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KEY WO R DS Abstract:

Background: Adolescent dating violence (ADV) is highly prevalent and can have serious health
consequences, including homicides, and be a predictor of intimate partner violence in adulthood.

Dating violence

Gender health that focus on the causes and consequences of ADV to subsidize new research and

This review aims to systematize the knowledge produced in recent empirical investigations in

Ad | prevention programs.

SlgeEnlEs Methods: Review of studies published in PubMed over the last five years through MeSH
EXpOSl.lre to - Database: “Intimate Partner Violence” AND “Adolescent” NOT “prevention and control” NOT
“Adult”.

Results: We analyzed 35 papers, of which 71.4% were developed in the USA. Some studies

violence

have shown prevalence greater than 50% in both genders, both as victims and perpetrators,
with more serious consequences for females. Three main thematic cores were identified in the
studies: ADV-related vulnerabilities, circularity of violence and ADV-associated health problems.
Data indicate that ADV is deep-seated in the patriarchal culture and is more frequent in
connection with racism, heterosexism and poverty. It occurs in a circular way and is linked to
other forms of violence in different contexts (family, school, community and social media). It is
associated with health problems such as depression, anxiety, low self-esteem, alcohol and drugs
abuse and unprotected sex.

Conclusions: The knowledge produced in the studies reviewed reveals the urgency and
importance of implementing early preventive actions in schools, involving families and the
community. These should focus on the deconstruction of current cultural gender patterns, based
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Introduction

quent injury victims.34 ADV is often not perceived by

dolescent Dating Violence (ADV) is defined as any in-
tentional, psychological/emotional, physical or sexual
abuse that occurs between people involved in a roman-
tic relationship.! It is a significant event in several parts
of the world? and can have immediate and late health

consequences, and women are the most serious and fre-

those involved or valued by society, although it may
culminate in murders, usually of women, as in abusive
relationships in adulthood.> ADV is a predictor of mari-
tal violence in adulthood.> Femicide in adulthood has

been addressed as an important public health problem
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and has been gaining prominence also concerning the
health of adolescents.®”

Several population-based studies have shown health
problems associated with ADV, including depression,
anxiety, and alcohol and other drugs abuse.® Other
authors point out the sexual risk behavior of STI/AIDS
and the low academic performance as negative conse-
quences of ADV’. In addition, there is evidence that
violence in other settings, such as in the family and
neighborhood may be related to ADV.8

ADV is a health problem in different parts of the
world and one of the main issues to be tackled.” Conse-
quently, several policies and action programs have
been implemented, especially in the school setting, the
main arena for socialization and construction of adoles-
cents’ identity.'%! However, the issue is hardly dis-
cussed in developing countries, and knowledge about
the subject is still incipient, hampering sensitization of
people about the problem and policy formulation to
address it.2

This bibliographic review is being proposed consid-
ering the challenges faced in addressing situations of
violence involving intimate adolescents and the recogni-
tion of the need to act early to prevent this type of vio-
lence. It aims to systematize the knowledge produced in
empirical investigations in the field of health focused on
the causes and consequences of ADV. This review in-
tends to subsidize new research and prevention pro-
grams that contribute to curb violence in intimate ado-
lescent relationships.

Methods

This is a review of studies published in PubMed, the most
important database of health studies. This database
was chosen because it is the one that gathers the largest
number of bibliographical sources from around the
world in the field of health and journals of recognized
quality. In general, papers published in qualified jour-
nals from other databases are also found in PubMed.

The following search strategy was followed on June
28, 2017 through MeSH Database: “Intimate Partner
Violence” AND “Adolescent” NOT “prevention and con-
trol” NOT “Adult” in the last five years. Most of the arti-
cles found with this search strategy predominantly use
the terminology Dating Violence.

Fifty-nine papers were made available. Then, after
reading abstracts, 13 papers were excluded from the
established inclusion criteria — papers with full-text in
English, derived from empirical research with adoles-
cents on ADV: 9 because they were studies with children

and 4 with adults. After further reading, eleven more
papers were excluded: 6 because they were not on the
subject of the study, 2 because the full-texts were not
available, 2 because they were review papers and 1
because they were published in German. Thus, a total
of 35 papers were analyzed, as can be seen in the
chart below (Figure 1).

The thematic analysis of papers was carried out.
First, separately by each author. Subsequently, authors
showed each other’s analyses and reached the final
categories through dialogue with literature. The follow-
ing steps marked by Minayo'3 were followed: compre-
hension reading and rereading to familiarize with data;
identification of themes of analysis considering the ob-
jectives of the study; classification of themes and com-
parative dialogue with literature; and elaboration of
interpretative synthesis.

In addition to papers of this review shown in Tables
1, 2 and 3 in the results, other 19 papers included in the
infroduction to the text and in data discussion were
read.

Results and Discussion

Most of the studies used a quantitative method, of which
25 (71.4%) were cross-sectional studies and nine
(25.7%) were longitudinal cohort studies. Only one
(2.8%) of the studies used a qualitative method using
focal groups and participant observation. As for the
location, 26 were conducted in North America (25 in the
U.S. and one in Canada); four in Africa (1 in Egypt, 2 in
South Africa and 1 in several countries - Egypt, South
Africa, Liberia, Kenya, Malawi, Rwanda and Zambia);
4 in Europe (1 UK, 2 Spain and 1 Sweden); and 1 in
Asia (Japan).

