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Intimate Partner Violence in Low- and
Middle-Income Countries: Insights
from Economic Research’

MANISHA SHAH AND LYDIA BARSKI"

Intimate partner violence (IPV) is a pervasive global issue, with approximately one in
three women experiencing IPV during her lifetime. IPV prevalence is higher in low-
and middle-income countries (LMICs), and costs of IPV are also considerably larger
as a percentage of GDP in LMICs. We present the economic theory behind IPV and
highlight some important determinants, such as poverty and societal norms. We then
synthesize the causal evidence on the impact of a range of policies and interventions,
highlighting approaches that have been effective in reducing IPV. We identify key
insights from the existing literature and outline areas where further theoretical and
empirical research is needed. (JEL 132, J12, J16, K42, 015, 017, Z13)

1. Introduction

Violence against women remains a pervasive global issue, with especially high prevalence
in low- and middle-income countries (LMICs) (Gunarathne et al. 2023). Among the various
forms of violence, intimate partner violence (IPV)—which includes physical, sexual, and emo-
tional abuse as well as controlling behaviors by a current or former intimate partner—is one
of the most widespread (World Health Organization 2012). Women disproportionately bear
the burden of IPV worldwide. While IPV is often discussed interchangeably with domestic
violence, it is distinct, referring specifically to violence between intimate partners, whereas
domestic violence more broadly encompasses violence within familial settings, also includ-
ing child or elder abuse (American Psychological Association 1996). Domestic violence typ-
ically involves individuals living in the same household, whereas IPV can occur regardless of
whether the partners share a household.
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Globally, approximately one in three ever-partnered women aged 1549 has experienced
physical or sexual violence by an intimate partner in her lifetime. It can start young, with
24 percent of females aged 15-19 reporting having faced such violence since the age of 15
(Sardinha et al. 2022). Prevalence rates are even higher in LMICs, with estimates reach-
ing 45 percent in parts of sub-Saharan Africa and 35 percent in South Asia (World Health
Organization 2018). Emotional or psychological abuse is even more widespread, with up to
58 percent of women reporting some form of emotional abuse in the past year (World Health
Organization 2005). The COVID-19 pandemic exacerbated these trends, as lock-downs and
mobility restrictions intensified household stress, poverty, and exposure to abusers, leading
to what has been termed the “shadow pandemic” of increased IPV (United Nations Women
2020).

Estimating the economic costs of IPV presents significant methodological challenges.
Underreporting, stigma, and cross-cultural differences in how violence is perceived and dis-
cussed hinder reliable measurement (Waters et al. 2005). Nevertheless, available estimates
suggest the costs of IPV are substantial. Across nine countries, the economic burden of IPV
has been estimated at 1-2 percent of GDP, roughly the same level as public spending on pri-
mary education in similar settings (Duvvury et al. 2013). As a percentage of GDP, estimates
of the costs of IPV are considerably higher in LMICs than in high-income countries (Waters
et al. 2005).

Consistent with the broader literature, this paper adopts a framework that refers to women
as survivors and men as perpetrators, reflecting the asymmetry in both the incidence and
severity of IPV (Morse 1995)." Globally, over half (56 percent) of all female homicides are
committed by intimate partners or family members, compared to 11 percent for male victims
(United Nations Women 2022). While we acknowledge that IPV can be bidirectional and that
women may also perpetrate violence, the evidence suggests this occurs at lower rates and with
less severe consequences.

Recently, research on IPV has expanded in the economics literature, as IPV has been linked
to a host of adverse economic outcomes, including reduced female labor force participa-
tion (Bhattacharyya, Bedi, and Chhachhi 2011; Heath 2014), lower household consumption
(Tauchen, Witte, and Long 1991), and negative intergenerational impacts on children’s health
and well-being (Pollak 2004; Aizer 2011; Heise 2011). It is also associated with heightened
exposure to risky sexual behaviors, lower use of reproductive and maternal health services, and
poorer educational and nutritional outcomes for children (Raj et al. 2006; Decker, Miller et al.
2014; Decker, Peitzmeier et al. 2014; Leight and Wilson 2021).

Despite these well-documented consequences, economics has only recently begun to engage
systematically with research on IPV. More than half of the theoretical work reviewed in this
paper has been published since 2015. Strong empirical work on the topic is even more recent.
Of the sixty empirical papers analyzed across Tables 24, fifty-five (or 92 percent) are from
2015 or later. This surge in interest reflects a broader shift in the economics discipline toward
addressing questions at the intersection of gender, violence, and economic development.

This article reviews and synthesizes the emerging economics literature on IPV with a focus
on LMICs, where prevalence rates are higher and institutional support systems for women
are weaker relative to high-income countries. We begin by providing insight into one of the

1We use the terms victim and survivor interchangeably, recognizing that some individuals self-identify as victims and
others as survivors.
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greatest challenges to quantifying and analyzing IPV: its measurement. We compare various
methodological approaches that researchers take in measuring IPV. In Section 3, we outline
key economic models of violence against women that have been proposed to understand the
causes and persistence of IPV. The models largely center around household bargaining and
game theoretic models. Section 4 begins reviewing the causal evidence on interventions and
policy changes that influence IPV. Given that poverty is a major determinant, we first focus
on cash transfers, a commonly used tool to alleviate poverty in LMICs, to explore whether
cash transfers decrease IPV. Next, in Section 5, we focus on the impacts of other policies
and programs that are meant to reduce poverty through income, employment, or both. This
also includes entrepreneurship and life skills training programs that aim to increase economic
stability and foster empowerment. In Section 6, we examine laws, institutions, and norms, as
these structural factors both reflect and reinforce the underlying determinants of IPV. We
broaden the lens in Section 7 by integrating some seminal work from outside of the economics
literature.

Section 8 delves deeper into the central but understudied phenomenon of backlash,
wherein some interventions aimed at empowering women may provoke increased violence
by disrupting traditional gender roles or household power dynamics. This is an area where
findings remain mixed and mechanisms are not well understood. While most economic inter-
ventions tend to reduce or have no effect on IPV, backlash emerges in a subset of studies,
often in response to shifts perceived as status threatening to men. Section 9 shifts to a cost
perspective, attempting to highlight the cost-effectiveness of various interventions aimed at
reducing IPV. In the final section we identify open questions for future research, including the
long-term sustainability of intervention effects, the role of male engagement, the interaction
of IPV with mental health and identity, and the need for more inclusive models that reflect
diverse relationship structures and motivations for violence. The goal is to provide a compre-
hensive and critical overview of what economics has learned about IPV to date, while charting
a path forward for theoretical innovation and empirical inquiry. Understanding the causes and
consequences of IPV and designing effective, evidence-based strategies to reduce it remains
an urgent and vital frontier for the discipline.

2. Measuring IPV

Measuring IPV presents well-known empirical challenges. Most studies rely on self-reported
data, which can understate the true incidence of violence due to stigma and/or fear of retalia-
tion (Ellsberg et al. 2001). In addition to underreporting, changes in reporting behavior over
time or across contexts can complicate interpretation. For instance, observed increases in IPV
reports may reflect improved outside options or reduced stigma, rather than a rise in actual
incidence. Conversely, women embedded in environments where IPV is socially normalized
may fail to perceive or report such behavior as abusive (Perova and Reynolds 2017). These
dynamics imply that variation in self-reported IPV may reflect variation in both behavior and
the perceived or actual cost of disclosure, complicating causal inference and policy evaluation.

A key challenge in measuring IPV through self-reported surveys is the presence of social
desirability bias, when respondents feel inclined to give socially desirable responses rather
than fully “truthful” ones (Edwards 1957). This bias can lead to systematic underreporting
of abuse in settings where IPV is stigmatized (Saunders 1991). In the context of interven-
tions aimed at raising awareness about IPV, social desirability bias may differentially affect
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treatment and control groups. In contrast to systematic underreporting, women exposed to
an intervention may in fact become more aware of what constitutes IPV and thus become
more likely to report it, potentially confounding estimates of the intervention’s impact. Recent
research underscores that social desirability bias can systematically distort self-reports in sen-
sitive domains, and that many standard mitigation tools, such as indirect formats or anonymity
guarantees, face trade-offs in precision, complexity, and interpretability (Bursztyn et al. 2025).

To address these challenges, leading surveys, such as the World Health Organization
(WHO) Multi-Country Study and the Demographic and Health Surveys (DHS), follow best
practices by avoiding abstract or subjective definitions of violence. Instead, they employ a set
of behaviorally specific and validated questions that aim to elicit more accurate disclosures.
For example, physical violence is assessed through various yes/mo questions such as: “Has
your current or former husband/intimate partner ever hit, slapped, kicked, or otherwise phys-
ically hurt you?” Sexual violence is measured by asking whether a partner has ever physically
forced the respondent to have sexual intercourse against her will. Psychological abuse is cap-
tured through questions regarding threats, intimidation, or controlling behavior. Respondents
answer these items with a “yes” or “no,” often followed by questions on frequency. These types
of yes/no questions are designed to help reduce ambiguity and subjectivity in the reporting
process.

An active area of research focuses on improving methods for accurately measuring IPV,
given the sensitivity and potential risks involved in disclosure. For instance, Theiss (2024)
documents that women surveyed in the evening as part of the DHS in sub-Saharan Africa are
2.8 percentage points less likely to report IPV than those surveyed in the morning—a pattern
likely driven by the fear of retaliation from partners, particularly those who consume alcohol
later in the day. These findings underscore the importance of conducting IPV modules in pri-
vate settings, away from other household members, to ensure both respondent safety and data
integrity. In contexts where abusive partners exert control over the household environment,
creating the necessary privacy for accurate disclosure can be particularly difficult.

To mitigate these challenges, researchers have explored alternative modes of data collection.
One such method is audio computer-assisted self-interviewing (ACASI), which allows respon-
dents to listen to survey questions and privately enter their answers without interacting with an
enumerator. Emerging evidence suggests that ACASI yields higher reported prevalence rates
of IPV compared to face-to-face interviews (Bates-Jefferys and Phillips 2021; Peterman et al.
2025). However, recent work by Park et al. (2025) finds that while self-administered surveys
produce higher TPV disclosures in Malawi and Liberia, the authors cannot conclusively rule
out the possibility that these increases are spurious, either reflecting overreporting or other
forms of response bias.

The COVID-19 pandemic further expanded the use of remote data collection methods.
Online and phone-based surveys have been employed in various settings to monitor IPV when
in-person data collection is not feasible (Beland et al. 2020; Arenas-Arroyo, Fernandez-Kranz,
and Nollenberger 2021; Agiiero et al. 2024; Peterman et al. 2025). These methods may
enhance respondent anonymity and reduce fear of retaliation, thereby improving reporting.
At the same time, virtual formats tend to be less engaging and may compromise the depth
and nuance of information collected. In addition, indirect measures such as internet search
behavior have been used as proxies for IPV incidence (Berniell and Facchini 2021; Anderberg,
Rainer, and Siuda 2022). For example, studies show that Google search activity for domestic
violence services spiked during lock-down periods (Riddell et al. 2022; Ravindran and Shah



Shah and Barski: Intimate Partner Violence in Low- and Middle-Income Countries 407

2023). However, such approaches risk excluding women in LMICs who lack reliable access to
mobile phones, computers, or the internet—precisely those who may be most vulnerable to
violence.

In addition to survey-based measures, researchers also draw on administrative data sources
to study IPV, including police crime reports, health and hospitalization records, forensic evi-
dence, and other medical data. Information from emergency calls for service (Leslie and Wilson
2020) and domestic violence hotlines (Perez-Vincent and Carreras 2022; Ravindran and Shah
2023) can also serve as valuable proxies. However, all of these sources capture only cases that
come to the attention of formal institutions, introducing potential selection bias. Less severe
yet still harmful incidents are often left out, as victims may not seek help from law enforce-
ment or medical professionals.

Indeed, women experiencing IPV are far more likely to disclose incidents to friends or
family than to formal institutions. Palermo, Bleck, and Peterman (2014) find that only seven
percent of women who self-report experiences of physical or sexual violence during a DHS
interview report the incident to police, medical personnel, or social services. Underreporting is
awell-documented issue in crime statistics and may be especially acute in LMICs, where weak
state capacity and prevailing social norms can discourage formal reporting of gender-based
violence.

The list experiment is a survey methodology designed to reduce social desirability bias
and other forms of measurement problems when eliciting information on sensitive topics
(Peterman et al. 2018; Bulte and Lensink 2019). Rather than asking respondents directly
about the sensitive behavior, the technique randomly assigns individuals to one of two groups.
One group receives a list of nonsensitive items, while the treatment group receives the same
list with one additional sensitive item. Respondents are asked to report only the total number
of items that apply to them, without specifying which ones. The difference in the average
number of affirmed items between the two groups provides an estimate of the prevalence of
the sensitive behavior.

Empirical findings on the effectiveness of the list experiment in measuring IPV are mixed.
Some studies report higher IPV prevalence using list experiments relative to direct question-
ing (Lépine, Treibich, and D Exelle 2020; Cullen 2023), while others find no such difference.
Agiiero and Frisancho (2022), for example, compare standard IPV questions from the DHS
with list experiment results in Peru and find no statistically significant differences in reported
rates of physical or sexual violence. Similarly, Chuang et al. (2021) do not find that list experi-
ments yield less biased estimates than direct elicitation. In some cases, the method appears to
understate prevalence: Gilligan et al. (2025) report that IPV estimates derived from list exper-
iments are not only lower than those from direct questions but are sometimes implausibly
negative. Additional concerns include methodological issues such as noncompliance, which
can undermine validity (Zigerell 2011). Taken together, the current evidence does not support
the conclusion that list experiments outperform direct elicitation methods in measuring IPV.

Accurate and reliable measurement of IPV remains a critical area for future research. All
existing measurement approaches involve trade-offs, and where possible, triangulating across
multiple data sources can enhance validity and credibility. A key priority for future work is
the development of methods that minimize risks to respondents and strengthen privacy and
safety protocols, which is particularly important when dealing with sensitive topics such as IPV.
Underreporting remains a pervasive challenge, and gaining a deeper understanding of how
to reduce it is essential for improving data quality. Another concern is the frequent spousal
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disagreement in reported IPV incidence documented in various studies (Yount and Li 2012;
Halim et al. 2018; Haushofer et al. 2020). These discrepancies may pose a serious threat to
measurement validity but are not yet well understood. Unpacking the underlying mecha-
nisms—whether they stem from recall bias, social desirability, fear of repercussions, or diver-
gent perceptions of violence—represents an important avenue for future research. Last, as we
move on to theoretical and empirical contributions in the economics literature, we note that the
scope of IPV measurement varies widely across studies—some include only physical violence,
while others incorporate sexual, psychological, and economic abuse or combinations thereof
(see column 5, Tables 2-5). This variability complicates cross-study comparisons and raises an
important question for the field: Should future research work toward greater consistency in the
breadth and measurement of IPV indicators examined in order to improve comparability and
interpretation of results across contexts?

3. Economic Models of Violence against Women

A foundational strand of economic theory on IPV builds on models of intra-household bar-
gaining in which IPV is conceptualized either as a bargaining instrument or as an outcome
of household dynamics. In these models, violence can have instrumental or expressive moti-
vations, or both. Instrumental violence arises when perpetrators use violence strategically
to assert control over household resources, decision-making, or child-rearing. In contrast,
expressive violence reflects cases in which perpetrators derive direct utility from the act of
violence itself, independent of strategic objectives. Some theoretical models also introduce
the concept of backlash, wherein violence is triggered by shifts in household power—particu-
larly female empowerment—that challenge established gender hierarchies. In such cases, IPV
may be employed as a means of reasserting allocative control (instrumental) or as an emotional
response to perceived threats to male identity or status (expressive).

Table 1 describes the major theoretical contributions from economics to the study of IPV
and is ordered chronologically. Column 2 describes the agents involved, column 3 the model
type, and columns 4-5 document the motivation for violence (instrumental, expressive, or
both). Column 6 illustrates that much of this theory started in high-income countries but over
time more of the theory has focused on LMICs. We now discuss the contributions of this the-
oretical literature that have focused primarily on domestic violence, rather than IPV, due to
the reliance on shared household settings.

