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Intimate partner violence against women is a social problem affecting the rights of women in different countries.
The present study aimed to compare the public attitudes toward intimate partner violence against women and their
influencing factors in China and Spain. A sample of 506 participants completed questionnaires related to attitudes
toward intimate partner violence against women. Chinese participants demonstrated less awareness of the existence
and seriousness of the issue, but more proactive attitudes than Spanish participants did. We also found that culture,
gender, and age affected these attitudes directly and indirectly through gender equality attitudes. Our findings suggest
that promotion of legal reforms can improve social awareness and gender equality attitudes, which in turn changes public
attitudes toward intimate partner violence against women, while traditional gender roles and patriarchal society lead to
cultural legitimization of the violence, resulting in remained conservative attitudes.
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Las actitudes públicas hacia la violencia de pareja contra la mujer y los
factores influyentes en China y España
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La violencia de género es un problema social que afecta a los derechos fundamentales de las mujeres en distintos
países. El presente estudio compara las actitudes hacia la violencia de pareja contra la mujer y los factores relacionados
en China y España. Una muestra de 506 participantes cumplimentó varios cuestionarios relacionados con la actitud
hacia la violencia de género contra la mujer. Los participantes chinos fueron menos conscientes de la existencia y la
gravedad del problema pese a manifestar actitudes más proactivas que los españoles. También encontramos cómo la
cultura, el género y la edad influían directamente en estas actitudes, e indirectamente en la actitud hacia la igualdad
de género. Estos resultados sugieren que si bien las reformas legales pueden mejorar la conciencia social y las actitudes
hacia la igualdad de género, que a su vez cambia las actitudes públicas hacia la violencia de pareja contra la mujer, los
roles tradicionales y la sociedad patriarcal siguen manteniendo un patrón cultural violento facilitando actitudes más
conservadoras.

According to United Nations (2012), between 15% and 76% women
have been targeted for physical and/or sexual violence in their life-time worldwide, which makes violence against women become a serious social problem. The most common type of violence against women is violence perpetrated by a current or former intimate partner,
including physical, verbal, economic, or sexual violence, which 30% of
women have experienced when being in a relationship (World Health
Organization, 2013). For the purpose of this article, intimate partner
violence is used to define any form of physical, verbal, economic, or
sexual violence perpetrated by a current or former intimate partner,

a term used interchangeably in the literature with partner violence,
family violence, domestic violence etc. Despite cultural, social, and
economic differences, intimate partner violence against women (IPVAW) is an evident health and human rights issue across the world,
which can lead to negative impact on victims’ wellbeing, such as poor
sexual health, increased pain, and pharmaceutical prescription use
(e.g., Cerulli et al., 2012; García-Moreno et al., 2006; Humphreys &
Joseph, 2004; Moe & Bell, 2004). Besides, victims will also suffer from
mental health burden, including, but not limited to, depression and
post-traumatic stress disorder (e.g., Lutwak, 2018).
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With empirical research, risk factors of IPVAW have been identified, including mental health, problem, alcohol and substance use,
and unemployment (e.g., Reingle et al., 2014; Rode et al., 2015; van
Wijk & de Bruijn, 2016). Although these individual factors have been
showed to be related to perpetration of violence, macro-level factors
explain better why women are so persistently the target (Levinson,
1989; Schechter, 1982). Feminist scholars argue that IPVAW is rooted in patriarchal culture with male dominance, in which women
are considered as subordinate and dependent (Gilbert, 2002; Heise, 1998). Gender inequality and consequent power asymmetries
are believed to be the driving force behind IPVAW (Campbell, 1993;
Renzetti et al., 2011). In particular, those who believe in low status of
women and traditional belief of gender roles would be more likely to
en-gage in sexually aggressive activities (e.g., Archer, 2006; Berkel et
al., 2004; Ferrer-Pérez et al., 2006; Flood & Pease, 2009; Herrero et
al., 2017; Ozaki & Otis, 2017). Gender inequality exists not only in the
cultural domain, but also in economic, legal, and political domains
(Heise, 1994). For example, gender inequality may result in heterosexism in the justice system, victim blaming attitudes, and limited
access to education and employment, (e.g., Albertín et al., 2018; Ivert
et al., 2018; Korpi et al., 2013). Concerning factors from personal level
to macro level, Heise (1998) proposed an ecological model in which
personal, micro, and macro factors interact with each other, and specifically macro-level factors exert contextual effect on individuals.
Koenig et al. (2003) further suggested that factors such as socioeconomic development and levels of overall crime will influence IPVAW
both directly and indirectly through the impact on gender inequality.
In addition to research on prevalence and risk factors of IPVAW
(e.g., Breiding et al., 2014; Devries et al., 2013; Gracia & Herrero,
2006), researchers have also focused on IPVAW related public atti-tudes (e.g., Li et al., 2017; Lin et al., 2016; Nabors & Jasinski, 2009; Sun
et al., 2012; Waltermaurer, 2012; Wu et al., 2013). Attitudes toward
IPVAW have been demonstrated to play a crucial role in predicting
perpetration of IPVAW, women decision making capacity, and how
the community and legal enforcement respond to violence (e.g.,
Flood & Pease, 2006; Rodriguez et al., 2018). At individual level, researchers pointed out that attitudes toward IPVAW can be influenced
by gender, socio-economic status, age etc. (Mouzos & Makkai, 2006;
Taylor & Mouzos, 2006). At macro-social level, absence of legal enforcement, gender inequality, traditional gender roles, and victim
blaming attitudes may result in neglecting or justifying IPVAW (e.g.,
Bosch-Fiol & Ferrer-Pérez, 2012; Peter & Drobnič, 2013; Zakar et al.,
2013). Furthermore, even in the same region with a similar justice
system, individuals from diverse cultural background would hold
different attitudes regarding IPVAW, such as denial or acceptance of
violence, because of the patriarchal social order of their culture (e.g.,
Erez, 2002; Yim, 2006).
Unlike western countries where research on IPVAW has been
carried on since the 1970s, Chinese researchers started focusing on
such issue after the 1980s. Under Confucian influence, Chinese men
have greater access to resources and decision-making power and use
violence as a means for maintaining power, privilege, and control in
Asian culture (Hollander, 2005). Patriarchy, which emphasizes women’s subservience to men, such as father and husband, results in
the persistence of gender inequality. Over the past few years, IPVAW
has surfaced as a serious public health concern due to the gendered
norms and beliefs of traditional Chinese culture (Tang & Lai, 2008).
In responding to greater concern about the problem, the government passed the Anti-Domestic Violence Law, which prohibits any
form of violence among married couples as well as unmarried cohabitators. Since then, women suffering from violence could appeal
to law. However, because of ignorance or minimization of violence
reporting and limited law resources to implement actual protections,
many women primarily use personal or informal resources (He & Ng,
2013; Wang, 2013; Yang et al., 2019). In addition, Chinese were more
likely to believe that women should be held responsible for preven-