ADV prevalence rates were variable, with the high-
est one found at 70.7%, in a study carried out in Egypt
with 400 adolescents of both genders, referring to any
type of ADV, whether psychological, physical or sexu-
al.’ The second highest rate was 70%, shown in a re-
search developed in the U.S. with 399 adolescents.’> A
study conducted in seven African capitals evidenced
ADV prevalence ranging from 26.5% to 48%.'¢ In other
studies with a higher number of adolescents, rates were
lower: 33.4% in a study of 14,190 secondary school
students in the U.S."” and 27.7% in a sample of 6,390
American adolescents.’8 It is worth noting that there are
different types of dating-related abuse and that, ac-
cording to Reidy’s study,'? few adolescents engage in
multiple forms of violence and most young people are
not perpetrators.
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Figure 1: Study selection chart. Adapted from the PRISMA group 2009 flowchart.

Considering the aim of this review to highlight the core that originated them, although papers identified
causes and consequences of ADV, three main thematic drew characteristics of more than one thematic core or
cores were identified in the studies: |- ADV-related vul- all, as de scribed and analyzed below. Tables 1, 2 and
nerabilities; ll— circularity of violence; and Illl- ADV- 3 show the study design, location, thematic categories,
associated health problems. We sorted papers in three objectives, sample studied and results/conclusions. They
tables, in a didactic way according to the main thematic are shown at the end of each category.
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Table 1: Revised papers that gave rise primarily to category I.
AUTHOR/YEAR/ CAT OBJECTIVES
DESIGN/LOCAL

14 Shamu S et al., 2016, | To investigate the prevalence
cross-sectional, South Africa of and factors associated
—(Pretoria) with girls’ experience and
boys’ perpetration of Intimate
IPV

18 Pearlman DN, Dunn HK,
2016, cross-sectional, USA

(Rhode Island)

(Il To examine overlapping
forms of peer and dating
abuse from a gendered
perspective

19 Reidy DE, et al, 2016, | To assess gender differences
cross-sectional, USA (Texas) of adolescents reporting TDV
and the frequency of TDV at
multiple age points
20Calvete E et al,, 2016, 1,1 To assess the role of the
cohort. Spain (Bizkaia) social information processing

(SIP) in dating aggression.

21 Diaz-Aguado MJ, Mar- | To establish a typology of

tinez R, 2015, cross- male adolescents to contrib-
sectional, Spain ute to prevent gender vio-
lence

22 Reidy DE et al, 2015, | To assess self-perceptions of
cross-sectional, USA (Michi- gender role discrepancy and
gan) history of TDV.
23 Gressard LA et al, |

2015, cross-sectional, USA.

To determine whether the
gender inequality index (Gll)
correlates with levels of TDV

victimization.

24 Coker Al et al, 2014, 1L To estimate the prevalence

cross-sectional, USA (Ken- rates of TDV by demograph-
tucky) ic factors and other forms of
interpersonal violence

25 Taylor BG, Mumford | To examine the national
EA., 2016, cross-sectional, prevalence rate of adoles-

USA cent relationship abuse (ARA)

26 Messinger AM et al, |
2014, cross-sectional, USA
(New York)

To test in adolescents the
Johnson's intimate partner
violence (IPV) typology in

adults

SAMPLE

3,755 grade

8 learners

6,390 stu-
dents from 9t

to 12t grades

1,149 teens
ages 11 to

17 years

1,272 sec-
ondary stu-
dents (653
girls, 619
boys)
4,147 boys
aged 14 to
18 years

589 male

adolescents

413,583 high
school stu-

dents.

14,190 high
school stu-

dents

1,804 teens —
12 to 18-

years old

493 female
high school

students

RESULTS/CONCLUSIONS

The prevalence of IPV experience by girls was 30.9%
and perpetration by boys was 39.5%. The factors
associated with girls' experience of IPV include child-
hood violence, gender inequitable attitudes, and cor-
poral punishment, among others.

Almost half of the students reported peer two or more
forms of violence. Bullying was the most prevalent form
of abuse (97.1%), followed by homophobic teasing
(52.7%) and teen dating violence (40.9%).

The data suggest that at specific times during adoles-
cence, boys among high-risk populations may be equal-
ly at risk for victimization. However, the psychological
consequences (fear) are greater for girls.

Girls presented higher rates of psychological aggres-
sion, whereas boys presented higher rates of sexual
aggression. Hostile attribution, anger and aggressive

response access are correlated factors in TDV.

4 groups were identified: non-violent adolescent boys,
boys who isolate and control their partners; boys who
exert medium-level of abuse and boys who frequently
engage in all types of violence.

Boys who experience stress about being perceived as
"sub-masculine” may be more likely to engage in sexual
violence as a means of demonstrating their masculinity
to self and/or others.

The prevalence of physical TDV victimization ranged
from 7.0% to 14.8%, and the prevalence of sexual
ADYV victimization ranged from 7.8% to 13.8%. The G|
was significantly associated with the state prevalence of

female physical ADV victimization.

Rates of DV victimization and perpetration were highest
among females, those receiving free or reduced-price
meals, those not exclusively attracted to the opposite
sex, students reporting parental or guardian partner
violence, binge drinking, and bullying.

69% of respondents reported lifetime ARA victimization
and 63% perpetration. Psychological abuse was the
most common and 12% reported perpetration physical
abuse and/or sexual abuse. Gender differences were
observed.

