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From the perspective of Turkish women: intimate partner violence 
and perceived stress level in the Covid-19 pandemic
Funda Evcili, Ph.D. a and Gulbahtiyar Demirel, Ph.D.b

aVocational School of Health Care Services, Sivas Cumhuriyet University, Sivas, Turkey; bFaculty of Health Sciences, 
Midwifery Department, Cumhuriyet University, Sivas, Turkey

ABSTRACT
Pandemic process increase the vulnerability of women to intimate partner 
violence (IPV). IPV is one of the greatest stress sources a woman can face. This 
study’s purpose to determine effects of the Covid-19 pandemic process on 
the IPV status and perceived stress levels of women. The population of the 
descriptive study consisted 834 women working at a state university in 
Turkey’s. 452 women who with intimate partner relationships were included 
in the sample. Data collection tools were applied via online survey link. The 
mean age of the women was 30.6 ± 4.20. The The Perceived Stress Scale 
mean scores of the women were 40.18 ± 3.20. They are not able to cope with 
stress effectively. It was determined that women participated the study were 
exposed to more IPV during the pandemic process. It was found that as the 
frequency of IPV increased, women’s perception of stress also increased. 
Research such as this can be used to help inform decision-makers as they 
grapple with the adverse negative effects of public health safety measures 
related to Covid-19.
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Introduction

Intimate Partner Violence (IPV) is a global phenomenon, and includes psychologically and financially 
controlling, and physically-sexually oppressive or challenging actions and behaviors. Women are 
disproportionately more affected from IPV compared to men, and almost one in three women are 
exposed to violence by their partners throughout their lives (WHO 2017). It was reported that there 
were increases in IPV frequency during the Covid-19 pandemic, which was caused by Severe Acute 
Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2). It is considered that the quarantine and social 
isolation conditions, which are among the measures implemented to reduce the risk of morbidity and 
mortality, which are caused by the pandemic, have increased the incidence of IPV (Alon et al., 2020; 
Ali, Herbst, and Makridis 2020; Hamermesh 2020; Payne, Morgan, and Piquero 2020). The media 
reports and reports from international organizations show that there is an increase in such violence. 
According to police records in China, domestic violence cases tripled during the pandemic period, and 
there was also an increase in the frequency of IPV reports in Italy, France, and Spain following the 
implementation of mandatory home quarantine (Euronews 2020; La Provincia 2020; Reuters 2020). 
The United Nations Population Fund estimates a 20% increase in IPV globally due to quarantines and 
lockdowns (Stanley 2020).

Although the quarantine and social isolation are effective ways to control infection, they increase 
the vulnerability of women to violence, and have negative social, economic, and psychological 
consequences. Social distancing also brings with it social isolation, which limits accessible and 
known support options, causing personal and social security problems. Nowadays, many women 
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have to live in the same house as violence practitioners because of quarantine conditions (Taub 2020; 
van Gelder et al. 2020; Vieira, Garcia, and Maciel 2020). The data reported about previous pandemics 
show that quarantine also increases the incidence of psychological problems, such as stress, frustra-
tion, anger, depression, anxiety disorders, substance abuse, and post-traumatic stress disorder. 
Economic difficulties and unemployment emerge as another factor that causes conflicts between 
couples. Despite all these data, the risk of IPV brought by the pandemic process is often ignored. 
Breakdowns in health and social services that were restructured because of the pandemic, and the 
reduced access to support facilities, such as shelters and helplines, affected the reporting of IPVs 
negatively (Alon et al., 2020; Ali, Herbst, and Makridis 2020; Armbruster and Klotzbucher 2020; 
Boserup, McKenney, and Elkbuli 2020; Brodeur et al. 2020; Hamermesh 2020; Payne, Morgan, and 
Piquero 2020; Tubadji, Boy, and Webber 2020).

