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ABS TRACT Objective: This study retrospectively analyzes cases of 
domestic physical violence reported to the Forensic Medicine Clinic at 
Aydın Adnan Menderes University during the coronavirus disease-
2019 (COVID-19) pandemic. As one of Türkiye’s few regional analy-
ses, this study aims to compare its findings with pre-existing literature 
to evaluate the unique impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic on domes-
tic violence. Material and Methods: From March 11, 2020, to March 
11, 2022, a total of 2,034 outpatient visits were reviewed, of which 55 
involved domestic violence. The study focused exclusively on cases of 
physical violence involving offenses against bodily integrity, with 6 
cases excluded due to incomplete data, resulting in a final sample of 
49 cases. Data collected included demographic details and incident 
specifics, such as location and injury type. Results: Among the 49 
cases, 61.2% involved female victims and 38.8% male, with an increase 
in male victimization observed compared to pre-pandemic studies. In-
cidents primarily took place at home (65.3%) and were more often re-
ported from urban areas (57.1%). The most commonly injured body 
region was the face (51%), and it was determined that 65.3% of injuries 
were mild enough to be managed with basic medical intervention. Con-
clusion: The findings suggest shifts in domestic violence patterns dur-
ing the pandemic, including changes in gender distribution. These 
results may offer useful insights for healthcare providers and policy-
makers seeking to understand domestic violence dynamics under crisis 
conditions. Further research could support preventive measures for sim-
ilar future situations. 
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ÖZET Amaç: Bu çalışma, koronavirüs hastalığı-2019 [coronavirus di-
sease-2019 (COVID-19)] pandemisi döneminde Aydın Adnan Mende-
res Üniversitesi Adli Tıp Ana Bilim Dalı’na başvuran aile içi fiziksel 
şiddet vakalarını retrospektif olarak incelemektedir. Türkiye’de yapılan 
sınırlı sayıdaki bölgesel analizden biri olan bu çalışma, COVID-19 pan-
demisinin aile içi şiddet üzerindeki özgün etkilerini değerlendirmek 
amacıyla bulgularını mevcut literatürle karşılaştırmayı amaçlamakta-
dır. Gereç ve Yöntemler: 11 Mart 2020-11 Mart 2022 tarihleri ara-
sında toplam 2.034 poliklinik başvurusu incelenmiş ve bunlardan 
55’inin aile içi şiddet vakası olduğu tespit edilmiştir. Çalışma, yalnızca 
vücut dokunulmazlığına karşı işlenen fiziksel şiddet vakalarına odak-
lanmış, eksik veriye sahip 6 vaka dışlanarak nihai analiz 49 vaka üze-
rinden gerçekleştirilmiştir. Demografik bilgiler ve olay yeri, yaralanma 
türü gibi olay detayları toplanarak analiz edilmiştir. Bulgular: Kırk 
dokuz vakanın %61,2’si kadın, %38,8’i ise erkek mağdurlardan oluş-
makta olup, pandemi öncesi çalışmalara kıyasla erkek mağduriyetinde 
artış gözlemlenmiştir. Vakaların %65,3’ü evde gerçekleşmiş ve %57,1’i 
kentsel bölgelerden rapor edilmiştir. En çok yaralanan vücut bölgesi 
yüz olup (%51), yaralanmaların %65,3’ünün basit bir tıbbi müdahale ile 
giderilebilecek ölçüde hafif olduğu belirlenmiştir. Sonuç: Bulgular, 
pandemi süresince aile içi şiddet vakalarının cinsiyet dağılımında de-
ğişimler olduğunu göstermektedir. Bu sonuçlar, kriz koşullarında aile 
içi şiddet dinamiklerini anlamak isteyen sağlık hizmeti sağlayıcıları ve 
politika yapıcılar için faydalı olabilir. Benzer durumlara yönelik ön-
lemler geliştirmek amacıyla daha fazla araştırma yapılması önerilmek-
tedir. 
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Domestic violence encompasses a range of be-
haviors, including physical and sexual violence, emo-
tional abuse, and controlling actions.1 A systematic 
review published in 2023 indicated that the preva-
lence of domestic violence against women in devel-
oping countries ranged from %29.4 to %73.7.2 A 
study in Türkiye conducted between 2008 and 2011 
revealed an increase in domestic violence crimes over 
the years, with the highest rates of reported incidents 
observed in the Eastern Marmara and Aegean re-
gions.3 Studies indicate that the prevalence of do-
mestic violence increased globally during the 
coronavirus disease-2019 (COVID-19) pandemic.4  