The results suggest that the pattern of adolescent IPV
differs substantially from that of adult IPV and that a
relationship-level typology provided additional clarity

in categorizing this pattern.
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Table 1 (Cont.) : Revised papers that gave rise primarily to category I.

AUTHOR/YEAR/DESIGN/ CAT

LOCAL
29 Mahmoud AM et al, |
2016, cross-sectional, Egypt

30 Nagamatsu M et al, |

2016, cross sectional, Japan

34 Ahonen L, Loeber I,

R.2016, cohort, USA (Pitts-
burg)

35 Boafo IM, et al, 2014, |
cross-sectional, South Africa

(Capetown)

36 Luo F et al, 2014, co- |
hort, USA

37 Martin-Storey A, 2015, |
cross-sectional, USA (Mas-

sachusetts)

OBJECTIVES

To assess the knowledge,
attitudes and practices of
adolescents in Upper Egypt
on domestic gender-based
violence-GBV

To investigate factors associ-
ated with the ability of stu-
dents to recognize dating
violence

To investigate possible under-
lying factors for involvement
in TDV" either as a perpetra-
tor or a victim

To examine the relationship
between TDV and self-

efficacy for delayed sex

To examine whether sexual
minority youths (SMYS) are at
increased risk for TDV

To assess the prevalence of

TDV of sexual minority status

SAMPLE

400 boys and
girls aged
11-16 years

3,050 stu-
dents aged
from 13 to 15
years

2,450 female

adolescents

3,655 stu-
dents aged
12t0 17
years
62,861 ado-

lescents

12,984 ado-
lescents ages

14-18 years

*TDV: Teen Dating Violence; ** IPV: Intimate Partner Violence; *** RR: Relative Risk

Table 2: Revised papers that mainly gave rise to category Il.

AU- CAT

THOR/YEAR/DESIGN/LO
CAL

15 Foshee VA et al, Il
2016, cross-sectional,

USA (North Caroline)

16 Roman NV, Frantz Il
JM., 2013, cross-
sectional, Africa (7 coun-

tries)

19 Reidy DE et al 2016a, I
cross-sectional, USA

(Texas)

27Aho N et al, 2016, I, 1

cross-sectional, Sweden

OBJECTIVES

To test risk factors for the
TDV, bullying, and sexual
harassment (SH) among
adolescents who had been
exposed to domestic vio-
lence

To establish the preva-
lence of IPV and the impli-
cations of exposure on

adolescents in Africa

To identify distinct classes
of adolescents that commit
TDV and assess differ-
ences on behaviors

To measure the preva-
lence of victimizing events

and of poly-victimization

J Inj Violence Res. 2019 July; 11(2): 137-147. doi: 10.5249/ jivr.v11i2.1061

SAMPLE

399 mother
and their

adolescents

7 epidemio-
logical stud-

ies

1,149 ado-
lescents with
violence
exposure
5,960 high
schools stu-
dents (aged
17)

RESULTS/CONCLUSIONS

The proportion of adolescents who could identify certain
practices as forms of GBV was low. 65.6% of study
participants could correctly identify the legal age of
marriage as 18 years, yet only 22.0% identified earlier
ages of marriage as a form of domestic GBV.

Boys and girls with more knowledge of dating violence,
who focused on an equal dating relationship showed a

greater ability to recognize the signs of dating violence.

Results show a moderately strong association between
parents' negative emotion regulation and their daugh-

ters' involvement in serious dating violence.

The result revealed that there was a significant associa-
tion between self-efficacy for delayed sex and socio-

economic status, but this link decreased with age.

SMYs have significantly increased odds of TDV com-
pared with non-SMYs.

The results supported a higher prevalence of dating
violence among sexual minority youth. This vulnerability
varied considerably across gender, sexual minority
identity and the gender of sexual partners, but general-
ly persisted when accounting for the mediating varia-

bles.

RESULTS/CONCLUSIONS

70 % of the adolescents reported perpetrating at
least one of the 3 forms of aggression. Poor con-
flict management skills was a risk for bullying and
SH, but not TDV; acceptance of dating violence
was a risk for dating violence and bullying, but
not SH.

The prevalence of IPV in African countries ranged
from approximately 26.5% to 48%. All studies
reported exposure to family violence during
childhood.

The largest class of students was nonviolent on all
indices ("nonaggressors") and the smallest class of
students demonstrated high probability of nearly
all indices of TDV ("multiform aggressors").
84.1% of the students had experienced victimiza-
tion during their lifetime, and 10.3% were cate-

gorized as poly-victims.
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Table 2 (Cont.): Revised papers that mainly gave rise to category Il.

AUTHOR/YEAR/
DESIGN/LOCAL

33 Earnest AA, Brady
SS., 2016, cross-sectional,
USA (Minnesota)

38 Copp JE et al, 2015,
cross-sectional. USA
(Ohio)

39 Ellis WE, Wolfe DA,
2015, cross-sectional,

Canada

41 Reyes HL et al , 2015,
cohort. USA.

42 Viejo C et al, 2016,
cross-sectional, Spain and

United Kingdom

43 Cascardi M., 2016,
cohort, USA.

44Temple JR et dl,
2016aq, cohort, USA

(Texas)

45 Mumford EA et al,
2016, cohort, USA.

46 Temple JR, et al,,
2016b, cohort, USA

(Texas)

* TDV: Teen Dating Violence; ** IPV: Intimate Partner Violence; *** RR: Relative Risk

CAT

I 1

I, 11l

I, 11l

OBJECTIVES

To examine whether being
a victim of violence in the
household and feeling
unsafe at school are asso-
ciated with TDV

To examine the role of
anger and depression in
the association between
neighborhood disad-
vantage and IPV.