ting rape, and violence could be justified in certain situations, such as
a wife’s sexual infidelity (e.g., Lee et al., 2005; Yoshioka et al., 2001).
Turning to Spain, despite increased social awareness of IPVAW
issue, few cases of IPVAW reached a judicial decision until the
issuance of Organic Law 1/2004 (Gobierno de España, 2004;
Menéndez et al., 2013; Roggeband, 2012). Since then, like many
other European countries, the justice system introduced several
important measures which made IPVAW more visible to the public,
and consequently most Spanish people consider IPVAW unacceptable
in all circumstances and always punishable by law (Ferrer-Pérez
& Bosch-Fiol, 2014; Orts, 2019; Schmal & Camps, 2008). Even so,
the number of IPVAW increased gradually and many women still
decided not to report violence in recent years (Instituto Nacional de
Estadística, 2017; Londoño et al., 2017). Researchers also found that
under the influence of honor culture, people from Mediterranean
countries, Arabic countries, and Latin countries are more likely to
demonstrate a traditional attitude toward gender role which leads to
patriarchal society to control and discriminate women (Canto et al.,
2014; Cihangir, 2013). Albertín et al. (2018) further uncovered that
gender inequality in the Spanish criminal system, such as masculine
sexual power and heterosexism, cause negative stereotyping of
female victims.
This article seeks to explore what makes people differ in attitudes toward IPVAW and how gender inequality, the important driving forces of IPVAW, affect people’ attitudes. As suggested by Heise
(1994), gender inequality is related to factors in both cultural and
legal domains. In response, the current study examines public attitudes toward IPVAW in two contexts, China and Spain, which have
in common a male dominant culture, but differ in the legal norms
related to IPVAW and recent social awareness. The first objective
of this paper is then to examine cultural influence on public attitudes toward IPVAW by examining and comparing cross-cultural
data from two countries. The second objective is to further explore
the influence of individual and cultural factors on attitudes toward
IPVAW through gender equality attitudes.

Method
Participants
The total sample included 506 participants from China and
Spain. Among the 255 Chinese participants (M = 25.90 years, SD
= 8.38 years), 79.61% of them were female, 87.74% had education
level higher than secondary school, and 45.10% had been in a
stable romantic relationship with average duration of 6.39 years.
Meanwhile, among the 251 Spanish participants (M = 27.35 years,
SD = 10.66 years), 71.43% of them were female, 80% had education
level higher than secondary school and 75.10% had been in a stable
romantic relationship with average duration of 6.50 years.

Instruments
Attitudes toward violence against women issue. To assess the
attitudes toward IPVAW, we adapted nine statements (e.g., “Violence
against women is a serious issue for our community”) from the survey
conducted by Taylor and Mouzos (2006). Participants responded on
a 5-point Likert scale ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree). For further analysis, we conducted an exploratory factor
analysis to divide these statements into factors. After comparing
1-factor, 2-factor, and 3-factor models we decided to divide the nine
items into three factors: IPVAW awareness(e.g., “Violence against women is common in our community”), attitudes towards victims (e.g.,
“People who experience intimate partner violence are reluctant to go
to the police”), and conservative attitudes (e.g., “Intimate partner violence is a private matter to be handled in the family”), which fit the
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data best (CFI = .971, TLI = .912, RMSEA = .087, 90% CI [0.066, 0.111]).
Then, we calculated the score of each factor by averaging responses of
corresponding three statements.
Tolerance for violence. We used nine statements (e.g., “Admits to
having sex with another man”) from Taylor and Mouzos’s (2006) survey to assess tolerance or justification for IPVAW. Participants were
asked to indicate their agreement with the statements on a 5-point
Likert scale from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree). We calculated the mean of the nine statements as score of tolerance. The
composite reliability coefficient of the tolerance for the violence scale
was .95, which supported internal consistency.
Definition of violence behavior. To measure definition of violence
behavior, we used another eight statements of IPVAW behavior (e.g., “If
one partner in a domestic relationship slaps or pushes the other partner
to cause harm or fear, is this a form of intimate partner violence?”) selected from the survey by Taylor and Mouzos (2006). Participants were
asked to define whether the described behavior was IPVAW or not and
to choose answer among 1 (no), 2 (yes, sometimes), 3 (yes, usually), and
4 (yes, always). After each statement, participants were also required
to regard how serious the behavior was by marking among 1 (not at
all serious), 2 (not that serious), 3 (quite serious), and 4 (very serious).
We summed and averaged all responses of the definition to obtain the
score. We also multiplied all responses of the definition by the corresponding seriousness responses and summed all scores. The coefficient
of the definition of violence behavior scale was .94.
Gender equality attitudes. To measure the gender equality
attitudes, we administrated the scales consisting of nine items
related to gendered norm (e.g., “Men need more sex than women
do”) and seven relation-power items (e.g., “A woman should be able
to talk openly about sex with her husband”; Underwood et al., 2014).
Participants were asked to respond to each item between 1 (disagree)
and 2 (agree). After reversing scores for statements that reflected
gender bias, responses were summed and averaged separately to
generate the scores of gender norm and relation power. A higher score
on gendered norm indicates acceptance of more equitable norms. A
higher score on the relation power represents more perceived agency
and control in the relationship (Nanda, 2011; Stephenson et al., 2012).
The composite reliability coefficient of the gender norm scale was .86
and the coefficient of the relation power scale was .71.

Procedure
We translated all instruments from English to Chinese and
Spanish following recommended translation and back-translation
procedures (International Test Commission, 2017). We recruited
the participants with a push out online method by posting research
information and survey link on social networking sites, such as
Twitter and Facebook, which were believed to attract more diverse
pool of recruits (Antoun et al., 2015). The post of the research was
visible to about 30 thousand potential participants. Once entering
the website of the survey, all participants were shown the informed
consent that participation was totally voluntary and confidential.
Only if they agreed to participate in the study voluntarily, the
questionnaire would continue. Participants needed to complete
several questions related to personal information, such as birth
date, gender, educational level etc. After personal information
section, there were four more sections related to IPVAW, including
attitudes toward IPVAW, tolerance for IPVAW, and definition of
IPVAW behavior, and gender equality attitudes. It took about 15
minutes to complete the whole questionnaire.

