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Abstract. Intimate partners are reported by the National Commission on Violence Against
Women to be the primary perpetrators of sexual violence. However, the government has
limited its perpetrator-focused intervention to enforcing the law. Meanwhile, there has
been a growing interest in understanding Intimate Partner Violence (IPV) ecologically
and developing interventions that go beyond punishing the perpetrators. This systematic
literature review aimed to explore the risk factors of IPV perpetrators in Indonesia.
There were 3309 articles generated from databases. Five articles were included, and
the result confirms the scarcity of Indonesian papers on: (1) the usage of the IPV term;
(2) the exploration of IPV perpetrator risk factors; and (3) the poor quality of existing
research on IPV. It is evident within the five articles that individual and societal risk
factors are interconnected in Indonesia. Recommendations are threefold: (1) researchers
are recommended to employ the term IPV, include couples despite their marital status,
and explore risk factors of IPV perpetrators; (2) clinicians are suggested to adopt the
ecological framework and collaborate with government and non-government institutions
to advocate the importance of perpetrator-focused interventions; (3) institutions are
suggested to design preventive measures according to the ecological model.
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Introduction

In the past decade, Intimate Partner Violence (IPV) in Indonesia has escalated to a concerning level.

Recent cases that captured national attention include a husband who stabbed his wife in the face

after an argument in North Sumatera (Nursalikah, 2021), a wife who was murdered by her husband

because she wanted to marry another man in Jakarta (Sani, 2022), and a female university student who

committed suicide after being raped by her boyfriend and forced to abort her pregnancy (Larasati,

2021). Indonesia’s National Commission on Violence Against Women (KOMNAS Perempuan) reported

that in 2020, there were fewer cases of violence against women. The decrease was assumed to be the

result of victims not being able to leave their houses during the Covid-19 crisis, thus forced to stay
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with the perpetrators, their husbands. The report also presents the prevalence of dating violence that

equated to most of the sexual violence cases (National Commission on Violence against Women, 2021).

The definition of Intimate Partner Violence (IPV) frequently references physical, psychological,

and sexual violence, suggesting that these forms of violence may coexist (Brown, 2014). Carlson

(2008) describes that "IPV is violence against women by men and consists of physical, emotional,

sexual, or psychological abuse or violence committed by intimate partners or acquaintances, including

persons who are current or former spouses, cohabiting partners, boyfriends, and dates." Similarly, the

World Health Organization (2021) defines IPV as "any behavior within an intimate relationship that

causes physical, sexual, or psychological harm to those in the relationship, including acts of physical

aggression, sexual coercion, psychological abuse, and controlling behavior."

Aggression is another commonly used term in the context of Intimate Partner Violence (IPV),

and it is often viewed as interchangeable with abuse, violence, and assault. There is no consensus

in the field of IPV regarding the differences among these terminologies, thus resulting in a loose

translation when put into research and practice (Geffner, 2016). A growing number of studies have

been discussing the operationalization of coercive control as a motif of violence perpetration (Bishop

& Bettinson, 2018; Candela, 2016; Myhill & Hohl, 2019). Coercive control includes being possessive

(Buunk & Massar, 2021), withholding affection (Stark, 2013), and abusing financial resources (Toews &

Bermea, 2017). In fact, being in a coercive and violent relationship is shown to be more damaging than

physical aggression (Graham-Kevan & Archer, 2008).

Similarly, like other SEA countries, Indonesia holds complex religious and social norms, from

its infrastructures to womenhood, including women’s job opportunities and violence against women

(Fatouros & Capetola, 2021; Kis-Katos et al., 2018). Additionally, the country faces ongoing challenges

posed by natural hazards, which affect certain demographics more acutely, particularly women,

who are among the most vulnerable populations (Fatouros & Capetola, 2021). However, Indonesia

is globally recognized for its diversity of cultures and traditions, which brings numerous financial

advantages but leaves the country with conflicting traditional norms and modern state laws it has

been trying to impose (Kis-Katos et al., 2018). With the complexity of Indonesia’s economic status as a

low-middle-income country (Aviliani et al., 2014) and its sociocultural context, it is more likely for the

country to face a more challenging situation when dealing with IPV, compared to the rest of the world.

In Indonesia, there are major mental health consequences of IPV: depression (Ratnasari, 2013); PTSD

(Hapsari, 2012); and anxiety (Ayu et al., 2013).

In response to this escalating problem, government and non-government institutions have been

taking preventive measures. On the protection of victims, recently, Law No 12 of 2022 on Elimination

of Sexual Violence Crimes was enacted by The House of Representatives of Indonesia in April 2022.

The law acknowledges nine forms of sexual violenceincluding non-physical sexual assaults and forced

marriage (The Parliament of Indonesia, 2022). It has been largely supported by Indonesians, despite

years of controversy due to claims from an Islamic party that the bill supported the "legalization of

adultery" and "LGBTQ behaviors" (Gerlach, 2022). However, the recently enacted Criminal Code of

2022 (KUHP) is criticized for potentially imprisoning sexual violence victims for adultery (Ekawati,
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2022), as the code is against pre-marital sex. It shows a lack of systemic protection for victims, as

well as inconsistent government measures to eliminate violence. It also contradicts the small number

of institutions that have been conducting counseling for perpetrators (Annisa, 2020) and engaging

men and boys (United Nations Fund for Population Activities, 2018). The coverage of the existing

perpetrator-focused intervention is yet to serve the larger aim of preventing IPV in the country. In

the context of global practices, a systematic review of perpetrator-based interventions across several

European countries, including Finland, Germany, Spain, Sweden, and the United Kingdom, indicates

the necessity for counseling programs that are specifically tailored to the unique characteristics of the

perpetrators (Akoensi et al., 2013).

This lack of perpetrator-focused prevention and intervention is mirrored in academic papers

in Indonesia that rarely discuss IPV perpetrators. A number of papers focus on law enforcement of

violence perpetration (Anggoman, 2019; Mardiya, 2017; Ninik et al., 2014; Taufik, 2021), and only a

relatively limited number of papers explore the psychological, if not the larger ecological dynamic of

IPV perpetrators (Andriani & Afdal, 2020). On one side, it is true that law is one part of the societal

factor in the model, but the other three factorsindividual, relational, and communityare just as crucial

within the societal factor. This reflects an under-representation of perpetrators as equally important

parties of interpersonal violence, even under the widely researched subjects of victims within the

country. To date, the internal dynamic of perpetrators has been addressed in a few but growing

number of studies (Andriani & Afdal, 2020; Handayani & Sari, 2011; Listaunsanti, 2015; Zahrawaani &

Nurhaeni, 2020).

Thus, this research aims to explore the risk factors of perpetrators of IPV in Indonesia. In

practice, studying risk factors is useful to specify and target certain modifiable factors, with the aim

of lowering the chance of the specific predictor causing violence (Setiawati, 2018). It is also expected

that understanding the risk factors of IPV perpetration would contribute to improving the quality

of more integrated prevention and treatment for IPV cases. Furthermore, this aligns with KOMNAS

Perempuan’s aim to "prevent and overcome all forms of violence against women and protect women’s

human rights (National Commission on Violence against Women, 2021)" by conducting measures that

operate on levels that go beyond punishing the wrongdoers.

Understanding IPV Perpetration from The Ecological Model

Bronfenbrenner (1979) first used the ecological model to identify children’s developmental stages. This

framework was first used to understand violence in 1998 by Heise (1998). The ecological model

is a framework that understands mental health and well-being using a thorough lens that brings

together individuals, relationships, communities, and society, and has been used in a number of public

health-related research studies as a guide in analyzing the findings (Wold & Mittelmark, 2018). Besides

being used to examine a health phenomenon from its preventive measures, the ecological model is

useful to design comprehensive interventions. According to the model, the four layers influence each

other and create risk and protective factors for victimization and perpetration (Krug et al., 2002).

The Center for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) prevents the occurrence of violence by
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using the framework "to better understand violence and the effect of potential prevention strategies

(National Center for Injury Prevention and Control (DHHS/CDC), Division of Violence Prevention,

2022)," and the World Health Organization (2021) in its Violence Prevention Alliance also utilizes the

model to treat multi-layered factors for violence promotion and intervention strategies.

The implementation of IPV perpetrator intervention measures for IPV perpetrators based on the

ecological model has been suggested by numerous studies. Individuals, relationships, communities,

and society are all significantly associated with IPV perpetration both in the general population and

in clinical settings (Slep et al., 2014). However, an intervention program for a community with a high

risk of IPV might only show significant results for less violent men compared to more violent men

(Christofides et al., 2020). The ecological model has enabled researchers to cultivate a comprehensive

understanding of IPV as a phenomenon that does not just entitle the victim but also the perpetrators

and other actors of a community and the cultural context of society (Akhter & Wilson, 2016).

IPV perpetration’s risk factors are the likelihood of a person committing IPV or becoming an

IPV perpetrator. However, risk factors do not necessarily explain the causation of the perpetration

or be considered as a judgment to predict a person to be violent toward their partners. In contrast,

according to the Ecological Model, risk factors should be acknowledged as a means of understanding

the dynamics within each individual as a perpetrator and the broader picture, such as the societal and

community context in which every individual is affected.

Individual factors are biological and personal history factors that are attached to individuals

(Heise, 1998). Individuals who are more likely to perpetrate IPV are those with low self-esteem

(Goodman et al., 2021), lack of emotional awareness (Bliton et al., 2016), lack of self-regulation (Finkel

et al., 2009), low stress tolerance (Bliton et al., 2016), lack of social support (Okuda et al., 2015), and a

high level of impulsivity (Goodman et al., 2021), anger (Graham-Kevan & Archer, 2008; Shorey et al.,

2011), as well as personality disorders (Okuda et al., 2015), such as antisocial personality (Brem et al.,

2018).

Children who experience an emotionally abusive household and who are abusive physically

(Jung et al., 2019) are associated with a greater risk of perpetrating IPV in adulthood. These children

grow up with insecure attachments (Bélanger et al., 2015; Dutton & White, 2012), and are involved

in delinquency in their adolescence (Clements et al., 2018). Men who perpetrate IPV tend to have a

masculine ideology and experience gender role stress (Jakupcak et al., 2002), which creates a supportive

attitude toward violence (Ali et al., 2011). Being young in age (Okuda et al., 2015), unemployed

(Matjasko et al., 2013), a heavy alcohol drinker, and a drug user (Brem et al., 2018; Kearns et al., 2015)

also increases the risk of IPV perpetration.