The first formal economic model to incorporate domestic violence in a household bargaining
framework is presented by Tauchen, Witte, and Long (1991), who extend the noncooperative
model of the household to explicitly account for intimate partner violence. This marked a sig-
nificant departure from earlier theoretical treatments of the family, such as those by Manser
and Brown (1980) and McElroy and Horney (1981), which primarily relied on cooperative
bargaining frameworks and did not consider violence as a household outcome. By modeling
the household as a noncooperative unit and introducing violence as a potential equilibrium
strategy, Tauchen, Witte, and Long (1991) laid the groundwork for a more nuanced under-
standing of intra-household conflict. Subsequent research began to include domestic violence
in addition to the commonly used threat point at that time, divorce (Lundberg and Pollak
1993, 1994). Interestingly, six out of the 18 theories in Table 1 mention divorce as a threat
point. Yet, divorce as a credible exit option is often limited or socially constrained in many
LMICs, where the practice has been rare and “impossible,” in the words of Bloch and Rao
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TABLE 1
EcoNoMic THEORIES OF 1PV

Motivation
Agents Model type Instrumental Expressive LMIC
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
Tauchen, Witte, and Long Married/cohabiting  Household bargaining X X N
(1991) couple
Farmer and Tiefenthaler Married couple Household bargaining, X N
(1996) game theory
Farmer and Tiefenthaler Married couple Household bargaining, X X N
(1997) game theory
Bloch and Rao (2002) Married couple Household bargaining X Y
Pollak (2004) Married couple Intergenerational N
transmission of
violence
Aizer and Dal B6 (2009) Married/cohabiting  Game theory N
couple
Card and Dahl (2011) Intimate partners Loss of control, X N
household bargaining
Eswaran and Malhotra (2011) Married couple Household bargaining X Y
Anderberg and Rainer (2013) Married couple Household bargaining X N
Anderson and Genicot (2015) Married couple Household bargaining X Y
Haushofer et al. (2019) Married couple Household bargaining X X Y
Anderson and Bidner (2021)  Married couple Household bargaining Y
Baranov et al. (2021) Married/cohabiting  Household bargaining X X Y
couple
Bulte and Lensink (2021) Married couple Household bargaining X Y
Anderberg, Mantovan, Married couple Loss of control, N
and Sauer (2023) matching
Sviatschi and Trako (2024) Married couple Household bargaining, Y
game theory
Shah et al. (2025) Adolescents Game theory X Y
Calvi and Keskar (2026) Married couple Household bargaining, X Y
game theory

Notes: This table highlights formal economic models of IPV in chronological order. “Agents” refer to the partner
structure modeled and “Model type” describes the core theoretical framework. Columns 4 and 5 indicate whether
the model motivates IPV as instrumental or expressive; some models involve both. “LMIC” indicates whether the
model is explicitly written for low- and middle-income country contexts.

(2002). Not long after, Farmer and Tiefenthaler (1997) developed the first model to explicitly
include alternative exit options for women—such as shelters, welfare, and legal entitlements—
that influence their bargaining positions by increasing the credibility of leaving. While these
institutional supports are central in high-income contexts, many remain absent or inaccessible
in much of the low-income world, often limiting their empirical relevance in LMIC settings.
Bloch and Rao (2002) provide the first formal economic model of intimate partner violence
situated in an LMIC context, focusing on dowry-related violence in India. In their model, a
husband may use violence strategically to extract additional transfers from his wife’s natal fam-
ily, framing IPV as an instrumentally motivated behavior within a broader bargaining process.
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Building on this framework, Calvi and Keskar (2026) extend the dowry-bargaining model by
examining how the gains from marriage are divided under the influence of social norms that
discourage separation, thereby reinforcing women’s limited outside options. Other theoretical
models similarly conceptualize IPV as a means of enforcing household control, particularly
in settings where women’s increasing autonomy threatens traditional power structures. For
example, violence may be used to prevent women from pursuing education or employment,
or from engaging in broader forms of empowerment (Eswaran and Malhotra 2011; Anderberg
and Rainer 2013; Anderson and Genicot 2015; Bulte and Lensink 2021). Additional models
highlight IPV as a mechanism to assert control over financial resources, such as cash transfers
(Bobonis, Gonzalez-Brenes, and Castro 2013; Haushofer et al. 2019; Baranov et al. 2021) or to
regulate women’s sexual behavior and reproductive autonomy (Shah et al. 2025).

Very few economics papers rely solely on the expressive motivation for IPV. While Card
and Dahl (2011) use an expressive motivation for violence, their model is also notable for
being the first in the economics literature to formalize a “loss of control” mechanism: Violence
is triggered by emotional cues, in this case, unexpected losses in professional American football
games. Building on this, behavioral economics has begun to enrich models of IPV by incor-
porating psychological realism into economic frameworks. These include mechanisms such as
limited self-control, projection bias, and hyperbolic discounting, offering a broader set of tools
to explain when and why violence may occur. These additions offer insight into phenomena
that standard models struggle to explain, such as why victims may return repeatedly to abusive
relationships despite prior intentions to leave, or why perpetrators may express remorse yet
continue abusive behavior over time. Such behavioral frameworks expand the scope of IPV
modeling by accounting for time-inconsistent preferences and emotionally driven responses
within household decision-making.

While many IPV models assume monotonic relationships between female bargaining power
and income and violence, Anderson and Bidner (2021) investigate the U-shaped relationship
between a wife’s relative decision-making power and IPV in their theoretical model. Their
model is notable for treating backlash as a central mechanism and integrating behavioral
insights into a household bargaining framework. IPV is modeled as the unintended conse-
quence of family conflict where conflict arises when agents feel aggrieved by the allocation,
particularly when decision-making deviates from expectations. This approach offers a nuanced
explanation for empirical findings suggesting non-monotonic effects of women’s empower-
ment on IPV. Adams et al. (2024) show that the relationship between income and abuse is
non-monotonic. Abusive partners strategically suppress their partner’s earnings, yet suppres-
sion is most severe for women whose outside options are strong enough to be threatening, but
not strong enough to guarantee an exit.

Despite the high global prevalence of IPV, the theoretical literature in economics on this
topic remains relatively limited. Important conceptual gaps remain, presenting several promis-
ing avenues for future research. First, with the exception of Anderberg, Mantovan, and Sauer
(2023), few models account for the dynamic nature of relationships and IPV. There is little
theoretical understanding of what drives the persistence of IPV over time within relationships
or how the risk of violence evolves over the life course. Capturing such dynamics could illumi-
nate patterns of escalation, desistance, or cyclical abuse observed in empirical settings.

Second, although recent contributions have begun to incorporate elements from behavioral
economics and sociology, this integration remains underdeveloped. A key distinction from
sociology is that economic models typically ground behavior in individual preferences and
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constraints, whereas sociological approaches often conceptualize IPV as structurally embed-
ded and emerging from norms, institutions, and power relations. Future economic models
could better incorporate the influence of social norms, reference groups, and identity-based
preferences on IPV. For example, the identity framework of Akerlof and Kranton (2000) could
help explain how deviations from traditional gender roles or status hierarchies provoke vio-
lence when male partners perceive threats to masculinity. Social identity may also shape how
violence is interpreted and internalized by both perpetrators and victims.

Third, while empirical research increasingly disaggregates IPV into forms such as psycho-
logical, sexual, financial, and physical behaviors, theoretical models typically abstract from
these distinctions. Most models treat IPV as a homogenous outcome or restrict to equilibri-
ums solely concerned with physical violence rather than theorizing whether different forms
of violence arise from distinct motivations or mechanisms. For instance, does the use of psy-
chological abuse follow different strategic or expressive logic than sexual or physical violence?
Formalizing these distinctions could yield richer and more targeted theoretical predictions.

Finally, the existing theoretical literature overwhelmingly centers on a canonical household:
a heterosexual, married or cohabiting couple in which the male is the perpetrator and the
female is the victim. Few models consider female-perpetrated violence—whether proactive
or retaliatory—or the possibility of bidirectional abuse, despite empirical evidence suggesting
its occurrence. Moreover, there is a complete absence of theoretical models addressing IPV
in same-sex relationships. Most frameworks also emphasize domestic settings, whereas many
instances of IPV, particularly among adolescents or dating partners, occur outside of mar-
riage or cohabitation. While some exceptions include Card and Dahl (2011) and Shah et al.
(2025), the latter of which is the only model to focus explicitly on adolescent IPV, more can
be done. The dominance of household-based frameworks may help explain this limited scope,
but expanding beyond traditional household models could enhance the relevance of economic
theory to a broader range of IPV contexts.

3.1 Moving from Theory to Empirics

In the sections that follow, we review empirical studies examining the impact of cash trans-
fers, other economic initiatives, and changes in laws, institutions, and social norms on IPV.
These research areas are selected due to their close connection with key determinants of TPV
such as poverty and social/cultural norms. They also play an important role in the theoretical
literature just discussed. Given the breadth of the literature and the plethora of factors cor-
related with IPV, we focus on causal empirical studies. Associations may be misleading and
causal studies are better positioned to isolate the effects of interventions aimed at reducing
IPV and, in turn, to guide the design and scaling of effective policies.

4. Cash Transfers and IPV

Poverty has been proposed as a key determinant of IPV (Jewkes 2002; Gibbs et al. 2018). Tt
results in lower investments in health and education, may result in fewer employment opportu-
nities, and has been shown to increase stress (Haushofer and Fehr 2014), another determinant
of TPV. Stress may also affect IPV through the loss-of-control models explored in Section 3
(Card and Dahl 2011; Anderberg, Mantovan, and Sauer 2023) or directly (Anderson and Bidner
2021), as stress causes heightened reactions to the emotional cues causing violence. One of the
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most prominent policy tools employed to alleviate poverty in LMICs has been the use of
cash transfers, including both conditional and unconditional variants. The scale of cash trans-
fer programs has grown dramatically in recent years. During 2020-2021, largely in response
to the economic fallout of the COVID-19 pandemic, cash transfers reached approximately
1.36 billion individuals—roughly one in six people globally (Gentilini 2022). Even prior to the
pandemic, over 100 cash transfer programs had been implemented across LMICs over the
past two decades (Richterman et al. 2023). These programs, which serve as targeted income
supplements to poor households, have demonstrated positive impacts on a range of outcomes
including education, health, food security, and mental well-being (Saavedra and Garcia 2012;
Owusu-Addo and Cross 2014).

The theoretical relationship between cash transfers and IPV is ambiguous. On one hand, by
easing financial constraints, reducing poverty, and lowering stress, cash transfers may reduce
IPV. If targeted to women they may also strengthen women’s bargaining power and improve
outside options, thereby deterring violence. On the other hand, transfers that enhance wom-
en’s economic resources could provoke backlash if male partners perceive a threat to tradi-
tional gender roles or seek to assert control over the new resources through violence, either
as a reactionary (expressive) or strategic (instrumental) response. Baranov et al. (2021) model
IPV in the presence of cash transfers with instrumental, expressive, backlash/status inconsis-
tency and stress motivations for IPV. Their model explicitly incorporates assumptions of pre-
vious theoretical literature discussed here (see for example, Tauchen, Witte, and Long 1991;
Farmer and Tiefenthaler 1997) and attempts to reconcile that while cash transfers largely
either have a null or decreasing effect on IPV, there is heterogeneity showing increases for
some subgroups. The model makes the important distinction about how violence is affected
by who receives the cash transfer. Female recipients of cash transfers might feel more empow-
ered, which could decrease IPV, but it could increase IPV if there is a backlash. This is explored
empirically in Table 2.

Table 2 displays results from studies that estimate the impact of cash transfers on IPV,
including both conditional cash transfers as well as unconditional cash transfers, ordered
chronologically. Column 2 shows the country, column 3 the intervention type, column 4 the
study type, column 5 the type of IPV examined, and column 6 the direction of the average
treatment effect. In column 6, we classify estimates as null when the average treatment effect
is not statistically significant at the 10 percent level. Column 7 documents whether the authors
explore any heterogeneity in the IPV results and column 8 denotes whether the transfer is
explicitly directed to the female in the household.

Table 2 (as well as Tables 3 and 4) employs the following inclusion criteria. First, we restrict
attention to studies conducted using data from LMICs. Second, we include only studies that
examine IPV behaviors as primary outcomes, rather than focusing solely on attitudes or beliefs
surrounding IPV. Third, we limit the core empirical tables (Tables 2—4) to studies published
within the economics literature, while drawing attention to some influential work from other
disciplines in Table 5. Finally, we include only studies that employ causal identification strat-
egies—either randomized controlled trials (RCTs) or quasi-experimental designs—excluding
correlational studies from these tables.

Table 2 (column 6) largely shows that cash transfers on average either decrease or have no
impact on IPV. Of the fifteen studies highlighted in Table 2, twelve estimate decreases in at
least one measure of IPV. This is consistent with Baranov et al. (2021) whose meta-analysis
of the effect of cash transfers on IPV in LMICs shows either a decrease in IPV or no effect
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How Do CAsH TRANSFERS IMPACT IPV?

TABLE 2

Average  Heterogeneity Female
Country  Intervention  Study type IPV type effect explored  recipient
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
Angelucci (2008) Mexico CCT RCT Aggressive Null X X
behavior
Bobonis, Gonzilez-  Mexico CCT Quasi- Sexual Decreases X
Brenes, experimental Physical Decreases
and Castro Emotional Null X
(2013) Threat of Null X
violence
Hidrobo Ecuador UCT RCT Emotional Null X X
and Fernald Controlling Decreases
(2013) behaviors
Physical Null
Psychological ~ Decreases X
Hidrobo, Ecuador Any RCT Emotional Null X
Peterman, Controlling Decreases
and Heise behaviors
(2016) Physical and/or ~ Decreases
sexual
CCT Controlling Decreases
behaviors
Emotional Null
Physical and/or Null
sexual
Food Controlling Null
behaviors
Emotional Null
Physical and/or ~ Decreases
sexual
Vouchers Controlling Decreases
behaviors
Emotional Null
Physical and/or ~ Decreases
sexual
Haushofer et al. Kenya UuCT RCT Physical Decreases X
(2019) Sexual Decreases X
Litwin, Perova, Brazil CCT Quasi- Female homicide Null X X
and Reynolds experimental
(2019)
Roy et al. (2019) Bangladesh  Transfer is RCT Emotional Null X
UCT or food Physical Null
UCT+BCC Emotional Null
Physical Decreases
Food+BCC Emotional Null
Physical Decreases
Borraz. and Munyo  Uruguay CCT Quasi- Any Decreases X
(2020) experimental

(continued)
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TABLE 2
How Do CasH TRANSFERS IMPACT IPV? (continued)
Average  Heterogeneity Female
Country Intervention  Study type TPV type effect explored recipient
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
Camacho Colombia CCT Quasi- Any Decreases X X
and Rodriguez experimental Increases
(2020) (when late)
Heath, Hidrobo, Mali UCT RCT Physical Decreases X
and Roy (2020) Emotional Decreases X
Controlling Decreases X
behaviors
Diaz Peru CCT Quasi- Physical Decreases X
and Saldarriaga experimental
(2022)
Peterman, Valli, Ghana UCT Quasi- Emotional, Decreases X X
and Palermo experimental  physical,or
(2022) sexual
Sahay, Dervisevic,  Philippines CCT Quasi- Physical Null
and Perova experimental Sexual Null
(2023) Emotional Null
Economic Null
Sara and Priyanka  Bangladesh CCT Quasi- Any Decreases X
(2023) experimental
Roy et al. (2024) Bangladesh ~ Transfer is RCT Emotional Null X
UCT or food Physical Null
UCT+BCC Emotional Decreases
Physical Decreases
Food+BCC Emotional Null
Physical Null

Notes: This table summarizes empirical studies estimating the causal impact of cash transfer programs on IPV
chronologically. Column 2 displays the country of the study setting. Column 3 is the type of intervention: CCT =
conditional cash transfer; UCT = unconditional cash transfer; BCC = behavioral change communication around
nutrition. Column 4 refers to whether the analysis is an RCT or quasi-experimental, column 5 is the type of IPV out-
come measured. In column 5 “any” indicates that the paper either uses an IPV index, reports a pooled effect across
multiple IPV measures, or does not identify a specific IPV type. Column 6 displays the main reported direction of
the impact on IPV for each outcome, where “null” implies the result is not statistically significant at the 10 percent
level. “Heterogeneity explored” in column 7 indicates whether the study presents heterogeneity, which is further
explored in panel A of Table Al. Column 8 reports whether the transfer is directed explicitly to the female in the
household.

overall. Buller et al. (2018) use a mixed-methods review of cash transfers on IPV in LMICs
and also find little evidence that cash transfers may increase IPV. The majority of these cash
transfer programs transfer the funds to the woman in the household (see column 8). Very
few studies have experimentally varied the gender of the cash transfer recipient, except for
Haushofer et al. (2019) in Kenya. They find that unconditional cash transfers to women reduce
both physical and sexual violence, whereas transfers to men only reduce physical violence with
no impact on sexual violence. They argue men may use physical violence instrumentally but
dislike doing so, yet find pleasure in sexual violence and thus use it expressively.
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Some of the null results in Table 2 remain economically meaningful despite not being sta-
tistically significant at conventional levels. For example, Hidrobo, Peterman, and Heise (2016)
show a potential reduction of over 50 percent in physical and/or sexual violence from a condi-
tional cash transfer, with the upper bound of the confidence interval implying an increase of
less than 5 percent. Angelucci (2008) finds a potential reduction of over 30 percent in aggres-
sive behavior, with potential increases of 8 percent.