To examine the relation-
ship between reported
bullying and TDV

To examined whether
social control and violence
in other contexts moderate
the associations between
substance abuse and TDV
To examine and compare
the prevalence and char-
acteristics of physical
dating violence among
young people in England
and Spain

To examine whether psy-
chological distress medi-
ated the violence in child-
hood and early adoles-
cence and TDV in young
adulthood

To examine whether
abuse perpetration medi-
ates the acceptance of
dating violence and men-
tal health

To investigate whether
there are distinguishable
parenting profiles with
youth's attitudes about

abusive dating behavior

To examine whether da-
ting abuse in one context
predicts

cyber dating

abuse.

Journal homepage: http://wwuw.jivresearch.org

SAMPLE

75,590
ninth-and
twelfth
grade

students

1,321 stu-

dents

585 teens,
with dating

experience

1,920 stu-

dents

England
(199) and
Spain (200)
teens aged
1510 18

532 female

adolescents

1,042 ethni-
cally diverse

students

1,117 par-
ent-youth
dyads (ages
12-18

years)

780 adoles-
cents
(58% fe-

male)

RESULTS/CONCLUSIONS

Significant differences were found by gender,
grade, ethnicity, and free /reduced price lunch
status. Being a victim of violence in the household
and feeling unsafe at school, and low perceived
care by parents were strongly associated with
dating violence victimization.

The anger and depressive symptoms partially
explain the association between neighborhood
disadvantage and IPV. The associations between
disadvantage, disorder, and IPV depend on re-
spondent's level of anger.

Bullying positively predicted dating violence per-
petration and victimization. Self-reported bullying
also predicted observations of lower relationship
support and higher withdrawal.

Physical dating violence perpetration increased at
time points when heavy alcohol and hard drug use
were elevated; these associations were weaker
when neighborhood social control was higher and
stronger when family violence was higher.
Approximately 23% of young people reported
victimization and 30% reported perpetrating
physical dating violence. In both countries, most of
those involved in physical dating violence report-

ed involvement in reciprocal violence.

Psychological distress may play a causal role in
the relationship of violence in the home to TDV.
Interventions targeting psychological distress,
particularly in samples at risk for child maltreat-
ment, may reduce the risk of dating violence vic-
timization.

Acceptance of dating violence is a risk factor for
negative psychological outcomes among adoles-
cents who

perpetrate psychological abuse

Youth in the "Positive Parenting" class were signif-
icantly less likely 1 year later to be tolerant of
violence against boyfriends under any conditions
as well as less likely to perpetrate adolescent
relationship abuse or to be a victim of adolescent
relationship abuse.

Traditional and cyber abuse were positively asso-
ciated. Cyber abuse perpetration in the previous
year predicted cyber abuse perpetration 1 year

later.
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Table 3: Revised papers that mainly gave rise to category lll.

AU- CAT OBJECTIVES
THOR/YEAR/DESIGN/L

OCAL

32 Alleyne-Green B et 1, 1,1 To explored the relationship
al, 2016, cross-sectional, between of biological fathers
USA and the sexual risk behaviors

and dating violence of ado-

lescent girls
50 Martz DM et al, 1} To examine the association
2016, cross sectional. between physical and sexual
USA (North Caroline) IPV** and other risk factors
51 Whisman MA, et al., 1] To examine the associations
2014, cross-sectional, between intimate relationship
USA involvement, intimate relation-

ship quality, and psychiatric

disorders
52 Zaha R et al, 2013, 1] To explored the relationship
cross-sectional, USA between adolescent sub-
(Hawaii) stance use and intimate part-

ner violence (IPV).

53 McNaughton Reyes 1] To examine proximal and

HL et al, 2014, cohort, time-varying relations be-

USA (North Caroline) tween drug use and physical
dating aggression

54Baker CK., 2016, 1} To examine the context in

qualitative analisys, USA which occur two health asso-

(Hawaii) ciated problems: adolescent

dating violence (ADV) and

substance use

SAMPLE RESULTS/CONCLUSIONS
879 female The more TDV an adolescent girl experiences, the less
adolescents likely she is engaged in healthy sexual behaviors. TDV

was directly associated with risky sexual behaviors
among sexual experimented adolescents girls, particu-
larly non-White girls.
1,003 high Each form of IPV was associated with greater risk for
school students depression and suicidal behaviors, substance use, risky

ok

sexual behaviors. RR™* tended to be more robust and

statistically significant for females compared with

males.
1,566 adoles- The prevalence of mood, anxiety, substance use disor-
cents ders, and several specific disorders were significantly
in a serious associated with (a) being married or involved in a
intimate rela- serious relationship; and (b) reporting more negative
tionship relationship quality.
4,364 public IPV victimization and substance use are prevalent
school students among Hawai'i youth. Odds ratio calculations indicat-

ed that substance use is associated with an increased
likelihood of reporting IPV victimization.
2,455 students Proximal effects of marijuana use on dating aggres-
attending sion were found for girls and proximal effects of hard

drug use on dating aggression were found for boys.