Relational factors are close relationships that might increase the risk for perpetrators (Heise,

1998). In relation to other people, including their partners, friends, and families, someone who is

jealous (Buller et al., 2022; Guillén Verdesoto et al., 2021), possessive (Buunk & Massar, 2021; Enander

et al., 2021), dominant, and controlling (Karakurt & Cumbie, 2012) toward their partners is more likely

to commit IPV. Whilst within the family unit, high levels of familial stress (Shortt et al., 2013), high

parent aggression (Leadbeater et al., 2017), being neglected by parents (Holliday et al., 2019), receiving
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physical punishment as a child (Franklin & Kercher, 2012), and witnessing violence between parents

as a child (Forke et al., 2019) also contribute to the higher risk of a person becoming an IPV perpetrator.

With their friends, IPV batterers were children who were bullied in school (Falb et al., 2011), had violent

friends (Ramirez et al., 2012), and had antisocial and aggressive peers (Leadbeater et al., 2017).

Community factors are settings in which individuals and families have direct contact, such as

schools, workplaces, and neighborhoods (Heise, 1998). Community is another significant risk factor

for IPV perpetration, including living in neighborhoods with high social and physical public disorder

(Gracia et al., 2009; Raghavan et al., 2006), community violence (Raghavan et al., 2006), high exposure

to neighborhood violence (Raiford et al., 2013), and a high tolerance for partner beating (Antai, 2011).

They are also associated with high rates of poverty and substance use (Raghavan et al., 2006), lack

of employment opportunities (Holliday et al., 2019), ineffective educational systems (Holliday et al.,

2019), easy access to drugs and alcohol (Schafer & Koyiet, 2018), and they tend to be unwilling to

intervene in situations where violence occurs (Wee et al., 2016).

Beyond the community, IPV perpetrators are also influenced by societal factors. It is the broad

societal elements that create a climate in which violence is encouraged (Heise, 1998). Marriage with

gendered expectations, where women are expected to fulfill their gender roles and be submissive, is

one example of traditional gender norms that heighten the risk of IPV perpetration (Yount et al., 2016).

Some others are beliefs that womens sexual purity should be protected, that women and children need

to be disciplined by men (Perrin et al., 2019); violence approval that allows physical assault (Ozaki

& Otis, 2017); prior experiences that strengthen the existing gender roles (Stephens & Eaton, 2020);

inequality in job opportunities and income (Duvvury et al., 2013; Yapp & Pickett, 2019); cultural beliefs

about privacy (Stephens & Eaton, 2020); high legal cynicism lowering the chance of an IPV case to be

reported (Emery et al., 2011); and media portrayal of negative behaviors (Holliday et al., 2019).

The importance of addressing the multi-layered issue of IPV perpetration in Indonesia is

reflected not only theoretically but also in real IPV cases. We might want to refer back to the dating

violence mentioned earlier in this introductionon a female student who committed suicide after being

forced by her boyfriend to abort her pregnancy. This case is a powerful example of how the power

dynamics between the victim, the perpetrator, and their familiesif not the broader societal system

interplay among one another. Thus, practically and theoretically, it does make sense for IPV prevention

to encompass measures that are not merely directed toward victims but also toward perpetrators and

the larger community system. As such, this research aims to fill the gap in the literature through a

systematic review that investigates the existing knowledge of IPV perpetrators in Indonesia. This study

adopts the following review question: What are the risk factors for IPV perpetrators in Indonesia?

Method

In accordance with the review question, this study adopts a scoping review that is commonly used

to identify key characteristics or factors related to a concept (Munn et al., 2018). This method is

one category under systematic reviews, a type of research synthesis conducted by review groups
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that identify, retrieve, and synthesize relevant evidence according to the research question to inform

practice, policy, and in some cases, further research (Aromataris & Pearson, 2014). It differs from a

meta-analysis, which produces a critically appraised and synthesized result or answer to a particular

question. Instead, a scoping review aims to provide an overview or map of the evidence (Munn et al.,

2018). The method of this paper follows (Arksey & O’Malley, 2005) who proposed a framework that a

number of previous scoping reviews had employed (Pham et al., 2014; Tricco et al., 2016). The scoping

review steps are further described in the following sections.

Ethical clearance with registration number 4061/UN1/FPSi.1.3/SD/PT.01.04/2022 for this

study has been submitted to the Faculty of Psychology, Universitas Gadjah Mada. The protocol of

this research, with the registration of doi.org/10.17605/OSF.IO/JQMVE, had been registered with the

Open Science Framework (OSF).

Data Source and Search Strategy

The dataset of this study, consisting of journal articles on IPV in Indonesia that were published from

2012 until 2022 was exported through (1) four academic databases that index international articles,

namely: ProQuest, Ebscohost, Scopus, and Google Scholar; and (2) an Indonesian literature search

portal, Garuda and Neliti, for published articles in Indonesian journals that are not internationally

indexed. The English IPV search terms are sorted according to types of IPV, alongside various terms

that are interchangeable with violence. The authors also incorporated partner in IPV to ensure that

subjects from all kinds of intimate relationshipsmarriage, dating, and cohabitatingare included.

Search terms for international databases are combined differently for each, which include: (1)

population terms: perpetrator*, offender*, assaulter*, batterer*, abuser*, partner*, husband*, wives,

wife, boyfriend*, girlfriend*, spouse*, couple*, romantic partner*, victim*; (2) IPV terms: intimate

partner violence, domestic violence, marital violence, spousal assault, dating violence, violence

against women, gender-based violence; (3) risk factors search terms: risk marker*, risk factor*,

resilience, predictor*, pathway*, correlate*; (4) ecological model based risk factors terms: self-esteem,

self-regulation, emotional awareness, impulsivity, anger, hostility, personality disorder, antisocial

personality, adolescence, age, unemployed, alcohol, drug, jealousy, possessiveness, dominance,

control, familial stress, witnessed violence, bullied in school, peers, community support, partner

support, income, financial stress, belief, attitude, unemployment, delinquent, peer, neighborhood,

poverty, school, norm, gender role, gender inequality, culture, media; and (4) contextual term:

Indonesia.
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Table 1

Inclusion Criteria
Inclusion Criteria Rationale

About IPV perpetrator

characteristics and/or risk factors

in Indonesia.

This study examines peer-reviewed articles on IPV perpetration in

Indonesia. Peer-reviewed articles are articles that are published and

internationally or locally indexed. This aimed at finding more local

articles, most of which are not indexed in international journals, but

might enrich this studys results and discussion.

Quantitative, qualitative, and

mix-methods

This study executes articles which method is quantitative, qualitative,

and mixed-method. Mix-methods are articles that include both

quantitative and qualitative analysis.

Empirical research This study synthesizes and discusses findings from empirical research.

Published between 2012-2022 Only recent articles are included.

In English and Indonesian

Due to the limited number of Indonesian and local articles on IPV

perpetration that are indexed internationally, this paper is aimed at

mapping the existing research in English as well as in Indonesian as

the national language of Indonesia.

The Indonesian search terms are listed based on the same rationale as English with less variety.

The local databases, Garuda and Neliti, only facilitate basic search as they do not have advanced

search features. Thus, it is difficult to apply the same logic and only possible to apply one specific

term at a time, as to how other local scoping reviews conducted their searches (Evi, 2021; Hastani &

Budiman, 2022). This is confirmed in the pilot search we trialed in Garuda and Neliti. Local databases

are searched with the following terms: (1) population search terms: pelaku (perpetrators), pasangan

(spouses), suami (husbands), istri (wives), pacar (boy/girlfriends); (2) IPV search terms: kekerasan

pasangan intim (intimate partner violence), kekerasan dalam rumah tangga (domestic violence), kekerasan

dalam pacaran (dating violence), kekerasan terhadap perempuan (violence against women), kekerasan

berbasis gender (gender based violence); and (3) risk factor search term: faktor risiko (risk factor).

In the identification process, as detailed in Figure. 1 PRISMA flow, records identified through

database search using the predetermined English and Indonesian search terms are 3309 articles.

After duplicates are removed, 2879 articles remain. The duplication removal process was conducted

automatically using Rayyan and manually reviewed by the first author.

Screening

In the screening phase, the first author screened each articles title and abstract. 2839 articles were

excluded due to an array of reasons, including: non-IPV, non-empirical studies, non-perpetrator risk

factor studies, non-Indonesian/English, books and reports, and publications prior to 2012. Full articles

from the remaining forty articles were assessed for eligibility by three reviewers. One reviewer (PP) is

an experienced researcher of a number of systematic review articles and the advisor of this paper, and

the other two (AN & SH) are currently running a systematic review, thus having sufficient knowledge

to perform the method.
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Prior to initiating the first step, the author exports all citations into BibTex format from Zotero

citation manager software. The author removes duplications and continues to remove citations

further in the selection process. In the first process, the abstract and title of all exported studies are

assessed independently by reviewers and screened based on the inclusion criteria, using Rayyan QCRI

web-based systematic review software. With the software, reviewers create labels of reasons for study

inclusion. Different opinions and arguments are discussed, for exclusion that might or might not have

been listed in the labels, in meetings with the author and all reviewers (Levac et al., 2010).

Data Extraction

This paper employs a PRISMA diagram to present the process, results, and summary, alongside

narrative descriptions. The narrative summary is where the aim of this paper is reviewed and connects

the results with the studys aim (Peters et al., 2015). Of the forty eligible studies, five were included

for data extraction and data analysis. Information that the reviewers retrieve from the articles is

the following (Arksey & O’Malley, 2005): author(s), year of publication; definition of IPV; study

samples; key findings; and ecological risk factors for IPV perpetrators. The data charting process is

recorded meticulously in a table that includes the above general information as well as a form in which

more detailed information about articles is listed. Throughout the process, the table was refined and

corrected. This refinement ensures the quantity and quality of extracted data. The table is reported in

the data analysis and the complete checklist form of the quality criteria is retrieved from Mixed Method

Appraisal Tool (MMAT) (Hong et al., 2018).