Data Analyses
After importing all data, we first examined the composite
reliability of each scale (Raykov, 1997; see values of reliability

in description of corresponding Instrument subsection). We
calculated mean and standard deviation of variables and compared
the differences between Chinese and Spanish participants through
a t-test. Based on correlation analyses, we examined the model
of attitudes toward IPVAW and the influencing factors with an
estimator of maximum likelihood. Language (i.e., 1 = Chinese,
2 = Spanish), gender (i.e., 1 = male, 2 = female), age, and gender
equality attitudes were examined as predictors of attitudes toward
IPVAW, tolerance for IPVAW, definition, and seriousness of IPVAW
behaviors. Within the model, we also examined the influence of
language and gender on gender equality attitudes. Goodness-of-fit
indices included comparative fit index (CFI), Tucker-Lewis index
(TLI), and root mean square error of approximation (RMSEA). For
quantitative data, CFI and TLI ≥ .90, and RMSEA ≤ .08 indicate
acceptable fit while CFI and TLI ≥ .95, and RMSEA ≤ .06 indicate
good fit (Kline, 2016).

Results
Cultural Differences of Attitudes toward IPVAW
Table 1 presents means, standard deviations, and comparison
of means between Chinese and Spanish participants. Chinese
participants showed less awareness of IPVAW issue than Spanish
participants. In particular, Chinese participants agreed less with
the statements that “violence against women is a serious issue
for our community” (attitude 1) and “violence against women
is common in our community” (attitude 2), but agreed more
with the statement that “intimate partner violence is a criminal
offence” (attitude 3). With respect to attitudes related to victims,
Chinese participants were less likely to understand the situation
of victims than Spanish participants. For example, Chinese
participants agreed more with “people who experience intimate
partner violence are reluctant to go to the police” (attitude 4) and
“it’s hard to understand why women stay in violent relationships”
(attitude 6), but disagreed with “most people ignore intimate
partner violence” (attitude 5). However, Chinese participants
demonstrated a less conservative attitude toward IPVAW than
Spanish participants. For instance, Chinese participants were
less likely to agree with “intimate partner violence is a private
matter to be handled in the family” (attitude 7), “intimate partner
violence rarely happens in wealthy neighborhoods” (attitude 8),
and “police now respond more quickly to IPVAW calls than they
did in the past” (attitude 9).
There were no statistically significant differences in tolerance
for IPVAW and definition of IPVAW behavior between Chinese and
Spanish participants. However, Chinese participants rated IPVAW
behaviors less serious than Spanish participants. Turning to gender
equality attitudes, Chinese participants showed slightly less acceptance of equitable norms and lower relation power than Spanish
participants.

Influencing Factors of Attitudes toward IPVAW
Model of attitudes and the influencing factors fit data well (CFI
= .999, TLI = .988, RMSEA = .031, 90% CI [0.000, 0.087]). As shown in
Figure 1, both language and gender positively predicted gendered
norm and relation power which were positively correlated with
each other. Gendered norm positively predicted awareness of
IPVAW issue, definition of IPVAW behaviors, and seriousness of
IPVAW behaviors, but negatively predicted conservative attitudes
and tolerance for IPVAW. Relation power was found to positively
predict awareness of IPVAW issue, definition of IPVAW behaviors,
and seriousness of IPVAW behaviors, and to negatively predict
tolerance for IPVAW. Moreover, language positively predicted
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Table 1. Descriptive Statistics and Mean Difference between Chinese and Spanish Participants
China

Spain

M

SD

M

ΔM

p

Awareness of issue

4.31

0.71

4.50

0.85

-0.18

.005

Attitude 1

4.28

0.97

4.55

0.94

-0.27

< .001
< .001

Variable

SD

Attitude 2

3.84

1.06

4.29

1.02

-0.45

Attitude 3

4.82

0.65

4.65

0.91

0.17

.008

3.85

0.75

3.59

0.71

0.26

< .001
< .001

Attitudes to victims
Attitude 4

4.02

0.90

3.53

0.93

0.49

Attitude 5

3.76

1.07

3.96

1.03

-0.20

.018

Attitude 6

3.76

1.25

3.27

1.26

0.49

< .001

Conservative attitudes

1.96

0.59

2.77

0.71

-0.81

< .001

Attitude 7

1.50

0.89

2.90

1.28

-1.40

< .001

Attitude 8

1.75

0.88

2.09

1.19

-0.34

< .001

Attitude 9

2.62

0.99

3.31

1.04

-0.68

< .001

Tolerance

1.22

0.54

1.26

0.70

-0.02

.328

Definition

3.31

0.65

3.24

1.00

0.07

.179

94.90

24.16

100.14

31.80

-5.24

.019

Gendered norm

1.94

0.10

1.96

0.09

-0.02

.021

Relation power

1.80

0.18

1.87

0.15

-0.06

<.001

Seriousness

Gendered norm

**

.11
*

.18**
*

.2

2*

.30***

*

.18
*

**

*
.15

Relation power

*
.16*

*
Attitudes related
to victims

.11*

-.1
0*

-.18***
.53***
Language

Awareness of
isssue

.11*

-.11**
-.15***

Gender

*

-.2
2*
**
-.1
1*
.16
**
.1
2*

.10*

Definition
of violence

**
*

*

.13**

*
.14

*

Tolerance
for violence

.21

Age

.08

Conservative
attitudes

Seriousness
of violence

Figure 1. Model of Attitudes toward IPVAW and Influencing Factors.
Note. Only paths of significant effect were showed in the figure. Dashed lines depict negative regression.
*p < .05, **p < .01, ***p < .001.

awareness of the issue, conservative attitude, and negatively
predicted attitude related to victims. Gender was found to be a
positive predictor of awareness of the issue, definition of IPVAW
behaviors, and seriousness of IPVAW behaviors, but also to be a
negative predictor of a conservative attitude and tolerance for
IPVAW. Age was only found to be significantly a positive predictor
of conservative attitudes.