IPV is one of the greatest stress sources a woman can face. It might be considered that the stress 
levels perceived by women increased parallel to the increase in IPV frequency. Perceived stress is 
understood here as the degree to which a person perceives a threat of a stressor and how capable they 
feel in behaviorally and cognitively adapting to it (Lazarus and Folkman 1984). However, although the 
effects of IPV on women are similar, the related stress levels perceived may show variations. Many 
factors, such as the sociocultural characteristics of the society in which women live, violent experiences 
during childhood, the type and the degree of the violence they face, the way they perceive and interpret 
violence, the functionality of the existing support mechanisms, and the personality traits of women 
affect their stress perceptions (Buttell et al. 2021; Khodabakhshi-Koolaee, Bagherian, and 
Rahmatizadeh 2018). IPV victims report higher levels of perceived stress, psychological distress, and 
somatic complaints besides physical health problems. (Bonomi et al. 2006; Dillon et al. 2013; Williams 
et al. 2020).

It is necessary to take urgent measures to protect women against IPV and improve their ability to 
cope with stress during the quarantine process. Right at this point, it is important that the awareness of 
healthcare professionals regarding the IPV risk is increased during quarantine, they are motivated to 
provide information, guidance and counseling safely, and to assume more active responsibilities at the 
point of referring such women to relevant units. It is also required that relevant professionals are 
trained to recognize signs of violence, recognize individuals who are at risk, ensure the safety of 
survivors, and protect their privacy to manage the process accurately (WHO 2017). In this context, 
another priority initiative that must be taken is determining the conditions of women when they 
experience Intimate Partner Violence during the quarantine in Covid-19 pandemic, and to evaluate 
stress perceptions objectively. Studies evaluating intimate partner violence and stress level in the 
pandemic have been found in the international literature. However, no study could be found in this 
context in the Turkish literature. The purpose of this study was to determine the effects of the 
quarantine process during the Covid-19 pandemic on the IPV status and perceived stress levels of 
women.

Materials and methods

Type of study

This study is a descriptive research study.

Sampling and participants

This study was carried out at a state university in Turkey’s Central Anatolia Region. The population of 
the study consisted 834 women working in this university. The sample size was calculated as 468 with 
the formula used to find the incidence of the event in the known population (t = 1.96, p = .50, q = 0.50, 
d = 0.03). And 452 women who with intimate partner relationships were included in the sample. The 
questionnaire was administered on an online survey platform, which participants accessed via 
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a designated link. The link was disseminated through the main means of communication and social 
networks, in order to reach a large number of subjects. Data were collected over 3 months (November- 
January 2020).

Instruments

The participants were administered the Personal Information Form, The Severity of Violence Against 
Women Scale (SVAWS) and The Perceived Stress Scale (PSS).

Personal information form
The form contains 12 questions related to some socio-demographic characteristics of the participiants, 
the history of intimate partner violence, and the perceived stress level.

The Severity of Violence Against Women Scale (SVAWS)
The scale, which is used to evaluate participants in terms of exposure to violence, was developed by 
Marshall (1992), and was translated into Turkish by Tuz, Oksuz, and Tekiner (2015). The scale consists 
of 46 items with the options of Never (1), Once (2), Several times (3), and Many times (4) to be given to 
each item. The scale is based on the self-declaration of individuals. As the score received from the scale 
increases, the degree of violence also increases. The scale is used for scientific evaluation of physical and 
sexual aspect of violence. The internal reliability coefficient Cronbach Alpha of the scale was reported as 
0.979. The Cronbach Alpha Reliability Coefficient of the scale was found as 0.848 in our study.

The Perceived Stress Scale (PSS)
This scale was developed by Cohen, Kamarck, and Mermelstein (1983) in the form of 5-Point Likert 
style, and consists of 14 items. The validity and reliability for Turkish was conducted by Eskin et al. 
(2013). The Cronbach Alpha Coefficient of the scale is 0.86. The scale consists of the options of Never 
(0), Almost never (1), Sometimes (2), Often (3), and Very Often (4). Items 4-5-6-7-9-10 and 13 are 
reverse scored in the scale. The lowest and highest scores a participant can receive from the scale are 0 
and 56, respectively. High total scores mean high stress perception of the person. It can be argued that 
participants who received scores between 0 and 35 have positive stress levels, can cope with stress 
effectively, and the coping mechanisms they use are also functional. It can also be argued that the 
methods used by participants who receive a score between 36 and 56 in coping with stress are not 
functional; and therefore, they are not able to cope with stress effectively. The Cronbach Alpha 
Reliability Coefficient of the scale was found as 0.820 in our study.