8 sex-specific Adolescents use alcohol and/or drugs at the start of
focus groups the dating relationship and after the relationship
with 39 high ended as a way to cope with the breakup. Alcohol
school students and drugs were also used throughout to cope with

being in an abusive relationship.

*TDV: Teen Dating Violence; ** IPV: Infimate Partner Violence; *** RR: Relative Risk

| - ADV-related vulnerabi lities

The concept of vulnerability applied to health
emerged and gained momentum in the 1990s in the
face of the HIV/AIDS epidemic.2° It refers to a set of
aspects, not only individual, but also collective and so-
cial that lead to greater susceptibility to illness. In the
analysis of papers in this bibliographic review, we ob-
served that certain vulnerabilities, similar to those ob-
served in the HIV/AIDS epidemic, are identified as
ADV-related, including gender inequality, low age, ra-
cial discrimination, homophobia and poverty.

Among these factors, what stands out the most in the
reviewed works is gender inequality. This feature un-
derpins the patriarchal culture, in which the social roles
played by men and women are assigned different
powers. Men are domineering and women dominated,
which makes men naturally aggressive and strong, and

women, in turn, fragile and helpless. Oftentimes, this
domination relationship that justifies violence in certain
situations is not perceived even in cases of physical
abuse that are sometimes considered normal in a dating
relationship.3

The patriarchal culture favors the boys’ perpetration
of violence, because when they feel their virilities
threatened, they try to impose themselves by violent
means and consider this violence of lesser importance.?!
Thus, gender inequality is a risk factor for violence
against women in this age group.?223

The revised papers reveal that both boys and girls
are ADV victims and perpetrators, with prevalence var-
ying according to the stage of adolescence. In some
phases of adolescence, women are more perpetrators
of physical and psychological violence than men,2425
differing from the characteristics of intimate partner

J Inj Violence Res. 2019 July; 11(2): 137-147. doi: 10.5249/ jivr.v11i2.1061
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violence in adulthood.?¢ However, as for sexual vio-
lence, they are the main victims. Although reciprocal
involvement in violence is pointed out as the most com-
mon pattern of ADV, the consequences are always
worse for girls.14.27.28

Gender violence, such as early marriage, abusive
sexual behavior, deprivation of work and inheritance
and the impediment of family visits2? is trivialized or
unrecognized in certain cultures. On the other hand, in
cultures where this is recognized, ADV is less frequent,
just as adolescents have more conservative sexual be-
havior and more egalitarian relationships.3°

Racial discrimination, poverty and heterosexism are
vulnerabilities found in the studies analyzed that were
associated to ADV. The World Conference Against Rac-
ism held in Durban in 20013' stresses the importance
articulating between gender discrimination, racism,
homophobia and class exploitation, common oppressions
in the international globalization context. Alleyne-Green
et al’2 observed that ADV is particularly more likely in
non-white girls.

A higher prevalence of ADV among non-whites was
also found by Earnest et al®3 in a study with 75,590
students. Some papers have shown that ADV is more
prevalent in poverty contexts, especially in African
Americans and among couples of sexual minority.!7:34.35
The higher rate of violence in same-gender couples in
some studies leads to a reflection on the weight of het-
erosexism and homophobia in the context of social vul-

nerability for the occurrence of ADV.18:36.37

Il - Circularity of Violence

Violence in other contexts, such as in the family and
in the neighborhood seems to be related to ADV,!5:38.39
corroborating with the idea of circularity of violence
brought by some authors.4%4! It is observed that struc-
tural violence of society that denies citizenship to some
social groups is also related to community, intrafamily
and interpersonal violence. It occurs in circular fashion in
the diverse environments of adolescents’ socialization,
dating relationships, family and friends.? Patterns of
social interaction learned throughout life may predict
future violent behavior in intimate relationships. Howev-
er, not all who are exposed to violence become aggres-
sive adolescents.'” Cultural factors influence the emer-
gence of ADV. A study conducted in United Kingdom
and Spain revealed similar ADV rates in both countries.
However, severe forms are more common in Spain, since
in this country, milder expressions of violence are widely
accepted as a normal event.42

Part of the studies of this review evidences an asso-
ciation between hostile treatment, anger and aggressive

responses and ADV.2* Other studies have shown cor-
poral punishment in the family and at school as ADV-
associated factors.’* ADV-bullying was a frequent find-
ing.!7.18

The history of ill-treatment in childhood, witnessing
intrafamily violence, poor care provided by parents
and feeling insecure at school are found in several stud-
ies as strongly associated with ADV.16:32-34

Psychological distress may be the causal role in the
relationship between domestic violence and victimization
in adolescence dating.*® In addition, ADV can create a
relationship pattern that persists in adulthood.?* The
ADV rate is high among adolescents, estimated at 70%
in a study with 299 mothers who were victims of domes-
tic violence and their adolescent children. Adolescents
reported perpetrating at least one of three dating
abuse types.'> On the other hand, adolescents with a
good family relationship, in which both parents are pre-
sent, engage less in ADV and are less likely to tolerate
or perpetrate some kind of violence in intimate relation-
ships.2745 ADV perpetration is also lower when adoles-
cents have more propositional peer networks and
neighborhood social control“'.The quality of the neigh-
borhood is itself a contextual factor that can influence
the emotional well-being of individuals. The bad neigh-
borhood obijective conditions, including poverty and
instability of residence cause emotional distress that can
increase the probability of ADV.38