Data Analysis

There are two steps in which information is analyzed and presented in this paper. Firstly, we map the

reviewed articles into a table to show the studies distribution, including the different study locations,

the range of aspects in which the studies on IPV perpetration are focused, and the research method

applied. The information presented herein was primarily derived from the data extraction form

submitted during the preliminary phase of the study selection process.
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Figure 1

PRISMA Flow Diagram
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Secondly, we organized the literature thematically according to four aspects of the ecological
model: individual, relational, community, and societal factors of IPV perpetration. The ecological
model is a framework that understands mental health and well-being using the four aspects and has
been used in a number of public health-related research studies as a guide in analyzing the findings
(Wold & Mittelmark, 2018). Thus, it is undeniable for us to prioritize only certain aspects of the articles
that fit into the four aspects of the ecological model (Arksey & O’Malley, 2005). We inform readers of
potential bias, as well as make clear the subjective decisions that authors may make. In response to
that, two reviewers work independently to ensure the selected articles quality, with the third reviewer
working to resolve different opinions between the main two reviewers.

Alongside this, we provide measures that facilitate each aspect of the ecological model to be
reported in a more structured and consistent manner by constructing a template. The template is a
table that summarizes the characteristics and the desired extracted information, including the four
main aspects of the ecological model. This process requires continuous discussion among authors to
resolve any issue related to the analysis and report. Alongside, reviewers independently familiarize
themselves with the articles before reporting them in a table. Discussion and familiarization continue
throughout the process of this research.

Result

The results of this paper are presented in three sub-themes: Overview of IPV research in Indonesia; the
use of terms to refer to IPV; and risk factors of IPV perpetration. Each of these themes is described as
follows:

This review confirmed that research on IPV in Indonesia is limited. Almost all papers exhibit a
low-quality score of two and below (out of five) based on MMAT. Only one study achieved a perfect
score of five, according to the reviewers. This research is funded by the Australian Development
Research Award (Nilan et al., 2014) and conducted by four authors, one of them being an academic
from an Indonesian university. The study interviewed 86 Indonesian men aged 16-67. The second-best
studies scored two. One research is on the general model of aggressiveness with three men perpetrators
as the samples, and the other one is on the analysis of factors affecting power relations in DV with only
one man perpetrator as the sample.

The majority of the included papers were conducted in one study location. Among the articles,
only one study was conducted in multiple cities from all over Indonesia: Jakarta; Pekanbaru; Solo;
Makassar, and Mataram (Nilan et al., 2014), while the remaining were conducted in the western regions
of the country: Padang (Revita et al., 2019; Syawitri & Afdal, 2020); Jakarta (Yeni & Lianawati, 2013);
Malang (Jamilah & Adicahya, 2014); and Pontianak (Rusmiyati & Hikmawati, 2013).

All of the extracted studies are qualitative. Three of the papers view IPV from the perpetrators’
perspective (Jamilah & Adicahya, 2014; Syawitri & Afdal, 2020; Yeni & Lianawati, 2013), three studies
include a local community (Revita et al., 2019) and the general public (Nilan et al., 2014; Rusmiyati &
Hikmawati, 2013). Two studies exhibit inadequate details of their findings (Syawitri & Afdal, 2020;
Yeni & Lianawati, 2013). One of these studies provides limited information on the perpetrators’
demographics (Yeni & Lianawati, 2013). Another study presents a narrative format that does not
clearly delineate between the findings and the discussion (Syawitri & Afdal, 2020).

There is a staggering disparity between a multiple-author study funded by the Australian
government and local studies, in which their score is higher compared to the other three studies in
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terms of population size and generalizability. Majority of the studies are published in Indonesian
university journals, while one of them is published in a journal of a government institution, the
Center for Research and Development of Social Welfare Services (B2P3KS) (Rusmiyati & Hikmawati,
2013). Compared to other local papers, being the only paper published in an Indonesian government
institution journal, Rusmiyati and Hikmawati (2013) sampled a significantly higher number of
interviewees, thirty respondents, in contrast to ten respondents at most for the other papers. However,
a larger sample size does not necessarily reflect a higher quality appraisal score. Only the Australian
paper sufficiently describes their data collection process for sample recruitment. The remaining
studies fail to provide a comprehensive description of their data collection methodologies and do not
differentiate between the actual data and the analytical processes utilized.

In terms of the quality of the articles reviewed, the majority fail to provide a comprehensive
and clear representation of their research methodology. Only one study, according to the reviewers, is
qualified for a perfect score of five for the qualitative appraisal (Nilan et al., 2014), while the remaining
studies do not score higher than two (Jamilah & Adicahya, 2014; Revita et al., 2019; Rusmiyati &
Hikmawati, 2013; Syawitri & Afdal, 2020). Papers that scored below two (Jamilah & Adicahya, 2014;
Revita et al., 2019; Rusmiyati & Hikmawati, 2013), although mentioned qualitative as their method,
did not explain how the interview was designed and conducted, yet explained the data analysis
process. A study by a government institution, B2P3KS (Rusmiyati & Hikmawati, 2013), scored two
by the reviewers, did not even mention qualitative as its method, despite its vigorous use of three data
gathering methodssurvey, interview, and focused group discussion.

Participants were recruited from multiple occupations, with five of them being DV victims.
However, the absence of demographic data precludes the ability to draw reliable conclusions from the
study findings. Given the government funding allocated to the study, it fails to capitalize on several
potential outcomes that it is capable of acheiving. Despite the potential that a lot of the articles have
and the scarce topic that they are attempting to discuss, the poor quality of their research methods
might prevent the valuable results from creating important insights academically and in practice.

The Use of The Terms to Refer to IPV

Of the five included articles, none of them use the term Intimate Partner Violence or refer to any
definition of IPV. The most commonly used term is Domestic Violence (DV), which can be cited in
three articles (Jamilah & Adicahya, 2014; Rusmiyati & Hikmawati, 2013; Syawitri & Afdal, 2020). Two
referred to DV as described in Law Number 23 of 2004 (Elimination of Domestic Violence, 2004), and
one did not provide the definition. The term Violence Against Women (VAW) is used in two articles
(Nilan et al., 2014; Revita et al., 2019), but only one presented the definition.

The articles adopting the Domestic Violence term refer to the definition of DV as outlined in
Law Number 23 of 2004 on the Elimination of Domestic Violence, Article 1: "Any act against anyone
particularly women, bringing about physical, sexual, psychological misery or suffering, and/or
negligence of household, including threatening to commit the act, force, or seize one’s freedom against
the law in the scope of a household.". The subsequent article 2 explains that household members
include the children and other members of the family or people living within the same household,
such as the housekeeper and others who share the residency.

Only one of the two articles that adopt VAW provided a definition. As Nilan et al. (2014) assert,
VAW refers to any actphysical, verbal, or emotionalthat is intended to, or results in, harm to another
person or group. For example, verbal abuse, harassment, bullying, intimidation, extortion, fighting,
rioting, assault, rape, torture, manslaughter, and murder (Nilan et al., 2014). It is unclear as to the
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reference used by Nilan et al. (2014) to define VAW.

Risk Factors of IPV Perpetrators

All factors of the four ecological factors (Bronfenbrenner, 1979), were identified in the included articles.
Each of these factors is explained as follows.

Individual Factors

Individual risk factors for IPV perpetrators were identified in all five papers as parts of the larger
societal risk factors. It includes individual belief, attitude, and perception (Jamilah & Adicahya, 2014;
Nilan et al., 2014; Rusmiyati & Hikmawati, 2013; Syawitri & Afdal, 2020), and aggressivity (Revita
et al., 2019).

First, on individual attitude, a qualitative studythe only study with the perfect appraisal score
of fivefunded by the Australian government found that Indonesian mens views on DV are obstructed
and they are in denial of the occurrence of violence in their community (Nilan et al., 2014). Men, even
though they are concerned with violence next door, tend to be reluctant to interfere in their neighbors
matters. Violence may occur around them, but they deliberately choose to stay silent and deny their
role in preventing the violence from taking place. The paper also reveals that Indonesian men perceive
violence as a consequence of some stressors, such as economic stress and extramarital affairs. Although
some of them are aware of the seriousness of VAW, the authors argue that the participants mostly
ignore the presence of violence around them, as well as justify violence for reasons that leave the men
irresponsible for the violence.

A study of one perpetrator aimed to understand the subject’s gender-biased perceptions
(Syawitri & Afdal, 2020) revealed a strict gender role belief to be an individual trait of the perpetrator.
The interviewee has a relatively high gender perception bias. He agreed that a wife should work
in the public sphere and do domestic chores; not be a leader in the house; have feminine traits and
obey her husband in any terms; and accept being beaten by her husband if she does not fulfill her
husband’s needs. The interviewee harassed his wife verbally and physically, causing his wife’s death
and a fifteen-year prison sentence.

Findings from the remaining papers are difficult to extract due to their poor quality (Jamilah
& Adicahya, 2014; Revita et al., 2019; Rusmiyati & Hikmawati, 2013). In a paper that interviewed
perpetrators (Jamilah & Adicahya, 2014), knowledge and perceptions of the existing law are explored.
Two perpetrators denied their knowledge of the law that regulates domestic violence crimes; one
person admitted that he knew about the law but did not have the control to contain himself in
arguments; and one person refused to call his acts violent. It may be implied that the lack of knowledge
of the existing DV law is a risk factor for IPV perpetrators, but discussion on that matter is not provided.
The authors focus on describing the importance of preventing DV perpetration by advancing the
enforcement of the DV law. Therefore, it is difficult to extract the paper’s finding that is relevant to
this researchs question.

A similar quality issue was identified in a paper regarding the social attitudes of thirty
respondents from multiple professions toward DV (Rusmiyati & Hikmawati, 2013)). The authors
conclude that most of the respondents had adequate knowledge regarding the DV definition, forms,
and risk factors. It may be suggested that the people’s individual knowledge is a risk or protective
factor for IPV perpetrators, but their attitude toward DV was not searched for nor elaborated.

One paper described DV perpetrators’ personal traitaggressivity (Revita et al., 2019). Aggressive
speech is unacceptable in Minangkabau society, and the way DV perpetrators speak is perceived as
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disrespectful, degrading, forceful, and threatening to the victims, resulting in serious psychological
damage.

Nilan et al. (2014) and Rusmiyati and Hikmawati (2013) also found that income might be one
of the most common determining factors of violence. It is discussed (Nilan et al., 2014) that when a
husband does not have any job, he becomes financially dependent on his wife, and essentially, they are
the "victim" of the situation. Committing violence is his way of channeling his frustration. Interviewees
in Rusmiyati and Hikmawati (2013) also agreed that unemployed husbands are economically violent
toward their wives.