This study aims to retrospectively analyze cases 
of domestic physical violence reported to the De-
partment of Forensic Medicine at Adnan Menderes 
University in Aydın, Türkiye, during the COVID-19 
pandemic, and to compare the findings with other 
studies in the literature. As one of the few regional 
analyses of domestic violence cases in Türkiye dur-
ing this period, the research provides valuable results 
for policymakers and healthcare professionals in ad-
dressing domestic violence at both regional and na-
tional levels. 

 MATERIAL AND METHODS 
The case files of domestic violence victims who pre-
sented to the Forensic Medicine Clinic at Adnan 
Menderes University between March 11, 2020, and 
March 11, 2022, were retrospectively reviewed to as-
sess the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on phys-
ical violence within domestic settings. During this 
period, a total of 2.034 outpatient entries were 
recorded at the clinic, of which 55 cases involved do-
mestic violence; these 55 cases were selected for in-
clusion in the study. The study focused specifically 
on instances of physical violence, with cases of sex-
ual violence excluded to maintain an emphasis on of-
fenses affecting bodily integrity and their medical 
consequences. This approach enabled a more detailed 
examination of the physical injuries and associated 
forensic findings. Initially, 55 cases were identified; 
however, after excluding 6 cases due to incomplete or 
missing data, a final sample of 49 cases was included 
in the analysis. 

Demographic and incident-specific data were 
collected, including the victim’s gender, age, and re-
gion of residence, along with the perpetrator’s gen-
der, their relationship to the victim, the location of 
the violent incident, and the outcomes as recorded in 
the forensic medical reports. These data were then 
systematically analyzed using SPSS version 22 (IBM 
Corp., USA), with frequency analyses conducted to 
explore patterns and distributions within the dataset. 
The findings provide a statistical overview of do-
mestic violence incidents during the pandemic pe-
riod, with particular attention to demographic factors 
and the nature of the physical violence experienced 
by the victims. 

The study was approved by the Non-Interven-
tional Clinical Research Ethics Committee of Adnan 
Menderes University Faculty of Medicine (date: Oc-
tober 21, 2021, decision no: 04). It was conducted in 
accordance with the principles of the Declaration of 
Helsinki. 

 RESULTS 
A retrospective analysis of cases presented to the 
Forensic Medicine Clinic of Adnan Menderes Uni-
versity Hospital between March 11, 2020, and March 
11, 2022, identified 49 cases of domestic violence. Of 
these cases, 61.2% (n=30) involved female victims, 
while 38.8% (n=19) involved male victims (Table 1). 
The average age of female victims was 32.5 years, and 
the average age of male victims was 33.8 years. 
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n % 
Gender Female 30 61.2 

Male 19 38.8 
Total 49 100 

Residence Urban 28 57.1 
Rural 21 42.9 
Total 49 100 

Employment status Unemployed, student 24 48.9 
Employed 19 38.7 
Retired 6 12.2 
Total 49 100 

Marital status Married 35 71.4 
Single 14 28.6 
Total 49 100 

TABLE 1:  Sociodemographic characteristics of the victims
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An analysis of the alleged perpetrators revealed 
that 87.8% (n=43) were male, while 12.2% (n=6) 
were female. Among the suspects, 42.0% (n=21) were 
spouses, and 18.4% (n=9) were parents (Table 2). 

