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LCSFC Findings on Bullying and Schooling
Herrin, Alejandro N., Jan L.G. Alegado, Judith B. Borja, Nanette L. Mayol, Francisco M. Largo, Isabelita N. 
Bas, and Michael R. M. Abrigo. (2025). Examining the Role of Bullying on Schooling Outcomes: Findings 
from the Longitudinal Cohort Study on the Filipino Child. PIDS Discussion Paper Series No. 2024-42. 
Philippine Institute for Development Studies (PIDS), Quezon City 
https://pidswebs.pids.gov.ph/CDN/document/pidsdps2442.pdf

▪persistent negative association of bullying from adults and 
parents on schooling outcomes
▪identified background factors that affect schooling – with or 
without bullying

https://pidswebs.pids.gov.ph/CDN/document/pidsdps2442.pdf


The LCSFC tracks key human capital and developmental milestones 
in the lives of the SDG generation



Presentation Outline

Human capital and developmental milestones to date:
◦Education
◦Life aspirations
◦Mental health
◦Adolescent pregnancy and early union
◦Community safety nets



Schooling Trajectories: Age 10 through age 18



Last grade completed (%): Ages 10-18

Grade Levels
W1, 2016 
(age 10.5)

W2, 2018 
(age 11.8)

W3, 2019 
(age 12.8)

W4, 2020 
(age 13.7)

W5, 2021 
(age 15.0)

W6, 2022 
(age 16.4)

W7, 2024 
(age 17.9)

Below Grade 2 3.0 1.3 0.8 0.5 0.1 0.3 0.5
Grade 2 5.2 2.2 1.4 1.0 0.2
Grade 3 28.8 5.4 1.9 1.3 0.5 0.1
Grade 4 62.2 27.9 5.5 1.6 1.2 0.1 0.1
Grade 5 0.8 62.4 28.5 5.5 1.9 0.5 0.05
Grade 6 0.8 61.1 28.9 6.4 1.1 0.6
Grade 7 0.8 60.4 29.0 2.3 0.8
Grade 8 0.7 60.0 6.2 1.6
Grade 9 0.8 30.2 6.2
Grade 10 58.2 29.9
Grade 11 1.0 59.3
Grade 12 1.0

*Weighted proportions



By age 18: Last grade completed (%)

Completed grade levels Female Male All

< Grade 7 1.2 1.2 1.2

Grades 7-9 5.5 11.6 8.6

Grade 10 25.3 34.3 29.9

Grades 11-12 68.0 53.0 60.3

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

*Weighted proportions



Among those enrolled at age 18: 90% were in Senior HS
7 in 10 chose Academic Track
Compared to boys: Higher % of girls are in AT, less in TVL

SHS Tracks
Females 

(%)
Males

(%)
All
(%)

Academic 76.2 60.7 68.5
Technological-
Vocational-Livelihood 23.6 38.7 31.1
Arts and Design 0.2 0.4 0.3
Sports 0.0 0.3 0.1

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

Why they chose track:

37% related to course in college

29% interested in track

19% undecided, friends’ choice

    9% only track available in school

     6% better job prospects

*Weighted proportions
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Enrollment rates by sex, Ages 10-18
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*Weighted proportions



Top reasons for not enrolling (Ages 16 and 18)

Reasons Age 16 (Wave 6) Age 18 (Wave 7)

Females Males All Females Males All

Not interested in school 6.5 54.8 43.5 19.7 37.4 32.4

Financial problems 11.4 16.4 15.2 27.9 36.1 33.8

Being in union/with child 52.1 3.9 15.2 19.0 0.0 5.4
Wants to work/Had to 
work 4.9 7.1 6.6 7.8 9.0 8.7
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On-track with schooling rates by sex, ages 10-18

On-track: in age-
appropriate grade 
level (started grade 
one ≤7, no 
missed/repeated 
academic year
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On-track with schooling rates by marginal status, ages 10-18
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At baseline: 

78.3% non-
marginalized

2.6% with disability

6.1% experienced 
armed conflict in the 
last 3 years

9.0% indigenous 
peoples

4.0% GIDA residents

*Weighted proportions
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On-track with schooling rates by LGBTQ+ status, ages 10-18
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At age 16: 

84.0% straight

16.0% LGBTQ+

*Weighted proportions



Factors associated with:

▪Being in school (enrollment rates)
▪Staying on track with schooling
▪ Schooling transitions: 
 completing elementary, JHS and moving on to SHS



Factors associated with enrollment or staying on track:

Positively associated:

Adolescent: cognitive endowment (IQ scores), early schooling, aspiring for college, doing any reading

Household: parental education, aspirations for college for index child

Community: residing in Visayas

Negatively associated:

Adolescent: being male, behavioral/emotional problems,  with disability, stunting, work exposure, hours 
online, social media

Household: poverty, belonging to indigenous peoples

Community: exposure to armed conflict, urban residence



Factors associated with schooling transitions:

+ IQ scores for all transitions

Completing elementary level:

- with disability, urban residence

Completing JHS:

+early schooling, parental education, reading, parental engagement in schooling, Visayas

-being male, behavioral/emotional problems, belonging to indigenous peoples, armed conflict exposure, 
ever had sex, with disability, poverty, urban

Completing or moving on to SHS:

+ parental education

- being male, stunting, belonging to indigenous peoples



Aspirations in Life



Percent aspiring for college education increased at age 18 
compared to when they were age 10 except among girls
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Percent aspiring for jobs requiring college-degrees decreased at age 18 than at age 10
By age 18: girls are less likely to aspire for college-level education