Another context associated to ADV identified in pa-
pers was that of virtual violence.#¢ The popularity of
using text messages, social media and Internet among
adolescents can create opportunities for dating violence
through virtual media. It includes attitudes such as moni-
toring, control, harassment or verbal and emotional
abuse of a partner through technology, cell phones,
threatening text or voice messages, or online publica-

tions of insulting content.

lll- ADV-associated health problems

As mentioned in previous categories, the worst con-
sequences of ADV are endured by females, and femici-
deis the most serious, the murder of women committed
by men, typical of patriarchal regime, in which they are
subjected to their control.> Murder is one of the leading
causes of death in young women and adolescents in the
United States.*” However, none of the papers in this
review focused on this serious and relevant issue. No
studies were also found to relate ADV to suicide, anoth-
er severe event in which a significant gender differen-
tial is evidenced, and women and sexual minorities are
the most frequent victims. 4849
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The consequences of ADV observed in the studies and substance use as a means of dealing with the dis-
analyzed were low self-esteem, depressive symptoms, ruption of the love relationship.4
psychiatric disorders, drug abuse, risky sexual behavior
and low academic performance.'83250 The more intense Final Considerations
the violence, the greater the prevalence of severe psy- This review evidences that the phenomenon of ADV
chiatric disorders common in adolescents. The association is complex since it involves multiple causes of an individ-
between psychiatric disorders and ADV varies with age, ual, social and cultural nature that require intersectoral
and the strength of the association decreased in magni- actions to address it. The revised studies further clarify
tude with age.’' The acceptance of psychological abuse the potential health impairments resulting from ADV.
seems to mediate the association between ADV and However, it is worth highlighting the lack of research on
psychiatric disorders such as depression, anxiety and homicides of adolescent and young women that could
hostility.** The heavy consumption of alcoholic beverag- reveal other relevant angles of the problem to public
es and other drugs is associated with an increased per- health. The main recommendation of this review is the
petration of physical violence in dating.#! Copp?38 identi- urgent and essential need of preventive actions that
fied that symptoms of anger and depression are found focus on the deconstruction of current cultural patterns of
in cases of intimate partner violence associated with the gender based on the revival of its history, in order to
disadvantageous neighborhood. support emancipatory and liberating pedagogical ap-
ADV is related to the use of chemical substances.>? proaches to be implemented early in schools, involving
This association is found when both partners are drug families and the community.
users, when only one is a drug user and with different
types of drugs (alcoholic beverages, marijuana).>® In Funding: None.
some studies, there was an intersection between ADV Competing interests: None declared.

Ethical approval: Not required.

References

1. Offenhaver P, Buchalter A. Teen dating violence: a literature review and annotated bibliography. Washington, DC: National Institute of Jus-
tice201 1. http://www.ncjrs.gov/App /publications/abstract.aspx2ID=257349, accessed 25 November 2017.

2. Minayo MCS, Assis SG, Njaine K. Amor e violéncia: um paradoxo das relagdes de namoro e do 'ficar' entre jovens brasileiros. Rio de Janeiro, Ed.
Fiocruz, 2011.

3. Barros CRS, Schairber LB. Intimate partner violence reported by female and male users of healthcare units. Rev Saude Publica. 2017; 51: 7.

4. Exner-Cortens D, Eckernrode J, Rothman E. Longitudinal associations between teen dating violence victmization and adverse health outcomes. Pedi-

atrics. 2013 Jan;131(1):71-8.

5. Meneghel SN, Portella AO. Femicides: concepts, types and scenarios. Cien Saidde Colet. 2017;22(9):3077-86.

6. Taquette SR. Violence between partners in adolescence. Adolesc Saude. 2009; 6(2):6-12.

7. Leen E, Sorbring E, Mawer M, Holdsworth E, Helsing B, Bowen E. Prevalence, dynamic risk factors and the efficacy of primary interventions for ado-
lescent dating violence: an international review. Aggression and Violent Behavior. 2013;18(1):159-74.

8. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Injury Prevention and Control Division of Violence Prevention Understanding Teen Dating Violence. CDC
2016. https://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/pdf /teen-dating-violence-factsheet-a.pdf, accessed 11October 2017.

9. Barros C, Schraiber LB, Franga-Junior |. Association between intimate partner violence against women and HIV infection. Rev Saude Piblica. 2011;
45(2):365-72.

10. Lopez V, Chesney-Lind M, Foley J. Relationship power, control, and dating violence among Latina girls. Violence Against Women. 2012
Jun;18(6):681-90.

11. Foshee VA, Reyes LM, Agnew-Brune CB, Simon TR, Vagi KJ, Lee RD et al. The effects of the evidence-based Safe Dates dating abuse prevention
program on other youth violence outcomes. Prev Sci. 2014 Dec;15(6):907-16.

12. Murta SG, Santos BRP, Nobre LA, Aradjo IF, Miranda AAV, Rodrigues IO, Franco CTP. Prevengéo & violéncia no namoro e promogéo de ha-

bilidades de vida em adolescentes. Psicologia USP. 2013; 24(2):263-88.