Statistical analysis

Statistical analysis was performed by using IBM SPSS Statistics version 22.0 software program. Data 
was presented as mean ± SD and percentage (%) for the descriptive variables. The normalization of the 
data was examined by using the Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test. For the data that met the parametric 
conditions, those with two groups were analyzed using independent samples t-tests, and those with 
more than two groups were analyzed using F tests (ANOVAs). The relationships were determined 
using the Spearman’s correlation coefficient, and the error level was taken as 0.05.

Ethical approval

Prior to the study, ethics approval was obtained from the authors’s university ethics board (2020–09/ 
04), in conformity with the principles embodied in the Declaration of Helsinki. People who volunteer-
ing to participate in the study were informed about the purpose and scope of the study, and online 
consent were obtained for their participation. It was explained that the data would be used to scientific 
ends anonymously.
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Results

Socio-demographic characteristics of the women

The mean age of the women was 30.6 ± 4.20, and 86.7% had an educational level of high school and 
above. The mean age of the partners of the women was 35.3 ± 3.80, 90.3% of them worked in an 
income-generating job, and 84.2% had an educational level of high school. The mean year of marriage 
of the spouses was 13.3 ± 2.80, 86.7% had children, and 91.2% had elementary families.

Distribution of women according to IPV history before and during the pandemic

Only 2.7% of the women rated their marital adjustment as “bad.” A total of 43.4% of the participants 
said that they had never a history of violence in their marriages the pre-pandemic. The rate of women 
who said that they had never experienced violence in their marriage during the pandemic process was 
12.8%. The pre-pandemic period, 82.1% of those who said that they faced violence said that this 
“rarely” happened, 90.6% of women threatened to divorce their partner, and only 10.1% applied to 
judicial authorities after the violence. Economic problems (77.6%) were among the problems that 
women thought to have caused violence during the pandemic process. A total of 39.4% of the women 
found their ability to cope with stress “insufficient,” and 97.4% said they did not have any knowledge 
on how to cope with stress (Table 1).

Scale mean scores of the women

The PSS mean scores of the women were 40.18 ± 3.20. The SVAWS mean scores of the women were 
126.25 ± 4.58 (Table 2).

Correlation scale total mean scores according to some characteristics of the women

The total mean scores of the women, who were ≤ 24 years old, who had high school and above 
educational levels, who had children, who rated marital adjustment as “bad,” were found to be higher 
at statistically significant levels in SVAWS and PSS (p < .05). The total mean scores of the women who 
described the frequency of violence as “constantly” and felt inadequate in coping with stress were 
higher at statistically significant levels in SVAWS and PSS (p < .05). No significant differences were 
detected between the total mean scores of the scale according to the marriage durations and family 
types (p > .05) (Table 3).

Correlation of scale total score means

A statistically positive and highly significant correlation was found between the PSS and SVAWS total 
score means (Table 4).

Discussion

IPV is one of the greatest stress sources for a woman. Quarantine practice in pandemic process 
increase the risk of IPV. This study’s purpose to determine the effects of the quarantine process during 
the Covid-19 pandemic on the IPV status and perceived stress levels of women. It was found in this 
study that the women who participated in our study were subjected to more IPV with the pandemic, 
and as the frequency of IPV increases, the perceived stress level also increases. The pandemic is 
a concept with social, economic, physiological and psychological dimensions (van Gelder et al. 2020). 
Violence against women is increasing rapidly around the world as a phenomenon that includes all 
these dimensions (WHO 2020). Implementations, such as staying at homes for longer durations to 
avoid the spread of the disease increase the probability of conflicts between intimate partners (WHO 
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2019). According to in this study, it was observed that the incidence of intimate partner violence 
increased during the pandemic period according to the pre-pandemic. Various factors (economic 
problems, unemployment, social isolation, etc.) cause increased domestic partner violence in the 
pandemic process (Brooks et al. 2020; CDC 2020; Peterman et al. 2020; van Gelder et al. 2020). 
Economic difficulties (77.6%) are also among the factors that women thought to cause violence during 
the pandemic process in our study (Table 1).

Table 1. Distribution of women according to IPV history before and during the pandemic.

