthcare personnel to intervene more 

effectively with married adolescent girls who are at greater risk for victimization of violence. 

The results presented in this study suggest that policies that ensure equal inheritance and 

property rights for women and programs that help women retain equal power and say in their 

family may be necessary to reduce their vulnerability to domestic violence. To reduce the 

perpetration of violence by men, the health sector could also do much in terms of providing 

holistic and responsive care to the victims of violence, referral to appropriate legal and 

counseling agencies, and identification of the nature, extent, and determinants of the problem. 



The results also highlight the need for societal changes that will promote social structures that 

are less marred by domestic violence against married women. Further, programs on 

reproductive health must also address the socio-cultural gender-related norms that increase 

women’s vulnerability to the victimization of violence. There is also a need to change the 

attitudes towards domestic violence and gender differentials in the household power 

dynamics through direct and proactive efforts. Empowering adolescent girls through 

education and improving their ability to find employment and better economic status in the 

future, along with increasing public awareness of issues related to human rights may help 

lower the prevalence of domestic violence. 
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Table 1: Characteristics of married adolescent girls aged 15-19 years 

Background characteristics Percentage N 

Dowry demanded by husband 

  No  74.1 3,678 

Yes 25.9 1,215 

Perception over wife-beating 

  Not justified 73.3 3,608 

Justified 26.7 1,285 

Decision-making about her to work 

  Herself or Jointly with others 53.5 2,652 

Others Only 46.5 2,241 

Decision-making on household purchases 

  Herself or Jointly with others 41.9 2,057 

Others Only 58.1 2,836 

Paid work (last 12 months) 

  No 88.9 4,361 

Yes 11.1 532 

Marital duration (in years) 

  ≤1  41.2 1,928 

2-3  38.2 1,922 

≥4 20.6 1,043 

Age groups (in years) 

  15-17 26.6 1,271 

18-19 73.4 3,622 

Education level (in years) 

  No education 27.3 1,365 

1-7 years 23.5 1,112 

8-9 years 25.0 1,214 

10 & above 24.2 1,202 

Place of residence 

  Urban 14.8 1,880 

Rural 85.2 3,013 

Caste 

  SC/ST 28.6 1,407 

OBC 60.7 2,978 

Others 10.6 508 

Religion 

  Hindu 84.1 4,097 

Non-Hindu 15.9 796 

Wealth quintile 

  Poorest 13.6 676 

Poorer 19.6 874 

Middle 23.4 1,069 

Richer 25.5 1,224 

Richest 17.9 1,050 

State 

  Uttar Pradesh 35.4 1,711 

Bihar 64.6 3,182 

Total 100.0 4893 
SC/ST: Scheduled Caste/Scheduled Tribe; OBC: Other Backward Class 



Table-2: Percentage distribution of type of violence among married adolescent girls aged 15-19 years 

Background characteristics 
Emotional Violence Physical Violence 

Sexual  

Violence 

Any  

Violence 

Percentage p-value Percentage p-value Percentage p-value Percentage p-value 

Dowry demanded by 

husband 

 

0.000 

 

0.000 

 

0.000 

 

0.000 

No  19.7 

 

16.3 

 

21.4 

 

35.4 

 Yes 54.0 

 

42.1 

 

39.6 

 

68.4 

 Perception over wife-

beating 

 

0.001 

 

0.000 

 

0.000 

 

0.000 

Not justified 26.5 

 

20.6 

 

22.4 

 

40.6 

 Justified 34.3 

 

29.5 

 

36.2 

 

53.3 

 Decision-making about her 

to work 

 

0.000 

 

0.612 

 

0.089 

 

0.000 

Herself or Jointly with others 32.6 

 

22.6 

 

27.6 

 

48.1 

 Others Only 24.0 

 

23.4 

 

24.3 

 

39.2 

 Decision-making on 

household purchases 

 

0.000 

 

0.135 

 

0.112 

 

0.000 

Herself or Jointly with others 34.7 

 

24.3 

 

28.1 

 

50.3 

 Others Only 24.2 

 

22.0 

 

24.6 

 

39.4 

 Paid work (last 12 months) 

 

0.392 

 

0.000 

 

0.001 

 

0.002 

No 28.3 

 

22.0 

 

25.2 

 

43.0 

 Yes 30.8 

 

30.5 

 

32.9 

 

51.4 

 Marital duration (in years) 

 

0.000 

 

0.000 

 

0.410 

 

0.000 

≤1  17.8 

 

14.3 

 

25.3 

 

35.3 

 2-3  30.2 

 

25.7 

 

25.8 

 

45.1 

 ≥4 47.3 

 

35.1 

 

28.3 

 

59.2 

 Age groups (in years) 

 

0.962 

 

0.008 

 

0.043 

 

0.987 

15-17 28.5 

 

19.7 

 

28.9 

 

44.0 

 18-19 28.6 

 

24.1 

 

25.1 

 

44.0 

 Education level (in years) 

 

0.000 

 

0.000 

 

0.000 

 

0.000 

No education 33.6 

 

30.4 

 

29.1 

 

48.4 

 1-7 years 33.3 

 

26.4 

 

29.3 

 

50.5 

 



8-9 years 28.6 

 

21.8 

 

26.4 

 

44.0 

 10 & above 18.4 

 

12.4 

 

19.3 

 

32.6 

 Place of residence 

 

0.026 

 

0.700 

 

0.201 

 

0.045 

Urban 24.1 

 

22.3 

 

23.4 

 

39.3 

 Rural 29.4 

 

23.1 

 

26.6 

 

44.8 

 Caste 

 

0.000 

 

0.000 

 

0.000 

 

0.000 

SC/ST 31.4 

 