Discussion
With the objective to explore how people differ in attitudes toward
IPVAW, the present study provides empirical results of individual and
cultural factors influencing attitudes through gender inequality. We
found that Chinese participants demonstrated less awareness of the
existence and seriousness of IPVAW than Spanish participants. We
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also found the direct impact of culture, gender, and age on attitudes
toward IPVAW, and the indirect impact of culture and gender through
gender equality attitudes.
Both Chinese and Spanish participants presented little tolerance for
IPVAW and defined most offensive conduct as IPVAW. Nevertheless,
similar to the results of comparative studies conducted in China
and the US (Li et al., 2017), Chinese participants were less aware of
the existence of violence and situation of victims and considered
violence behaviors less serious than Spanish participants. Such
difference may be explained by more news report and related legal
enforcement in Spain (Menéndez et al., 2013). Spanish participants
tended to hold more conservative and traditional attitudes, such as
“IPVAW is a private issue rather than crime”. This finding implies
that in spite of the occurrence of encouraging political and social
changes in countries like Spain, violent behaviors in domestic
contexts would remain culturally legitimized, which results from
persisting beliefs about women’s role in relationships (Albertín et
al., 2018; Allen & Devitt, 2012; Alves et al., 2019; García-Moreno et
al., 2006; Kimuna et al., 2012; Yamawaki et al., 2012). The cultural
and cognitive legacy of women’s submission to male figures and
gender inequality throughout history often become social values and
traditions that frequently lead to the justification or tolerance of male
violence (Bosch-Fiol & Ferrer-Pérez, 2012; Esqueda & Harrison, 2005;
Jankowski et al., 2011; Knickmeyer et al., 2010; Korpi et al., 2013; Peter
& Drobnič, 2013; Valor-Segura et al., 2011; Worden & Carlson, 2005).
In addition to the cultural influence, individual factors were also
found to be related to attitudes toward IPVAW. Female participants
were more aware of IPVAW issue, expressed more understanding to
the situations of victims, held more proactive attitudes toward IPVAW, presented less tolerance for violence, and defined more behaviors as serious violence. The encountered gender influence of attitude toward IPVAW was consistent with previous findings that women
presented positive attitudes toward IPVAW, showed more knowledge
about IPVAW, and rated IPVAW more serious than men (Alazmi et al.,
2011; Locke & Richman, 1999; Sorenson & Thomas, 2009). Such gender difference of attitudes toward IPVAW may be explained by difference severity of impact on men and women. Although both men and
women can be victims of violence during a relationship, women are
likely to suffer greater injury, fear, and other negative physical and
psychological outcomes of violence during the relationship (Romito
& Grassi, 2007; Whitaker et al., 2007; Williams & Frieze, 2005). This
is because the violence perpetrated by a woman against a male is believed to be situational violence related to the family conflict and external stressors while violence perpetrated by a man against women
occurs when a man uses violence as power to dominate a woman,
which results in more serious consequences (Archer, 2000; Ferrer-Pérez & Bosch-Fiol, 2019). Therefore, most males consider IPVAW as an
issue which would not affect them and consequently pay less attention to IPVAW. Besides, young participants were less likely to hold
conservative attitudes toward IPVAW which has also been found in
previous studies (e.g., Bryant & Spenser, 2003).
As for gender equality attitudes, we found that people with
more gender equitable attitudes presented more awareness, more
proactive attitudes, less tolerance, as well as broader definition of
serious violence behaviors. A similar relationship has been found
between gender equality attitudes and prevalence of IPVAW in
previous studies (e.g., Grabe et al., 2015; Heise & Kotsadam, 2015;
Lasley & Durtschj, 2016; LeSuer, 2019; Zapata-Calvente et al., 2019).
Stalans and Finn (2006) further uncovered that people who disfavor male-dominant relationships are more likely to believe that
husbands’ use of violence is intentional and unjustifiable. Researchers also suggested that improving gender equality attitudes
could help people develop a more positive attitude toward IPVAW
(Yilmaz, 2018). Furthermore, gender equality attitudes, both gendered norms and relation power, were found to be influenced by
culture and gender. For example, Chinese participants showed less
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acceptance of equitable norm and lower relation power than Spanish participants. As indicated by Fischer and Manstead (2000), gender empowerment was highly related to individualism. Compared
to Spain, China is considered as an extremely collectivistic country
with lower societal power for women (Hofstede & Arrindell, 1998;
Yick, 2001). Especially the Confucian culture, rooted in the Chinese
community, emphasizes women’s subservience to men (Niu & Laidler, 2015). Consistent with the results from other Asian countries,
that belief of traditional gender role from patriarchal culture can
affect attitudes toward IPVAW (Zakar et al., 2013), the inequitable
gender norm, and relation power in China also remain influencing
people’s attitudes.

Limitations and Future Investigation
In the current study we encountered a cultural influence on
attitudes toward IPVAW, which may arise from traditional gendered
culture and justice system. In order to clarify the contextual effect
in different domains, further examination of factors related to
justice system is needed. For example, Chinese people are believed
to present little support to law enforcement and high rejection of
police intervention because of the belief that “the law should not step
in home” (Sun et al., 2012; Wu et al., 2013). Thus, we recommend
assessing attitudes toward police reaction or justice system which are
highly associated with attitudes toward IPVAW (Sun et al., 2011; Sun et
al., 2012). Though we found an impact of individual and macro factors
on attitudes toward IPVAW, factors at other levels, such as community
and household levels (Koenig et al., 2003), will need to be addressed
in future investigation to build and extend the model. In the current
study, we used social networking media to recruit participants online
which resulted in a limited variety and inequivalence of the sample.
For example, most participants obtained at least Bachelor’s degree or
junior college diploma, and as a result we were unable to encounter
the influence of the education level on attitudes. In addition, due to
the limited diversity, our results may not be generalized to the whole
society, especially to rural regions with low education level, where
the IPVAW have been found to occur more frequently and people
are more likely to hold traditional and negative attitudes (e.g., Niu
& Laidler, 2015). When administering the questionnaires, we also
noticed that we received rejection mostly from men, which results
in fewer male participants. On one side, such inequivalence of the
samples implies that men show less interest and pay less attention
to the IPVAW issue, which is consistent with our findings. On the
other side, the inequivalent sample also limited the generalization
of our results. For instance, men who decided to participate in the
study already showed positive attitudes to the issue compared with
those who rejected to participate. Regarding the limited samples, our
findings only provide a brief insight into how people view IPVAW
and demonstrate a gradual change of public attitudes held in China
and Spain. In future studies, we need to collect more opinions from
various groups of population, especially those coming from rural
regions and tend to hold conservative and negative attitudes toward
to the issue, by conducting face-to-face research with samples from
different background.