Roy et al. (2019) study the post-program impacts of a transfer (food or an unconditional
cash transfer) with or without a nutrition behavior change communication in Bangladesh.
They show that six to ten months post-program, IPV does not differ between women receiv-
ing only transfers and the control group; however, women receiving transfers plus a behav-
ior change communication about nutrition experience 26 percent less physical violence.
Moreover, either type of transfer (food or unconditional cash transfer) combined with a
behavior change communication reduces physical IPV relative to the control group at this
time. Four years post-program, Roy et al. (2024) show that reductions in physical IPV per-
sist from the combination of cash and behavior change communication, but no longer from
food plus behavior change communication. Lokot et al. (2025) conduct a mixed-method
study nine years post-program on the evolution of program impacts and find that cash plus
the nutrition behavior change communication continue to sustain reductions in violence.
Their results suggest that sustained impacts on economic security can drive sustained reduc-
tions in violence.

There remains limited evidence on the long-term impacts of cash transfers alone, espe-
cially after the cash ends. Most existing studies follow participants for relatively short dura-
tions. Among those with longer time horizons, results are inconclusive. For example, Bobonis,
Gonziélez-Brenes, and Castro (2013) document short-run reductions in IPV following the
introduction of a conditional cash transfer program. The authors™ later work examines the
impact of conditional cash transfers and a law reform codifying IPV as legal grounds for unilat-
eral divorce and finds that in the long run, the impacts on IPV are no longer statistically signifi-
cant (Bobonis, Castro, and Morales 2025). Similarly, Roy et al. (2024) evaluate an intervention
that combines transfers with a behavior change communication. As a result, it is difficult to
disentangle whether sustained reductions in IPV are due to the transfer itself or the behavior
change communication. More research is needed to assess whether cash alone can generate
long lasting decreases in IPV after cash transfers end or whether complementary program-
ming is necessary to maintain reductions in IPV over time.

While none of the studies in Table 2 show that cash transfers increase IPV for the average
treatment effect, there are some instances where we observe an increase in IPV for subgroups.
As column 8 highlights, the majority of cash transfer programs in LMICs target women as the
primary recipient of the cash transfer. Some exceptions include Sahay, DerviSevic, and Perova
(2023), who examine a conditional cash transfer in the Philippines that went to both females
and males; Heath, Hidrobo, and Roy (2020), who study an unconditional cash transfer in Mali
given to household heads who are primarily male; and Haushofer et al. (2019), who explicitly
vary the gender of the recipient to better understand if gender of the recipient matters for IPV
outcomes. Governments give transfers to women based on beliefs that women are more likely
to spend on household and child welfare and to promote gender equality and empowerment.
However, when women are recipients of transfers, this can change power dynamics within
the household causing men to feel threatened and potentially engage in violence. This is the
backlash effect described in Section 3.
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Panel A of Table A1 highlights subgroups where heterogeneity is notable in the studies indi-
cated in column 7 of Table 2. Angelucci (2008) shows that larger transfers to women increase
the aggressive behavior of husbands, probably because their wife’s entitlement to a large trans-
fer threatens their male identity. Bobonis, Gonzilez-Brenes, and Castro (2013) similarly show
that while beneficiary women are 40 percent less likely to be victims of physical abuse, they are
more likely to receive violent threats (with no associated abuse), which husbands most likely
make use of to extract rents from their wives.

Both Heath, Hidrobo, and Roy (2020) and Peterman, Valli, and Palermo (2022) study
the impact of unconditional cash transfers on IPV in West Africa and find that the average
treatment effect on IPV is negative. However, the heterogeneity in Table Al tells a different
story; Heath, Hidrobo, and Roy (2020) find the decrease in violence is driven by polygamous
households, while monogamous households see no reduction in violence. Peterman, Valli,
and Palermo (2022) estimate negative impacts for monogamous households and no reduction
in violence for polygamous households. It is worth noting that a major dimension where these
two studies differ is the gender of the recipient. The government-run program in Heath,
Hidrobo, and Roy (2020) gives transfers to men and the authors argue this might decrease
male stress, which may be exacerbated when men have multiple wives, while the govern-
ment-run program in Peterman, Valli, and Palermo (2022) gives cash transfers to women.

Ultimately, many of the studies on cash transfers highlighted in Table 2 show that transfers
to households can lower the incidence of IPV, whether that be through poverty reduction,
stress reduction, or other mechanisms. However, cash transfer programs are largely scheduled
and expected financial transfers to families; how does IPV prevalence change in the face of
an income shock? Camacho and Rodriguez (2020) explore this idea by studying a conditional
cash transfer in Colombia whose transfer timing deviated greatly from its expected bimonthly
schedule. The authors find that while violence is weakly decreasing in months that households
receive an unexpected payment (i.e., a positive income shock), IPV increases in months when
a payment is missed (a negative income shock). We explore the impact of various economic
initiatives in the next section, delving deeper past cash transfers into an array of other eco-
nomic initiatives that have the potential to affect IPV.

5. Economic Initiatives and IPV

Beyond cash transfer programs, numerous other policies and interventions in LMICs aim to
alleviate poverty through economic initiatives that affect income, employment, or both. Table 3
summarizes the empirical evidence on how such economic initiatives influence IPV, abstracting
from cash transfers discussed earlier. The interventions reviewed fall into three broad catego-
ries: noncash transfer income, employment initiatives, and life skills or vocational training.

Table 3 presents causal studies from the economics literature ordered chronologically. For
each study, column 2 reports the country context, column 3 the intervention type, column 4
the study design, column 5 the type of IPV measured, column 6 the direction of the average
treatment effect (where null means the result is not statistically significant at the 10 percent
level), and column 7 whether the study investigates heterogeneity. Additional heterogeneity
findings from select studies are summarized in panel B of Table Al. Table 3 (and Table 4)
employ the following inclusion criteria. First, we restrict attention to studies conducted using
data from LMICs. Second, we include only studies that examine IPV behaviors as primary out-
comes, rather than focusing solely on attitudes or beliefs surrounding IPV. Third, we limit to



Shah and Barski: Intimate Partner Violence in Low- and Middle-Income Countries 417

TABLE 3
IMPACT OF ECONOMIC INITIATIVES ON [PV

Average  Heterogeneity
Country Intervention Study type IPV type effect explored
@ ® (@ ®) ©) ™
Chin (2012) India Female employment  Quasi- Physical Decreases X
experimental
Sekhri and Storeygard India Dry rainfall shock Quasi- Dowry deaths Increases X
(2014) experimental Other IPV Increases
Wet rainfall shock Dowry deaths Null
Other IPV Null
Green et al. (2015) Uganda  Female only training RCT Physical/emotional Null
intervention abuse
Marital control ~ Increases
Female with partner Physical/emotional Null
training intervention abuse
Marital control Null
Abiona Tanzania  Dry rainfall shock Quasi- Any Increases X
and Koppensteiner Wet rainfall shock experimental Any Null
(2018)
Bulte and Lensink Vietnam Female training RCT Any Increases X
(2019) intervention (list)
Any Decreases
(direct)
Mobarak and Ramos ~ Bangladesh Interest-free RCT Emotional Null X
(2019) migration loans Physical Null X
Sexual Null X
Bandiera et al. (2020) Uganda Life skills RCT Sexual Decreases
(adolescent females)
Menon (2020) India Price of gold at Quasi- Any Increases X
time of marriage  experimental
Erten and Keskin Turkey Female Quasi- Physical Decreases X
(2021) unemployment  experimental Sexual Decreases X
Psychological Decreases X
Park and Kumar Liberia Female training RCT Controlling Null
(2022) intervention behaviors
Emotional Decreases
Physical Decreases
Sexual Null
Sarma (2022) India Workfare as buffer Quasi- Any Decreases
for drought experimental
Angelucci, Heath, Democratic Financial and RCT Any Null X
and Noble (2023)  Republic of  support services +
Congo male engagement
Casabianca et al. Uganda Intensive female RCT Abuse index Decreases X
(2023) mentoring
intervention
Opt-in female Abuse index Null X
mentoring
intervention

(continued)
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TABLE 3
IMPACT OF ECONOMIC INITIATIVES ON IPV (continued)
Average Heterogeneity
Country Intervention Study type IPV type effect explored
2) 3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
Clerici and Tripodi  Uganda ~ Husband unemployment Quasi- Emotional Null X
(2023) shock experimental Physical Null X
Sexual Increases
Diaz Peru Dry rainfall shock Quasi- Physical Increases X
and Saldarriaga experimental Sexual Increases
(2023) Emotional Null
Wet rainfall shock Physical Null
Sexual Null
Emotional Null
Molina and Tanaka Myanmar Trade liberalization (female Quasi- Physical Decreases
(2023) employment) experimental
Sanin (2023) Rwanda Female employment Quasi- Any Decreases
experimental
Agiiero et al. Peru  Breadwinner unemployment  Quasi- Any Increases
(2024) shock experimental
Chatterjee India Life skills (adolescent Quasi- IPV index Decreases X
and Poddar females) experimental Emotional Decreases X
(2024) Sexual Null X
Physical Decreases X
Controlling Decreases X
behaviors
Chong Peru Trade liberalization (male Quasi- Physical Increases X
and Veldsquez unemployment) experimental Emotional Increases
(2024)
Erten and Keskin - Cambodia Trade liberalization (male Quasi- Physical Increases X
(2024) unemployment and female experimental Sexual Increases X
employment) Psychological Increases X
Lagomarsino Argentina  Joint home ownership Quasi- Any Increases
and Rossi (2024) Female home ownership  experimental Any Decreases
Bhalotra et al. Brazil Male and female Quasi- Any Increases X
(2025) unemployment experimental
Blair Egypt Public works program RCT Physical Null
and Mvukiyehe Psychological ~ Increases
(2025) Economic Increases
Tunisia Public works program RCT Physical Null
Psychological Null
Economic Null

(continued)
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TABLE 3
IMPACT OF ECONOMIC INITIATIVES ON IPV (continued)
Average Heterogeneity
Country Intervention Study type IPV type effect explored
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
Kotsadam Ethiopia Job offers to females RCT Physical (SR, LR) Null X
and Villanger Emotional (SR, Decreases X
(2025) LR)
Perova, Reynolds, Brazil ~ Gender wage gap narrows Quasi- Female homicide Decreases X
and Schmutte experimental
(2025)
Shah et al. (2025)  Tanzania Sports life skills RCT IPV often Decreases
(adolescent males)
Goal setting IPV often Decreases X

(adolescent females)

Notes: This table summarizes research estimating the causal impact of economic shocks and/or economic initiatives
on IPV chronologically. Column 2 displays the country of the study setting, column 3 specifies the relevant economic
shock or initiative. Column 4 refers to whether the analysis is an RCT or quasi-experimental, column 5 is the type of
IPV outcome measured. In column 5, “any” indicates that the paper either uses an IPV index, reports a pooled effect
across multiple IPV measures, or does not identify a specific IPV type. SR = short run; LR = long run. Column 6
displays the main reported direction of the impact on IPV for each outcome, where “null” implies the result is not
statistically significant at the 10 percent level. “Heterogeneity explored” in column 7 indicates whether the study
presents heterogeneity, which is further explored in panel B of Table Al.

studies published within the economics literature. Finally, we include only studies that employ
causal identification strategies, either RCTs or quasi-experimental designs.

5.1 Noncash Transfer Income

We begin with income-related interventions (excluding cash transfer programs), given that
income has a well-established relationship with IPV. Much of the empirical literature exam-
ines income shocks—both positive and negative—which are common in LMIC contexts. IPV
is positively associated with poverty, economic risk, and household stress, suggesting that
increases in income may reduce IPV by alleviating these pressures. However, when income
gains accrue primarily to women they may disrupt intra-household power dynamics, poten-
tially triggering backlash and increasing IPV.

Several studies summarized in Table 3 use rainfall variation as an exogenous source of house-
hold income shocks. These studies consistently find that negative shocks, namely droughts, lead
to increases in IPV, plausibly due to reduced household income (Sekhri and Storeygard 2014;
Abiona and Koppensteiner 2018; Diaz and Saldarriaga 2023). Notably, none of these studies
detect significant declines in IPV due to a positive rainfall shock. However, some report mean-
ingful heterogeneity, as detailed in panel B of Table Al. For example, Sekhri and Storeygard
(2014) find that IPV increases following negative rainfall shocks are smaller in regions with
larger Muslim populations. Abiona and Koppensteiner (2018) show that inheritance rights for
women and children can reverse the adverse effects of negative income shocks on IPV.
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Other studies examine targeted interventions to increase income. For example, Mobarak
and Ramos (2019) study a program offering interest-free loans to men for seasonal migration.
While the incentive does not have a statistically significant effect on IPV, it increases IPV in
nearby spillover villages. The authors attribute this to exposure reduction: When incentivized
men migrate, women in nonparticipating villages where migration rates fall spend more time
with potential perpetrators, thereby increasing IPV. Finally, Perova, Reynolds, and Schmutte
(2025) find that increases in the gender wage ratio in favor of women are associated with a
reduction in female homicide, underscoring the importance of broader labor market dynamics.

5.2 Employment

We next examine policies and interventions related to employment, a central economic
determinant of IPV. Increases in male employment are generally expected to reduce IPV
by easing financial stress and reducing the time couples spend together, both of which can
lower the risk of IPV. Conversely, male unemployment may intensify economic hardship and
increase time spent at home, potentially heightening tensions and increasing IPV risk.

The relationship between female employment and IPV is theoretically more complex and
ambiguous. On one hand, increased female employment may reduce IPV by raising house-
hold income and reducing exposure to violent partners. On the other hand, shifts in women’s
employment status may provoke backlash if they challenge prevailing gender norms or per-
ceived male authority, particularly in settings where men are unemployed. In such contexts,
IPV may function either expressively, as retaliation for perceived status loss, or instrumen-
tally, as a means of restricting female autonomy or earnings (Eswaran and Malhotra 2011;
Anderberg and Rainer 2013). The effect of female unemployment is likewise unclear: It may
heighten IPV through increased economic stress and exposure to violent partners or reduce
it if male partners actively seek to restrict women’s labor force participation and resort to vio-
lence when they are employed.

A growing body of research examines shocks to female employment and their consequences
for IPV. Using variation in female labor force participation in India, one of the earliest empir-
ical papers is Chin (2012), which finds that female employment reduces IPV, primarily
through reduced exposure to violent partners. Kotsadam and Villanger (2025) study randomly
assigned job offers to women and find either null or negative effects on IPV. Similarly, Molina
and Tanaka (2023) show that women living near exporting garment factories in Myanmar,
beneficiaries of a trade-induced employment boom, are more likely to work and less likely to
experience IPV, suggesting that the strength of women’s outside options influences their expo-
sure to violence. In Rwanda, Sanin (2023) finds that seasonal increases in female employment
due to coffee mill expansion reduce IPV, not through income effects but by increasing the
opportunity cost of violence: Incapacitating women limits their labor productivity during the
high-demand season. Taken together, these studies provide consistent evidence that increases
in female employment tend to reduce IPV on average.

Additional evidence comes from studies of workfare programs. Sarma (2022) analyzes
India’s Mahatma Gandhi National Rural Employment Guarantee Scheme and finds that this
workfare program mitigates the effects of negative income shocks (e.g., droughts) on IPV. In
Egypt and Tunisia, Blair and Mvukiyehe (2025) examine similar public works programs. In
Egypt, where the program disproportionately benefits women and offers more stable employ-
ment, IPV increases, consistent with backlash from shifts in household bargaining power. In
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Tunisia, where job allocation is more gender balanced, no significant effects on IPV are found.
Erten and Keskin (2021) find that declines in female employment reduce IPV, aligning with
instrumental theories of violence, where men use IPV as a tool to extract rents from working
women.