Relational Factors

The relational factor of witnessing violent parents as a child is mentioned in one paper (Rusmiyati &
Hikmawati, 2013). The general public of thirty respondents from government and private companies
perceives violence as a trauma response of a man from his violent father during childhood (Rusmiyati
& Hikmawati, 2013). Having the general public view perpetrators from their pastor from any reason
for that matter, the authors suggestdoes not necessarily make the public more willing to take part in
preventing or intruding on violence when it occurs. Instead, they tend to cover up the act to keep their
families intact.

The paper also identifies that eighty percent of the interviewees agreed that arguments between
husbands and wives might escalate and cause physical violence. In the ecological framework, it reflects
relational factors, particularly poor relationships and communication styles between spouses.

Community Factors

The only community factor found in the selected articles is the belief in maintaining a harmonious
neighborhood. This factor is reported in one paper by Nilan et al. (2014) and is interconnected
with Indonesian men’s individual-level ignorance attitude toward violence when it occurred in their
neighborhood, as reported in the previous section. Nilan et al. (2014) argue that the belief perpetuates
Indonesian men’s denial of the occurrence of domestic violence. The authors mentioned that "most
Indonesians, even in urban areas, live close to their neighbors in socially bonded communities." (Nilan
et al., 2014). Therefore, maintaining a "harmonious" neighborhood is considered more crucial than
mingling in one’s household matters, although it might involve violence.

Factors

Gender-biased perspective is a societal factor that underlies individual beliefs and attitudes. It is
presented in all the included papers that also discuss individual risk factors (Jamilah & Adicahya,
2014; Nilan et al., 2014; Revita et al., 2019; Rusmiyati & Hikmawati, 2013; Syawitri & Afdal, 2020).

In papers in which a local community and the general public are the respondentscommunity and
societal level in ecological risk factorsa variety of topics are covered, including Indonesian mens overall
view on VAW (Nilan et al., 2014). Although having a rigid gender role is an attitude of individuals, it
also encompasses a higher level of risk factorthe societal level, in which the individuals live. The theme
of men’s dominance over women, such as wives not being able to confront their husbands because they
feel weak (Rusmiyati & Hikmawati, 2013); perpetrators’ beliefs that wives should obey their husbands
(Syawitri & Afdal, 2020); and husbands’ unfulfilled gender-biased expectations toward their wives
(Nilan et al., 2014), overarch most papers.

Another societal-level risk factor is the law enforcement of DV crimes (Jamilah & Adicahya,
2014). Perpetrators’ individual lack of knowledge and awareness of the existing DV law reported
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in the paper is recommended by the authors to be intervened by the government through a more
massive legal socialization. There is a paper on Minangkabau society’s perception of DV perpetrators’
speech (Revita et al., 2019). Minangkabau culture was mentioned to explain how Minang women are
supposed to be heirs of the family; thus, violence against women is essentially unacceptable. However,
the paper is lacking relevant discussion on how society being respectful toward women contradicts
men’s aggressive speech or acts, as the paper indentified. Besides, the mention of Minang culture
remains unexplored, despite the potential it holds, making it difficult to extract results and discussions
that are in line with this papers question as well as societal-level risk factors.

Discussion

Understanding of IPV in Indonesia

Findings indicate that IPV is not a common concept in Indonesia and is rarely used among Indonesian
academics in the discourse of violence, in contrast to VAW and DV. Despite all articles referring to
intimate partner violence, the term IPV remains unused in defining violence among romantic partners.

VAW and DV are similarly defined based on Law Number 23 of 2004 on the Elimination
of Domestic Violence, suggesting that there is no significant difference between the two terms.
The law defines DV based on the formsphysical, sexual, and psychological misery to whom it is
directedwomen; and the context where the violence takes placehousehold. Furthermore, the law
defines a household that includes a broader group of people, ranging from husbands and wives to
individuals working to assist the household and residing in the household (Article 2), for example,
children and housekeepers. This is to be applauded considering varying degrees of violence that
might target everyone in a household, including that outside bloodline (i.e., housekeeper). However,
the potential shortcoming of this definition is that it does not include violence that occurs outside of
legal marriage, such as dating violence, despite evidence that has indicated the increasing cases of such
violence (National Commission on Violence against Women, 2021).

Despite being adopted in two articles, the VAW definition is rather broad and ambiguous. In
their article, the authors did not specifically mention women in their definition of VAW and instead
refer to "any actphysical, verbal, or emotionalthat is intended to, or results in, harm to another person
or group." Nevertheless, the broad definition of VAW might provide room for a spectrum of violence
regardless of the legal marriage context.

VAW and DV are used even though none of the studies cover the topic of violence against
non-intimate partners, except for one study that discusses violence against women outside marriage
(Nilan et al., 2014) and another study in which one of the samples is a perpetrator against a child
(Jamilah & Adicahya, 2014). It may be due to the country’s strong religious and institutional norms
that the term "domestic violence" is more widely used, leaving out dating couples who are considered
as people who are not yet supposed to reside together; thus, "domestic" might not apply to them, and
"violence" among them does not fall under "domestic violence". This is stipulated in Law Number 1
of 1974 on Marriage: "marriage is a bond ..founded on the Belief in God Almighty (Article 1)" and
"a marriage is lawful ..with the laws of the respective religions and beliefs of the parties (Article 2)
(Marriage, 1974)." Similar ambiguity is also found within the "domestic" context, which is supposed
to be covered in the term’s definition: violence among other family members sharing the same
"domesticity" (Browne, Kevin D. and Beech, Anthony R. and Craig, Leam A. and Chou, Shihning,
2017). Both, within Indonesia and in the global context, "domestic violence" appears to be understood
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as violence that involves only cohabiting married couples, with husbands being the perpetrators and
wives being victims (Bailey, 2021; Brown, 2014). The implication of the rare use of the term IPV,
besides the scarcity of papers on non-domestic partner violence, is the lack of individual to societal
level interventions for both IPV victims and perpetrators.

The definition of DV is rather outdated if we consider the recently enacted law, Law Number
12 of 2022 on Elimination of Sexual Violence Crimes that acknowledges nine forms of sexual
violence,including non-physical sexual assaults and forced marriage. Besides listing nine forms of
violence and other additional forms, the law recognizes different contexts of to whom, where, and
how the crime is committed (Article 15), ranging from violence within families to violence using
electronic devices. It implies that the law acknowledges the inclusivity and spectrum of violence,
one that does not only occur within a legal marriage or household. The law signifies an important
point for a serious gesture of the government in eliminating sexual violence. It allows more people
to be included and protected, including married and unmarried couples within the scope of listed
sexual violence. However, there remains a gap. Unrelated strangers living in the house are protected
from psychological, physical, sexual, and economic abuse by Law Number 23 of 2004, while intimate
partnerswho do not necessarily live togetherare left unprotected unless the crime is sexual.

Interrelated Risk Factors of IPV Perpetration in Indonesia

According to the ecological model, the combination of macro-level factors and individual-level factors
affect the risk factors of someone becoming a victim and a perpetrator of IPV. The multiple aspects,
instead of segregating the factors into discrete categories, suggest an interrelational nature of all four
factors. Both individual and societal levels of violence overarch each other, interconnectedly.

All five included articles aimed at exploring social perceptions of personal traits of DV
perpetrators, with one paper discussing relational factors of the perpetration. Battererswhich samples
from all of the included articles are malesare associated with aggressive traits (Revita et al., 2019),
negative attitudes toward marriage, problematic childhood, and a higher tendency for fights between
the spouses to escalate to violence (Rusmiyati & Hikmawati, 2013). Besides the articles methodological
quality issues, we assume that the authors regard that the general populations perceptions were
derived from their experience of observing, talking to, or encountering DV perpetrators, although
no explanation of this was reported in the papers.

Participants recruited for all articles included in this study exclusively chose male VAW
perpetrators and communities that agreed on the common assumption in DV where men are the
perpetrators. The papers find a societal-level positive attitude toward violence against women (Nilan
et al., 2014); the public’s reluctantness to intervene when one’s committing violence against their
partners (Rusmiyati & Hikmawati, 2013); and gender-based power relations (Syawitri & Afdal, 2020).
One paper on Minangkabau society denies cultural level risk factorsdue to claims of its cultural respect
for womendespite its findings on men’s aggressive acts of speech (Revita et al., 2019). Moreover, the
immediate surroundings of the perpetrators, as Nilan et al. (2014) discussed, where Indonesian men
are reluctant to intervene with abuse that might happen next door, might promote a higher risk for
violence at the community level. It suggests a deep-rooted patriarchal and gender-biased perspective
in Indonesian society, combined with individual and community-level attitudes toward violence, and
creates a loop that sustains the high risk of men becoming IPV perpetrators.

At the relational level, the perpetrators relationship with their violent father during childhood
has been perceived to be the risk factor for violence perpetration, and the poor quality of their current
relationship with their spouses, where arguments easily escalate to violence is considered as one of

BULETIN PSIKOLOGI 155



Vidyadhara & Pertiwi ‖ Partner Violence Perpetrators in Indonesia

the causes of perpetration (Rusmiyati & Hikmawati, 2013). In a socially bonded society like Indonesia,
individual and relational situations are less likely to be discussed. Thus, understanding of individual
experiences and the dynamics of relationships between individuals are less likely to be found both in
practice and on paper. Unless they are explained as part of a broader context of community and society.
This is consistent with other Asian countries, as found in a systematic review by Brown (2014), where
personal risk factors are scarce. In Indonesia, the norms are hardly separated from other risk factor
levelsindividual, relational, and community. A multinational study on IPV (Heise, 1998) suggests that
national-level gender-related factors and societal-level risk factors in the ecological model predict the
prevalence of its population of physical and sexual IPV. It is confirmed in other Asian countries, such
as Hong Kong, India, Pakistan, Bangladesh, and Sri Lanka, where the distinction between personal
and societal factors is hard to distinguish (Brown, 2014).

One of the interrelated personal and societal risk factors for IPV perpetrators is gender
stereotypes. Gender stereotypes are generalized assumptions regarding common traits, including
strengths and weaknesses, categorized based on group membership (Kite et al., 2008). These
stereotypes, when deeply ingrained, can significantly impact social awareness and responses to
violence. As noted by (Grembi et al., 2024), stronger stereotypes reduce the awareness and seriousness
with which violence is perceived, often relegating it to a situational issue rather than recognizing
the abuser or broader social implications. This diminished awareness affects how society addresses
violence as a social problem, influencing victims’ self-perception and their likelihood of seeking help,
reporting to authorities, or accessing justice services (Bates et al., 2019).