An examination of the locations where the as-
saults occurred revealed that 65.3% (n=32) of the 
cases reported the assault took place at home, while 
24.5% (n=12) indicated that they were assaulted in 
public spaces. When assessing the nature of objects 
used in the acts of violence, it was found that in 

57.2% (n=28) of the cases, no objects were used, and 
the perpetrator employed only body parts (hands, 
feet, etc.) in the attack. In an equal number of cases, 
blunt objects and sharp-edged tools were used (n=10, 
20.4%) (Table 3). 

An examination of the reports issued following 
the medical evaluations revealed that in 65.3% 
(n=32) of the cases, the injuries were determined to 
be treatable with simple medical intervention. Addi-
tionally, it was found that the injuries in 1 case (2%) 
posed a life-threatening risk (Table 4). 

 DISCUSSION 
The most notable finding in our study is the gender 
distribution of the victims of domestic violence. A 
study conducted in Brazil between 2012 and 2014 
found that women were 4 times more likely to expe-
rience domestic violence compared to men.5 In con-
trast, our study shows that this ratio is approximately 
2 to 1. A review of the literature reveals that similar 
ratios have been found in other recent studies con-
ducted in the same period as our research.6-8 A sys-
tematic review published in 2021 identified an 
increase in domestic violence cases worldwide during 

n % 
Gender Female 6 12.2 

Male 43 87.8 
Total 49 100 

Degree of relationship Spouse 21 42 
Parent 9 18.4 
Child 5 10.2 
Partner 2 4.1 
Grandchild 2 4.1 
Sibling 6 12.2 
Relative 3 6.1 
Ex-spouse 1 2 
Total 49 100 

TABLE 2:  Sociodemographic characteristics of the perpetrator

n % 
Location Home 32 65.3 

Public 12 24.5 
Car 1 2 
Multiple locations 4 8.2 
Total 49 100 

Weapon used None or body parts 28 57.2 
Sharp-edged tool 10 20.4 
Firearm 1 2 
Blunt object 10 20.4 
Total 49 100 

Injured body region Face 25 51 
Scalp 4 8.2 
Thorax and back 4 8.2 
Upper extremity 4 8.2 
Lower extremity 4 8.2 
Pelvic region 3 6.1 
Multiple region 5 10.2 
Total 49 100 

TABLE 3:  Characteristics of the violent incident

n % 
Treatability with simple Treatable 32 65.3 
medical intervention Non treatable 17 34.7 

Total 49 100 
Presence of life- Present 1 2 
threatening condition Non present 48 98 

Total 49 100 
Fracture None 46 93.9 

Vertebra 1 2 
Upper extremity 1 2 
Multiple* 1 2 
Total 49 100 

Impairment or loss of None 43 87.8 
function of one of the Follow-up examination required 6 12.2 
senses or organs Total 49 100 
Presence of permanent Present 3 6.1 
facial scar Non present 32 65.3 

Follow-up examination required 14 28.6 
Total 49 100 

TABLE 4:  Characteristics of the issued reports

*Upper extremity and lower extremity



Merthan ERDOĞAN et al. Turkiye Klinikleri J Foren Sci Leg Med. 2025;22(2):74-9

77

the pandemic period. The primary causes of this in-
crease were attributed to social isolation, alcohol and 
substance use, and economic hardships.4 Similarly, 
in a study conducted by Kolbe et al., social isolation 
and alcohol or substance dependency were high-
lighted as key factors contributing to domestic vio-
lence against men.9 In Türkiye, the periods during 
which lockdown measures were implemented, par-
ticularly when the predominantly male workforce 
was confined to their homes, may be associated with 
an overall rise in domestic violence cases, especially 
those involving male perpetrators.10 The lack of in-
vestigation into the causes of this phenomenon rep-
resents a limitation of our study. 