28.1 

 

32.4 

 

48.3 

 OBC 29.5 

 

22.0 

 

23.9 

 

44.2 

 Others 15.7 

 

14.1 

 

21.6 

 

30.7 

 Religion 

 

0.406 

 

0.328 

 

0.763 

 

0.936 

Hindu 29.0 

 

23.3 

 

26.2 

 

44 

 Non-Hindu 26.7 

 

21.2 

 

25.4 

 

43.8 

 Wealth quintile 

 

0.015 

 

0.000 

 

0.032 

 

0.001 

Poorest 32.0 

 

29.1 

 

30.4 

 

49.1 

 Poorer 31.8 

 

25.9 

 

28.4 

 

46.1 

 Middle 30.3 

 

25.5 

 

27.2 

 

46.3 

 Richer 27.8 

 

19.6 

 

24.1 

 

43.7 

 Richest 21.4 

 

16.5 

 

21.7 

 

35.0 

 State 

 

0.000 

 

0.024 

 

0.033 

 

0.000 

Uttar Pradesh 18.9 

 

20.2 

 

22.6 

 

36.9 

 Bihar 33.9 

 

24.5 

 

28.0 

 

47.9 

 Total 28.6  22.9  26.1  44.0  
SC/ST: Scheduled Caste/Scheduled Tribe; OBC: Other Backward Class 



Table-3. Estimates from logistic regression analysis for type of violence among married adolescent girls aged 15-19 years 

Background characteristics 
Emotional Violence Physical Violence Sexual Violence Any Violence 

OR (CI 95%) OR (CI 95%) OR (CI 95%) OR (CI 95%) 

Dowry demanded by husband 

    No  

    Yes 4.35 [3.44-5.48]*** 3.63 [2.89-4.57]*** 2.33 [1.89-2.86]*** 3.66 [3.06-4.37]*** 

Perception over wife-beating 

    Not justified 

    Justified 1.30 [1.04-1.62]** 1.38 [1.08-1.76]** 1.85 [1.5-2.29]*** 1.56 [1.28-1.9]*** 

Decision-making about her to 

work 

    Herself or Jointly with others 

    Others Only 1.44 [1.12-1.83]*** 0.94 [0.75-1.18] 1.18 [0.95-1.48] 1.34 [1.07-1.68]** 

Decision-making on household 

purchases 

    Herself or Jointly with others 

    Others Only 1.44 [1.12-1.86]** 1.09 [0.85-1.39] 1.12 [0.87-1.44] 1.37 [1.09-1.71]** 

Paid work (last 12 months) 

    No 

    Yes 0.91 [0.68-1.24] 1.29 [0.96-1.74]* 1.25 [0.98-1.61]* 1.21 [0.95-1.54] 

Marital duration (in years) 

    ≤1  
    2-3  1.86 [1.47-2.35]*** 2.01 [1.62-2.48]*** 0.94 [0.78-1.13] 1.41 [1.19-1.66]*** 

≥4 3.26 [2.45-4.34]*** 2.44 [1.84-3.25]*** 0.91 [0.69-1.2] 2.06 [1.60-2.64]*** 

Age groups (in years) 

    15-17 

    18-19 0.85 [0.68-1.06] 1.22 [0.97-1.53]* 0.89 [0.72-1.09] 0.92 [0.75-1.13] 

Education level (in years) 

    No education 

    1-7 years 1.07 [0.84-1.37] 0.89 [0.68-1.17] 1.11 [0.86-1.43] 1.21 [0.99-1.48]* 

8-9 years 1.06 [0.82-1.37] 0.83 [0.65-1.06] 1.07 [0.85-1.35] 1.1 [0.9-1.34] 

10 & above 0.63 [0.48-0.84]*** 0.45 [0.34-0.6]*** 0.78 [0.59-1.02]* 0.71 [0.57-0.89]*** 



Place of residence 

    Urban 

    Rural 0.95 [0.75-1.19] 0.8 [0.63-1.03]* 1.01 [0.77-1.31] 1.02 [0.82-1.27] 

Caste 

    SC/ST 

    OBC 0.92 [0.75-1.13] 0.78 [0.62-0.98]** 0.68 [0.53-0.87]*** 0.87 [0.72-1.06] 

Others 0.53 [0.37-0.76]*** 0.58 [0.39-0.85]** 0.69 [0.48-1]* 0.59 [0.43-0.80]*** 

Religion 

    Hindu 

    Non-Hindu 1.17 [0.86-1.58] 0.97 [0.74-1.27] 1.14 [0.84-1.54] 1.22 [0.97-1.53] 

Wealth quintile 

    Poorest 

    Poorer 1.31 [0.99-1.74]* 1.06 [0.8-1.4] 1.06 [0.79-1.42] 1.11 [0.84-1.47] 

Middle 1.24 [0.91-1.67] 1.09 [0.82-1.45] 1.02 [0.74-1.4] 1.16 [0.87-1.56] 

Richer 1.04 [0.77-1.42] 0.81 [0.56-1.17] 0.92 [0.65-1.29] 1.05 [0.79-1.4] 

Richest 0.99 [0.68-1.43] 0.86 [0.6-1.25] 0.95 [0.66-1.37] 0.93 [0.67-1.29] 

State 

    Uttar Pradesh 

    Bihar 0.66 [0.51-0.85]*** 1.16 [0.93-1.46] 0.84 [0.65-1.08] 0.85 [0.68-1.06] 
SC/ST: Scheduled Caste/Scheduled Tribe; OBC: Other Backward Class; ***p<0.001; **p<0.05; *p<0.10; OR: Odds Ratio; CI: Confidence Interval 

 