Mental Health Status

Achenbach System of Empirically Based Assessment (ASEBA): 
Child Behavior Checklist (CBCL)
Youth Self Report (YSR) 



25.6

33.8

30.9
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Age 11 (CBCL)
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Mean Scores

Overall Female Male

% with scores within Clinical Range:

Age 11 (CBCL)

Females:    7.5%

Males: 12.0%

Age 13 (YSR)

Females:    5.6%

Males: 11.3%

Age 15 (YSR)

Females:    6.5%

Males:    6.5%

Total Problem Scale Score (overall behavioral, emotional and social functioning)
By sex: mean scores/level of severity

*Weighted values



Factors associated with increased risk of severe levels:

Total Problem Scale:
▪Exposure to domestic violence
▪No parent or single parent households
▪Urban residence
▪More hours online
▪ More social media accounts



Factors associated with increased risk of severe levels:

Anxiety Scale: (At age 18: 11% classified within clinical range)
▪Being male
▪Higher IQ scores
▪Exposure to domestic violence
▪Forcefully hit by parents
▪No parent or single parent households
▪More social media accounts



Factors associated with increased risk of severe levels:

Depression Scale: (at age 18: 12% classified within clinical range)
▪Being off-track with schooling
▪Urban residence
▪More hours online



Early sexual initiation, pregnancy, union



Sexual Initiation by Age 16

8.4% reported to have experienced sexual intercourse*

12.3% among 

males

4.0% among 

females

By age 16, mean age at 
first sex:
14.6 y/o

13.7% reported being 
forced into having sex in 
their first sexual 
encounter

First sexual partner: Boyfriend/girlfriend/partner

Females tend to have much older partners than the males: 

• 77% of females have older partners (older by 5 years 

on average; oldest gap: 19 yrs) vs 35% of males

* Weighted prevalence



Most had their first pregnancy at age 15-16

Among 16 y/o FEMALES: 2.5% had ever been pregnant*

Of those who had sex by the age 16: Risk of getting pregnant was high

Of the 96 females who have initiated sex, 58 got pregnant

Females were less likely to use protection against pregnancy/STI than males

The majority 67.2% did not use protection because they did not expect to have 
sex

*Weighted prevalence



Most of these occurring at age 16

Among 16 y/o MALES: 1.6% reported to have 
gotten someone pregnant*

Of the 41 males who have gotten someone pregnant:
 13 have ever been in union
   9 currently in union

Of those ever in union: 9 have children (2 with 2 kids each)

*Weighted prevalence



Child Early, Forced Marriages and Unions (CEFMU)
By age 16:
Ever in CEFMU: 2.0% (101)*

• 3.2% among females

• Of the 58 who were ever pregnant, 

49 were ever in CEFMU

• 1.0% among males

Mean age at first union: 15.0 years (range: 

13-16)

Age of first CEFMU partners:

• Among females: 60 of 79 are older by 3-

17 years, the rest ± 2 years

• Among males: 20 of 22 are ± 2 years; 2 

were 6 and 9 years older

Who are at risk of CEFMU: 

• females

• lower wealth index scores

• off-track with schooling at age 10

• less educated mothers

• fewer parents at home at age 10

*Weighted prevalence



In school (%*) at time of survey (at age 16)
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On-track with schooling (%*): in age-appropriate grade levels (at 16)
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Aspires for a college degree (%*) (at 16)
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Community Safety Nets



% of Cohort Residing in Barangays with Public Scholarships

Note:  weighted proportions, significantly different across domains p<0.05
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% of Cohort Residing in Barangays with Poverty Alleviation Programs (excl. 4Ps)

Note:  Unweighted proportions, significantly different across domains p<0.05
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In Wave 1:

46.8% of households were 4Ps 
beneficiaries
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Wave 7:    31.2%

Wave 1:    29.0%



% of Cohort residing in Barangays with Government-sponsored Adolescent 
Pregnancy Programs

Note:  weighted proportions, significantly different across domains p<0.05

Proportions of cohort (overall) 
exposed to publicly funded 
adolescent pregnancy programs
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State of the Filipino Youth (2016-2024)
Education

▪At age 10, almost all (98%) were in school; by age 18 (SHS) only 89% 
were in school
▪Lack of interest in schooling, financial problems, pregnancy and 
work are among top reasons for not being in school
▪At age 18: 24% are off track with schooling
▪Girls perform better in school than boys
▪Marginalized adolescents are at risk of being behind in schooling
▪Knowledge of underlying factors – essential in understanding school 
performance



Underlying Factors Associated with Education

▪Exposure to domestic and parental violence are associated with 
emotional and behavioral problems, which in turn negatively affect 
school performance 

▪Aspiring for college education promotes better school performance

▪Parents play an important role in better school performance: being 
educated themselves, having high aspirations for their children

▪Adolescent pregnancy and early union are clear deterrents to being 
on-track with schooling

▪Adolescents have insufficient exposure to safety nets in the 
community



To what extent will girls hold their edge over boys 
in terms of human capital development?

▪A higher proportion of girls than boys are in school as well as on-
track with schooling from age 10 through 18

▪However, by age 18 the proportion of girls aspiring for a college 
education slightly decreased compare to when they were age 10

▪In terms of work aspirations: girls are less likely to aspire for jobs 
requiring college degrees

▪Adolescent pregnancy and CEFMU may further threaten their 
capacity to be on track with schooling



Thank you!
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