13. Minayo MCS. Qualitative analysis: theory, steps and reliability. Cien Saude Colet. [online] 2012; 17(3):621-26.

14. Shamu S, Gevers A, Mahlangu BP, JamaShai PN, Chirwa ED, Jewkes RK. Prevalence and risk factors for intimate partner violence among Grade 8

learners in urban South Africa: baseline analysis from the Skhokho Supporting Success cluster randomised controlled ftrial. Int Health. 2016

Jun;8(] ):] 8-26.

J Inj Violence Res. 2019 July; 11(2): 137-147. doi: 10.5249/ jivr.v11i2.1061 Journal homepage: http:// www.jivresearch.org


http://www.jivresearch.org/
https://www.ncjrs.gov/App/Publications/abstract.aspx?ID=257349
https://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/pdf/teen-dating-violence-factsheet-a.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.5249/jivr.v11i2.1061

146  Injury & Violence Taquette SR & Maia Monteiro DL

15. Foshee VA, McNaughton Reyes HL, Chen MS, Ennett ST, Basile KC, DeGue S, et al. Shared risk factors for the perpetration of physical dating vio-
lence, bullying, and sexual harassment among adolescents exposed to domestic violence. J Youth Adolesc. 2016 Apr;45(4):672-686.

16. Roman NV, Frantz JM. The prevalence of intfimate partner violence in the family: a systematic review of the implications for adolescents in Africa.
Fam Pract. 2013 Jun;30(3):256-65.

17. Coker AL, Clear ER, Garcia LS, Asaolu 10, Cook-Craig PG, Brancato CJ, et al. Dating violence victimization and perpetration rates among high
school students. Violence Against Women. 2014 Oct;20(10):1220-38.

18. Pearlman DN, Dunn HK. Exploring the co-occurrence of bullying victimization, homophobic teasing and teen dating violence: Implications for pre-
vention programs. R | Med J (2013). 2016 Aug 1;99(8):43-5.

19. Reidy DE, Ball B, Houry D, Holland KM, Valle LA, Kearns MC, et al. In search of teen dating violence typologies. J Adolesc Health. 2016

Feb;58(2):202-7.

20. Mann JM, Tarantola DJM. From vulnerability to human rights. In: Mann JM &Tarantola DJM (org). AIDS in World Il. Global Dimensions, Social

Roots, and Responses. New York: Oxford University Press, 1996:463-76.

21. Diaz-Aguado MJ, Martinez R. Types of adolescent male dating violence against women, self-esteem, and justification of dominance and aggres-
sion. J Interpers Violence. 2015 Sep;30(15):2636-58.

22. Reidy DE, Smith-Darden JP, Cortina KS, Kernsmith RM, Kernsmith PD. Masculine discrepancy stress, teen dating violence, and sexual violence per-
petration among adolescent boys. J Adolesc Health. 2015 Jun;56(6):619-24.

23. Gressard LA, Swahn MH, Tharp AT. A first look at gender inequality as a societal risk factor for dating violence. Am J Prev Med. 2015
Sep;49(3):448-57.

24. Calvete E, Orue |, Gamez-Guadix M, Lépez de Arroyabe E. Social information processing in dating conflicts: reciprocal relationships with dating
aggression in a one-year prospective study. J Interpers Violence. 2016 Apr;31(7):1159-83.

25. Taylor BG, Mumford EA. A national descriptive portrait of adolescent relationship abuse: results from the national survey on teen relationships and
intimate violence. J Interpers Violence. 2016 Mar;31(6):963-88.

26. Messinger AM, Fry DA, Rickert VI, Catallozzi M, Davidson LL. Extending Johnson's intimate partner violence typology: lessons from an adolescent
sample. Violence Against Women. 2014 Aug;20(8):948-71.

27. Aho N, Gren-Landell M, Svedin CG. The prevalence of potentially victimizing events, poly-victimization, and its association to sociodemographic
factors: a swedish youth survey. J Interpers Violence. 2016 Feb;31(4):620-51.

28. Reidy DE, Kearns MC, Houry D, Valle LA, Holland KM, Marshall KJ. Dating violence and injury among youth exposed to violence. Pediatrics. 2016
Feb;137(2):e20152627.

29. Mahmoud Ael D. Knowledge, attitudes and practices of adolescents in Upper Egypt on gender-based violence, with a focus on early girls' mar-
riage. J Egypt Public Health Assoc. 2015 Sep;90(3):109-14.

30. Nagamatsu M, Hamada Y, Hara K. Factors associated with recognition of the signs of dating violence by Japanese junior high school students. En-

viron Health Prev Med. 2016 Jan;21(1):9-17.

31. Blackwell M, Naber N. Interseccionalidade em uma era de globalizagéio: as implicagdes da conferéncia mundial contra o racismo para préticas
feministas transnacionais. Rev Estud Fem. 2002; 10(1):189-98.

32. Alleyne-Green B, Grinnell-Davis C, Clark TT, Quinn CR, Cryer-Coupet QR. father involvement, dating violence, and sexual risk behaviors among a
national sample of adolescent females. J Interpers Violence. 2016 Mar;31(5):810-30.

33. Earnest AA, Brady SS. Dating violence victimization among high school students in Mnnesota: associations with family violence, unsafe schools, and
resources for support. J Interpers Violence. 2016 Feb;31(3):383-406.

34. Ahonen L, Loeber R. Dating violence in teenage girls: parental emotion regulation and racial differences. Crim Behav Ment Health. 2016
Oct;26(4):240-250.