The impact of gender stereotypes is not limited to one gender. Men, too, experience significant
negative effects. High levels of gender stereotyping are linked to increased risks of mental disorders
such as depression and cognitive impairment in men (Choi et al., 2021). In Indonesia, boys are
particularly affected by stereotypes that pressure them to be tough, secure good jobs, and provide
for future families (Suandana, 2018). These stereotypes, though often unspoken, are perpetuated in
various media, including TV commercials (Usrul Khotimah et al., 2022), textbooks (Hariyatmi, 2014),
and TV shows (Ariani, 2013). This pervasive reinforcement underscores the need to critically examine
and challenge gender stereotypes to mitigate their detrimental effects on both individuals and society
at large.

It is in line with the ecological model, where the four layers influence each other and create
risk and protective factors for violence, victimization, and perpetration (Krug et al., 2002). Thus, both
individual and societal-level risk factors of someone committing IPV are interrelated. In a country
where social norms play an important role, it might be even more challenging to identify whether one
risk factor only belongs to one level in the ecological model. In a country where religion holds a strong
role, perpetrators tend to justify their violent behavior for religious reasons (Adjei & Mpiani, 2022).

Given that men are predominantly identified as perpetrators of IPV, it is essential to incorporate
them into IPV prevention strategies. Individually, men at risk of perpetrating IPV are those who have
personality disorder tendencies (Okuda et al., 2015); high levels of impulsivity (Goodman et al., 2021);
and a lack of emotional awareness (Bliton et al., 2016). In addition to the relational and societal risk
factors that are inseparable from the individuals, such as: having violent peers during adolescence
(Ramirez et al., 2012); living in neighborhoods with tolerance for partner beating (Antai, 2011); and
being part of society with belief in traditional gender norms (Yount et al., 2016). Facilitating them
with therapy, such as acceptance and commitment therapy, had demonstrated a decrease in their
aggression (Zarling et al., 2015). Interventions with offenders, particularly with mental illness had
also demonstrated reduced distress symptoms and improvements in offenders’ ability to cope with
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their problems and behavioral functioning (Morgan et al., 2012).
Globally, individual factors have been widely researched and applied in treatments for male

perpetrators (Gerlach, 2022; Liz & Westmarland, 2015; Walker et al., 2018). There has been an
increase in the promotion of the socio-ecological system in perpetrator treatments globally, considering
both individual experiences and the role of social and cultural factors, including gender-biased
assumptions (Autiero et al., 2020; Procentese et al., 2020; Rollero, 2020). Indonesia, with its
unique socio-cultural practices needs perpetrator-based treatments relevant to its context. Individual
and socio-ecological factors are inseparable, thus eliminating violence requires a comprehensive
understanding of individuals within the social settings.

Targeting the larger societal system as well as relating it to each individual’s subjective
experience is also more effective in eliminating IPV for Indonesians. It is a more sustainable approach
to relearning about creating more respectful relations among boys, men, girls, and women, including
encouraging gender equality and differences (Kodriati et al., 2015), instead of merely punishing the
perpetrators after violence occurs.

Conclusion

This research confirms the scarcity of Indonesian papers on (1) the usage of the IPV term; (2) the
exploration of IPV perpetrator risk factors at any level in the ecological model; and (3) the poor
methodology quality of existing research on IPV perpetrators. Nonetheless, we find the ecological
model relevant within the Indonesian context. All five included articles, although aiming at exploring
individual factors at first, also inseparably discuss societal-level risk factors due to the interconnected
nature of each risk factor. We conclude that IPV perpetrators are perceived to have aggressive
personalities, as well as communication styles and a problematic childhood. The perpetrators
themselves also report a tendency for gender-biased expectations, which are socially supported by the
patriarchal system discussed in most papers. In practice, it is suggested that preventive male-based
IPV interventions need to be proposed by the government and non-government institutions while
enforcing the law against wrongdoers.

Limitations of this paper are the following: (1) apparently, it is challenging to extract results
from the available papers due to their poor research method quality. Most papers are based on
secondary resourcessuch as society’s perceptions of individual traitswhich is not as reliable as a
primary resourcethe perpetrators themselves or the society talking about themselves. While keeping
this in mind, we still need to work with the available articles, which unfortunately might compromise
the quality of results extracted for this paper as well. These limitations mirror an urgent call for more
researchers to explore the scarce topic of IPV perpetrators; (2) this paper also did not employ the term
violence against boys and men in the IPV search terms, which might indicate why all extracted papers
are on VAW and DV against wives. Potential papers that may include boys and men as victims of their
intimate partners are left undetected due to this limitation; (3) among all five papers, only one of them
is published for a journal of Violence Against Women (Nilan et al., 2014), while the other four studies
are published for non-psychology journals, resulting in a lack of analysis of the subjects’ psychological
dynamics. Thus, this compromises the results and analysis of the paper, which cannot provide a
complete and comprehensive understanding of the paper’s subjects and findings; (4) the majority of
study locations across all included articles are predominantly situated in major cities in Indonesia,
with no studies conducted in the eastern regions of the country. It implies that this paper’s findings’

BULETIN PSIKOLOGI 157



Vidyadhara & Pertiwi ‖ Partner Violence Perpetrators in Indonesia

generability is limited to only papers in parts of the country where the research was conducted.

Recommendations

Recommendations based on this paper’s findings are threefold. Researchers are recommended to
begin employing the term IPV, particularly when researching intimate partners. Compared to DV
and VAW, IPV exclusively defines violence between partners regardless of their living arrangement
and marital statuslike DV, and genderlike VAW. Researchers are also recommended to start exploring
the risk factors of IPV perpetrators in Indonesia. In conducting systematic reviews, researchers are
suggested to consider the following to add to the inclusion criteria: a broader type of publication, such
as grey literature (graduate theses, research reports, and books) to detect more articles that might not be
published in registered journals; and choosing certain ranks of globally or nationally indexed journals
to include more high-impact journals. For researchers in the field of psychology, it is recommended
to focus on examining individual and relational risk factors for IPV perpetrators in Indonesia, both
empirically and systematically.

Clinicians are suggested to adopt the ecological framework when working with perpetrators
and/or people with risks of perpetrating IPV, as the framework provides a multi-level understanding
of ones risk factor of perpetrating IPV, and to collaborate with government and non-government
institutions to advocate the importance of multi-sector involvements, as confirmed by this paper’s
finding that all factorsindividual to societal factorsare interconnected, particularly in engaging
perpetrators in eliminating IPV.

Lastly, the ecological framework suggested that individuals are inseparable from their
communities and society. Multi-sector involvement in the prevention of IPV is crucial. Government
and non-government institutions are suggested to design preventive measures according to the
ecological model by engaging boys, men, communities, clinicians, and researchers to prevent IPV.
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on perceptions of violence: Aăcommentary. Sex Roles, 81(12), 34–43. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s11199-019-01029-9

Bélanger, C., Mathieu, C., Dugal, C., & Courchesne, C. (2015). The impact of attachment on intimate
partner violence perpetrated by women. The American Journal of Family Therapy, 43(5), 441–453.
https://doi.org/10.1080/01926187.2015.1080130

Bishop, C., & Bettinson, V. (2018). Evidencing domestic violence*, including behaviour that falls under
the new offence of controlling or coercive behaviour. The International Journal of Evidence &
Proof, 22(1), 3–29. https://doi.org/10.1177/1365712717725535

Bliton, C. F., Wolford-Clevenger, C., Zapor, H., Elmquist, J., Brem, M. J., Shorey, R. C., & Stuart, G. L.
(2016). Emotion dysregulation, gender, and intimate partner violence perpetration: An
exploratory study in college students. Journal of Family Violence, 31(3), 371–377. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s10896-015-9772-0

Brem, M. J., Florimbio, A. R., Elmquist, J., Shorey, R. C., & Stuart, G. L. (2018). Antisocial traits, distress
tolerance, and alcohol problems as predictors of intimate partner violence in men arrested for
domestic violence. Psychology of Violence, 8(1), 132–139. https://doi.org/10.1037/vio0000088

Bronfenbrenner, U. (1979). The ecology of human development: Experiments by nature and design. Harvard
University Press.

Brown, J. (2014). Factors related to domestic violence in asia: The conflict between culture and
patriarchy. Journal of Human Behavior in the Social Environment, 24(7), 828–837. https ://doi .
org/10.1080/10911359.2014.884962

Browne, Kevin D. and Beech, Anthony R. and Craig, Leam A. and Chou, Shihning. (2017). Assessments
in forensic practice: A handbook. John Wiley & Sons Ltd.

Buller, A. M., Pichon, M., Chevalier, C., & Treves-Kagan, S. (2022). The role of gender and romantic
jealousy in intimate partner violence against women, a mixed-methods study in Northern
Ecuador. Culture, Health & Sexuality, 25(2), 1–18. https://doi .org/10.1080/13691058.2022.
2031299

Buunk, A. P., & Massar, K. (2021). Intimate partner violence in nicaragua: The role of possessive
jealousy, intrasexual competitiveness, life history, mate value, and stress. Journal of Interpersonal
Violence, 36(15-16), NP8101–NP8123. https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260519842854

Candela, K. (2016). Protecting the invisible victim: Incorporating coercive control in domestic violence
statutes. Family Court Review, 54(1), 112–125. https://doi.org/10.1111/fcre.12208

Carlson, B. E. (2008). Intimate partner violence. In C. M. Renzetti & J. L. Edleson (Eds.), Encyclopedia of
interpersonal violence (pp. 371–374). SAGE Publications.