Implications and Conclusions
As the most prevalent type of violence against women, IPVAW has
drawn more and more social and scientific attention. Researchers
suggest that intimate partner violence can be divided into situational
violence, which is related to family conflict and stressors, and
coercive control violence, which is related to male dominance and
gender inequality (Johnson 1995; Kelly & Johnson, 2008). Although
intimate partner violence can also be perpetrated by a woman against
a male, such a violence is more likely to be situational violence. On
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the contrary, IPVAW is a type of violence based on gender which can
lead to much more serious consequences (Archer, 2000). Therefore,
researchers highlight the importance of a gender perspective when
conducting research on IPVAW (e.g., Barón, 2019; Delgado-Álvarez,
2020; Ferrer-Peréz & Bosch-Fiol, 2019). In the current study, we
adopted feminist theories to examine people’s attitudes toward
IPVAW and used gender equality attitudes as an important genderrelated variable to explore how people’s attitudes differ.
The current study is consistent with the ecological model of
IPVAW risk factors (Heise, 1998). We found the impact of individual
and macro factors on attitudes toward IPVAW. The cultural influence
on attitudes toward IPVAW, which may come from both traditional
gendered belief and justice system, results in Chinese participants
demonstrating less awareness of the existence and seriousness, but
more proactive attitudes. As suggested by Heise (1994), impact of
risk factors on prevalence of IPVAW functions in both cultural and
legal domains. Our findings reveal that despite the promotion of legal
reforms, culture of traditional gender role still has influence on public
attitudes. However, we have to recognize that online recruitment
limited the generalization of our findings to rural and low-income
regions, where people have restricted access to the internet.
According to feminist scholars, gender inequality is a driving
force of IPVAW at macro level. In line with Koenig et al. (2003),
we also found both individual and macro factors can affect attitudes toward IPVAW indirectly through gender equality attitudes.
For instance, gendered norms and relation power, the predictor of
attitudes toward IPVAW, were found to be influenced by culture
and gender. These results highlight the importance to enhance public attitudes toward IPVAW through education on gender equality
targeted for different culture and gender.

Conflict of Interest
The authors of this article declare no conflict of interest.

References
Alazmi, S. F., Alotaibi, D. M., Atwan, A. A., Kamel, M. I., & El-Shazly, M. K. (2011).
Gender difference of knowledge and attitude of primary health care staff
towards domestic violence. Alexandria Journal of Medicine, 47(4), 337341. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajme.2011.07.018
Albertín, P., Cubells, J., Peñaranda, C. M., & Martínez, L. M. (2018). A feminist
law meets an androcentric criminal justice system: Gender-based
violence in Spain. Feminist Criminology, 15(1), 70-96. http://doi.
org/10.1177/1557085118789774
Allen, M., & Devitt, C. (2012). Intimate partner violence and belief systems in
Liberia. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 27(17), 3514-3531. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0886260512445382
Alves, M. J. V., Manita, C., Caldas, I. M., Fernández-Martinez, E., Gomes da
Silva, A., & Magalhães, T. (2019). Evolution and analysis of cultural
and cognitive factors related with domestic violence against women.
Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 34(3), 621-641. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0886260516645570
Antoun, C., Zhang, C., Conrad, F. G., & Schober, M. F. (2015). Comparisons of
online recruitment strategies for convenience samples. Field Methods,
28(3), 231-246. https://doi.org/10.1177/1525822x15603149
Archer, J. (2000). Sex differences in aggression between heterosexual partners:
A meta-analytic review. Psychological Bulletin, 126(5), 651-680. https://
doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.126.5.651
Archer, J. (2006). Cross-cultural differences in physical aggression between
partners: A social-role analysis. Personality and Social Psychology Review,
10(2), 133-153. https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327957pspr1002_3
Barón, S. (2019). Ceguera de género, feminismo y academia en la violencia de
género. Comentario a Ferrer-Pérez y Bosch-Fiol, 2019 [Gender blindness,
feminism, and the academy in gender violence. Comment to Ferrer-Pérez
& Bosch-Fiol, 2019.]. Anuario de Psicologia Juridica, 29(1), 89-93. https://
doi.org/10.5093/apj2019a7
Berkel, L. A., Vandiver, B. J., & Bahner, A. D. (2004). Gender role attitudes,
religion, and spirituality as predictors of domestic violence attitudes in
white college students. Journal of College Student Development, 45(2),
119-133. https://doi.org/10.1353/csd.2004.0019
Bosch-Fiol, E., & Ferrer-Pérez, V. A. (2012). New map of the myths about
gender violence in XXI century. Psicothema, 24(4), 548-554. http://www.
psicothema.es/pdf/4052.pdf