In our study, the majority of domestic violence 
victims were found to be women. This finding aligns 
with numerous other studies, which have similarly re-
ported that women experience domestic violence at 
higher rates, particularly in societies with greater gen-
der inequality.9,11,12 

The findings of this study indicate that the ma-
jority of domestic violence victims were from urban 
and district centers. A study conducted in Denizli re-
ported that 71.9% of the domestic violence cases 
originated from urban areas.13 Research from Poland 
indicated that domestic violence victims in rural areas 
are more hesitant to seek help, or professionals in 
these regions have difficulty identifying instances of 
violence.14 In line with these findings, the lower rate 
of reports from rural areas in our study suggests that 
victims in rural regions may have limited access to 
support services due to societal and logistical barriers. 

In our study, it was found that the majority of 
victims were married (71.4%). This finding is con-
sistent with the study by Alkan et al., which reported 
that 88.2% of the 6,796 physical violence victims 
they analyzed were married.15 Similarly, a study con-
ducted in Ankara revealed that 83.3% of married 
women had experienced domestic violence.16 Addi-
tionally, research by Lasong et al. in Zimbabwe iden-
tified low education levels, low income, and 
unemployment as significant contributing factors to 
domestic violence.17 The higher prevalence of do-
mestic violence among married women in our study 
may also be attributed to similar socioeconomic fac-
tors. 

The present study identified that the largest 
group of perpetrators were spouses (42.0%) when an-
alyzing their relationship to the victims. A review of 
the literature highlights that intimate partner violence, 
particularly against women, is highly prevalent and 
represents a global issue. These findings suggest that 
partner violence is one of the most common forms of 
domestic violence and that gender inequality may be 
a fundamental factor contributing to this type of vio-
lence.18-20 

A study covering the pre-pandemic period 
(2005-2013) reported that 55.3% of domestic vio-
lence cases occurred within the home.21 In our study, 
this proportion was found to be 65%. A systematic 
review by Kourti et al. highlighted that continuous 
contact due to measures such as social isolation, un-
employment, or mandatory quarantine has con-
tributed to an increase in domestic violence.4 The 
higher proportion observed in our study may be at-
tributed to these factors. 

The analysis of the tools used during the assaults 
revealed that the perpetrators most frequently used 
their limbs to inflict harm (57.2%, n=28), followed 
by an equal use of blunt objects and sharp-edged tools 
(20.4%, n=10 each). Studies conducted both before 
and during the pandemic similarly show that blunt 
objects and sharp-edged tools follow the use of body 
parts in assaults.22-24 These findings indicate that per-
petrators commonly use body parts, such as hands 
and feet, to harm victims, a pattern frequently en-
countered in forensic cases. 

In a study conducted by Gujrathi et al., it was 
noted that injuries in domestic violence incidents 
most frequently occurred in the facial region, with 
perpetrators-either consciously or unconsciously-tar-
geting the victim’s face in an attempt to undermine 
their self-confidence. The face is a significant symbol 
of a person’s identity and social status, which makes 
the focus of assaults on this area sociologically mean-
ingful.25 In our study, the fact that half of the victims 
sustained facial injuries may also be attributed to sim-
ilar sociologically driven factors. 

A study conducted in Muğla between 2014 and 
2022 reported that in 76.8% of the cases, injuries 
were treatable with simple medical intervention.26 A 
review of the literature shows similar findings, with 
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the majority of cases involving injuries that were mild 
enough to be managed with basic medical interven-
tion.24,27,28 These results suggest that, while physical 
injuries in domestic violence incidents are typically 
minor, serious and life-threatening injuries can also 
occur, albeit infrequently. 

The period examined in this study, March 2020 
to March 2022, was not compared with the preced-
ing 2 years or the subsequent 2 years. This represents 
a significant limitation of the study, as evaluating the 
effects of the pandemic on domestic violence requires 
a comparison of pandemic-period data with pre- and 
post-pandemic periods. Conducting comparative 
analyses could provide a broader perspective and help 
better understand potential changes in domestic vio-
lence dynamics during the pandemic. 

 CONCLUSION 
This study provides a detailed analysis of domestic 
physical violence cases reported to the Forensic 
Medicine Clinic at Adnan Menderes University dur-
ing the COVID-19 pandemic, highlighting how crisis 
conditions may impact patterns of violence. A no-
table increase in male victimization suggests shifts in 
traditional domestic dynamics, potentially tied to 
stressors like social isolation and economic hardship. 
Despite this shift, the majority of victims remained 
female, underscoring the persistent influence of gen-
der roles on vulnerability to domestic violence. 