Turning to male employment, several studies highlight the effects of negative shocks. Clerici
and Tripodi (2023) show that COVID-19-induced male unemployment increases the likeli-
hood of sexual violence. Similarly, Agiiero et al. (2024) find that pandemic-related employment
losses in male-dominated sectors increase IPV risk. In Peru, Chong and Veldsquez (2024) find
that trade liberalization increases IPV in districts where male employment falls due to tariff
reductions. Likewise, Erten and Keskin (2024) show that following Cambodia’s World Trade
Organization (WTO) accession, tariff reductions reduced male employment and increased
female labor force participation, triggering backlash effects and increasing IPV. Bhalotra et al.
(2025) exploit mass-layoff events in Brazil to show that job loss by either male or female part-
ner leads to sizable increases in IPV. The authors also find that unemployment benefits do not
offset these increases in IPV, in contrast to Sarma (2022), who finds that workfare can mitigate
the increased IPV effects when households face negative income shocks. Panel B in Table A1
highlights interesting heterogeneity: Chong and Veldsquez (2024) show that increases in IPV
are less severe for women who are older and more educated.

Somewhat surprisingly, there is a very little literature examining the causal link between
education and IPV outcomes. Erten and Keskin (2018) and Akyol and Kirdar (2022) reach dif-
fering conclusions on the impact of compulsory schooling reforms on IPV in Turkey. Together
with evidence on spousal education gaps (Angelucci 2008; Hidrobo and Fernald 2013), these
studies suggest that education may affect IPV risk either by selection into the match or later
by altering household bargaining dynamics. However, this remains relatively understudied in
a causal manner, and a key priority for future research.

5.3 Entrepreneurship and Life Skills Training

The next set of papers explored in the economics initiatives section is related to the impact
of entrepreneurship and life skills training opportunities on IPV. These are often interventions
targeted at females in LMICs and the first group of papers we discuss provides traditional
business and entrepreneurship training. Bulte and Lensink (2019) study the impact of an
intervention to help female micro-entrepreneurs in Vietnam. The program combines training
modules devoted to gender equity with standard business skills, such as financial literacy and
marketing. The authors find mixed results: decreases in IPV when females are asked directly
but increases when surveyed via list experiment. Casabianca et al. (2023) provide multiple
versions of a business training intervention to women in Uganda: an opt-in intervention where
women can attend mentoring sessions at a training venue or an intensive intervention where
mentors visit women at their homes or businesses. The authors find that while the intensive
intervention decreases IPV, female beneficiaries prefer the more private, opt-in intervention
that has a null effect on IPV. Park and Kumar (2022) provide a combination of business train-
ing and cognitive behavioral training to women in Liberia and find decreases across multiple
types of IPV. Last, Green et al. (2015) provide a training program, both to women as well as
to women and their partners. When examining the training provided to women and their
partners, the authors find no effect on IPV. However, they do find increases in marital control
when women receive the training alone.
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The second set of papers investigates the impact of life skills trainings on IPV. Life skills
trainings include what economists call “soft skills”; these are skills that educate girls and young
women on sexual and reproductive health, build confidence, and improve negotiation or other
capabilities, with the ultimate goal of empowerment. Sessions may also include “hard skills,”
such as vocational instruction toward income-generating activities. Bandiera et al. (2020)
examine an adolescent empowerment program targeting young women and girls in Uganda
and find that by end line, the share who report having sex unwillingly falls by 30 percent.
Chatterjee and Poddar (2024) study the effect of a similar program in India five years after the
intervention and also find decreases across multiple IPV types. Rather than solely targeting
female adolescents, Shah et al. (2025) include male adolescents in life skills training as well,
using a curriculum that focuses on reshaping male attitudes surrounding masculinity through
sports-based pedagogy. The authors document that IPV decreases in communities where
boys and young men engage in soccer-based life skills training. Angelucci, Heath, and Noble
(2023) study a multifaceted intervention that combines holistic service provision and financial
support to women with a cross-randomized men’s engagement program focused on IPV and
gender norms targeting spouses and men who live in these households. The overall program
yields no average effect on IPV. But the authors document heterogeneity by baseline risk: IPV
declines among women with above-average risk but increases among those initially at low risk
for IPV (see panel B, Table A1). These findings are consistent with theoretical predictions that
female empowerment can reduce IPV in high-risk settings by improving bargaining power or
outside options, but may provoke backlash in lower-risk contexts where shifts in household
power dynamics threaten male status or control.

5.4 Transfers of Illiquid Assets

Another area of economic interest is the role that transfers of illiquid assets (e.g., real
estate, jewelry, etc.) to women, as opposed to income or gainful employment, can have on
IPV. Theoretically, this type of economic initiative could reduce IPV, as illiquid assets are not
easily extractable and thus men using violence instrumentally may be discouraged. Menon
(2020) shows that higher gold prices at the time of marriage result in greater instances of
IPV. The author argues this is because higher prices reduce the share of gold in the dowry
basket, thus reducing the value of assets the bride has control over and, in turn, her bargain-
ing power. Menon (2020) goes on to note that an alternative to more liquid assets could be
non-extractable assets that stay under a woman’s control (e.g., bequests), improving her posi-
tion in the household. However, illiquid assets may also increase backlash in cases where men
feel the asset transfer threatens their household status. Lagomarsino and Rossi (2024) examine
this phenomenon in Argentina. The authors study a housing initiative from the Argentine gov-
ernment to provide highly subsidized mortgages to women, either alone or in a joint contract
with their partner. Women holding joint contracts are more likely to experience IPV, whereas
women holding sole contracts see decreases. The authors note that the results for joint owner-
ship are consistent with status inconsistency and backlash, and the results for sole ownership
are consistent with stress/poverty reduction, in which a positive economic shock alleviates
financial stress. While this shows that there is potential for illiquid assets to reduce IPV, the
mechanisms and these types of interventions require further study.

The work outlined in Section 5 provides a number of relevant findings. First, IPV increases
when households experience negative income shocks. Policies like the Mahatma Gandhi
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National Rural Employment Guarantee Scheme or other policies that increase income during
negative economic shocks can mitigate this increase in IPV. Second, female employment on
average tends to decrease IPV (Chin 2012; Sarma 2022; Molina and Tanaka 2023; Sanin 2023;
Kotsadam and Villanger 2025). While we do observe some instances of male backlash, some
of this might be due to increased female employment while male employment is decreasing
(Erten and Keskin 2024; Blair and Mvukiyehe 2025). Also Kotsadam and Villanger (2025)
suggest we might not observe backlash due to selection, in that women who apply for jobs
might do so precisely as they do not expect violence to increase. Third, male unemployment
increases IPV (Clerici and Tripodi 2023; Chong and Veldsquez 2024; Erten and Keskin 2024;
Bhalotra et al. 2025), which is notable for policy especially during times of economic down-
turn. Last, entrepreneurship coupled with life skills training generally decrease instances of
IPV for both women and girls, which indicates that interventions of this type could be a viable
empowerment tool to reduce violence.

6. Laws, Institutions, and Norms and IPV

At the societal level, social norms—as well as the laws and institutions that influence and
reflect them—are likely to play a central role in shaping the prevalence of IPV. Figure 1 pres-
ents data from the World Values Survey illustrating the share of individuals, by region and gen-
der, who report that it is justifiable for a man to beat his wife (Inglehart et al. 2014; Haerpfer
et al. 2022). These are unweighted regional averages across all countries available in waves
6 and 7 of the survey data. Restricting to a balanced panel across both waves yields qualita-
tively similar results. Interestingly, regions with the highest norms of acceptability for a man
to beat his wife also tend to exhibit the highest prevalence rates. Moreover, male and female
responses are highly correlated within region, suggesting that these norms are broadly inter-
nalized across gender lines.

A growing body of empirical research documents a positive association between
the social acceptability of IPV and its incidence (Cools and Kotsadam 2017; Gonzilez
and Rodriguez-Planas 2020; Dhanaraj and Mahambare 2022), underscoring the impor-
tance of understanding how norms and the institutional and legal frameworks that sustain
them contribute to the persistence of IPV. Masculinity norms can result in IPV (Matavelli
et al. 2025). These norms of male dominance, control, and social image often legitimize
violence as a means of asserting authority, and thus reinforce the broader social acceptance
of IPV.

Laws and institutions play a critical role in shaping the prevalence, persistence, and dynam-
ics of IPV. Institutions, broadly defined, encompass both formal rules—such as legal statutes
and enforcement mechanisms—and informal constraints, including social conventions and
norms that govern behavior without legal backing (North 1991). Legal reforms can influence
IPV by directly altering incentives and constraints or indirectly by shifting social norms, either
by changing what individuals believe others view as acceptable or by catalyzing broader cul-
tural change through state action. However, in many LMICs, the mere existence of laws may
be insufficient to protect women’s rights in practice. Weak institutional capacity and limited
enforcement, combined with prevailing gender norms that restrict female autonomy, can hin-
der the effectiveness of formal legal reforms. In such contexts, the de jure expansion of wom-
en’s rights may not translate into de facto protections, and in some cases may provoke backlash
if they challenge entrenched power structures.
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Figure 1. Attitudes toward IPV by Region and Sex

Notes: This figure presents data from wave 6 (2010-14) and wave 7 (2017-22) of the World Values Survey,
drawing on the most recent releases available, version 20201117 (wave 6, N = 89,474) and version v6 (wave 7,
N = 93,094). Respondents rate on a scale from 1-10 the degree to which they think it is justifiable for a man to
beat his wife. The data refer to the proportion of those who responded it can be somewhat or always justifiable
(2-10). These are unweighted regional averages across all countries available in waves 6 and 7.

Table 4 presents empirical evidence on the impact of legal and institutional changes on
IPV outcomes. As with Tables 2 and 3, the columns are organized to highlight key dimen-
sions of study design and findings. However, papers are grouped thematically, rather than
chronologically, to reflect common interventions, policy approaches, and possible mecha-
nisms. Panel C of Table Al presents heterogeneity results from select papers.

6.1 Laws and Legal Changes

We begin by reviewing legal reforms related to domestic violence and divorce. Divorce
law reform has been shown to reduce domestic violence, spousal homicide, and even female
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suicide in high-income countries (Stevenson and Wolfers 2006). Legal reforms can influence
IPV through two main channels. Unilateral divorce laws may lower the cost of exiting abusive
relationships for victims (changing threat points), while laws criminalizing domestic violence
or IPV can increase the costs of perpetration. Several studies investigate the effects of such
legal changes across different LMIC contexts.

In Mexico, multiple recent reforms have codified domestic violence as grounds for divorce,
criminalized domestic violence, and introduced prevention and assistance programs. Beleche
(2019) finds that while criminalization leads to a reduction in reported IPV, the inclusion of
domestic violence as grounds for divorce and victim-assistance policies have no measurable
impact on IPV. The author attributes this to implementation frictions, as proving domestic vio-
lence in court remains costly, likely deterring victims from pursuing legal separation. Bobonis,
Castro, and Morales (2025) focus on the interaction between this legal reform and a Mexican
conditional cash transfer program. They find that the reform, by strengthening women’s exit
options, increases the threat point in bargaining and amplifies the violence-reducing effects of
the transfer. However, this effect is short lived, and in the longer run impacts on IPV are null.

Sanin (2024) studies a legal reform in Rwanda that not only grants women unilateral divorce
rights in cases of domestic violence but also broadly criminalizes all forms of IPV. Using vari-
ation in genocide exposure, which resulted in male scarcity for cohorts marrying shortly after
the genocide, and the timing of the law, the author finds that the reform significantly reduces
IPV in regions heavily affected by the genocide. The decline is attributed to both increased
divorce rates and a deterrent effect within intact marriages. Notably, younger women in these
same regions who entered the marriage market long after the genocide and were therefore
not exposed to male scarcity in the marriage market also report lower rates of IPV, greater
decision-making power, and weaker acceptance of wife beating. These patterns suggest that
the law shifted prevailing social norms, increasing the credibility of exit through divorce and
reducing the social acceptability of violence, even among women not directly exposed to the
original marriage market shock.

Other studies examine the impacts of unilateral divorce laws that do not specifically tar-
get IPV but may nonetheless improve women’s bargaining positions. Corradini and Buccione
(2023) examine Egypt’s 2000 reform that allowed women to unilaterally divorce without need-
ing to prove harm. Although Egyptian women technically had the right to divorce on grounds
of “injury,” the authors document that some forms of IPV were culturally sanctioned and thus
rarely met the legal threshold. They find that the reform led to a decrease in IPV and increased
investment in children’s education. The heterogeneity explored in panel C of Table Al sug-
gests that proximity to the legal system may be protective, as decreases in IPV are greater in
magnitude for women who live less than five kilometers from a family court.

Garcia-Ramos (2021) studies a similar reform in Mexico. Domestic violence was a legitimate
grounds for divorce in Mexico, as explored in work above, and both parties could also apply for
a mutual consent divorce. This process remained in place after the implementation of no-fault
unilateral divorce, implying that those who used this option did so because a mutual divorce
was not an option. While the reform initially yields no impact on IPV, long-run increases
emerge among women who remained married, consistent with the idea that IPV may be used
strategically to prevent marital dissolution, and that increasing women’s exit options can even-
tually alter the strategic use of violence.

Ferraz and Schiavon (2023) study the effect of a law in Brazil that punishes IPV against
women through a number of mechanisms: harsher penalties, emergency protective measures
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TABLE 4
IMPACT OF LAWS, INSTITUTIONS, AND SOCIAL NORMS ON [PV
Average  Heterogeneity
Country Intervention Study type IPV type effect explored
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
Ferraz Brazil Domestic Quasi- Female homicide ~ Decreases X
and Schiavon violence laws  experimental
(2023)
Beleche (2019) Mexico Domestic Quasi- Physical and sexual ~ Decreases
violence laws/  experimental ~ Threat of violence Null
divorce laws, Emotional Null
social support
Bobonis, Castro, Mexico Domestic Quasi- Physical or sexual Decreases (SR) X
and Morales violence laws/  experimental Null (LR)
(2025) divorce laws,
CCT
Sanin (2024) Rwanda Domestic Quasi- Any Decreases
violence laws/  experimental
divorce laws
Garcia-Ramos Mexico Divorce laws Quasi- Any Null (SR) X
(2021) experimental Increases (LR)
Corradini Egypt Divorce laws Quasi- Physical Decreases X
and Buccione experimental
(2023)
Amaral (2017) India Female property Quasi- Any Decreases X
rights experimental
Harari (2019) Kenya Female property Quasi- Physical Null
inheritance experimental Sexual Decreases
reform
Anderson (2021) Sub-Saharan Female property Quasi- Any Decreases
Africa rights experimental
Perova Brazil Women'’s police Quasi- Female homicide Null X
and Reynolds stations experimental
(2017)
Amaral, Bhalotra, India Women'’s police Quasi- Any (reports) Increases
and Prakash stations experimental Any (survey) Null
(2021)
Sviatschi and Trako Peru Women’s justice Quasi- Any Decreases
(2024) center Experimental
Tumen and Ulucan Turkey Panic button Quasi- Physical Increases X
(2024) intervention experimental Psychological Null
Sexual Null
Anukriti, Erten, India Female political Quasi- Physical Increases X
and Mukherjee representation  experimental Psychological Null
(2022) Sexual Null
Delaporte and Pino Brazil Female political Quasi- Female homicide — Decreases
(2022) representation  experimental

(continued)
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TABLE 4
IMPACT OF LAWS, INSTITUTIONS, AND SOCIAL NORMS ON I[PV (continued)
Heterogeneity
Country Intervention Study type IPV type Average effect  explored
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
Bochenkova, Brazil Female political Quasi- Homicide Decreases
Buonanno, representation  experimental Physical Decreases
and Galletta Sexual Decreases
(2023) Psychological Decreases
Guarnieri Cameroon  British Quasi- Any Increases
and Rainer institutions experimental
(2021) (relative to
French)
Lowes (2022) Sub-Saharan Matrilineal Quasi- Any Decreases
Africa kinship experimental

Notes: This table summarizes empirical studies that estimate the causal effects of legal reforms and/or institutional
interventions on IPV, ordered thematically. Column 2 displays the country of the study setting and column 3 spec-
ifies the relevant reform or institution. Column 4 refers to whether the analysis is an RCT or quasi-experimental,
column 5 is the type of IPV outcome measured. In column 5, “any” indicates that the paper either uses an IPV
index, reports a pooled effect across multiple IPV measures, or does not identify a specific IPV type. SR = short
run; LR = long run. Column 6 displays the main reported direction of the impact on IPV for each outcome, where
“null” implies the result is not statistically significant at the 10 percent level. “Heterogeneity explored” in column 7
indicates whether the study presents heterogeneity, which is further explored in panel C of Table Al.

and social assistance for victims, and specialized institutions. Following the implementation of
this law, the authors find that female homicide due to household aggression falls by 9 percent.

