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This family profile updates previous profiles on the marriage-to-divorce ratio (FP-19-24; FP-19-03; FP-17-01; FP-15-

19) and examines state variation in the ratio of marriages to divorces. Using recent American Community Survey (ACS) data, we
calculate national and state level marriage-to-divorce ratios by dividing the number of women’s marriages by the number of
women’s divorces for a given population in a given year.

The Marriage-to-Divorce Ratio, 2019

In 2019, there were approximately two marriages per
every one divorce in the United States (ratio = 2.14).
Specifically, there were 2,231,263 marriages and
1,042,174 divorces.

The ratio has remained stable since 2014 when it was
also approximately two marriages for every one divorce
(FP-15-19).

Five Highest and Lowest Marriage-to-Divorce Ratios, 2019

All states had a greater number of marriages than
divorces. The District of Columbia (4.5), Maine (4.20),
and South Dakota (2.87) were the top three states in
the marriage-to-divorce ratio in 2019. There were at
least 2.8 marriages per every one divorce in these
states.

The states with the lowest marriage-to-divorce ratios
were Delaware (1.24), New Mexico (1.40), and
Arkansas (1.53).

Figure 1. Women’s Marriage-to-Divorce Ratios, 1970 to 2019
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Figure 2. Women's Highest and Lowest Marriage-to-Divorce
Ratios, 2019
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1. District of Columbia
2. Maine

3. South Dakota

Ratio MOE

4. Nebraska
5. Washington

46. Kentucky 1.69 +/-0.23
47. Alabama 1.67 +/-0.31
48. Arkansas 1.53 +/-0.30
49. New Mexico 1.40 +/-0.45
50. Delaware 1.24 +/-0.53

Source: NCFMR analyses of U.S. Census Bureau, American Community
Survey, 2019 1-yr est.



State Rankings, 2019

Figure 3. State Variation in Women’s Marriage- e Approximately 36% of states experienced an increase in the marriage to

to-Divorce Ratios by Quartile, 2019 divorce ratio from 2018 to 2019. Maine had the largest increase from 1.6
in 2018 (FP-19-24) to 4.2 in 2019. The number of marriages in Maine

District of Columbia, 1 practically doubled (6,765 in 2018 to 11,795 in 2019), while there were
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