Characteristics

Marital Harmony (n=452)

Good 350 (77.4)
Neither good nor bad 90 (19.9)
Bad 12 (2.7)

IPV Experience at Pre-Pandemic Period (n=452)
Yes 256 (56.6)
No 196 (43.4)

IPV Frequency at Pre-Pandemic Period (n=256)
Sometimes 36 (14.0)
Rarely 210 (82.1)
Constantly 10 (3.9)

Response to IPV at Pre-Pandemic Period * (n=256)
I threatened my partner with divorce. 232 (90.6)
I treated my partner the way he treated me. 202 (78.9)
I reflected my anger on my children. 182 (71.0)
I was offended, I did not speak. 180 (70.3)
I acted according to my partner’s wishes. 176 (68.7)
I asked my family for help. 150 (58.5)
I questioned whether I was wrong. 146 (57.0)
I tried to solve it by talking. 142 (55.4)
I applied to the judicial authorities. 26 (10.1)

IPV Experience at Pandemic Period (n=452)
Yes 394 (87.2)
No 58 (12.8)

Reasons to IPV at Pandemic Period *(n=394)
Economical problems 306 (77.6)
Problems associated with housework 298 (75.6)
Problems with the education of children 248 (62.9)
Childcare related problems 242 (61.4)
Social isolation 240 (60.9)
The anxiety of quarantine life 236 (59.8)
Competence to Cope with Self Stress (n=452) the title will be taken in the middle line
Sufficient 274 (60.6)
Insufficient 178 (39.4)
Knowledge Level on Coping with Stress (n=452) the title will be taken in the middle line
Sufficient 12 (2.7)
Insufficient 440 (97.4)

*It was determined according to the statement of the pregnant woman; multiple options marked, percentages were taken over “n.” 
Intimate Partner Violence, IPV.

Table 2. Scale total mean scores.

Scales
Scale Study

m (sd) Cronbach’s AlphaMin – Max Min – Max

SVAWS 46–184 102–168 126.25 (4.58) 0.848
PSS 0–56 34–52 40.18 (3.20) 0.820

Abbreviations: The Perceived Stress Scale, PSS; The Severity of Violence Against Women Scale, SVAWS; 
mean, m; standart deviation, sd.
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Table 3. Distribution of scale total mean scores according to some characteristics of women (n = 452).

Characteristics
SVAWS PSS
m (sd) m (sd)

Age ≤ 24 age (n = 22) 107.62 (1.82) 37.22 (3.20)
25–34 age (n = 168) 104.45 (4.49) 34.00 (2.80)
≥ 35 age (n = 262) 102.16 (3.80) 33.90 (2.68)
Test value F = 2.001 F = 3.120
p p = .004 p = .04

Education Level Middle school and lower (n = 60) 104.82 (3.29) 36.00 (2.68)
High school and over (n = 392) 107.72 (4.37) 38.48 (2.20)
Test value t = 1.523 t = 1.566
p p = .018 p = .020

Total Duration Of Marriage ≤ 10 years (n = 228) 108.20 (3.93) 40.08 (4.10)
Between 11–15 years (n = 104) 109.09 (3.88) 40.12 (3.12)
≥ 16 years (n = 120) 108.46 (4.39) 39.21 (3.42)
Test value F = 4.102 F = 2.812
p p = .422 p = .410

Having Children Yes (n = 392) 109.08 (5.46) 41.18 (5.61)
No (n = 60) 104.16 (3.48) 39.00 (4.90)
Test value t = 2.564 t = 1.542
p p = .003 p = .048

Family Type Nucleus family (n = 412) 109.02 (2.02) 39.20 (4.32)
Extended family (n = 40) 110.00 (3.14) 39.16 (5.61)
Test value t = 3.128 t = 6.120
p p = 1.140 p = 1.420

Marital Harmony Good (n = 350) 106.28 (2.48) 36.10 (3.31)
Neither good nor bad (n = 90) 109.20 (3.43) 37.58 (4.08)
Bad (n = 12) 110.26 (2.26) 40.10 (4.10)
Test value F = 2.112 F = 3.940
p p = .003 p = .046

IPV Experience at 
Pre-Pandemic Period

Yes (n = 256) 110.20 (2.40) 39.00 (4.70)
No (n = 196) 108.24 (3.06) 36.24 (3.37)
Test value t = 2.010 t = 3.112
p p = .002 p = .026