Choi, H. R., Ha, B., Jeon, Y. J., Youm, Y., Kim, H. C., & Jung, S. J. (2021). Gender role stereotypes,
patriarchal attitudes, and cognitive function in the elderly rural Korean population: a
cross-sectional study. Epidemiology and Health, 43, e2021023. https://doi.org/10.4178/epih.
e2021023

Christofides, N. J., Hatcher, A. M., Rebombo, D., McBride, R.-S., Munshi, S., Pino, A., Abdelatif, N.,
Peacock, D., Levin, J., & Jewkes, R. K. (2020). Effectiveness of a multi-level intervention to

160 BULETIN PSIKOLOGI

https://doi.org/10.12928/kesmas.v6i1.1067
https://doi.org/10.12928/kesmas.v6i1.1067
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-55864-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-019-01029-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-019-01029-9
https://doi.org/10.1080/01926187.2015.1080130
https://doi.org/10.1177/1365712717725535
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-015-9772-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-015-9772-0
https://doi.org/10.1037/vio0000088
https://doi.org/10.1080/10911359.2014.884962
https://doi.org/10.1080/10911359.2014.884962
https://doi.org/10.1080/13691058.2022.2031299
https://doi.org/10.1080/13691058.2022.2031299
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260519842854
https://doi.org/10.1111/fcre.12208
https://doi.org/10.4178/epih.e2021023
https://doi.org/10.4178/epih.e2021023


Vidyadhara & Pertiwi ‖ Partner Violence Perpetrators in Indonesia

reduce mens perpetration of intimate partner violence: A cluster randomised controlled trial.
Trials, 21(1), 359. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13063-020-4185-7

Clements, C. M., Clauss, K., Casanave, K., & Laajala, A. (2018). Aggression, psychopathology, and
intimate partner violence perpetration: Does gender matter? Journal of Aggression, Maltreatment
& Trauma, 27, 1–20. https://doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2017.1410750

Dutton, D. G., & White, K. R. (2012). Attachment insecurity and intimate partner violence. Aggression
and Violent Behavior, 17(5), 475–481. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2012.07.003

Duvvury, N., Callan, A., Carney, P., & Raghavendra, S. (2013). Intimate partner violence : Economic costs
and implications for growth and development (tech. rep.). World Bank. https://openknowledge.
worldbank.org/handle/10986/16697

Ekawati, A. (2022). KUHP resmi disahkan, poublik khawatirkan pemberangusan. https://www.dw.
com/id/kuhp-resmi-disahkan-publik-khawatirkan-pemberangusan/a-63998846

Emery, C. R., Jolley, J. M., & Wu, S. (2011). Desistance from intimate partner violence: The role of legal
cynicism, collective efficacy, and social disorganization in Chicago neighborhoods. American
Journal of Community Psychology, 48(3), 373–383. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10464-010-9362-5

Enander, V., Krantz, G., Lysell, H., & Örmon, K. (2021). Before the killing: Intimate partner homicides
in a process perspective, Part I. Journal of Gender-Based Violence, 5(1), 59–74. https://doi.org/
10.1332/239868020X15922355479497

Evi, M. (2021). Systematic literature review kepemimpinan kepala sekolah dalam meningkatkan kinerja guru
[Systematic literature review of principal leadership in improving teacher performance] (Thesis). UIN
Raden Intan Lampung. http://repository.radenintan.ac.id/15648/

Falb, K. L., McCauley, H. L., Decker, M. R., Gupta, J., Raj, A., & Silverman, J. G. (2011). School bullying
perpetration and other childhood risk factors as predictors of adult intimate partner violence
perpetration. Archives of Pediatrics & Adolescent Medicine, 165(10), 890–894. https://doi.org/10.
1001/archpediatrics.2011.91

Fatouros, S., & Capetola, T. (2021). Examining gendered expectations on women’s vulnerability to
natural hazards in low to middle income countries: A critical literature review. International
Journal of Disaster Risk Reduction, 64, 102495. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijdrr.2021.102495

Finkel, E., DeWall, C., Slotter, E., Oaten, M., & Foshee, V. (2009). Self-regulatory failure and intimate
partner violence perpetration. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 97(3), 483–99. https:
//doi.org/10.1037/a0015433

Forke, C. M., Catallozzi, M., Localio, A. R., Grisso, J. A., Wiebe, D. J., & Fein, J. A. (2019).
Intergenerational effects of witnessing domestic violence: Health of the witnesses and their
children. Preventive Medicine Reports, 15, 100942. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pmedr.2019.100942

Franklin, C. A., & Kercher, G. A. (2012). The intergenerational transmission of intimate partner
violence: Differentiating correlates in a random community sample. Journal of Family Violence,
27(3), 187–199. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-012-9419-3

Geffner, R. (2016). Partner aggression versus partner abuse terminology: Moving the field forward and
resolving controversies. Journal of Family Violence, 31(8), 923–925. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10896-016-9898-8

Gerlach, R. (2022). The fight to outlaw sexual violence in Indonesia. https://www.insideindonesia.org/
archive/articles/the-fight-to-outlaw-sexual-violence-in-indonesia?

Goodman, M., Wangamati, S. A., Maranga, F. K. N., Gitari, S., Seidel, S., & Keiser, P. (2021). Childhood
experiences and intimate partner violence among Kenyan males: Mediation by self-esteem and

BULETIN PSIKOLOGI 161

https://doi.org/10.1186/s13063-020-4185-7
https://doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2017.1410750
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2012.07.003
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/16697
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/16697
https://www.dw.com/id/kuhp-resmi-disahkan-publik-khawatirkan-pemberangusan/a-63998846
https://www.dw.com/id/kuhp-resmi-disahkan-publik-khawatirkan-pemberangusan/a-63998846
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10464-010-9362-5
https://doi.org/10.1332/239868020X15922355479497
https://doi.org/10.1332/239868020X15922355479497
http://repository.radenintan.ac.id/15648/
https://doi.org/10.1001/archpediatrics.2011.91
https://doi.org/10.1001/archpediatrics.2011.91
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijdrr.2021.102495
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0015433
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0015433
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pmedr.2019.100942
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-012-9419-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-016-9898-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-016-9898-8
https://www.insideindonesia.org/archive/articles/the-fight-to-outlaw-sexual-violence-in-indonesia?
https://www.insideindonesia.org/archive/articles/the-fight-to-outlaw-sexual-violence-in-indonesia?


Vidyadhara & Pertiwi ‖ Partner Violence Perpetrators in Indonesia

impulsivity. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 36(19-20), 9035–9059. https://doi.org/10.1177/
0886260519862278

Gracia, E., García, F., & Lila, M. (2009). Public responses to intimate partner violence against
women: The influence of perceived severity and personal responsibility. The Spanish Journal
of Psychology, 12(2), 648–56. https://doi.org/10.1017/S1138741600002018

Graham-Kevan, N., & Archer, J. (2008). Does controlling behavior predict physical aggression and
violence to partners? Journal of Family Violence, 23. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-008-9162-y

Grembi, V., Rosso, A. C., & Barili, E. (2024). Domestic violence perception and gender stereotypes.
Journal of Population Economics, 37(1). https://doi.org/10.1007/s00148-024-00986-0

Guillén Verdesoto, X., Ochoa Balarezo, J., Delucchi, G., León Mayer, E., & Folino, J. (2021). Celos y
violencia en parejas de estudiantes de la universidad de cuenca, ecuador. Ciencias Psicológicas.
https://doi.org/10.22235/cp.v15i1.2353

Handayani & Sari, A. M. (2011). Kepribadian pelaku Kekerasan Dalam Rumah Tangga [Personality of
perpetrators of domestic violence] (Thesis). Univerversitas Muhammadiyah Surakarta. http ://
eprints.ums.ac.id/14577/

Hapsari, A. D. (2012). Pengaruh menulis ekspresif terhadap simtom-simtom gangguan stres pasca trauma pada
perempuan korban kekerasan dalam rumah tangga [The effect of expressive writing on post-traumatic
stress disorder symptoms in female victims of domestic violence] (Thesis). Faculty of Psychology,
Universitas Gadjah Mada. http://etd.repository.ugm.ac.id/penelitian/detail/56428

Hariyatmi, U. S. S. (2014). The portrait of women stereotyping in indonesia as depicted in indonesian
television commercials. Widya Wacana: Jurnal Ilmiah, 9(1). https://doi.org/10.33061/ww.v9i1.
944

Hastani, R. T., & Budiman, A. (2022). Hubungan kecanduan game online dengan kualitas tidur pada
remaja literature review. Borneo Student Research, 3(2), 1688–1696. https://journals.umkt.ac.
id/index.php/bsr/article/view/2684/1214

Heise, L. (1998). Violence against women: An integrated, ecological framework. Violence Against
Women, 4, 262–90. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801298004003002

Holliday, C. N., Morse, S. M., Irvin, N. A., Green-Manning, A., Nitsch, L. M., Burke, J. G.,
Campbell, J. C., & Decker, M. R. (2019). Concept mapping: Engaging urban men to understand
community influences on partner violence perpetration. Journal of Urban Health, 96(1), 97–111.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11524-018-0297-8

Hong, Q. N., Pluyea, P., Fàbreguesb, S., Bartletta, G., Boardmanc, F., Cargod, M., Dagenaise, P.,
Gagnonf, M.-P., Griffithsc, F., Nicolaua, B., Ocathaing, A., Rousseauh, M.-C., & Vedela, I. (2018).
Mixed methods appraisal tool version 2018: User guide (tech. rep.). McGill University. http : / /
mixedmethodsappraisaltoolpublic .pbworks.com/w/file/fetch/127916259/MMAT_2018_
criteria-manual_2018-08-01_ENG.pdf

Jakupcak, M., Lisak, D., & Roemer, L. (2002). The role of masculine ideology and masculine gender
role stress in men’s perpetration of relationship violence. Psychology of Men & Masculinity, 3(2),
97–106. https://doi.org/10.1037/1524-9220.3.2.97

Jamilah, J., & Adicahya, A. (2014). Persepsi pelaku kekerasan dalam rumah tangga terhadap UU
PKDRT no 23 tahun 2004 [Perceptions of perpetrators of domestic violence against the PKDRT
Law no 23 of 2004]. De Jure: Jurnal Hukum dan Syari’ah, 6(2), 23668. https://doi.org/10.18860/j-
fsh.v6i2.3208

Jung, H., Herrenkohl, T. I., Skinner, M. L., Lee, J. O. L., Klika, J. B., & Rousson, A. N. (2019). Gender
differences in intimate partner violence: A predictive analysis of IPV by child abuse and

162 BULETIN PSIKOLOGI

https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260519862278
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260519862278
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1138741600002018
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-008-9162-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00148-024-00986-0
https://doi.org/10.22235/cp.v15i1.2353
http://eprints.ums.ac.id/14577/
http://eprints.ums.ac.id/14577/
http://etd.repository.ugm.ac.id/penelitian/detail/56428
https://doi.org/10.33061/ww.v9i1.944
https://doi.org/10.33061/ww.v9i1.944
https://journals.umkt.ac.id/index.php/bsr/article/view/2684/1214
https://journals.umkt.ac.id/index.php/bsr/article/view/2684/1214
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801298004003002
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11524-018-0297-8
http://mixedmethodsappraisaltoolpublic.pbworks.com/w/file/fetch/127916259/MMAT_2018_criteria-manual_2018-08-01_ENG.pdf
http://mixedmethodsappraisaltoolpublic.pbworks.com/w/file/fetch/127916259/MMAT_2018_criteria-manual_2018-08-01_ENG.pdf
http://mixedmethodsappraisaltoolpublic.pbworks.com/w/file/fetch/127916259/MMAT_2018_criteria-manual_2018-08-01_ENG.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1037/1524-9220.3.2.97
https://doi.org/10.18860/j-fsh.v6i2.3208
https://doi.org/10.18860/j-fsh.v6i2.3208