Beyond laws directly targeting domestic violence or divorce, broader legal reforms—partic-
ularly those aimed at equalizing inheritance or property rights across genders—may also influ-
ence IPV. These reforms can enhance women’s bargaining power by improving their economic
security and exit options, thereby potentially reducing IPV. However, as with other forms of
female empowerment, such reforms may also provoke backlash if they are perceived to threaten
traditional gender roles. A few studies document the effects of inheritance and property rights
reform on IPV outcomes. Harari (2019) and Amaral (2017) examine legal changes in Kenya
and India that equalized inheritance rights for daughters and find significant reductions in IPV
following the reforms. In addition to the decline in violence, the authors document broader
improvements in women’s well-being. Harari (2019) reports decreases in female genital muti-
lation, delayed age at marriage and childbirth, and increases in women’s decision-making power
within the household. Amaral (2017) proposes that improvements in women’s bargaining posi-
tions in the marriage market drive the reduction in IPV. Specifically, following the reform,
women are less likely to marry alcohol-consuming partners and more likely to reside near their
natal families—factors that may provide additional protection against IPV.

Anderson (2021) studies variation in marital property regimes across former colonial legal
traditions in sub-Saharan Africa and finds that more equitable marital property rights are asso-
ciated with lower IPV. The author argues that these effects are consistent with models in
which women’s weaker property rights reduce their fallback position in marriage and increase
their vulnerability to violence.
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6.2 Institutions and Norms

We next consider institutional reforms that extend beyond legal change to the mechanisms
responsible for law enforcement and creation. Institutions such as women’s police stations,
which do not alter existing legislation but rather enhance enforcement, offer one such exam-
ple. These stations, typically staffed predominantly by women, may shift institutional priorities
toward the implementation of laws that have historically been under-enforced, particularly
those concerning gender-based violence. In addition, women might be more likely to report
crimes when a police station is staffed primarily by women.

Amaral, Bhalotra, and Prakash (2021) evaluate the introduction of women’s police stations
in India and find that, while these stations increase the reporting of domestic violence, they do
not reduce the underlying incidence of violence. Similarly, Perova and Reynolds (2017) study
the expansion of women’s police stations in Brazil and estimate no significant effect on female
homicides overall. However the point estimate is economically meaningful showing a potential
reduction of up to 25 percent in female homicides, with an upper bound of a roughly 3 percent
increase in the 95 percent confidence interval. In addition, they do find declines in female
homicides in capital cities and metropolitan areas, suggesting that enforcement effectiveness
may be context dependent (see Table Al).

Interestingly, evidence from the United States indicates more promising outcomes.
Increasing the share of female police officers led to a decline in both intimate partner homi-
cide and nonfatal domestic abuse (Miller and Segal 2019). Sviatschi and Trako (2024) analyze
the introduction of women’s justice centers in Peru. These are comprehensive institutions
that integrate police, medical, and legal services. The authors find that the presence of wom-
en’s justice centers reduces violence, increases reporting and prosecution of gender-specific
crimes, and improves child human capital outcomes. These findings underscore the impor-
tance of institutional design, suggesting that multidimensional support structures may be
more effective than police enforcement alone.

Another important institutional channel operates through political representation. Increased
participation of women in formal political roles may influence legislative agendas, as female
politicians often prioritize different policy issues than their male counterparts. Beyond these
direct effects, institutional reforms that elevate women’s political visibility may also catalyze
broader normative shifts. By increasing women’s presence and authority in the public sphere,
such reforms can potentially reshape societal perceptions of gender roles, enhance women’s
collective bargaining power, and shift prevailing gender norms.

Recent empirical studies explore the relationship between female political leadership and
IPV. Bochenkova, Buonanno, and Galletta (2023) and Delaporte and Pino (2022) examine the
impact of female mayors in Brazil and find that their presence is associated with reductions in
female homicides. Delaporte and Pino (2022) further show that these effects are amplified in
municipalities with a higher share of female councilors, suggesting that gender composition
of local governments shapes policy priorities. The authors posit that these outcomes reflect
differences in the types of policies adopted by female versus male politicians. In contrast,
Anukriti, Erten, and Mukherjee (2022) find that exposure to female political leaders in India is
associated with increases in physical IPV. They argue that female leaders are more likely to pri-
oritize public health infrastructure, particularly in the area of sexual and reproductive health.
As a result, there is greater uptake of modern contraception and a decline in fertility, which
can spark conflict in households where spouses hold divergent preferences over childbearing.
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Importantly, the authors find no increase in violence in households where husbands do not
desire more children. These findings contrast with those of Dupas et al. (2025), who document
reductions in IPV following increased access to contraception. The divergence may stem from
differing levels of spousal agreement over fertility, with Dupas et al. (2025) studying couples
with more aligned preferences.

Other studies highlight the complex and context-dependent effects of empowerment-
oriented interventions. Tumen and Ulucan (2024) evaluate a program in Turkey that intro-
duced “panic buttons™—portable devices that alert the police when activated—and launched a
corresponding public awareness campaign. While designed to improve protection for women
and deter violence, the intervention led to increased IPV among less educated and more
financially constrained women. The authors suggest that this outcome reflects unintended
consequences: The program enhanced economic independence and employment among vul-
nerable women, which may have provoked male backlash. The authors show that backlash is
heightened among the most vulnerable women, those with lower education, those with less
education than their partner, and those facing financial constraints (see panel C of Table Al).

Historical legacies and institutions also play a critical role in shaping contemporary patterns
of IPV. Lowes (2022) examines the matrilineal belt in sub-Saharan Africa, a region in which
lineage and inheritance pass through the female line, and finds that women in matrilineal
societies experience lower IPV and greater autonomy in decision-making, especially regarding
health care and mobility. Children in these households also show improved health and edu-
cational outcomes. These findings suggest that matrilineal kinship systems support women
through stronger kin-based networks and constraints on male authority. Similarly, Guarnieri
and Rainer (2021) investigate how colonial institutions shaped gender outcomes in Cameroon.
They compare regions governed by British versus French colonial administrations, showing
that British areas, which emphasized universal education and broader employment access,
have higher rates of female labor force participation today. However, these same regions also
exhibit higher IPV rates—women are 30 percent more likely to be victims of domestic vio-
lence than their counterparts in former French territories. The authors interpret these find-
ings through the lens of male backlash, where women’s economic gains may generate conflict
in settings with persistent patriarchal norms.

The legal reforms discussed here show that laws aimed at reducing IPV tend to be effective
(Beleche 2019; Ferraz and Schiavon 2023) and laws reducing barriers to divorce can be effec-
tive (Corradini and Buccione 2023) but can also isolate the most vulnerable (Garcia-Ramos
2021). Women’s police stations alone do not seem to reduce violence, though they increase
reporting (Perova and Reynolds 2017; Amaral, Bhalotra, and Prakash 2021), but women’s jus-
tice centers have the potential to reduce IPV (Sviatschi and Trako 2024). Since women’s justice
centers are more robust versions of women’s police centers, this underlines the necessity of
additional social support to reduce IPV, as increased ease of reporting may not reduce it alone.

While high-income countries differ markedly from LMICs in their capacity to enforce laws
and provide social services, certain legal and institutional strategies that have proven effective
in high-income countries may offer guidance for future policy in LMIC settings. For instance,
mandatory arrest policies have shown promise as a deterrent to IPV (Berk and Sherman 1988;
Angrist 2006; Cook and Taylor 2019). Additionally, targeted interventions for individuals iden-
tified as high-risk victims, such as enhanced outreach, prosecutorial attention, and advocacy
services have been found to significantly reduce the likelihood of IPV-related homicide in
the United States (Arora et al. 2024; Koppa 2024). These approaches suggest that carefully
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designed and enforced legal mechanisms, particularly when coupled with support services,
may hold potential for effective IPV reduction in a broader range of institutional contexts.

7. Causal Research outside of Economics

While this paper largely examines the economics literature surrounding IPV, in this sec-
tion we highlight research outside of economics that also causally examines interventions to
decrease IPV in LMIC settings. The research included in Table 5 is not exhaustive, but a sub-
set of some seminal, noneconomics work on IPV. The previous exclusion criteria apply: The
data must come from an LMIC setting, relate to IPV behavior, and employ causal analysis.
While not a part of the selection criteria, most of the research highlighted here comes from
public health. This is perhaps unsurprising, since IPV is a major public health issue. We also
highlight a few economics papers that apply intervention approaches more typical to some of
the public health literature but methods in line with economics research.

While much of the economics literature has focused on economic (and institutional) ini-
tiatives to reduce IPV, public health’s primary focus has been attitude and behavioral change
through community mobilization (Abramsky et al. 2014; Wagman et al. 2015; Sharma et al.
2020), couples counseling (Gupta et al. 2013; Doyle et al. 2018; Dunkle et al. 2020), men’s dis-
cussion groups (Hossain et al. 2014), life skills interventions (Pronyk et al. 2006; Jewkes et al.
2008; Kapiga et al. 2019; Gibbs et al. 2020), and faith-based leadership counseling (Boyer et al.
2022). Many of these interventions ultimately aim to shift social norms around IPV.

Some of these interventions also include an economic component. For example, the South
African program, the Intervention with Microfinance for AIDS and Gender Equity (IMAGE),
couples microcredit loans to women with a year-long training curriculum that covers topics
such as gender roles, relationships, intimate partner violence, and HIV. This intervention
reduces IPV (Pronyk et al. 2006; Kim, Watts et al. 2007; Kim, Ferrari et al. 2009). Gupta et al.
(2013) combine savings with gender dialogue groups that target women and their partners,
underscoring the importance of nonviolence and respect within the home. They find null
results for physical and sexual violence, but report significant IPV reductions among couples
attending over 75 percent of sessions (though attendance is endogenous). Drawing from
the IMAGE curriculum, Kapiga et al. (2019) provide a social empowerment intervention
to women in Tanzania already participating in a microfinance program and document that
physical IPV decreases. In a meta-analysis evaluating the effectiveness of community mobili-
zation and group-based interventions in preventing IPV, Leight et al. (2023) largely find these
methods are effective in reducing the likelihood of a woman experiencing IPV in the last year.

The public health literature has focused on community-based behavioral interventions, par-
ticularly those focused on transforming gender norms and promoting nonviolent conflict reso-
lution. For example, the SASA! program in Uganda—a community mobilization intervention
aimed at shifting power dynamics between men and women—has been rigorously evaluated
using RCTs. However, Abramsky et al. (2014) do not find that SASA! decreases IPV incidence
due to large confidence intervals. Abramsky et al. (2014) only have eight clusters (four treat-
ment, four control) that may produce null results due to limited statistical power.

Another distinction is that public health interventions have invited men to take steps toward
the prevention and reduction of violence earlier than other social sciences. Jewkes et al. (2008)
study a South African intervention targeting both men and women using a participatory learning
approach to deliver sessions on personal behavior, sex and love, and taking risks and sexual
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TABLE 5
CAUSAL STUDIES ON IPV FROM JOURNALS OUTSIDE OF ECONOMICS

Country Intervention Study type IPV type Average effect
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

Pronyk et al. (2006)  South Africa Microfinance + gender/ RCT Physical and/or sexual ~ Decreases

HIV training
Jewkes et al. (2008)  South Africa Gender/HIV training RCT Physical and/or sexual Null
Gupta et al. (2013) Céte d'Ivoire Groups savings + gender RCT Physical Null
dialogue with partner Sexual Null
Economic Decreases
Abramsky et al. Uganda ~ Community mobilization RCT Physical Null
(2014) Sexual Null
Hossain et al. (2014)  Cote d’Ivoire Men’s discussion groups RCT Physical Null
Sexual Null
Wagman et al. (2015) Uganda ~ Community mobilization, RCT Physical Decreases
HIV screening Sexual Decreases
Emotional Decreases
Doyle et al. (2018) Rwanda  Couples’ intervention RCT Physical Decreases
engaging men Sexual Decreases
Kapiga et al. (2019) Tanzania  Microfinance + RCT Physical Decreases
violence prevention Emotional Null
intervention Sexual Null
Dunkle et al. (2020) Rwanda  Couples’ training RCT Physical and/or sexual ~ Decreases
Gibbs et al. (2020) South Africa Life skills training RCT Physical Null
Sexual Null
Emotional Null
Sharma et al. (2020) Ethiopia ~ Gender-transformative RCT Physical Null
intervention Sexual Null
Boyer et al. (2022) Uganda  Faith-based marital RCT Any Decreases
counseling

Notes: This table summarizes some influential causal work outside of economics, primarily from the public health
literature. It is organized chronologically. Column 2 displays the country of the study setting, column 3 specifies
the relevant intervention. Column 4 refers to whether the analysis is an RCT or quasi-experimental, column 5 is
the type of IPV outcome measured. In column 5, “any” indicates that the paper either uses an IPV index, reports
a pooled effect across multiple IPV measures, or does not identify a specific IPV type. Column 6 displays the main
reported direction of impact on IPV for each outcome, where “null” implies the result is not statistically significant
at the 10 percent level.

problems. Gibbs et al. (2020) target young adult men (and women) individually, by encouraging
them to partake in a livelihood training focused on gender, relationships, violence and sexual
health. Sharma et al. (2020) study a gender-transformative intervention in Ethiopia, that pro-
motes skill-building sessions within the context of a traditional coffee ceremony given to men,
women, or couples together. Hossain et al. (2014) employ men’s discussion groups that educate
and increase awareness regarding gender-based violence and gender inequitable beliefs, and
provide conflict training. While none of these studies find statistically significant reductions in
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women’s experience of IPV, most of these studies do show that men report lower incidence of
perpetration. Interestingly, a few of the economics studies that include men (Angelucci, Heath,
and Noble 2023; Shah et al. 2025) have found reductions in female reports of IPV.

Boyer et al. (2025) implement a men’s discussion group similar to Hossain et al. (2014) but
in Peru. Trained male facilitators lead a virtual support group over WhatsApp, where partici-
pants receive and practice weekly skill-building challenges aimed at helping men identify and
regulate emotions. In contrast to similar public health initiatives, the authors find statistically
significant decreases in sexual and physical violence for partners of men in their thirties. The
authors argue that the success of the program is due to the recruitment strategy, which frames
participation as an opportunity to strengthen relationships, potentially reducing resistance
among higher-risk men.

Other interventions in Table 5 include themes related to gender nonviolence and preparing
men for fatherhood (Doyle et al. 2018) or premarital or couples counseling in which religious
figures motivate men to share household power (Boyer et al. 2022). Dunkle et al. (2020) study
the impacts of a couples intervention in Rwanda focused on power usage, personal reflection,
and aspirations for healthy relationships. All three of these studies document decreases in IPV.
Interestingly, Cullen et al. (2025) examine a couples intervention similar to Dunkle et al.’s
(2020) but find increased IPV. Couples are invited to partake in weekly group discussions
focused on marital communication skills, changing conservative gender attitudes, and promot-
ing new progressive norms in the community. Cullen et al. (2025) suggest that the increases in
IPV might be due to backlash stemming from a loss of identity and power among male partic-
ipants, potentially compounded by feelings of shame.

8. A Deeper Look into Backlash

Concerns about backlash, where efforts to empower women provoke adverse reactions
including increased IPV, feature prominently in discussions of IPV intervention design. These
concerns are especially salient for interventions that expand women’s economic, social, or legal
agency. While some programs appear to trigger backlash, the conditions under which empow-
erment leads to violence rather than protection remain insufficiently understood. This section
revisits the empirical literature to shed light on these dynamics.

To better understand when backlash arises, we systematically reviewed all studies in
Tables 2—4 that considered it as a mechanism behind increases in IPV. For each, we recorded
the total number of IPV outcomes tested, the number of IPV outcomes showing increases, and
their significance levels, allowing us to assess the distribution and strength of the underlying
estimates. Among the sixty empirical studies reviewed in Tables 2—4, 26 (43 percent) report
increases in IPV for at least one subgroup, context, or IPV subtype. Of these 26 studies, eleven
consider backlash as a potential mechanism, accounting for 18 percent of the total sample.
In the cash transfer literature, the proportion of observed increases in IPV is relatively small,
given the number of studies and outcomes tested. In contrast, economic empowerment pro-
grams and institutional reforms in Tables 3 and 4 show relatively more increases in IPV with
smaller confidence intervals on the results.

Two broad patterns emerge from this exercise. First, backlash appears linked to male
economic displacement that alters intra-household power dynamics. For example, Clerici
and Tripodi (2023) document increased IPV following COVID-19-related job loss among
husbands. In Peru, Chong and Veldsquez (2024) find that trade liberalization, which
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disproportionately reduces male employment, leads to higher IPV. Similarly, Erten and Keskin
(2024) show that Cambodia’s WTO accession, characterized by declining male and rising
female employment, is associated with greater IPV. In each case, men appear to respond to
perceived status loss by reasserting control through violence.