IPV Frequency at 
Pre-Pandemic Period

Sometimes (n = 36) 108.76 (4.52) 38.39 (3.42)
Rarely (n = 210) 108.10 (3.02) 38.24 (2.60)
Constantly (n = 10) 110.28 (4.40) 40.02 (4.27)
Test value F = 4.320 F = 3.104
p p = .032 p = .004

IPV Experience at Pandemic Period Yes (n = 394) 109.32 (2.26) 39.18 (4.54)
No (n = 58) 106.08 (3.18) 38.28 (2.52)
Test value t = 2.442 t = 2.580
p p = .006 p = .080

Competence to Cope with Self Stress Sufficient (n = 274) 106.02 (6.10) 36.10 (3.32)
Insufficient (n = 178) 109.18 (3.10) 40.26 (2.52)
Test value t = 2.400 t = 2.540
p p = .030 p = .002

Knowledge Level on Coping with Stress Sufficient (n = 12) 107.38 (2.06) 32.00 (2.68)
Insufficient (n = 440) 107.00 (4.10) 36.00 (3.20)
Test value t = 3.208 t = 1.542
p p = .600 p = .048

Abbreviations: The Perceived Stress Scale, PSS; The Severity of Violence Against Women Scale, SVAWS; Intimate Partner Violence, 
IPV; Student’s T test, t; One Way ANOVA, F; p < .05.

Table 4. Correlation of scale total mean 
scores.

PSS

r* p

SVAWS 0.658 .027

Abbreviations: The Perceived Stress Scale, 
PSS; The Severity of Violence Against 
Women Scale, SVAWS; Spearman’s 
Corelation Analyses, r; p < .05.

WOMEN & HEALTH 113



It can be said that domestic violence cause perceived stress level increases, or high stress levels 
cause that domestic partner violence increases (Beland et al. 2020; Ferreira, Buttell, and Cannon 
2020). Buttell et al. (2021) study indicated that those experiencing IPV reported lower resilience 
and greater perceived stress. In our study, positive and statistically significant relations were 
detected between the SVAWS and PSS total mean scores, which can be interpreted as the increase 
in the level of perceived stress also increases domestic partner violence. At the same time a total of 
39.4% of women said that they were “insufficient” in coping with stress in our study, and 97.4% 
said that they did not have any knowledge on the methods of coping with stress. Also, in the 
present study, the perceived stress levels of women were 40.18 (3.20), which shows that the 
methods used by these mean participants in coping with stress are not functional. For this reason, 
it can be argued that the participants in our study could not cope with stress effectively. The total 
mean scores in the SVAWS was 126.25 (4.58). The mean score shows that the violence level is 
above the mean value. It was also found that the women who participated in our study were 
subjected to more partner violence with the pandemic.

The parallel results in terms of variables such as gender, education level, and being young in women 
who experienced partner violence during the pandemic period are noteworthy (Alves, de Oliveira, and 
de Oliveira 2020; Fu, Wang, and Zou 2020; Horesh, Rony Kapel Lev-Ari, and Hasson-Ohayon 2020; 
Wang et al. 2020). In a study conducted by Alves, de Oliveira, and de Oliveira (2020), it was 
emphasized that women who had low educational levels and young women were exposed to more 
partner violence during the pandemic. In the study conducted by Horesh, Rony Kapel Lev-Ari, and 
Hasson-Ohayon (2020), it was reported that being a woman, young age, corona-related loneliness, and 
preexisting chronic diseases increased the level of perceived stress, and all these factors were associated 
with poor quality of life. In another previous study, several variables such as being a woman, low 
monthly income, not doing exercise, etc. were found to increase exposure to partner violence (Fu, 
Wang, and Zou 2020). In this study, women who rated their marital adjustment as “bad,” who had 
a history of violence in pre-pandemic, who felt inadequate in own coping with stress were higher 
perceived stress level and the degree of intimate partner violence.

This study had a number of strengths. This study is important because it draws attention to the 
increase in domestic violence cases during Covid-19 quarantines, reminding that women often face 
dangers from people they know. These and similar studies can contribute to the review of measures 
that can be taken to protect women from intimate partner violence during the pandemic, and to the 
dissemination of practices that facilitate victims’ access to support services in times of crisis. This study 
had a number of limitations. This study was conducted on a group of Turkish women and cannot be 
generalized to other cultures. The another limitation of this study is its small sample size. Further 
studies with larger sample sizes are needed.