Vidyadhara & Pertiwi ‖ Partner Violence Perpetrators in Indonesia

domestic violence exposure during early childhood. Violence Against Women, 25(8), 903–924.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801218796329

Karakurt, G., & Cumbie, T. (2012). The relationship between egalitarianism, dominance, and violence
in intimate relationships. Journal of Family Violence, 27(2), 115–122. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10896-011-9408-y

Kearns, M. C., Reidy, D. E., & Valle, L. A. (2015). The role of alcohol policies in preventing intimate
partner violence: A review of the literature. Journal of Studies on Alcohol and Drugs, 76(1), 21–30.
https://doi.org/10.15288/jsad.2015.76.21

Kis-Katos, K., Pieters, J., & Sparrow, R. (2018). Globalization and social change: gender-specific effects
of trade liberalization in Indonesia. IMF Economic Review, 66(4), 763–793. https://doi.org/10.
1057/s41308-018-0065-5

Kite, M. E., Deaux, K., & Haines, E. L. (2008). Gender stereotypes. In Psychology of women: A handbook of
issues and theories (pp. 205–236). Springer.

Kodriati, N., Saeroni, Mas’ud, S. I., Warner, X., Roselli, T., & Hayati, E. N. (2015). Men experiences of
violence against women in indonesia and how we can begin to prevent it. https://doi.org/10.
13140/RG.2.2.18858.72647

Krug, E. G., Mercy, J. A., Dahlberg, L. L., & Zwi, A. B. (2002). The world report on violence and health.
Lancet (London, England), 360(9339), 1083–1088. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(02)11133-
0

Larasati, C. (2021). Nwr juga pernah laporkan kasus pelecehan seksual ke ub pada januasi 2020 [Section:
Pendidikan]. Retrieved February 5, 2022, from https://www.medcom.id/pendidikan/news-
pendidikan/GNG7o3AN-nwr-juga-pernah-laporkan-kasus-pelecehan-seksual-ke-ub-pada-
januari-2020

Leadbeater, B. J., Sukhawathanakul, P., Holfeld, B., & Temple, J. R. (2017). The effects of continuities in
parent and peer aggression on relational intimate partner violence in the transition to young
adulthood. Prevention Science, 18(3), 350–360. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11121-017-0757-5

Levac, D., Colquhoun, H., & O’Brien, K. K. (2010). Scoping studies: Advancing the methodology.
Implementation Science, 5(1), 69. https://doi.org/10.1186/1748-5908-5-69

Listaunsanti, L. Y. (2015). Kebermaknaan hidup mantan pelaku kekerasan dalam rumah tangga [The meaning
of life of former perpetrators of domestic violence] (Thesis). UIN Sunan Ampel Surabaya. http :
//digilib.uinsby.ac.id/3404/

Liz, K., & Westmarland, N. (2015). Domestic violence perpetrator programmes : Steps towards change. Project
Report (tech. rep.). London Metropolitan University and Durham University. https://www.
respect .uk.net/resources/27-domestic-violence-perpetrator-programmes-steps-towards-
change-project-mirabal-final-report

Mardiya, N. Q. (2017). Penerapan hukuman kebiri kimia bagi pelaku kekerasan seksual
[Implementation of chemical castration punishment for perpetrators of sexual violence]. Jurnal
Konstitusi, 14(1), 213. https://doi.org/10.31078/jk14110

Matjasko, J. L., Niolon, P. H., & Valle, L. A. (2013). The role of economic factors and economic support
in preventing and escaping from intimate partner violence. Journal of Policy Analysis and
Management, 32(1), 122–128. https://doi.org/10.1002/pam.21666

Morgan, R. D., Flora, D. B., Kroner, D. G., Mills, J. F., Varghese, F., & Steffan, J. S. (2012). Treating
offenders with mental illness: A research synthesis. Law and Human Behavior, 36(1), 37–50.
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0093964

BULETIN PSIKOLOGI 163

https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801218796329
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-011-9408-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-011-9408-y
https://doi.org/10.15288/jsad.2015.76.21
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41308-018-0065-5
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41308-018-0065-5
https://doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.18858.72647
https://doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.18858.72647
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(02)11133-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(02)11133-0
https://www.medcom.id/pendidikan/news-pendidikan/GNG7o3AN-nwr-juga-pernah-laporkan-kasus-pelecehan-seksual-ke-ub-pada-januari-2020
https://www.medcom.id/pendidikan/news-pendidikan/GNG7o3AN-nwr-juga-pernah-laporkan-kasus-pelecehan-seksual-ke-ub-pada-januari-2020
https://www.medcom.id/pendidikan/news-pendidikan/GNG7o3AN-nwr-juga-pernah-laporkan-kasus-pelecehan-seksual-ke-ub-pada-januari-2020
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11121-017-0757-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/1748-5908-5-69
http://digilib.uinsby.ac.id/3404/
http://digilib.uinsby.ac.id/3404/
https://www.respect.uk.net/resources/27-domestic-violence-perpetrator-programmes-steps-towards-change-project-mirabal-final-report
https://www.respect.uk.net/resources/27-domestic-violence-perpetrator-programmes-steps-towards-change-project-mirabal-final-report
https://www.respect.uk.net/resources/27-domestic-violence-perpetrator-programmes-steps-towards-change-project-mirabal-final-report
https://doi.org/10.31078/jk14110
https://doi.org/10.1002/pam.21666
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0093964


Vidyadhara & Pertiwi ‖ Partner Violence Perpetrators in Indonesia

Munn, Z., Peters, M. D. J., Stern, C., Tufanaru, C., McArthur, A., & Aromataris, E. (2018). Systematic
review or scoping review? Guidance for authors when choosing between a systematic or
scoping review approach. BMC Medical Research Methodology, 18, 143. https ://doi .org/10.
1186/s12874-018-0611-x

Myhill, A., & Hohl, K. (2019). The golden thread: Coercive control and risk assessment for domestic
violence. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 34(21-22), 4477–4497. https : / / doi . org / 10 . 1177 /
0886260516675464

National Center for Injury Prevention and Control (DHHS/CDC), Division of Violence Prevention.
(2022). Social-ecological model: A framework for prevention violence prevention injury (tech. rep.).
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. https://eric.ed.gov/?id=ED556109

National Commission on Violence against Women. (2021). Perempuan dalam himpitan pandemi: Lonjakan
kekerasan seksual, kekerasan siber, perkawinan anak, dan keterbatasan penanganan di tengah Covid-19
[Women in the grip of a pandemic: Surge in sexual violence, cyber violence, child marriage, and limited
response amid Covid-19] (tech. rep.). Komisi Nasional Anti Kekerasan Terhadap Perempuan.
https://komnasperempuan.go.id/uploadedFiles/1466.1614933645.pdf

Nilan, P., Demartoto, A., Broom, A., & Germov, J. (2014). Indonesian mens perceptions of violence
against women. Violence Against Women, 20(7), 869–888. https : / / doi . org / 10 . 1177 /
1077801214543383

Ninik, A. E., Resti, N. B., & Venatius, H. (2014). Sanksi pidana terhadap pelaku KDRT dari perspektif
kepentingan perempuan [Criminal sanctions against perpetrators of domestic violence from
the perspective of women’s interests. Seri Kajian Ilmiah, 15(2), 131–140.

Nursalikah, A. (2021). Polisi tangkap suami aniaya istri di Langkat. Retrieved February 2, 2022, from https:
//republika.co.id/share/r1tlvp366

Okuda, M., Olfson, M., Wang, S., Rubio, J. M., Xu, Y., & Blanco, C. (2015). Correlates of intimate partner
violence perpetration: Results from a national epidemiologic survey. Journal of Traumatic Stress,
28(1), 49–56. https://doi.org/10.1002/jts.21986

Ozaki, R., & Otis, M. D. (2017). Gender equality, patriarchal cultural norms, and perpetration of
intimate partner violence: Comparison of male university students in Asian and European
cultural contexts. Violence Against Women, 23(9), 1076–1099. https : / / doi . org / 10 . 1177 /
1077801216654575

Perrin, N., Marsh, M., Clough, A., Desgroppes, A., Yope Phanuel, C., Abdi, A., Kaburu, F., Heitmann, S.,
Yamashina, M., Ross, B., Read-Hamilton, S., Turner, R., Heise, L., & Glass, N. (2019). Social
norms and beliefs about gender based violence scale: A measure for use with gender based
violence prevention programs in low-resource and humanitarian settings. Conflict and Health,
13(1), 6. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13031-019-0189-x

Peters, M., Godfrey, C., Mcinerney, P., Soares, C., Khalil, H., & Parker, D. (2015). Methodology for JBI
Scoping Reviews.