35. Boafo IM, Dagbanu EA, Asante KO. Dating violence and self-efficacy for delayed sex among adolescents in Cape Town, South Africa. Afr J Re-
prod Health. 2014 Jun;18(2):46-57.

36. Luo F, Stone DM, Tharp AT. Physical dating violence victimization among sexual minority youth. Am J Public Health. 2014 Oct;104(10):e66-73.

37. Martin-Storey A. Prevalence of dating violence among sexual minority youth: variation across gender, sexual minority identity and gender of sex-
val partners. J Youth Adolesc. 2015 Jan;44(1):211-24.

38. Copp JE, Kuhl DC, Giordano PC, Longmore MA, Manning WD. Intimate partner violence in neighborhood context: The roles of structural disad-
vantage, subjective disorder, and emotional distress. Soc Sci Res. 2015 Sep;53:59-72.

39. Ellis WE, Wolfe DA. Bullying Predicts Reported Dating Violence and Observed Qualities in Adolescent Dating Relationships. J Interpers Violence.
2015 Oct;30(17):3043-64.

40. Oliveira QBM, Assis SG, Njaine K, Pires TO. Adolescent dating in Brazil: the circularity of psychological violence in different relationship contexts.
Cien Saude Colet. 2014; 19(3): 707-18.

Journal homepage: http://www.jivresearch.org J Inj Violence Res. 2019 July; 11(2): 137-147. doi: 10.5249/ jivr.v11i2.1061


http://www.jivresearch.org/
http://dx.doi.org/10.5249/jivr.v11i2.1061

Taquette SR & Maia Monteiro DL Injury & Violence 147

41. Reyes HL, Foshee VA, Tharp AT, Ennett ST, Bauer DJ. Substance use and physical dating violence: the role of contextual moderators. Am J Prev
Med. 2015 Sep;49(3):467-75.

42. Viejo C, Monks CP, Sanchez V, Ortega-Ruiz R. Physical dating violence in Spain and the United Kingdom and the importance of relationship quali-
ty. J Interpers Violence. 2016 May;31(8):1453-75.

43. Cascardi M. From violence in the home to physical dating violence victimization: the mediating role of psychological distress in a prospective study

of female adolescents. J Youth Adolesc. 2016 Apr;45(4):777-92.

44. Temple JR, Choi HJ, EImquist J, Hecht M, Miller-Day M, StuartGL, et al. Psychological abuse, mental health, and acceptance of dating violence
among adolescents. J Adolesc Health. 2016 Aug;59(2):197-202.

45. Mumford EA, Liu W, Taylor BG. Parenting profiles and adolescent dating relationship abuse: attitudes and experiences. J Youth Adolesc. 2016
May;45(5):959-72.

46. Temple JR, Choi HJ, Brem M, Wolford-Clevenger C, Stuart GL, Peskin MF, et al. The temporal association between traditional and cyber dating
abuse among adolescents. J Youth Adolesc. 2016b;45(2):340-9.

47. Glass N, Laughon K, Rutto C, Campbell J. Young adult intimate partner femicide: an exploratory study. Homicide Studies. 2008; 12(2):177-87.

48. Soler L, Segura A, Kirchner T, Forns M. Polyvictimization and risk for suicidal phenomena in a community sample of Spanish adolescents. Violence
Vict. 2013;28(5):899-912.

49. Mustanski B, Andrews R, Herrick A, Stall R, Schnarrs PW. A syndemic of psychosocial health disparities and associations with risk of attempting sui-
cide among young sexual minority men. Am J Public Health. 2014 Feb; 104(2):287-94.

50. Martz DM, Jameson JP, Page AD. Psychological health and academic success in rural Appalachian adolescents exposed to physical and sexual in-
terpersonal violence. Am J Orthopsychiatry. 2016;86(5):594-601.

51. Whisman MA, Johnson DP, Li A, Robustelli BL. Intfimate relationship involvement, intimate relationship quality, and psychiatric disorders in adoles-
cents. J Fam Psychol. 2014 Dec;28(6):908-14.

52. Zaha R, Helm S, Baker C, Hayes D. Intimate partner violence and substance use among Hawai'i youth: an analysis of recent data from the Hawai'i
Youth Risk Behavior Survey. Subst Use Misuse. 2013 Jan;48(1-2):11-20.

53. McNaughton Reyes HL, Foshee VA, Bauer DJ, Ennett ST. Proximal and time-varying effects of cigarette, alcohol, marijuana and other hard drug
use on adolescent dating aggression. J Adolesc. 2014 Apr;37(3):281-9.

54. Baker CK. Dating violence and substance use: exploring the context of adolescent relationships. J Interpers Violence. 2016 Mar;31(5):900-19.

J Inj Violence Res. 2019 July; 11(2): 137-147. doi: 10.5249/ jivr.v11i2.1061 Journal homepage: http:// www.jivresearch.org


http://www.jivresearch.org/
http://dx.doi.org/10.5249/jivr.v11i2.1061

Tag-e Bostan, Kermanshabh, Iran.


http://www.jivresearch.org/

	Causes and consequences of adolescent dating violence: a systematic review
	Introduction
	Methods
	Results and Discussion
	I - ADV-related vulnerabi lities
	II - Circularity of Violence
	III- ADV-associated health problems
	Final Considerations

	References