Conclusion

It was found in this study that the women who participated in our study were subjected to more IPV 
with the pandemic, and as the frequency of IPV increases, the perceived stress level also increases. 
Despite the data obtained from this and many other studies, due attention is not given to the increased 
risk of IPV during the pandemic process. Whereas a multidisciplinary team approach should be 
employed to diagnose the risk of IPV that threatens women, to protect those at risk, and to enable 
them to develop effective coping skills with stress. Health professionals are one of the most important 
parts of this team. Health professionals should evaluate the negative effects of the pandemic process on 
women’s health and use their consultancy roles effectively.

Disclosure statement

No potential conflict of interest was reported by the author(s).

114 F. EVCILI AND G. DEMIREL



Funding

The author(s) reported there is no funding associated with the work featured in this article.

Authorship statement

FE contributed to study design, data collection and analysis, manuscript writing. FE and GD contributed to study 
supervision and data management. FE and GD, contributed to critical revisions of important content. All authors 
drafted and revised the manuscript.

ORCID

Funda Evcili, Ph.D. http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4608-9189

References

Ali, U., C. M. Herbst, and C. A. Makridis (2020). The impact of COVID-19 on the US child care market: Evidence from 
stay-at-home orders. IZA Discussion Paper, 13261.

Alon, T., M. Doepke, J. Olmstead-Rumsey, and M. Tertilt. 2020. The impact of COVID-19 on gender equality. NBER 
Working Paper, 26947.

Alves, P. M. R., C. J. B. de Oliveira, and T. R. N. de Oliveira. 2020. Covid-19: Isolations, quarantines and domestic 
violence in rural areas. SciMedicine Journal 2:44–45.

Armbruster, S., and V. Klotzbucher. 2020 Lost in lockdown? Covid-19, social distancing, and mental health in Germany. 
CEPR COVID Economics 22: 117–153.

Beland, L. P., A. Brodeur, J. Haddad, and D. Mikola. 2020. Covid-19, family stress and domestic violence: Remote work, 
isolation and bargaining power. Germany: IZA – Institute of Labor Economics.

Bonomi, A. E., R. S. Thompson, M. Anderson, R. J. Reid, D. Carrell, J. A. Dimer, and F. P. Rivara. 2006. Intimate partner 
violence and women’s physical, mental, and social functioning. American Journal of Preventive Medicine 
30 (6):458–66. doi:10.1016/j.amepre.2006.01.015.

Boserup, B., M. McKenney, and A. Elkbuli. 2020. Alarming trends in us domestic violence during the covid-19 
pandemic. American Journal of Emergency Medicine. doi:10.1016/j.ajem.2020.04.077.

Brodeur, A., A. E. Clark, S. Fleche, and N. Powdthavee. 2020. COVID-19, lockdowns and well-being: Evidence from 
google trends. IZA Discussion Paper, 13204.

Brooks, S. K., R. K. Webster, L. E. Smith, L. Woodland, S. Wessely, and N. Greenberg. 2020. The psychological impact of 
quarantine and how to reduce it: Rapid review of the evidence. Lancet 395:912–20. doi:10.1016/S0140-6736(20) 
30460-8.

Buttell, F., C. E. B. Cannon, K. Rose, and R. J. Ferreira. 2021. COVID-19 and intimate partner violence: Prevalence of 
resilience and perceived stress during a pandemic. Traumatology. Advance online publication. doi:10.1037/ 
trm0000296.

CDC. 2020. Stress and coping. Accessed October 20, 2020. https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/daily-life- 
coping/managing-stress-anxiety.html.

Cohen, S., T. Kamarck, and S. Mermelstein. 1983. A global measure of perceived stress. Journal of Health and Social 
Behavior 24:385–96. doi:10.2307/2136404.

Dillon, G., R. Hussain, D. Loxton, and S. Rahman. 2013. Mental and physical health and intimate partner violence 
against women: A review of the literature. International Journal of Family Medicine, Article 313909. doi:10.1155/2013/ 
313909.

Eskin, M., H. Harlak, F. Demirkiran, and C. Dereboy. 2013. The adaptation of the perceived stress scale into Turkish: 
A reliability and validity analysis. New Symposium Journal. 5 (3):132–40.