Pham, M. T., Raji, A., Greig, J. D., Sargeant, J. M., Papadopoulos, A., & McEwen, S. A. (2014). A scoping
review of scoping reviews: Advancing the approach and enhancing the consistency. Research
Synthesis Methods, 5(4), 371–385. https://doi.org/10.1002/jrsm.1123

Procentese, F., Fasanelli, R., Carnevale, S., Esposito, C., Pisapia, N., Arcidiacono, C., & Napoli, I. D.
(2020). Downside: The perpetrator of violence in the representations of social and health
professionals. International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, 17(19), 7061.
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17197061

164 BULETIN PSIKOLOGI

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12874-018-0611-x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12874-018-0611-x
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260516675464
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260516675464
https://eric.ed.gov/?id=ED556109
https://komnasperempuan.go.id/uploadedFiles/1466.1614933645.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801214543383
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801214543383
https://republika.co.id/share/r1tlvp366
https://republika.co.id/share/r1tlvp366
https://doi.org/10.1002/jts.21986
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801216654575
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801216654575
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13031-019-0189-x
https://doi.org/10.1002/jrsm.1123
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17197061


Vidyadhara & Pertiwi ‖ Partner Violence Perpetrators in Indonesia

Raghavan, C., Mennerich, A., Sexton, E., & James, S. E. (2006). Community violence and its direct,
indirect, and mediating effects on intimate partner violence. Violence Against Women, 12(12),
1132–1149. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801206294115

Raiford, J. L., Seth, P., Braxton, N. D., & DiClemente, R. J. (2013). Interpersonal and community-level
predictors of intimate partner violence perpetration among African American men. Journal of
Urban Health, 90(4), 784–795. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11524-012-9717-3

Ramirez, M., Paik, A., Sanchagrin, K., & Heimer, K. (2012). Violent peers, network centrality, and
intimate partner violence perpetration by young men. Journal of Adolescent Health, 51(5), 503–9.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2012.02.016

Ratnasari, N. W. D. (2013). Hubungan antara kekerasan dalam rumah tangga (KDRT) dengan depresi pada
wanita dewasa awal [The relationship between domestic violence (DV) and depression in early adult
women] (Thesis). Universitas Airlangga. http://repository.unair.ac.id/id/eprint/106955

Revita, I., Trioclarise, R., & Anggreiny, N. (2019). Psychopragmatic analysis of speech act of the
perpetrators of the violence toward Minangkabau women. Jurnal Gramatika, 5(1). https : / /
doi.org/10.22202/jg.2019.v5i1.3250

Rollero, C. (2020). The social dimensions of intimate partner violence: A qualitative study with male
perpetrators. Sexuality & Culture, 24(3), 749–763. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12119-019-09661-z

Rusmiyati, C., & Hikmawati, E. (2013). Sikap sosial masyarakat di kota Pontianak terhadap kekerasan
dalam rumah tangga [Community social attitudes in Pontianak city towards domestic
violence]. Sosio Konsepsia, 343–364. https://www.neliti.com/id/publications/52895/

Sani, A. F. I. (2022). Minta kawin lagi, alasan istri dibekap suami hingga tewas di duren sawit. https://metro.
tempo.co/read/1552099/minta-kawin-lagi-alasan-istri-dibekap-suami-hingga-tewas-di-
duren-sawit

Schafer, A., & Koyiet, P. (2018). Exploring links between common mental health problems,
alcohol/substance use and perpetration of intimate partner violence: A rapid ethnographic
assessment with men in urban Kenya. Global Mental Health, 5. https://doi.org/10.1017/gmh.
2017.25

Setiawati, A. (2018). Perlindungan bagi anak korban kekerasan dalam rumah tangga ditinjau dari perspektif
hukum islam (Studi Kasus LBH APIK Makassar) [Protection for child victims of domestic violence
from the perspective of islamic law (Case Study of LBH APIK Makassar)] (thesis). Universitas Islam
Negeri Alauddin Makassar.

Shorey, R. C., Brasfield, H., Febres, J., & Stuart, G. L. (2011). The association between impulsivity, trait
anger, and the perpetration of intimate partner and general violence among women arrested
for domestic violence. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 26(13), 2681–2697. https://doi.org/10.
1177/0886260510388289

Shortt, J. W., Capaldi, D. M., Kim, H. K., & Tiberio, S. S. (2013). The interplay between interpersonal
stress and psychological intimate partner violence over time for young at-risk couples. Journal
of Youth and Adolescence, 42(4), 619–632. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10964-013-9911-y

Slep, A., Foran, H., & Heyman, R. (2014). An ecological model of intimate partner violence perpetration
at different levels of severity. Journal of Family Psychology, 28(4). https://doi.org/10.1037/
a0037316

Stark, E. (2013). Coercive control. In Violence against women: Current theory and practice in domestic abuse,
sexual violence and exploitation (pp. 1–33). Jessica Kingsley Publishers.

BULETIN PSIKOLOGI 165

https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801206294115
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11524-012-9717-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2012.02.016
http://repository.unair.ac.id/id/eprint/106955
https://doi.org/10.22202/jg.2019.v5i1.3250
https://doi.org/10.22202/jg.2019.v5i1.3250
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12119-019-09661-z
https://www.neliti.com/id/publications/52895/
https://metro.tempo.co/read/1552099/minta-kawin-lagi-alasan-istri-dibekap-suami-hingga-tewas-di-duren-sawit
https://metro.tempo.co/read/1552099/minta-kawin-lagi-alasan-istri-dibekap-suami-hingga-tewas-di-duren-sawit
https://metro.tempo.co/read/1552099/minta-kawin-lagi-alasan-istri-dibekap-suami-hingga-tewas-di-duren-sawit
https://doi.org/10.1017/gmh.2017.25
https://doi.org/10.1017/gmh.2017.25
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260510388289
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260510388289
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10964-013-9911-y
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0037316
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0037316


Vidyadhara & Pertiwi ‖ Partner Violence Perpetrators in Indonesia

Stephens, D., & Eaton, A. (2020). Cultural factors influencing young adult Indian women’s beliefs about
disclosing domestic violence victimization. Journal of Social Issues, 76(2). https://doi.org/10.
1111/josi.12385

Suandana, I. A. (2018). Norma gender dan perkembangan, kesehatan, serta kesejahteraan remaja di Indonesia
[Gender Norms and Adolescent Development, Health and Wellbeing in Indonesia] (tech. rep.).

Syawitri, M., & Afdal, A. (2020). Analisis faktor-faktor yang mempengaruhi relasi kuasa pelaku
Kekerasan Dalam Rumah Tangga [KDRT]. JPGI [Jurnal Penelitian Guru Indonesia], 5(1), 37.
https://doi.org/10.29210/02598jpgi0005

Taufik, A. A. R. (2021). Penegakan hukum terhadap pelaku tindak pidana Kekerasan dalam rumah tangga di
kepolisian daerah Jawa Barat [Law enforcement against perpetrators of domestic violence in the West
Java regional police force] (Thesis). UIN Sunan Gunung Djati Bandung. http://digilib.uinsgd.ac.
id/46289/

The Parliament of Indonesia. (2022). The law on sexual violence crimes (Indonesian: Undang-Undang
tindak pidana kekerasan seksual, abbreviated as UU TPKS).

Toews, M. L., & Bermea, A. M. (2017). I was naive in thinking, I divorced this man, he is out of my life:
A qualitative exploration of post-separation power and control tactics experienced by women.
Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 32(14), 2166–2189. https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260515591278

Tricco, A. C., Lillie, E., Zarin, W., OBrien, K., Colquhoun, H., Kastner, M., Levac, D., Ng, C., Sharpe, J. P.,
Wilson, K., Kenny, M., Warren, R., Wilson, C., Stelfox, H. T., & Straus, S. E. (2016). A scoping
review on the conduct and reporting of scoping reviews. BMC Medical Research Methodology,
16(1), 15. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12874-016-0116-4

United Nations Fund for Population Activities. (2018). Engaging men & boys. https://www.unfpa.org/
engaging-men-boys

Usrul Khotimah, S., Umi Handayani, M., & Kusumaningrum, E. (2022). An analysis of gender
stereotype in television commercial advertisements in Indonesia. International Proceedings of
Nusantara Raya, 1(1), 58–62. https://doi.org/10.24090/nuraicon.v1i1.103

Walker, K., Bowen, E., Brown, S., & Sleath, E. (2018). The process of primary desistance from intimate
partner violence. Violence Against Women, 24(7), 843–875. https : / / doi . org / 10 . 1177 /
1077801217722238

Wee, S., Todd, M.-J., Oshiro, M., Greene, E., & Frye, V. (2016). Modifiers of neighbors’ bystander
intervention in intimate partner violence: a concept mapping study. Violence and Gender, 3(1),
55–63. https://doi.org/10.1089/vio.2015.0012

Wold, B., & Mittelmark, M. B. (2018). Health-promotion research over three decades: The
social-ecological model and challenges in implementation of interventions. Scandinavian
Journal of Public Health, 46(20), 20–26. https://doi.org/10.1177/1403494817743893

World Health Organization. (2021). Violence against women. https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-
sheets/detail/violence-against-women

Yapp, E., & Pickett, K. E. (2019). Greater income inequality is associated with higher rates of intimate
partner violence in latin america. Public Health, 175, 87–89. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.puhe.
2019.07.004

Yeni, A., & Lianawati, E. (2013). Gambaran model agresivitas umum pada pelaku kekerasan dalam
rumah tangga penganiayaan [overview of the general aggressiveness model in perpetrators of
domestic violence maltreatment]. Noetic Psychology, 17(1). http://ejournal.ukrida.ac.id/ojs/
index.php/Psi/article/view/1418

166 BULETIN PSIKOLOGI

https://doi.org/10.1111/josi.12385
https://doi.org/10.1111/josi.12385
https://doi.org/10.29210/02598jpgi0005
http://digilib.uinsgd.ac.id/46289/
http://digilib.uinsgd.ac.id/46289/
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260515591278
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12874-016-0116-4
https://www.unfpa.org/engaging-men-boys
https://www.unfpa.org/engaging-men-boys
https://doi.org/10.24090/nuraicon.v1i1.103
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801217722238
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801217722238
https://doi.org/10.1089/vio.2015.0012
https://doi.org/10.1177/1403494817743893
https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/violence-against-women
https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/violence-against-women
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.puhe.2019.07.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.puhe.2019.07.004
http://ejournal.ukrida.ac.id/ojs/index.php/Psi/article/view/1418
http://ejournal.ukrida.ac.id/ojs/index.php/Psi/article/view/1418


Vidyadhara & Pertiwi ‖ Partner Violence Perpetrators in Indonesia

Yount, K. M., Higgins, E. M., VanderEnde, K. E., Krause, K. H., Minh, T. H., Schuler, S. R., & Anh, H. T.
(2016). Mens perpetration of intimate partner violence in Vietnam: Gendered social learning
and the challenges of masculinity. Men and Masculinities, 19(1), 64–84. https://doi .org/10.
1177/1097184X15572896

Zahrawaani, M., & Nurhaeni, N. (2020). Faktor risiko remaja menjadi pelaku kekerasan: A literature
review [Risk factors for adolescents becoming violent offenders: A literature review]. Jurnal
Penelitian Kesehatan Suara Forikes, 11. https://doi.org/10.33846/sf11nk203

Zarling, A., Lawrence, E., & Marchman, J. (2015). A randomized controlled trial of acceptance and
commitment therapy for aggressive behavior. Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology,
83(1), 199–212. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0037946

BULETIN PSIKOLOGI 167

https://doi.org/10.1177/1097184X15572896
https://doi.org/10.1177/1097184X15572896
https://doi.org/10.33846/sf11nk203
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0037946