The predominance of facial injuries indicates a 
specific trend in the nature of harm inflicted, which 
could reflect deeper psychological or punitive moti-
vations during acts of domestic violence. Moreover, 

the greater frequency of cases from urban areas may 
point to differing socioeconomic pressures or vary-
ing access to resources for reporting abuse. 

These findings offer valuable insights for 
healthcare providers and policymakers, reinforcing 
the need for adaptable, crisis-responsive strategies 
that address the unique stresses of pandemic or sim-
ilar large-scale disruptions. Future studies compar-
ing pre- and post-pandemic periods could provide a 
more nuanced understanding of these shifts, enabling 
targeted interventions and preventive measures tai-
lored to crisis conditions. 

Source of Finance 

During this study, no financial or spiritual support was received 
neither from any pharmaceutical company that has a direct con-
nection with the research subject, nor from a company that pro-
vides or produces medical instruments and materials which may 
negatively affect the evaluation process of this study. 

Conflict of Interest 

No conflicts of interest between the authors and / or family mem-
bers of the scientific and medical committee members or mem-
bers of the potential conflicts of interest, counseling, expertise, 
working conditions, share holding and similar situations in any 
firm. 

Authorship Contributions 

Idea/Concept: Merthan Erdoğan; Design: Merthan Erdoğan, Ci-
hangir Işık; Control/Supervision: Musa Dirlik; Data Collection 
and/or Processing: Merthan Erdoğan, Cihangir Işık; Analysis 
and/or Interpretation: Merthan Erdoğan, Cihangir Işık; Litera-
ture Review: Merthan Erdoğan; Writing the Article: Merthan 
Erdoğan; Critical Review: Musa Dirlik; References and Fund-
ings: Musa Dirlik.

1. García-Moreno C, Jansen HAFM, Ellsberg M, Heise L, Watts C. WHO multi-
country study on women’s health and domestic violence against women: ini-
tial results on prevalence, health outcomes and women’s responses. World 
Health Organization; 2005. [Link] 

2. Christaki C, Orovou O, Dagla D, Sarantaki S, Moriati M, Kirkou K, et al. Do-
mestic violence during women’s life in developing countries. Mater Sociomed. 
2023;35(1):58-64. [Crossref] [PubMed] [PMC]  

3. Toprak S. Domestic Violence Crimes between 2008-2011 in Turkey. CMJ. 
2016;38(4):288-93. [Crossref]  

4. Kourti A, Stavridou A, Panagouli E, Psaltopoulou T, Spiliopoulou C, Tsolia M, 
et al. Domestic violence during the COVID-19 pandemic: a systematic re-
view. Trauma Violence Abuse. 2023;24(2):719-45. [Crossref] [PubMed] 
[PMC]  

5. Barbosa KGN, Walker BB, Schuurman N, Cavalcanti SDLB, Ferreira E Fer-
reira E, Ferreira RC. Epidemiological and spatial characteristics of interper-
sonal physical violence in a Brazilian city: A comparative study of violent injury 
hotspots in familial versus non-familial settings, 2012-2014. PLoS One. 
2019;14(1):e0208304. [Crossref] [PubMed] [PMC]  

 REFERENCES

https://iris.who.int/handle/10665/43309
https://doi.org/10.5455/msm.2023.35.58-64
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37095880
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC10122524
https://doi.org/10.7197/cmj.v38i4.5000203533
https://doi.org/10.1177/15248380211038690
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34402325
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC10011925
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0208304
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30615621
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6322764


Merthan ERDOĞAN et al. Turkiye Klinikleri J Foren Sci Leg Med. 2025;22(2):74-9

79

6. Ojeahere MI, Kumswa SK, Adiukwu F, Plang JP, Taiwo YF. Intimate partner 
violence and its mental health implications amid COVID-19 lockdown: findings 
among Nigerian couples. J Interpers Violence. 2022;37(17-18):NP15434-
NP15454. [Crossref] [PubMed]  