Second, backlash can emerge even in the absence of male displacement. Several stud-
ies identify increased IPV following programs that expand women’s agency, such as through
employment, training, or financial autonomy, without reducing male labor market opportu-
nities. These effects are interpreted as reactions to perceived challenges to traditional gender
roles. IPV increases have been observed following expanded female employment opportunities
(Guarnieri and Rainer 2021; Blair and Mvukiyehe 2025), participation in female-focused train-
ing programs (Bulte and Lensink 2019; Angelucci, Heath, and Noble 2023), and asset transfers
to women (Lagomarsino and Rossi 2024). Erten and Keskin (2021) observe that IPV declines
when female employment contracts—consistent with backlash dynamics rooted in shifting gen-
der norms rather than resource competition per se. In contrast, most cash transfer programs,
even those directed to women, do not increase IPV on average. A few studies note backlash in
specific subgroups, such as larger households with more children or those with wide spousal age
or education gaps (Hidrobo and Fernald 2013; Angelucci, Heath, and Noble 2023).

This pattern—where empowerment programs sometimes provoke backlash, while cash
transfers on average do not—is striking. In principle, cash transfers to women could incite
backlash if they shift perceived control over household resources or reduce women’s economic
dependence on male partners. In many LMICs, where financial control is normatively vested
in men, the reallocation of resources to women, especially when transfers are regular, sizable,
or explicitly targeted, may be seen as a status threat. However, backlash seems more common
with programs that are publicly framed as empowering, such as training or employment initia-
tives. These may carry greater symbolic weight even when their material benefits are similar
or modest. Backlash, in this view, may reflect the social meaning and visibility of agency gains,
rather than their economic magnitude. Cash transfers may avoid backlash not because they
are economically insignificant, but because they often reinforce rather than challenge tradi-
tional roles, such as targeting “mothers” to support their “children.” In this framing, resource
flows may be less likely to signal autonomy or threat. This perspective offers a potential rec-
onciliation of mixed findings in the literature: Interventions that increase resources can have
divergent IPV effects depending on how agency is introduced and perceived.

9. Estimating Costs of Reducing IPV

While we have reviewed many types of policies and interventions, we still know very little
about which types of policies and interventions are most cost-effective in reducing IPV. This
is often due to data constraints, as cost data is either not shared or unknown in these types of
studies. In Table 6 we calculate the cost per IPV case averted from a subset of the empirical
work presented in Tables 2, 3, and 5. These studies are generally selected due to the availabil-
ity of cost data. For the cash transfer studies from Table 2, we display the size of the transfer
to the household in column 5. For the interventions from Table 3 and Table 5, we display
costs per participant in column 5. All treatment effects are converted to percentage points
(in column 4) such that for a 6 percentage point reduction in IPV, we assert that six cases of
IPV would be averted per 100 individuals. We compute the number of individuals needed to
treat to avert one case of IPV and multiply by per person (or per household) cost to estimate
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TABLE 6
CosT OF IPV CASE AVERTED
Number of
Estimate of people needed  Cost of
treatment  Cost of to reach to avert one case
Intervention IPV type effect  program®  one case® averted®
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
Panel A. Select studies from Table 2
Hidrobo and Fernald UCT Controlling behaviors ~ —6 pp $233 17 $3,875
(2013)
Hidrobo, Peterman, CCT Controlling behaviors ~ —8 pp $240 13 $3,000
and Heise (2016)
Roy et al. (2019) UCT+BCC Physical —7pp $456 15 $6,514
Heath, Hidrobo, UCT Emotional —6.1pp $649 17 $10,635
and Roy (2020) Controlling behaviors ~ —6 pp 17 $10,812
Peterman, Valli, UCT Emotional, physical, -3 pp $284 34 $9,472
and Palermo (2022) or sexual
Roy et al. (2024) UCT+BCC Emotional —7pp $456 15 $6,514
Physical —14 pp 8 $3,257
Panel B. Select studies from Table 3
Bandiera et al. (2020) Life skills Sexual —5.3pp $18 19 $338
(adolescent females)
Shah et al. (2025) Sports life skills 1PV often —5.1pp $41 20 $804
(adolescent males)
Goal setting 1PV often —8.7pp $38 12 $437
(adolescent females)
Panel C. Select studies from Table 5
Pronyk et al. (2006) Microfinance + Physical and/or ~ 0.45 (aRR) $43 16 $650
gender/HIV training sexual ~ —6.6 pp
Dunkle et al. (2020)  Couples’ training Physical and/or ~ 0.44 (aRR) $20 5 $85
sexual ~ —23.4 pp
Boyer et al. (2022) Faith-based marital Any —5pp $91 20 $1,820
counseling

Notes: This table presents cost estimates for averting one case of IPV. For each study, we show the authors’ reported
treatment effect size as well as our own estimates when conversion to percentage points (pp) is necessary. We then
calculate the number of people who would need to be reached by the intervention to prevent one case of IPV as well
as the corresponding cost per case averted. Details on calculations can be found in the accompanying online guide.
CCT = conditional cash transfer; UCT = unconditional cash transfer; BCC = behavioral change communication
around nutrition; aRR = adjusted risk ratio.

“Rounded to the nearest dollar.

bRounded up to the nearest integer.

the cost per IPV case averted in column 7. While this is meant to be a helpful guide to under-
standing the cost of IPV prevention, the results in Table 6 should be interpreted as illustrative
benchmarks. They are rough estimates, but they still reveal some thought-provoking numbers.

Within the cash transfer literature explored in panel A, the number of people needed to reach
in order to avert one case of IPV ranges from 8-34 (see column 6) and the cost of one IPV case
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averted ranges from US$3,000-10,812. It is clear that cash transfers are an expensive method to
reduce IPV. However, they are generally not a violence sector—specific intervention, in that they
are usually meant to affect other outcomes too. Much of the literature in economics has studied
the impact of cash transfers on IPV as secondary outcomes. Thus, any cost-effectiveness metric
for IPV and cash transfer programs likely needs to account for other primary objectives as well
(which we do not in Table 6).

The only long-term follow-up of a cash transfer program suggests that cost-effectiveness
may improve over time. Roy et al. (2019) estimate the cost per case of physical IPV averted at
$6,514, while four years later, Roy et al. (2024) report a lower figure of $3,257. The cost of one
case decreases in the long run due to larger reductions in violence over time. According to the
authors, this may reflect persistent gains in women’s bargaining power and/or increases in the
perceived costs to men of perpetrating violence.

Panels B and C of Table 6 show that the number of people needed to reach to avert one
case of IPV ranges from 5-20 and the cost of one case averted ranges from US$85-1,820 in
noncash transfer interventions (e.g., life skills, counseling, microfinance+life skills). In fact,
several of these interventions appear substantially more cost-effective than cash transfers. We
also note that we know very little about the cost-effectiveness of legal and institutional changes
discussed in Table 4. Ultimately more consistent cost reporting across studies is needed to
understand cost-effectiveness of IPV interventions. Without better estimates, it is challenging
to compare interventions or draw clear conclusions about which approaches are the most
cost-effective in reducing IPV.

10.  Discussion and Open Questions for Future Research

Despite significant advances, critical gaps remain in our understanding of IPV. This
section outlines several priority areas for future theoretical and empirical research.
First, economic theory on IPV remains relatively underdeveloped. Dynamic models that
account for the complexities of bidirectional violence, including both male-to-female and
female-to-male aggression, would be a contribution to the literature. Theoretical frame-
works that explore whether women’s engagement in IPV arises from retaliation or other
mechanisms and how empowerment affects the prevalence of such dynamics remain
largely absent. Incorporating intra-household information asymmetries and communica-
tion dynamics between partners could also yield valuable insights into IPV occurrence and
persistence. Last, most existing models and empirical work focus on conventional house-
hold structures, leaving underexplored forms such as same-sex partnerships, polygamous
households, adolescent relationships, and non-cohabiting unions. IPV occurs across these
diverse relationship forms, and future research should aim to capture this broader range of
experiences and contexts.

On the empirical side, first, there is limited evidence on the long-term impacts of most types
of IPV interventions. For example, it remains unclear whether gains from programs such as
cash transfers are sustained once the intervention ends. Some studies suggest that pairing cash
with behavioral change components may be necessary for lasting reductions in IPV. Similarly,
more work is needed to examine whether the gender of the transfer recipient matters, and
which IPV subtypes are most responsive to gender-specific designs.

Second, measurement challenges persist. Improving the accuracy and reliability of IPV
data remains a central concern. Advances in technology may offer new tools to increase
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respondent anonymity and reduce reporting stigma, provided that respondent safety and
privacy are strictly safeguarded (Alderman, Das, and Rao 2013). It is also essential to have
the data to distinguish between the intensive and extensive margins of IPV. What factors
drive individuals to perpetrate and enter into IPV initially, and what leads to an escalation in
violence severity? For instance, the increase in IPV during COVID-19 lock-downs in certain
places raises important questions about whether this reflected new incidence or intensifi-
cation of existing abuse. In addition, more cost measurements are needed to generate an
agenda of cost-effective interventions and/or policies that reduce IPV.

Third, the links between IPV, mental health, and addiction, well-documented associations
in the public health literature, remain understudied in economics (some exceptions include
Baranov et al. (2025), Dave et al. (2025), and Murphy, Aqeel, and Castilla (2026)). A better
understanding of the causal mechanisms connecting depression, substance use, and IPV could
inform the design of more effective, targeted interventions.

A recurring theme in the literature is that observed increases in IPV are often attributed
to backlash, particularly when interventions threaten traditional gender roles or male status.
However, empowerment programs do not uniformly increase IPV, and identifying the condi-
tions under which it leads to protection rather than harm remains an open empirical question.
A promising direction for future research is to disentangle whether backlash arises primarily
from the economic value of resources transferred to women, or from the symbolic implications
of these transfers for male status and control. How men perceive these interventions—either
as supportive to the household or as redistributive shifts in power—may be critical to under-
standing their effects. If men also stand to benefit from gender-equal policies, the likelihood
of backlash may be reduced (Cullen et al. 2024). These distinctions have direct implications
for program design: The same material transfer may lead to protective or adverse outcomes
depending on how it is framed. More broadly, there is a pressing need to integrate men and
communities into efforts aimed at shifting gender norms, an area that remains under-explored
in economics. Conceptually, female empowerment should not be treated as zero sum.

Marriage market dynamics represent another promising research avenue. Empowerment
interventions and legal reforms may alter women’s marriage decisions or enable exit from
abusive relationships. As such, existing studies may underestimate the full effects of these
interventions if they focus solely on current partnerships without accounting for selection into
safer unions over time.

Legal and institutional reforms have also shown promise in reducing IPV. Studies find that
unilateral divorce laws, land inheritance rights for women, and domestic violence legislation
are associated with reductions in IPV. Women’s police stations, while increasing reporting,
do not appear to reduce violence on their own, though more comprehensive models such as
women’s justice centers show greater potential. However, the role of broader political institu-
tions, politics, and governance structures in shaping IPV outcomes remains poorly understood.

Intimate partner violence is embedded in everyday life and sustained by social approval.
It is reproduced through norms that define violence as acceptable and institutions that fail to
sanction it. Far from episodic, IPV operates as a structural feature of gender relations, shaping
health, labor, and political participation, and it is precisely these norms of acceptability that
further entrench its prevalence. Thus, social norms and attitudes about the acceptability of IPV
highlighted in Figure 1 represent a central domain for future work. Changing societal beliefs
may have powerful effects on IPV prevalence, but the channels through which gender norms
evolve—whether via education, media, peer networks, or other mechanisms—are not well
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established. Further exploration of identity and identity threats, particularly in contexts where
shifting gender norms challenge traditional male roles, could help explain why some men respond
with violence. Research on male and female social networks may also shed light on whether these
networks reinforce or mitigate IPV, and whether they offer support or enable silence.

Finally, greater attention should be paid to statistical power in empirical IPV research.
Because IPV can be a relatively rare event, well-intentioned studies may lack sufficient power
to detect meaningful changes, especially when disaggregating by subgroup or outcome type.
This creates two challenges: True effects may go undetected and spurious effects may appear
by chance. Future work should prioritize study designs that are adequately powered to detect
both protective and harmful impacts.

In sum, IPV is a complex, multifaceted phenomenon that intersects with economic condi-
tions, gender dynamics, institutions, and social norms. Continued theoretical innovation and
empirical rigor are needed to understand the causes and consequences of IPV, as well as to
design effective policies and interventions to reduce it. Addressing these gaps will be critical
for developing more comprehensive strategies to reduce IPV and improve well-being.

APPENDIX

TABLE Al
HETEROGENEITY FROM TABLES 2—4

Average Heterogeneity
IPV type effect in effects Conditions and/or subgroup affected

(@) (3) (4) (5)

Panel A. Cash transfers
Angelucci (2008) Aggressive behavior Null Increases Larger husband-wife age gap; size of
transfer to wife; 5+ children
Null Decreases Educated husband; no children

Bobonis, Gonzélez- Emotional Null Increases  Female partners with high decision-
Brenes, and Castro making; when conditioned on no
(2013) accompanying physical and/or sexual

violence
Threat of violence Null Increases Female partners with high decision-

making; when conditioned on no
accompanying physical and/or sexual
violence; cohabiting couples

Hidrobo and Fernald Emotional Null Increases  Mothers with <6 years of schooling
(2013) Decreases Mother with less education than their
partner and >6 years of school
Psychological Decreases  Decreases Mothers with >6 years of schooling
Haushofer et al. (2019) Sexual Decreases Null Male recipient
Decreases Decreases Female recipient
Physical Decreases  Decreases Female recipient
Heath, Hidrobo, Physical, Decreases Null Monogamous households
and Roy (2020) emotional, Decreases  Polygamous households; 2+ wives in
controlling behaviors polygamous households
Peterman, Valli, Emotional, Decreases  Increases Polygamous households

and Palermo (2022)  physical, or sexual

(continued)
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TABLE Al
HETEROGENEITY FROM TABLES 2—4 (continued)

Average Heterogeneity
IPV type effect in effects Conditions and/or subgroup affected

2) (3) (4) (5)
Panel B. Economic initiatives
Sekhri and Storeygard Dowry deaths Increases Decreases Areas with high Muslim population shares
(2014)

Abiona Any Increases Increases Poorest households; male household head
and Koppensteiner Any Increases Decreases Wives and children who have inheritance rights
(2018)

Mobarak and Ramos Any Null Increases  Nearby, non-incentivized villages
(2019)

Erten and Keskin Physical, sexual Decreases Null Women with more than 8 years of education
(2021) Psychological Decreases Decreases Women with less than or equal to 8 years of

education

Angelucci, Heath, Any Null Increases Women with low IPV risk
and Noble (2023) Null Decreases  Women with high IPV risk

Casabianca et al. Abuse index  Decreases Increases Women with above-median social desirability
(2023) bias scores

Chatterjee TPV index Decreases Null Urban women
and Poddar (2024) Decreases Decreases Rural women

Chong and Veldsquez Physical Increases Decreases Female older, educated
(2024)

Perova, Reynolds, Homicides  Decreases Null Above-median human development index
and Schmutte municipality
(2025)

Panel C. Laws, institutions, and norms

Perova and Reynolds Homicide Null Decreases Women in capital cities and large metropolitan
(2017) areas

Anukriti, Erten, Physical Increases Null Urban; rural women whose husbands do not
and Mukherjee desire more sons/desire fewer than or equal
(2022) to wife’s ideal

Increases Increases Rural women whose husbands desire more sons/
desire more than wife’s ideal

Corradini Physical Decreases Null Mothers whose last child was a daughter; rural;
and Buccione women who lived further than 5 km from a
(2023) family court; women with more than high

school education; women below the top 2
wealth quintiles; women who moved after
marriage

Decreases Decreases Mothers whose last child was a son; urban;
women who lived fewer than 5 km from a
family court; women with less than a high
school education; women within the top two
wealth quintiles; women who did not move
after marriage

(continued)
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TABLE Al
HETEROGENEITY FROM TABLES 2—4 (continued)

Average Heterogeneity

IPV type effect in effects Conditions and/or subgroup affected
2) (3) (4) (5)
Tumen and Ulucan Physical  Increases Null Women with greater than or equal to high school
(2024) education; women whose partners have less than

high school education; women who have greater
than or equal education to her partner

Physical ~ Increases Increases Women with less than high school education; women
whose partners have greater than or equal to high
school education; women who have less education
than her partner; women who are financially
constrained

Notes: This table summarizes reported heterogeneity from select studies in Tables 2—4. Column 2 refers to the
type of IPV outcome measured. Column 3 displays the main reported direction of impact on IPV for each outcome,
where “null” implies the result is not statistically significant at the 10 percent level. Heterogeneity in effects in
column 4 denotes whether the study reports statistically significant variation across subgroups. “Conditions and/or
subgroup affected” describes the characteristics or contexts under which effects change. When the average effect
and heterogeneity point in the same direction, heterogeneity indicates that the effect is stronger in that direction.
The table is organized chronologically within each subsection.