Euronews. 2020. Domestic violence cases jump 30% during lockdown in France. Accessed October 18, 2020. Euronews 
[Internet]. https://www.euronews.com/2020/03/28/domestic-violence-casesjump-30-during-lockdown-in-france.

Ferreira, J. R., F. Buttell, and C. Cannon. 2020. Covid-19: Immediate predictors of ındividual resilience. Sustainability 
12:6495. doi:10.3390/su12166495.

Fu, W., C. Wang, and L. Zou. 2020. Psychological health, sleep quality, and coping styles to stress facing the COVID-19 
in Wuhan, China. Translational Psychiatry 10:225. doi:10.1038/s41398-020-00913-3.

Hamermesh, D. S. (2020). Lockdowns, loneliness and life satisfaction. IZA Discussion Paper, 13140.
Horesh, D., K. R. Rony Kapel Lev-Ari, and I. Hasson-Ohayon. 2020. Risk factors for psychological distress during the 

COVID-19 pandemic in Israel: Loneliness, age, gender, and health status play an important role. British Journal of 
Health Psychology 25:925–33. doi:10.1111/bjhp.12455.

WOMEN & HEALTH 115

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2006.01.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajem.2020.04.077
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(20)30460-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(20)30460-8
https://doi.org/10.1037/trm0000296
https://doi.org/10.1037/trm0000296
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/daily-life-coping/managing-stress-anxiety.html
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/daily-life-coping/managing-stress-anxiety.html
https://doi.org/10.2307/2136404
https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/313909
https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/313909
https://www.euronews.com/2020/03/28/domestic-violence-casesjump-30-during-lockdown-in-france
https://doi.org/10.3390/su12166495
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41398-020-00913-3
https://doi.org/10.1111/bjhp.12455


Khodabakhshi-Koolaee, A., M. Bagherian, and M. Rahmatizadeh. 2018. Stress and coping strategies in women with and 
without intimate-partner violence experiences. Journal of Client-Centered Nursing Care 4 (1):29–36. doi:10.32598/ 
jccnc.4.1.29.

La Provincia. 2020. Coronavirus: Casi di violenza sulle done raddopiatti in emergenza. Accessed October 18, 2020. La 
Provincia [Internet]. https://www.laprovinciacr.it/news/italia-e-mondo/244892/coronavirus-casi-di-violenza-sulle- 
donne-raddoppiatiin-emergenza.html.

Lazarus, R. S., and S. Folkman. 1984. Stress, appraisal, and coping. New York: Springer.
Marshall, L. L. 1992. Development of the severity of violence against women scales. Journal of Family Violence 7:103–21. 

doi:10.1007/BF00978700.
Payne, J., A. Morgan, and A. R. Piquero. 2020. Covid-19 and social distancing measures in queensland Australia are 

associated with short-term decreases in recorded violent crime. Journal of Experimental Criminology. https://doi.org/ 
10.1007/s11292-020-09441-y 

Peterman, A., A. Potts, M. O’Donnell, K. Thompson, N. Shah, S. Oertelt-Prigione, and N. Van Gelder. 2020. Pandemics 
and violence against women and children, Vol. 528. Washington, DC: Center for Global Development.

Reuters (2020). Calls to spain’s gender violence helpline sharply during lockdown. The New York Times. Accessed 
October 18, 2020. https://www.nytimes.com/reuters/2020/04/01/world/europe/01reutershealth-coronavirus-spain- 
domestic-violence.html.

Stanley, M. (2020). Why the increase in domestic violence during COVID-19? Psychology Today. Accessed January 10, 
2021 https://www.psychologytoday.com/us/blog/making-sense-chaos/202005/why-the-increase-in-domestic- 
violenceduring-covid-19.

Taub, A. (2020). A new COVID-19 crisis: Domestic abuse rises worldwide. The New York Times. Accessed January 10, 
2021: https://www.nytimes.com/2020/04/06/world/coronavirus-domestic-violence.html?campaign_id=2.

Tubadji, A., F. Boy, and D. J. Webber. 2020. Narrative economic analysis of public policy impact on mental health 
COVID economics: Vetted and real-time papers 20. Center for Economic Policy Research 109-131.