Breiding, M. J., Chen, J., & Black, M. C. (2014). Intimate partner violence in the
United States-2010. National Center for Injury Prevention and Control,
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention.
Bryant, S. A., & Spencer, G. A. (2003). University students’ attitudes about
attributing blame in domestic violence. Journal of Family Violence, 18(6),
369-376. https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1026205817132
Campbell, A. (1993). Out of control: Men, women, and aggression. Pandora.
Canto, J., San Martín, J., & Perles, F. (2014). La relación entre la cultura del honor
y otras variables de carácter ideológico [Relationship between honour
culture and other variables.] Boletín De Psicología, 111(1), 57-69. https://
www.researchgate.net/publication/312047178_Culture_of_honour_and_
the_blaming_of_women_in_cases_of_rape_La_cultura_del_honor_y_la_
inculpacion_de_la_mujer_en_casos_de_violacion
Cerulli, C., Poleshuck, E., Raimondi, C., Veale, S., & Chin, N. (2012). “What
fresh hell is this?”. Victims of intimate partner violence describe their
experiences of abuse, pain, and depression. Journal of Family Violence,
27(8), 773-781. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-012-9469-6
Cihangir, S. (2013). Gender specific honor codes and cultural change.
Group Processes & Intergroup Relations, 16(3), 319-333. https://doi.
org/10.1177/1368430212463453
Delgado-Álvarez, C. (2020). La ceguera al género inducida por la ceguera a los
estándares de medición. Comentario a Ferrer-Pérez y Bosch-Fiol, 2019
[Blindness to gender induced by blindness to assessment standards.
Comment to Ferrer-Pérez & Bosch-Fiol, 2019.] Anuario de Psicología
Jurídica, 30(1), 93–96. https://doi.org/10.5093/apj2019a8
Devries, K., Mak, J., García-Moreno, C., Petzold, M., Child, J., Falder, G., Lim, S.,
Bacchus, Engell, R. E., Rosenfeld, L., L. J., Pallitto, C., Vos, T., Abrahams, N.,
& Watts, C. H. (2013). Global Health. The global prevalence of intimate
partner violence against women. Science, 340(6140), 1527-1528. https://
doi.org/10.1126/science.1240937
Erez, E. (2002). Migration/immigration, domestic violence and the justice
system. International Journal of Comparative and Applied Criminal
Justice, 26(2), 277-299. https://doi.org/10.1080/01924036.2002.9678692
Esqueda, C., & Harrison, L. (2005). The influence of gender role stereotypes,
the woman’s race, and level of provocation and resistance on domestic
violence culpability attributions. Sex Roles, 53(12), 821-834. https://doi.
org/10.1007/11199s-005-8295-1
Ferrer-Pérez, V. A., & Bosch-Fiol, E. (2014). Gender violence as a social problem
in Spain: Attitudes and acceptability. Sex Roles, 70(12), 506-521. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s11199-013-0322-z
Ferrer-Pérez, V. A., & Bosch-Fiol, E. (2019). El género en el análisis de la
violencia contra las mujeres en la pareja: de la “ceguera” de género a la
investigación específica del mismo [Gender in the analysis of intimate
partner violence against women: From gender “blindness” to genderspecific research.] Anuario de Psicología Jurídica, 29(1), 69-76. https://
doi.org/10.5093/apj2019a3
Ferrer-Pérez, V. A., Bosch-Fiiol, E., Ramis Palmer, M. C., Torres Espinosa, G., &
Navarro Guzmán, C. (2006). La violencia contra las mujeres en la pareja:
creencias y actitudes en estudiantes universitarios/as [Domestic violence:
Beliefs and attitudes in university students.] Psicothema, 18(3), 359-366.
http://www.psicothema.es/pdf/3223.pdf
Fischer, A. H., & Manstead, A. S. R. (2000). The relation between gender and
emotion in different cultures. In A. H. Fischer (Ed.), Studies in emotion
and social interaction. Second series. Gender and emotion: Social
psychological perspectives (pp. 71-94). Cambridge University Press.
Flood, M., & Pease, B. (2006). The factors influencing community attitudes in
relation to violence against women: A critical review of the literature.
Victorian Health Promotion Foundation.
Flood, M., & Pease, B. (2009). Factors influencing attitudes to violence against
women. Trauma, Violence, & Abuse, 10(2), 125-142. https://doi.org/
10.1177/1524838009334131
García-Moreno, C., Jansen, H., Ellsberg, M., Heise, L., & Watts, C. (2006).
Prevalence of intimate partner violence: Findings from the WHO multicountry study on women’s health and domestic violence. The Lancet,
368(1), 1260-1269. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(06)69523-8
Gilbert, P. R. (2002). Discourses of female violence and societal gender
stereotypes. Violence Against Women, 8(11), 1271-1300. https://doi.
org/10.1177/107780102762478019
Grabe, S., Grose, R. G., & Dutt, A. (2015). Women’s land ownership and
relationship power: A mixed methods approach to understanding
structural inequities and violence against women. Psychology of Women
Quarterly, 39(1), 7-19. https://doi.org/10.1177/0361684314533485
Gobierno de España. (2004). Ley Orgánica 1/2004, De 28 de diciembre, de Medidas
de Protección Integral contra la Violencia de Género [Organic Law on Integral
Protection Measures Against Gender Violence]. Boletín Oficial del Estado, 313.
Gracia, C., & Herrero, J. (2006). La comunidad como fuente de apoyo social:
evaluación e implicaciones en los ámbitos individual y comunitario [The
community as social support source: Evaluation and implication in at both
individual and community level]. Revista Latinoamericana de Psicología,
38(2), 327-342. https://www.researchgate.net/publication/26507856_La_
comunidad_como_fuente_de_apoyo_social_evaluacion_e_implicaciones_
en_los_ambitos_individual_y_comunitario_The_community_as_a_source_
of_social_support_evaluation_and_implications_at_the_individual_an
He, X., & Ng, K. H. (2013). In the name of harmony: The erasure of domestic
violence in China’s judicial mediation. International Journal of Law, Policy,
and the Family, 27(1), 97-115. https://doi.org /10.1093/lawfam/ebs014

Public Attitudes towards IPV and Influential Factors in China and Spain

Heise, L. (1994). Violence against women: The hidden health burden. World
Health Stat Q, 46(1), 78-85. https://doi.org/ 10.1177/1097184X10363995
Heise, L. L. (1998). Violence against women: An integrated, ecological
framework. Violence Against Women, 4(3), 262-290. http://doi.
org/10.1177/1077801298004003002
Heise, L. L., & Kotsadam, A. (2015). Cross-national and multilevel correlates
of partner violence: An analysis of data from population-based surveys.
The Lancet Global Health, 3(6), e332-e340. https://doi.org/10.1016/S2214109X(15)00013-3
Herrero, J., Torres, A., Rodríguez, F. J., & Juarros-Basterretxea, J. (2017). Intimate
partner violence against women in the European Union: The influence of
male partners’ traditional gender roles and general violence. Psychology
of Violence, 7(3), 385-394. https://doi.org/10.1037/vio0000099
Hofstede, G., & Arrindell, W. (1998). Masculinity and femininity. Sage
Publications.
Hollander, D. (2005). Traditional gender roles and intimate partner violence
linked in China. International Family Planning Perspectives, 31(1), 4647.
https://www.guttmacher.org/journals/ipsrh/2005/03/traditionalgender-roles-and-intimate-partner-violence-linked-china
Humphreys, C., & Joseph, S. (2004). Domestic violence and the politics of
trauma. Women’s Studies International Forum, 27(6), 559-570. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.wsif.2004.09.010
Instituto Nacional de Estadística. (2017). Seguridad y justicia.
En Anuario estadístico de España 2017. Instituto Nacional
de
Estadística.
http://www.ine.es/dyngs/INEbase/es/
o p e r a c i o n . h t m ? c = E s t a d i s t i c a _ C & c i d = 12 5 4 7 3 6 17 6 8 6 6 & m e
nu=ultiDatos&idp=1254735573206
International Test Commission. (2017). The ITC guidelines for translating and
adapting tests (2nd ed.). International Test Commission. http://www.
intestcom.org
Ivert, A. K., Merlo, J., & Gracia, E. (2018). Country of residence, gender equality
and victim blaming attitudes about partner violence: A multilevel
analysis in EU. European Journal of Public Health, 28(3), 559-564. https://
doi.org/10.1093/eurpub/ckx138
Jankowski, P., Johnson, A., Holtz Damron, J., & Smischney, T. (2011). Religiosity,
intolerant attitudes, and domestic violence myth acceptance. International
Journal for the Psychology of Religion, 21(3), 163-182. https://doi.org/10.1
080/10508619.2011.581574
Johnson, M. P. (1995). Patriarchal terrorism and common couple violence: Two
forms of violence against women. Journal of Marriage and the Family,
57(2), 283-294. https://doi.org/10.2307/353683
Kelly, J. B., & Johnson, M. P. (2008). Differentiation among types of intimate
partner violence: Research update and implications for interventions.
Family, Court Review, 46(3), 476-499. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.17441617.2008.00215.x
Kimuna, S., Djamba, Y., Ciciurkaite, G., & Cherukuri, S. (2012). Domestic
violence in India. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 28(4), 773-807.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260512455867
Kline, R. B. (2016). Principles and practice of structural equation modeling (4th
ed.). Guilford Press.
Knickmeyer, N., Levitt, H., & Horne, S. (2010). Putting on Sunday best: The
silencing of battered women within Christian faith communities. Feminism
& Psychology, 20(1), 94-113. https://doi.org/10.1177/0959353509347470
Koenig, M. A., Ahmed, S., Hossain, M. B., Khorshed, A. B. M., & Mozumder,
A. (2003). Women’s status and domestic violence in rural Bangladesh:
Individual- and community-level effects. Demography, 40(2), 269-288.
http://10.1353/dem.2003.0014
Korpi, W., Ferrarini, T., & Englund, S. (2013). Women’s opportunities under
different family policy constellations: Gender, class, and inequality tradeoffs in western countries re-examined. Social Politics: International
Studies in Gender, State & Society, 20(1), 1-40. https://doi.org/10.1093/
sp/jxs028
Lasley, C., & Durtschi, J. (2016). The roles of dominance, jealousy, and violent
socialization in Chinese dating abuse. Journal of Interpersonal Violence,
32(8), 1209-1234. https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260515588525
Lee, J., Pomeroy, E. C., Yoo, S., & Rheinboldt, K. T. (2005). Attitudes
toward rape: A comparison between Asian and Caucasian college
students. Violence Against Women, 11(2), 177-196. https://doi.
org/10.1177/1077801204271663
LeSuer, W. (2019). An international study of the contextual effects of
gender inequality on intimate partner sexual violence against
women students. Feminist Criminology, 15(1), 97-118. https://doi.
org/10.1177/1557085119842652
Levinson, D. (1989). Family violence in cross-cultural perspective. Sage
Publications.
Li, L., Sun, I. Y., & Button, D. M. (2017). Tolerance for intimate partner
violence: A comparative study of Chinese and American college students.
Journal of Interpersonal Violence,35(22), 4533-4557. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0886260517716941
Lin, K., Sun, I. Y., Wu, Y., & Liu, J. (2016). College students’ attitudes toward
intimate partner violence: A comparative study of China and the US.
Journal of Family Violence, 31(2),179-189. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10896-015-9759-x
Locke, L. M., & Richman, C. L. (1999). Attitudes toward domestic violence:
Race and gender issues. Sex Roles, 40(4), 227-247. https://doi.
org/10.1023/A:1018898921560