REFERENCES

Abiona, Olukorede, and Martin Foureaux Koppensteiner. 2018. “The Impact of Household Shocks on Domestic
Violence: Evidence from Tanzania.” IZA Discussion Papers 11992.

Abramsky, Tanya, Karen Devries, Ligia Kiss, Janet Nakuti, Nambusi Kyegombe, Elizabeth Starmann, Bonnie Cun-
dill, et al. 2014. “Findings from the SASA! Study: A Cluster Randomized Controlled Trial to Assess the Impact of
a Community Mobilization Intervention to Prevent Violence against Women and Reduce HIV Risk in Kampala,
Uganda.” BMC Medicine 12: 122.

Adams, Abi, Kristiina Huttunen, Emily Nix, and Ning Zhang. 2024. “The Dynamics of Abusive Relationships.”
Quarterly Journal of Economics 139 (4): 2135-80.

Agiiero, Jorge M., Erica Field, Ignacio Rodriguez Hurtado, and Javier Romero. 2024. “COVID-19, Job Loss, and
Intimate Partner Violence in Peru.” Economic Development and Cultural Change 73 (1): 1-35.

Agiiero, Jorge M., and Veronica Frisancho. 2022. “Measuring Violence against Women with Experimental Meth-
ods.” Economic Development and Cultural Change 70 (4): 1565-90.

Aizer, Anna. 2011. “Poverty, Violence, and Health: The Impact of Domestic Violence during Pregnancy on Newborn
Health.” Journal of Human Resources 46 (3): 518-38.

Aizer, Anna, and Pedro Dal B6. 2009. “Love, Hate and Murder: Commitment Devices in Violent Relationships.”
Journal of Public Economics 93 (3-4): 412-28.

Akerlof, George A., and Rachel E. Kranton. 2000. “Economics and Identity.” Quarterly Journal of Economics
115 (3): 715-53.

Akyol, Pelin, and Murat Giiray Kirdar. 2022. “Compulsory Schooling Reform and Intimate Partner Violence in Tur-
key.” European Economic Review 150: 104313.

Alderman, Harold, Jishnu Das, and Vijayendra Rao. 2013. “Conducting Ethical Economic Research: Complications
from the Field.” World Bank Policy Research Working Paper 6446.

Amaral, Sofia. 2017. “Do Improved Property Rights Decrease Violence against Women in India?” ISER Working
Paper 2017-13.

Amaral, Sofia, Sonia Bhalotra, and Nishith Prakash. 2021. “Gender, Crime and Punishment: Evidence from Women
Police Stations in India.” CESifo Working Paper 9002.

American Psychological Association. 1996. Violence and the Family: Report of the American Psychological Associa-



440 Journal of Economic Literature, Vol. LXIV (June 2026)

tion Presidential Task Force on Violence and the Family. American Psychological Association.

Anderberg, Dan, Noemi Mantovan, and Robert M. Sauer. 2023. “The Dynamics of Domestic Violence: Learning
about the Match.” Economic Journal 133 (656): 2863-98.

Anderberg, Dan, and Helmut Rainer. 2013. “Economic Abuse: A Theory of Intrahousehold Sabotage.” Journal of
Public Economics 97: 282-95.

Anderberg, Dan, Helmut Rainer, and Fabian Siuda. 2022. “Quantifying Domestic Violence in Times of Crisis: An
Internet Search Activity-Based Measure for the COVID-19 Pandemic.” Journal of the Royal Statistical Society
Series A: Statistics in Society 185 (2): 498-518.

Anderson, Siwan. 2021. “Intimate Partner Violence and Female Property Rights.” Nature Human Behaviour 5 (8):
1021-26.

Anderson, Siwan, and Chris Bidner. 2021. “Harm and Harmony.” Unpublished.

Anderson, Siwan, and Garance Genicot. 2015. “Suicide and Property Rights in India.” Journal of Development
Economics 114: 64-78.

Angelucci, Manuela. 2008. “Love on the Rocks: Domestic Violence and Alcohol Abuse in Rural Mexico.” BE Journal
of Economic Analysis and Policy 8 (1): 43.

Angelucci, Manuela, Rachel Heath, and Eva Noble. 2023. “Multifaceted Programs Targeting Women in Fragile
Settings: Evidence from the Democratic Republic of Congo.” Journal of Development Economics 164: 103146.
Angrist, Joshua D. 2006. “Instrumental Variables Methods in Experimental Criminological Research: What, Why

and How.” Journal of Experimental Criminology 2 (1): 23-44.

Anukriti, S., Bilge Erten, and Priya Mukherjee. 2022. “Women’s Political Representation and Intimate Partner Vio-
lence.” IZA Discussion Paper 15395.

Arenas-Arroyo, Esther, Daniel Fernandez-Kranz, and Natalia Nollenberger. 2021. “Intimate Partner Violence under
Forced Cohabitation and Economic Stress: Evidence from the COVID-19 Pandemic.” Journal of Public Econom-
ics 194: 104350.

Arora, Ashna, Xander Beberman, Zubin Jelveh, and Ashley Motta. 2024. “Targeted Interventions for High-Risk
Domestic Violence Victims.” Unpublished.

Bandiera, Oriana, Niklas Buehren, Robin Burgess, Markus Goldstein, Selim Gulesci, Imran Rasul, and Munshi
Sulaiman. 2020. “Women’s Empowerment in Action: Evidence from a Randomized Control Trial in Africa.” Amer-
ican Economic Journal: Applied Economics 12 (1): 210-59.

Baranov, Victoria, Sonia Bhalotra, Pietro Biroli, Michelle Escobar Carias, Lisa Bates, Joanna Maselko, and Siham
Sikander. 2025. “Depression, Bargaining Power, and Intimate Partner Violence: Long-Term Evidence from a
Psychotherapy Trial.” Unpublished.

Baranov, Victoria, Lisa Cameron, Diana Contreras Suarez, and Claire Thibout. 2021. “Theoretical Underpinnings
and Meta-Analysis of the Effects of Cash Transfers on Intimate Partner Violence in Low- and Middle-Income
Countries.” Journal of Development Studies 57 (1): 1-25.

Bates-Jefferys, Ellen, and Pace Phillips. 2021. “Are People or Computers Better at Asking Difficult Questions
about Intimate Partner Violence?” Innovations for Poverty Action (blog), July 29. https:/poverty-action.org/
are-people-or-computers-better-asking-difficult-questions-about-intimate-partner-violence.

Beland, Louis-Philippe, Abel Brodeur, Joanne Haddad, and Derek Mikola. 2020. “COVID-19, Family Stress and
Domestic Violence: Remote Work, Isolation and Bargaining Power.” IZA Discussion Paper 13332.

Beleche, Trinidad. 2019. “Domestic Violence Laws and Suicide in Mexico.” Review of Economics of the Household
17 (1): 229-48.

Berk, Richard A., and Lawrence W. Sherman. 1988. “Police Responses to Family Violence Incidents: An Analysis
of an Experimental Design with Incomplete Randomization.” Journal of the American Statistical Association
83 (401): 70-76.

Berniell, Inés, and Gabriel Facchini. 2021. “COVID-19 Lockdown and Domestic Violence: Evidence from Inter-
net-Search Behavior in 11 Countries.” European Economic Review 136: 103775.

Bhalotra, Sonia, Diogo G. C. Britto, Paolo Pinotti, and Breno Sampaio. 2025. “Job Displacement, Unemployment
Benefits and Domestic Violence.” Review of Economic Studies 92 (6): 3649-81.

Bhattacharyya, Manasi, Arjun S. Bedi, and Amrita Chhachhi. 2011. “Marital Violence and Women’s Employment
and Property Status: Evidence from North Indian Villages.” World Development 39 (9): 1676-89.

Blair, Robert A., and Eric Mvukiyehe. 2025. “Public Works and Intimate Partner Violence: Experimental Evidence
on Women’s Economic Empowerment Egypt and Tunisia.” British Political Science 55: e148.

Bloch, Francis, and Vijayendra Rao. 2002. “Terror as a Bargaining Instrument: A Case Study of Dowry Violence in
Rural India.” American Economic Review 92 (4): 1029-43.


https://poverty-action.org/are-people-or-computers-better-asking-difficult-questions-about-intimate-partner-violence
https://poverty-action.org/are-people-or-computers-better-asking-difficult-questions-about-intimate-partner-violence

Shah and Barski: Intimate Partner Violence in Low- and Middle-Income Countries 441

Bobonis, Gustavo ., Roberto Castro, and Juan S. Morales. 2025. “Legal Reforms, Conditional Cash Transfers, and
Intimate Partner Violence: Evidence from Mexico.” Economia LACEA Journal 24 (1): 124-45.

Bobonis, Gustavo J., Melissa Gonzélez-Brenes, and Roberto Castro. 2013. “Public Transfers and Domestic Violence:
The Roles of Private Information and Spousal Control.” American Economic Journal: Economic Policy 5 (1):
179-205.

Bochenkova, Alena, Paolo Buonanno, and Sergio Galletta. 2023. “Fighting Violence against Women: The Role of
Female Political Representation.” Journal of Development Economics 164: 103140.

Borraz, Fernando, and Ignacio Munyo. 2020. “Conditional Cash Transfers, Women’s Income and Domestic Vio-
lence.” International Review of Applied Economics 34 (1): 115-25.

Boyer, Christopher, Erica Field, Rachel Lehrer, Andrew Morrison, and Claudia Piras. 2025. “Guy Talk: Catalyzing
Peer Effects on IPV through Virtual Support Groups for Men.” Unpublished.

Boyer, Christopher, Elizabeth Levy Paluck, Jeannie Annan, Tvisha Nevatia, Jasper Cooper, Jackline Namubiru, Lori
Heise, and Rachel Lehrer. 2022. “Religious Leaders Can Motivate Men to Cede Power and Reduce Intimate Part-
ner Violence: Experimental Evidence from Uganda.” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 119 (31):
€2200262119.

Buller, Ana Maria, Amber Peterman, Meghna Ranganathan, Alexandra Bleile, Melissa Hidrobo, and Lori Heise.
2018. “A Mixed-Method Review of Cash Transfers and Intimate Partner Violence in Low- and Middle-Income
Countries.” World Bank Research Observer 33 (2): 218-58.

Bulte, Erwin, and Robert Lensink. 2019. “Women’s Empowerment and Domestic Abuse: Experimental Evidence
from Vietnam.” European Economic Review 115: 172-91.

Bulte, Erwin, and Robert Lensink. 2021. “Empowerment and Intimate Partner Violence: Domestic Abuse When
Household Income Is Uncertain.” Review of Development Economics 25 (1): 148-62.

Bursztyn, Leonardo, Ingar K. Haaland, Nicolas Rover, and Christopher Roth. 2025. “The Social Desirability Atlas.”
NBER Working Paper 33920.

Calvi, Rossella, and Ajinkya Keskar. 2026. ““Til Dowry Do Us Part: Bargaining and Violence in Indian Families.”
Review of Economics and Statistics 108 (1): 129-44.

Camacho, Adriana, and Catherine Rodriguez. 2020. “Happily Ever After? Domestic Violence in Periods of Scarcity.”
Documentos CEDE Working Paper 21.

Card, David, and Gordon B. Dahl. 2011. “Family Violence and Football: The Effect of Unexpected Emotional Cues
on Violent Behavior.” Quarterly Journal of Economics 126 (1): 103-43.

Casabianca, Maria Sofia, Catalina Durdn, Megan Lang, and Julia Seither. 2023. “The Competing Impacts of
Self-Employment on Intimate Partner Violence and Women’s Economic Autonomy.” Unpublished.

Chatterjee, Somdeep, and Prashant Poddar. 2024. “Women’s Empowerment and Intimate Partner Violence: Evi-
dence from a Multidimensional Policy in India.” Economic Development and Cultural Change 72 (2): 801-32.
Chin, Yoo-Mi. 2012. “Male Backlash, Bargaining, or Exposure Reduction? Women’s Working Status and Physical

Spousal Violence in India.” Journal of Population Economics 25 (1): 175-200.

Chong, Alberto, and Daniel Veldsquez. 2024. “Does Trade Liberalization Foster Intimate Partner Violence?” Eco-
nomic Development and Cultural Change T2 (2): 563-602.

Chuang, Erica, Pascaline Dupas, Elise Huillery, and Juliette Seban. 2021. “Sex, Lies, and Measurement: Consis-
tency Tests for Indirect Response Survey Methods.” Journal of Development Economics 148: 102582.

Clerici, Cristina, and Stefano Tripodi. 2023. “Male Unemployment and Intimate Partner Violence in Uganda.”
Unpublished.

Cook, Jeremy A., and Timothy W. Taylor. 2019. “The Impact of Mandatory Arrest Laws on Domestic Violence in
Times of Economic Stress.” Economics Letters 178: T7-81.

Cools, Sara, and Andreas Kotsadam. 2017. “Resources and Intimate Partner Violence in Sub-Saharan Africa.” World
Development 95: 211-30.

Corradini, Viola, and Giulia Buccione. 2023. “Unilateral Divorce Rights, Domestic Violence and Women’s Agency:
Evidence from the Egyptian Khul Reform.” Journal of Development Economics 160: 102947.

Cullen, Claire. 2023. “Method Matters: The Underreporting of Intimate Partner Violence.” World Bank Economic
Review 37 (1): 49-73.

Cullen, Claire, Arthur Alik-Lagrange, Miithoni Ngatia, and Julia Vaillant. 2025. “The Unintended Impacts of an Inti-
mate Partner Violence Prevention Program: Experimental Evidence from Rwanda.” World Bank Policy Research
Working Paper 11040.

Cullen, Claire, Joshi Sarthak, Joseph Vecci, and Julia Talbot-Jones. 2024. “Female Empowerment and Male Back-
lash: Experimental Evidence from India.” IZA Discussion Paper 17450.



442 Journal of Economic Literature, Vol. LXIV (June 2026)

Dave, Dhaval, Bilge Erten, Pinar Keskin, and Shuo Zhang. 2025. “From Addiction to Aggression: The Spillover
Effects of Opioid Policies on Intimate Partner Violence.” Journal of Health Economics 104: 103073.

Decker, Michele R., Elizabeth Miller, Heather L. McCauley, Daniel J. Tancredi, Heather Anderson, Rebecca R.
Levenson, and Jay G .Silverman. 2014. “Recent Partner Violence and Sexual and Drug-Related STI/HIV Risk
among Adolescent and Young Adult Women Attending Family Planning Clinics.” Sexually Transmitted Infections
90 (2): 145-49.

Decker, Michele R., Sarah Peitzmeier, Adesola Olumide, Rajib Acharya, Oladosu Ojengbede, Laura Covarrubias,
Ersheng Gao, Yan Cheng, Sinead Delany-Moretlwe, and Heena Brahmbhatt. 2014. “Prevalence and Health
Impact of Intimate Partner Violence and Non-partner Sexual Violence among Female Adolescents Aged 15-19
Years in Vulnerable Urban Environments: A Multi-country Study.” Journal of Adolescent Health 55 (6): S58-S67.

Delaporte, Magdalena, and Francisco ]. Pino. 2022. “Female Political Representation and Violence against Women:
Evidence from Brazil.” IZA Discussion Paper 15365.

Dhanaraj, Sowmya, and Vidya Mahambare. 2022. “Male Backlash and Female Guilt: Women’s Employment and
Intimate Partner Violence in Urban India.” Feminist Economics 28 (1): 170-98.

Diaz, Juan-José, and Victor Saldarriaga. 2022. “(Un)Conditional Love in the Time of Conditional Cash Transfers:
The Effect of the Peruvian JUNTOS Program on Spousal Abuse.” Economic Development and Cultural Change
70 (2): 865-99.

Diaz, Juan-José, and Victor Saldarriaga. 2023. “A Drop of Love? Rainfall Shocks and Spousal Abuse: Evidence from
Rural Peru.” Journal of Health Economics 89: 102739.

Doyle, Kate, Ruti G. Levtov, Gary Barker, Gautam G. Bastian, Jeffrey B. Bingenheimer, Shamsi Kazimbaya, Anicet
Nzabonimpa, et al. 2018. “Gender-Transformative Bandebereho Couples’ Intervention to Promote Male Engage-
ment in Reproductive and Maternal Health and Violence Prevention in Rwanda: Findings from a Randomized
Controlled Trial.” PloS ONE 13 (4): e0192756.