7. Loinaz Calvo I, Bigas Formatjé N, Sousa AM de. Comparing intra and extra-
familial child sexual abuse in a forensic context. Psicothema. 2019;31(3):271-
6. [Crossref]  

8. Rashid Soron T, Ashiq MAR, Al-Hakeem M, Chowdhury ZF, Uddin Ahmed H, 
Afrooz Chowdhury C. Domestic violence and mental health during the 
COVID-19 pandemic in Bangladesh. JMIR Form Res. 2021;5(9):e24624. 
[Crossref] [PubMed] [PMC]  

9. Kolbe V, Büttner A. Domestic violence against men-prevalence and risk fac-
tors. Dtsch Arztebl Int. 2020;117(31-32):534-41. [PubMed] [PMC]  

10. Gacener Atış A, Ölçer D. Küresel pandemi koşullarında istihdam ve cinsiyet 
farklılığı. Karaman D, editor. Sosyal Beşeri ve İdari Bilimler Alanında 
Uluslararası Araştırmalar x. 1. Baskı. İstanbul: Eğitim Yayınevi; 2023. p.117-
30. [Link] 

11. González L, Rodríguez-Planas N. Gender norms and intimate partner vio-
lence. Journal of Economic Behavior & Organization. 2020;178:223-48. 
[Crossref]  

12. Akar T, Baran Aksakal FN, Demirel B, Durukan E, Özkan S. The prevalence 
of domestic violence against women among a group woman: Ankara, Turkey. 
Journal of Family Violence. 2010;25(5):449-60. [Crossref]  

13. Bora B, Kemalettin A, Kurtuluş A. Mayıs 2003-Temmuz 2004 tarihleri arasında 
Pamukkale Üniversitesi Tıp Fakültesi Adli Tıp Anabilim Dalı’na başvuran aile 
içi şiddet olguları [Intra familiar violence cases of Pamukkale University School 
Of Medicine Department of legal medicine between may 2003-july 2004]. Pa-
mukkale Medical Journal. 2008;1(1):13-6. [Crossref]  

14. Michalska S. Domestic violence against women in rural communities in 
Poland. Wieś i Rolnictwo. 2016;4(173):141-62. [Crossref]  

15. Alkan Ö, Ünver Ş. Determinants of domestic physical violence against women 
in Turkey. Humanit Soc Sci Rev. 2020;8(6):55-67. [Crossref]  

16. Turk R, Celik SS, Çetin M, Soydan G. Experiences and views of married 
women about domestic violence. Int J Nurs Pract. 2017;23(4). [Crossref] 
[PubMed]  

17. Lasong J, Zhang Y, Muyayalo KP, Njiri OA, Gebremedhin SA, Abaidoo CS, et 
al. Domestic violence among married women of reproductive age in Zim-
babwe: a cross sectional study. BMC Public Health. 2020;20(1):354. [Cross-
ref] [PubMed] [PMC]  

18. Adibelli D, Sümen A, Teskereci G. Domestic violence against women during 

the Covid-19 pandemic: Turkey sample. Health Care for Women International. 
2021;42(3):335-50. [Crossref]  

19. Akalin A, Ayhan F. Intimate partner violence against women in Turkey during 
the COVID-19 pandemic. Issues Ment Health Nurs. 2022;43(1):68-75. [Cross-
ref] [PubMed]  

20. Wahed T, Bhuiya A. Battered bodies & shattered minds: violence against 
women in Bangladesh. Indian J Med Res. 2007;126(4):341-54. [PubMed]  

21. Loder RT, Momper L. Demographics and fracture patterns of patients pre-
senting to us emergency departments for intimate partner violence. J Am 
Acad Orthop Surg Glob Res Rev. 2020;4(2):e20.00009. [Crossref] [PubMed] 
[PMC]  