107

Londoño, B., Rubio, L. O., & Castro, J. F. (2017). La violencia de género no tiene
fronteras. Estudio comparativo de las normativas colombiana y española
en materia de violencia de género (2004-2014) [Gender violence has no
frontiers. Comparative study about Colombian and Spain violence social
standards of genders (2004-2014)]. Revista Derecho del Estado, 38(1),
127-154. https://doi.org/10.18601/01229893.n38.0
Lutwak, N. (2018). The psychology of health and illness: The mental health and
physiological effects of intimate partner violence on women. The Journal of
Psychology, 152(6), 373-387. https://doi.org/10.1080/00223980.2018.1447435
Menéndez, S. M., Pérez Padilla, J., & Lorence Lara, B. (2013). La violencia de
pareja contra la mujer en España: cuantificación y caracterización del
problema, las víctimas, los agresores y el contexto social y profesional
[Partner violence against women in Spain: Quantification and
characterization of the problem, victims, aggressors, and the social and
professional context]. Psychosocial Intervention, 22(1), 41-53. https://doi.
org/10.5093/in2013a6
Moe, A., & Bell, M. (2004). Abject economics: The effects of battering and
violence on women’s work and employability. Violence Against Women,
10(1), 29-55. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801203256016
Mouzos, J., & Makkai, T. (2006). Women’s experiences of male violence:
Findings from the Australian component of the international violence
against women survey (IVAWS). Australian Institute of Criminology.
Nabors, E., & Jasinski, J. (2009). Intimate partner violence perpetration
among college students: The role of gender role and gendered
violence attitudes. Feminist Criminology, 4(1), 57-82. https://doi.
org/10.1177/1557085108325235
Nanda, G. (2011). Compendium of gender scales. FHI 360.
Niu, X., & Laidler, K. A. J. (2015). Understanding domestic violence against
Muslim women in China. Feminist Criminology, 10(1), 92-112. https://
doi.org/10.1177/1557085114536766
Orts , M. Á. (2019). Las leyes sobre la violencia de género y doméstica en
España y Reino Unido y la emoción: un estudio léxico del discurso jurídico
desde el análisis del sentimiento [Laws on gender and domestic violence
in Spain and the United Kingdom and emotion: A sentiment analysisbased lexical study of legal discourse]. Revista de Llengua i Dret, 71(1),
171-192. https://doi.org/10.2436/rld.i71.2019.3214
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
Peter, S., & Drobnič, S. (2013). Women and their memberships: Gender gap in
relational dimension of social inequality. Research in Social Stratification
and Mobility, 31(1), 32-48. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rssm.2012.09.001
Raykov, T. (1997). Estimation of composite reliability for congeneric
measures. Applied Psychological Measurement, 21(2), 173. https://doi.
org/10.1177/01466216970212006
Reingle, J. M., Jennings, W. G., Connell, N. M., Businelle, M. S., & Chartier, K.
(2014). On the pervasiveness of event-specific alcohol use, general
substance use, and mental health problems as risk factors for intimate
partner violence. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 29(16), 2951-2970.
http://doi.org/10.1177/0886260514527172
Renzetti, C. M., Edleson, J. L., & Bergen, R. K. (2011). Companion reader on
violence against women. Sage Publications.
Rode, D., Rode, M., & Januszek, M. (2015). Psychosocial characteristics of men
and women as perpetrators of domestic violence. Polish Psychological
Bulletin, 46(1), 53-64. http://doi.org/10.1515/ppb-2015-0006
Rodriguez, J. O., Palencia, E. P., & Lagunas, E. A. (2018). The effect of different
forms of violence on women’s attitudes toward gender equality and
decision-making capacity. Affilia: Journal of Women and Social Work,
33(2), 193-207.https://doi.org/10.1177/0886109917738744
Roggeband, C. (2012). Shifting policy responses to domestic violence in the
Netherlands and Spain (1980-2009). Violence Against Women, 18(7),
784-806. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801212455359
Romito, P., & Grassi, M. (2007). Does violence affect one gender more than
the other? The mental health impact of violence among male and female
university students. Social Science & Medicine, 65(6), 1222-1234. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2007.05.017
Schechter, S. (1982). Women and male violence: The visions and struggles of
the battered women’s movement. South End Press.
Schmal, N., & Camps, P. (2008). Repensando la relación entre la ley y la violencia
hacia las mujeres. Una aproximación a los discursos de los/las agentes
del ámbito judicial en relación a la ley integral de violencia de género
en España [Rethinking the relationship between the law and violence
against women. An approach to the judicial agents’ discourses in relation
to the integral law of gender-based violence in Spain]. Psicoperspectivas,
6(1), 33-58,
Sorenson, S., & Thomas, K. (2009). Views of intimate partner violence in sameand opposite-sex relationships. Journal of Marriage and Family, 71(2),
337-352. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1741-3737.2009.00602.x
Stalans, L., & Finn, M. (2006). Public’s and police officers’ interpretation and
handling of domestic violence cases. Journal of Interpersonal Violence,
21(9), 1129-1155. https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260506290420
Stephenson, R., Bartel, D., & Rubardt, M. (2012). Constructs of power and equity
and their association with contraceptive use among men and women in
rural Ethiopia and Kenya. Global Public Health, 7(6), 618-634. https://doi.
org/10.1080/17441692.2012.672581