Tuz, C., M. E. Oksuz, and S. A. Tekiner. 2015. Reliability and validity of Turkish version of the severity of violence 
against women scale and sexual experiences survey-victimization version. Eurasian Journal of Family Medicine 
4 (2):83–89.

van Gelder, N., A. Peterman, A. Potts, M. O’Donnell, K. Thompson, N. Shah, and S. Oertelt-Prigione. 2020. COVID-19: 
Reducing the risk of infection might increase the risk of intimate partner violence. EClinicalMedicine 21:100348. 
doi:10.1016/j.eclinm.2020.100348.

Vieira, P. R., L. P. Garcia, and E. L. N. Maciel. 2020. The increase in domestic violence during the social isolation: What 
does it reveals? Revista Brasileira de Epidemiologia 23:e200033. doi:10.1590/1980-549720200033.

Wang, C., R. Pan, X. Wan, Y. Tan, L. Xu, C. S. Ho, and R. C. Ho. 2020. Immediate psychological responses and 
associated factors during the initial stage of the 2019 coronavirus disease (COVID-19) epidemic among the general 
population in China. International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health 17 (5):1729. doi:10.3390/ 
ijerph17051729.

WHO. 2017. Strengthening health systems to respond to women subjected to intimate partner violence or sexual 
violence: A manual for health managers. Accessed January 10, 2021: https://www.who.int/reproductivehealth/pub 
lications/violence/vaw-health-systems-manual/en/.

WHO. 2019. Coronavirus disease (COVID-19) pandemic. Country and technical guidance - coronavirus disease 
(COVID-19). Accessed August 10, 2020. https://www.who.int/emergencies/diseases/novel-coronavirus-2019/ 
technical 

WHO. 2020. COVID-19 and violence against women. Accessed January 10, 2021. https://www.who.int/reproductive 
health/publications/vaw-covid-19/en/ 

Williams, J. R., V. Cole, S. Girdler, and M. G. Cromeens. 2020. Exploring stress, cognitive, and affective mechanisms of 
the relationship between interpersonal trauma and opioid misuse. PLoS ONE 15 (5):e0233185. doi:10.1371/journal. 
pone.0233185.

116 F. EVCILI AND G. DEMIREL

https://doi.org/10.32598/jccnc.4.1.29
https://doi.org/10.32598/jccnc.4.1.29
https://www.laprovinciacr.it/news/italia-e-mondo/244892/coronavirus-casi-di-violenza-sulle-donne-raddoppiatiin-emergenza.html
https://www.laprovinciacr.it/news/italia-e-mondo/244892/coronavirus-casi-di-violenza-sulle-donne-raddoppiatiin-emergenza.html
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00978700
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-020-09441-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-020-09441-y
https://www.nytimes.com/reuters/2020/04/01/world/europe/01reutershealth-coronavirus-spain-domestic-violence.html
https://www.nytimes.com/reuters/2020/04/01/world/europe/01reutershealth-coronavirus-spain-domestic-violence.html
https://www.psychologytoday.com/us/blog/making-sense-chaos/202005/why-the-increase-in-domestic-violenceduring-covid-19
https://www.psychologytoday.com/us/blog/making-sense-chaos/202005/why-the-increase-in-domestic-violenceduring-covid-19
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/04/06/world/coronavirus-domestic-violence.html?campaign_id=2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eclinm.2020.100348
https://doi.org/10.1590/1980-549720200033
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17051729
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17051729
https://www.who.int/reproductivehealth/publications/violence/vaw-health-systems-manual/en/
https://www.who.int/reproductivehealth/publications/violence/vaw-health-systems-manual/en/
https://www.who.int/emergencies/diseases/novel-coronavirus-2019/technical
https://www.who.int/emergencies/diseases/novel-coronavirus-2019/technical
https://www.who.int/reproductivehealth/publications/vaw-covid-19/en/
https://www.who.int/reproductivehealth/publications/vaw-covid-19/en/
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0233185
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0233185

	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Type of study
	Sampling and participants
	Instruments
	Personal information form
	The Severity of Violence Against Women Scale (SVAWS)
	The Perceived Stress Scale (PSS)

	Statistical analysis
	Ethical approval

	Results
	Socio-demographic characteristics of the women
	Distribution of women according to IPV history before and during the pandemic
	Scale mean scores of the women
	Correlation scale total mean scores according to some characteristics of the women
	Correlation of scale total score means

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Disclosure statement
	Funding
	Authorship statement
	ORCID
	References