22. Savall F, Lechevalier A, Hérin F, Vergnault M, Telmon N, Bartoli C. A ten-year 
experience of physical intimate partner violence (IPV) in a French forensic 
unit. J Forensic Leg Med. 2017;46:12-5. [Crossref] [PubMed]  

23. Wörmann X, Wilmes S, Seifert D, Anders S. Males as victims of intimate part-
ner violence - results from a clinical-forensic medical examination centre. Int 
J Legal Med. 2021;135(5):2107-15. [Crossref] [PubMed] [PMC]  

24. Koca T, Kaya K, Hilal A. 2019 yılı içerisinde Çukurova Üniversitesi Tıp Fakül-
tesi Adli Tıp Anabilim Dalına başvuran kadına yönelik fiziksel ve cinsel şiddet 
olgularının değerlendirilmesi [Evaluation of the physical and sexual violence 
cases against women applied to the Department of Forensic Medicine of 
Çukurova Unıversity medical department in 2019]. Harran Üniversitesi Tıp 
Fakültesi Dergisi. 2021;18(2):284-9. [Crossref]  

25. Gujrathi R, Tang A, Thomas R, Park H, Gosangi B, Stoklosa HM, Lewis-
O’Connor A, et al. Facial injury patterns in victims of intimate partner violence. 
Emerg Radiol. 2022;29(4):697-707. [Crossref] [PubMed] [PMC]  

26. Ekinci E, Tarımer ML, Ersoy B, Balcı Y. Ev içi şiddetin farklı görünümleri-inti-
har girişimi veya cinayetler [Different views of domestic violence-suicide at-
tempts or homocides-research paper]. The Bulletin of Legal Medicine. 
2024;29(1):35-43. [Crossref]  

27. Subaşı Baybuğa M, Irmak Z, Talas MS, Savran MB. Adli tıp şube 
müdürlüğüne başvuran fiziksel ve cinsel şiddet mağduru kadın olgularının 
değerlendirilmesi [Evaluation of cases involving female victims of physical 
and sexual assault reporting to the Muğla Forensic Medicine Department]. 
Anadolu Hemşirelik ve Sağlık Bilimleri Dergisi. 2012;15(3):173-80. [Link] 

28. Işık H, Gamsız Bilgin N. 2018-2020 yılları arasında partner şiddeti nedeniyle 
Mersin Tıp Fakültesi Hastanesine başvuran kadın olguların değerlendirilmesi 
[Evaluation of female cases applying to Mersin Medical Faculty Hospital due 
to partner violence between 2018-2020]. The Bulletin of Legal Medicine. 
2023;28(2):166-77. [Crossref] 

https://doi.org/10.1177/08862605211015213
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33993788
https://doi.org/10.7334/psicothema2018.351
https://doi.org/10.2196/24624
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34346893
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8439177
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33087241
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7658679
https://www.egitimyayinevi.com/u/egitimyayinevi/docs/y/o/yoksis-ekitap-sosyal-beseri-ve-idari-bilimler-x-icerik-dosyasi-1672571740.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jebo.2020.07.024
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-010-9306-8
https://doi.org/10.31362/patd.392523
https://doi.org/10.7366/wir042016/08
https://doi.org/10.18510/hssr.2020.867
https://doi.org/10.1111/ijn.12543
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28544331
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-020-8447-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-020-8447-9
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32183756
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7079366
https://doi.org/10.1080/07399332.2021.1885408
https://doi.org/10.1080/01612840.2021.1949764
https://doi.org/10.1080/01612840.2021.1949764
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34383617
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18032809
https://doi.org/10.5435/jaaosglobal-d-20-00009
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32440627
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7209811
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jflm.2016.12.007
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28039764
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00414-021-02615-x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33928431
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8084411
https://doi.org/10.35440/hutfd.895962
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10140-022-02052-2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35505264
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC9064123
https://doi.org/10.17986/blm.1669
https://dergipark.org.tr/tr/download/article-file/29574
https://doi.org/10.17986/blm.1632