108

M. Yang et al. / Anuario de Psicología Jurídica (2021) 31 101-108

Sun, I., Li, J., & Wu, Y. (2011). Chinese and American college students’
preferences for police response to domestic violence. Police and Society,
21(2), 214-232. https://doi.org/10.1080/10439463.2011.556731
Sun, I. Y., Wu, Y., Huang, L., Lin, Y., Li, J. C. M., & Su, M. (2012). Preferences for
police response to domestic violence: A comparison of college students
in three Chinese societies. Journal of Family Violence, 27(2), 133-144.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-011-9409-x
Tang, C., & Lai, B. (2008). A review of empirical literature on the prevalence and
risk markers of male on female intimate partner violence in contemporary
China, 1987-2006. Aggression and Violent Behavior, 13(1), 10-28. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2007.06.001
Taylor, N., & Mouzos, J. (2006). Community attitudes to violence against
women survey, 2006: A full technical report. Australian Institute of
Criminology.
Underwood, C., Leddy, A., & Morgan, M. (2014). Gender-equity or genderequality scales and indices for potential use in aquatic agricultural
systems. WorldFish.
United Nations. (2012). UN Handbook for legislation on violence against
women. UN Women.
Valor-Segura, I., Expósito, F., & Moya, M. (2011). Victim blaming and
exoneration of the perpetrator in domestic violence: The role of beliefs
in a just world and ambivalent sexism. The Spanish Journal of Psychology,
14(1), 195-206. https://doi.org/10.5209/rev_sjop.2011.v14.n1.17
van Wijk, N. P. L., & de Bruijn, J. G. M. (2016). Antecedents to the perpetration of
domestic violence in Curaçao. Journal of Family Violence, 31(3), 337-348.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-015-9777-8
Waltermaurer, E. (2012). Public justification of intimate partner violence:
A review of the literature. Trauma, Violence, & Abuse, 13(3), 167-175.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838012447699
Wang, J. (2013). To divorce or not to divorce: A critical discourse analysis of
court-ordered divorce mediation in China. International Journal of Law,
Policy, and the Family, 27(1), 74-96. https://doi.org/10.1093/lawfam/
ebs018
Whitaker, D., Haileyesus, T., Swahn, M., & Saltzman, L. (2007). Differences
in frequency of violence and reported injury between relationships
with reciprocal and nonreciprocal intimate partner violence. American
Journal of Public Health, 97(5), 941-947. https://doi.org/10.2105/
ajph.2005.079020
Williams, S., & Frieze, I. (2005). Patterns of violent relationships, psychological
distress, and marital satisfaction in a national sample of men and women.
Sex Roles, 52(12), 771-784. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-005-4198-4

Worden, A., & Carlson, B. (2005). Attitudes and beliefs about domestic
violence: Results of a public opinion survey. Journal of Interpersonal
Violence, 20(10), 1219-1243. https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260505278531
World Health Organization. (2013) Global and regional estimates of violence
against women: Prevalence and health effects of intimate partner
violence and non-partner sexual violence. World Health Organization.
Wu, Y., Button, D. M., Smolter, N., & Poteyeva, M. (2013). Public responses
to intimate partner violence: Comparing preferences of Chinese and
American college students. Violence and Victims, 28(2), 303-23. https://
doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.VV-D-12-00001
Yamawaki, N., Ochoa-Shipp, M., Pulsipher, C., Harlos, A., & Swindler, S. (2012).
Perceptions of domestic violence. Journal of Interpersonal Violence,
27(16), 3195-3212. https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260512441253
Yang, T., Poon, A. W. C., & Breckenridge, J. (2019). Estimating the prevalence
of intimate partner violence in mainland China-Insights and challenges.
Journal of Family Violence,34(2), 93-105. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896018-9989-9
Yick, A. (2001). Feminist theory and status inconsistency theory. Violence
Against Women, 7(5), 545-562. https://doi.org/10.1177/10778010122182596
Yilmaz, E. B. (2018). The effectiveness of a gender equality course in changing
undergraduate midwifery students-attitudes towards domestic violence
and gender roles. Central European Journal of Nursing and Midwifery,
9(3), 840-847. https://doi.org/10.15452/CEJNM.2018.09.0013
Yim, Y. (2006). A cross-cultural analysis of domestic violence in a minority
community and police response: A case study on Hmong offenders.
International Journal of Comparative and Applied Criminal Justice, 30(1),
49-74. https://doi.org/10.1080/01924036.2006.9678746
Yoshioka, M. R., DiNoia, J., & Ullah, K. (2001). Attitudes toward marital
violence: An examination of four Asian communities. Violence Against
Women, 7(8), 900-926. https://doi.org/10.1177/10778010122182820
Zakar, R., Zakar, M. Z., & Kraemer, A. (2013). Men’s beliefs and attitudes toward
intimate partner violence against women in Pakistan. Violence Against
Women, 19(2), 246-268. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801213478028
Zapata-Calvente, A. L., Megías, J. L., Moya, M., & Schoebi, D. (2019). Genderrelated ideological and structural macrosocial factors associated with
intimate partner violence against European women. Psychology of Women
Quarterly, 43(3), 317-334. https://doi.org/10.1177/0361684319839367