Dunkle, Kristin, Erin Stern, Sangeeta Chatterji, and Lori Heise. 2020. “Effective Prevention of Intimate Partner
Violence through Couples Training: A Randomised Controlled Trial of Indashyikirwa in Rwanda.” BM] Global
Health 5 (12): e002439.

Dupas, Pascaline, Seema Jayachandran, Adriana Lleras-Muney, and Pauline Rossi. 2025. “The Negligible Effect
of Free Contraception on Fertility: Experimental Evidence from Burkina Faso.” American Economic Review
115 (8): 2659-88.

Duvvury, Nata, Aoife Callan, Patrick Carney, and Srinivas Raghavendra. 2013. Intimate Parter Violence: Economic
Costs and Implications for Growth and Development. World Bank.

Edwards, Allen L. 1957. The Social Desirability Variable in Personality Assessment and Research. Dryden Press.

Ellsberg, Mary, Lori Heise, Rodolfo Pefia, Sonia Agurto, and Anna Winkvist. 2001. “Researching Domestic Violence
against Women: Methodological and Ethical Considerations.” Studies in Family Planning 32 (1): 1-16.

Erten, Bilge, and Pinar Keskin. 2018. “For Better or for Worse? Education and the Prevalence of Domestic Violence
in Turkey.” American Economic Journal: Applied Economics 10 (1): 64-105.

Erten, Bilge, and Pinar Keskin. 2021. “Female Employment and Intimate Partner Violence: Evidence from Syrian
Refugee Inflows to Turkey.” Journal of Development Economics 150: 102607.

Erten, Bilge, and Pinar Keskin. 2024. “Trade-offs? The Impact of WTO Accession on Intimate Partner Violence in
Cambodia.” Review of Economics and Statistics 106 (2): 322-33.

Eswaran, Mukesh, and Nisha Malhotra. 2011. “Domestic Violence and Women’s Autonomy in Developing Coun-
tries: Theory and Evidence.” Canadian Journal of Economics 44 (4): 1222-63.

Farmer, Amy, and Jill Tiefenthaler. 1996. “Domestic Violence: The Value of Services as Signals.” American Economic
Review 86 (2): 274-79.

Farmer, Amy, and [ill Tiefenthaler. 1997. “An Economic Analysis of Domestic Violence.” Review of Social Economy
55 (3): 337-58.

Ferraz, Claudio, and Laura Schiavon. 2023. “Crime, Punishment, and Prevention: The Effect of a Legal Reform on
Violence against Women.” Preprint, SSRN. http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4354206.

Garcfa-Ramos, Aixa. 2021. “Divorce Laws and Intimate Partner Violence: Evidence from Mexico.” Journal of Devel-
opment Economics 150: 102623.

Gentilini, Ugo. 2022. Cash Transfers in Pandemic Times: Evidence, Practices, and Implications from the Largest
Scale Up in History. World Bank.

Gibbs, Andrew, Rachel Jewkes, Samantha Willan, and Laura Washington. 2018. “Associations between Poverty,
Mental Health and Substance Use, Gender Power, and Intimate Partner Violence amongst Young (18-30) Women
and Men in Urban Informal Settlements in South Africa: A Cross-Sectional Study and Structural Equation


http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4354206

Shah and Barski: Intimate Partner Violence in Low- and Middle-Income Countries 443

Model.” PLoS ONE 13 (10): e0204956.

Gibbs, Andrew, Laura Washington, Nada Abdelatif, Esnat Chirwa, Samantha Willan, Nwabisa Shai, Yandisa Sik-
weyiya, Smanga Mkhwanazi, Nolwazi Ntini, and Rachel Jewkes. 2020. “Stepping Stones and Creating Futures
Intervention to Prevent Intimate Partner Violence among Young People: Cluster Randomized Controlled Trial.”
Journal of Adolescent Health 66 (3): 323-35.

Gilligan, Daniel O., Melissa Hidrobo, Jessica Leight, and Heleene Tambet. 2025. “Using a List Experiment to
Measure Intimate Partner Violence: Cautionary Evidence from Ethiopia.” Applied Economics Letters 32 (11):
1594-1600.

Gonzilez, Libertad, and Nuria Rodriguez-Planas. 2020. “Gender Norms and Intimate Partner Violence.” Journal of
Economic Behavior and Organization 178: 223-48.

Green, Eric P., Christopher Blattman, Julian Jamison, and Jeannie Annan. 2015. “Women’s Entrepreneurship and
Intimate Partner Violence: A Cluster Randomized Trial of Microenterprise Assistance and Partner Participation
in Post-conflict Uganda.” Social Science and Medicine 133: 177-88.

Guarnieri, Eleonora, and Helmut Rainer. 2021. “Colonialism and Female Empowerment: A Two-Sided Legacy.”
Journal of Development Economics 151: 102666.

Gunarathne, Lakma, Jahar Bhowmik, Pragalathan Apputhurai, and Maja Nedeljkovic. 2023. “Factors and Conse-
quences Associated with Intimate Partner Violence against Women in Low-and Middle-Income Countries: A
Systematic Review.” PLoS ONE 18 (11): €0293295.

Gupta, Jhumka, Kathryn L. Falb, Heidi Lehmann, Denise Kpebo, Ziming Xuan, Mazeda Hossain, Cathy Zimmer-
man, Charlotte Watts, and Jeannie Annan. 2013. “Gender Norms and Economic Empowerment Intervention to
Reduce Intimate Partner Violence against Women in Rural Céte d’Ivoire: A Randomized Controlled Pilot Study.”
BMC International Health and Human Rights 13: 46.

Haerpfer, Christian, Ronald Inglehart, Alejandro Moreno, Christian Welzel, Kseniya Kizilova, Jaime Diez-Me-
drano, Marta Lagos, Pippa Norris, Eduard Ponarin, and Bi Puranen. eds. 2022. World Values Survey: Round
Seven—Country-Pooled Datafile Version 6.0. JD Systems Institute and WVSA Secretariat. https:/doi.
org/10.14281/18241.24.

Halim, Nafisa, Ester Steven, Naomi Reich, Lilian Badi, and Lisa Messersmith. 2018. “Variability and Validity of
Intimate Partner Violence Reporting by Couples in Tanzania.” PLoS ONE 13 (3): €0193253.

Harari, Mariaflavia. 2019. “Women’s Inheritance Rights and Bargaining Power: Evidence from Kenya.” Economic
Development and Cultural Change 68 (1): 189-238.

Haushofer, Johannes, and Ernst Fehr. 2014. “On the Psychology of Poverty.” Science 344 (6186): 862—67.
Haushofer, Johannes, Charlotte Ringdal, Jeremy P. Shapiro, and Xiao Yu Wang. 2019. “Income Changes and Inti-
mate Partner Violence: Evidence from Unconditional Cash Transfers in Kenya.” NBER Working Paper 25627.
Haushofer, Johannes, Charlotte Ringdal, Jeremy Shapiro, and Xiao Yu Wang. 2020. “Spousal Disagreement in

Reporting of Intimate Partner Violence in Kenya.” AEA Papers and Proceedings 110: 620-24.

Heath, Rachel. 2014. “Women’s Access to Labor Market Opportunities, Control of Household Resources, and
Domestic Violence: Evidence from Bangladesh.” World Development 57: 32-46.

Heath, Rachel, Melissa Hidrobo, and Shalini Roy. 2020. “Cash Transfers, Polygamy, and Intimate Partner Violence:
Experimental Evidence from Mali.” Journal of Development Economics 143: 102410.

Heise, Lori. 2011. What Works to Prevent Partner Violence? An Evidence Overview. STRIVE Research Consor-
tium, London School of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine.

Hidrobo, Melissa, and Lia Fernald. 2013. “Cash Transfers and Domestic Violence.” Journal of Health Economics
32 (1): 304-19.

Hidrobo, Melissa, Amber Peterman, and Lori Heise. 2016. “The Effect of Cash, Vouchers, and Food Transfers on
Intimate Partner Violence: Evidence from a Randomized Experiment in Northern Ecuador.” American Economic
Journal: Applied Economics 8 (3): 284-303.

Hossain, Mazeda, Cathy Zimmerman, Ligia Kiss, Tanya Abramsky, Drissa Kone, Monika Bakayoko-Topolska, Jean-
nie Annan, Heidi Lehmann, and Charlotte Watts. 2014. “Working with Men to Prevent Intimate Partner Violence
in a Conflict-Affected Setting: A Pilot Cluster Randomized Controlled Trial in Rural Cote d’Ivoire.” BMC Public
Health 14: 339.

Inglehart, Ronald, Christian Haerpfer, Alejandro Moreno, Chritian Welzel, Kseniya Kizilova, Jaime Diez-Medrano,
Marta Lagos, et al., eds. 2014. World Values Survey: Round Six—Country-Pooled Datafile Version. JD Systems
Institute. www.worldvaluessurvey.org/WVSDocumentationWV6.jsp (accessed July 8, 2025).

Jewkes, Rachel. 2002. “Intimate Partner Violence: Causes and Prevention.” The Lancet 359 (9315): 1423-29.

Jewkes, Rachel, Mzikazi Nduna, Jonathan Levin, Nwabisa Jama, Kristin Dunkle, Adrian Puren, and Nata Duvvury.


https://doi.org/10.14281/18241.24
https://doi.org/10.14281/18241.24
http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/WVSDocumentationWV6.jsp

444 Journal of Economic Literature, Vol. LXIV (June 2026)

2008. “Impact of Stepping Stones on Incidence of HIV and HSV-2 and Sexual Behaviour in Rural South Africa:
Cluster Randomised Controlled Trial.” British Medical Journal 337: 506.

Kapiga, Saidi, Sheila Harvey, Gerry Mshana, Christian Holm Hansen, Grace J. Mtolela, Flora Madaha, Ramadhan
Hashim, et al. 2019. “A Social Empowerment Intervention to Prevent Intimate Partner Violence against Women
in a Microfinance Scheme in Tanzania: Findings from the MAISHA Cluster Randomised Controlled Trial.” The
Lancet Global Health 7 (10): e1423-34.

Kim, Julia, Giulia Ferrari, Tanya Abramsky, Charlotte Watts, James Hargreaves, Linda Morison, Godfrey Phetla,
John Porter, and Paul Pronyk. 2009. “Assessing the Incremental Effects of Combining Economic and Health
Interventions: The IMAGE Study in South Africa.” Bulletin of the World Health Organization 87: 824-32.

Kim, Julia C., Charlotte H. Watts, James R. Hargreaves, Luceth X. Ndhlovu, Godfrey Phetla, Linda A. Morison,
Joanna Busza, John D. H. Porter, and Paul Pronyk. 2007. “Understanding the Impact of a Microfinance-Based
Intervention on Women’s Empowerment and the Reduction of Intimate Partner Violence in South Africa.” Amer-
ican Journal of Public Health 97 (10): 1794-802.

Koppa, Vijetha. 2024. “Can Information Save Lives? Effect of a Victim-Focused Police Intervention on Intimate
Partner Homicides.” Journal of Economic Behavior and Organization 217: T56-82.

Kotsadam, Andreas, and Espen Villanger. 2025. “Jobs and Intimate Partner Violence: Evidence from a Field Exper-
iment in Ethiopia.” Journal of Human Resources 60 (2): 469-95.

Lagomarsino, Bruno Cardinale, and Martin A. Rossi. 2024. “JUE Insight: The Unintended Effect of Argentina’s
Subsidized Homeownership Lottery Program on Intimate Partner Violence.” Journal of Urban Economics 142:
103612.

Leight, Jessica, Claire Cullen, Meghna Ranganathan, and Alexa Yakubovich. 2023. “Effectiveness of Community
Mobilisation and Group-Based Interventions for Preventing Intimate Partner Violence against Women in Low-
and Middle-Income Countries: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis.” Journal of Global Health 13: 04115.

Leight, Jessica, and Nicholas Wilson. 2021. “Intimate Partner Violence and Maternal Health Services Utilization:
Evidence from 36 National Household Surveys.” BMC Public Health 21: 405.

Lépine, Aurélia, Carole Treibich, and Ben D’Exelle. 2020. “Nothing but the Truth: Consistency and Efficiency of
the List Experiment Method for the Measurement of Sensitive Health Behaviours.” Social Science and Medicine
266: 113326.

Leslie, Emily, and Riley Wilson. 2020. “Sheltering in Place and Domestic Violence: Evidence from Calls for Service
during COVID-19.” Journal of Public Economics 189: 104241.

Litwin, Ashley, Elizaveta Perova, and Sarah Anne Reynolds. 2019. “A Conditional Cash Transfer and Women'’s
Empowerment: Does Bolsa Familia Influence Intimate Partner Violence?” Social Science and Medicine 238:
112462.

Lokot, Michelle, Nasrin Sultana, Melissa Hidrobo, Akhter Ahmed, John Hoddinott, Deboleena Rakshit, Shalini Roy,
and Meghna Ranganathan. 2025. “Evolution of Intimate Partner Violence Impacts from Cash Transfers, Food
Transfers, and Behaviour Change Communication: Mixed-Method Experimental Evidence from a Nine-Year
Post-Programme Follow-Up in Bangladesh.” Social Science and Medicine 371: 117901.

Lowes, Sara. 2022. “Kinship Structure and the Family: Evidence from the Matrilineal Belt.” NBER Working Paper
30509.

Lundberg, Shelly, and Robert A. Pollak. 1993. “Separate Spheres Bargaining and the Marriage Market.” Journal of
Political Economy 101 (6): 988-1010.

Lundberg, Shelly, and Robert A. Pollak. 1994. “Noncooperative Bargaining Models of Marriage.” American Eco-
nomic Review 84 (2): 132-37.

Manser, Marilyn, and Murray Brown. 1980. “Marriage and Household Decision-Making: A Bargaining Analysis.”
International Economic Review 21 (1): 31—44.

Matavelli, Ieda, Pauline Grosjean, Ralph De Haas, and Victoria Baranov. 2025. “Masculinity Norms and Their Eco-
nomic Consequences.” CEPR Working Paper 20549.

McElroy, Marjorie B., and Mary Jean Horney. 1981. “Nash-Bargained Household Decisions: Toward a Generaliza-
tion of the Theory of Demand.” International Economic Review 22 (2): 333-49.

Menon, Seetha. 2020. “The Effect of Marital Endowments on Domestic Violence in India.” Journal of Development
Economics 143: 102389.

Miller, Amalia R., and Carmit Segal. 2019. “Do Female Officers Improve Law Enforcement Quality? Effects on
Crime Reporting and Domestic Violence.” Review of Economic Studies 86 (3): 2220-47.

Mobarak, Mushfiq Ahmed, and Alejandra Ramos. 2019. “The Effects of Migration on Intimate Partner Violence:
Evidence for the Exposure Reduction Theory in Bangladesh.” Unpublished.



Shah and Barski: Intimate Partner Violence in Low- and Middle-Income Countries 445

Molina, Teresa, and Mari Tanaka. 2023. “Globalization and Female Empowerment: Evidence from Myanmar.” Eco-
nomic Development and Cultural Change 71 (2): 519-65.

Morse, Barbara J. 1995. “Beyond the Conflict Tactics Scale: Assessing Gender Differences in Partner Violence.”
Violence and Victims 10 (4): 251.

Murphy, David M. A., Fatima Aqeel, and Carolina Castilla. 2026. “Women Talking: Intimate Partner Violence,
Group Discussions, and Their Effects on Social and Economic Ties.” Economic Development and Cultural
Change. https://doi.org/10.1086/740411.

North, Douglass C. 1991. “Institutions.” Journal of Economic Perspectives 5 (1): 97-112.

Owusu-Addo, Ebenezer, and Ruth Cross. 2014. “The Impact of Conditional Cash Transfers on Child Health in
Low- and Middle-Income Countries: A Systematic Review.” International Journal of Public Health 59 (4): 609-18.

Palermo, Tia, Jennifer Bleck, and Amber Peterman. 2014. “Tip of the Iceberg: Reporting and Gender-Based Vio-
lence in Developing Countries.” American Journal of Epidemiology 179 (5): 602-12.

Park, David Sungho, Shilpa Aggarwal, Dahyeon Jeong, Naresh Kumar, Jonathan Robinson, and Alan Spearot. 2025.
“Private but Misunderstood? Evidence on Measuring Intimate Partner Violence via Self-Interviewing in Rural
Liberia and Malawi.” World Bank Economic Review 39 (4): 907-23.

Park, David Sungho, and Naresh Kumar. 2022. “Reducing Intimate Partner Violence: Evidence from a Multifaceted
Female Empowerment Program in Urban Liberia.” Unpublished.

Perez-Vincent, Santiago M., and Enrique Carreras. 2022. “Domestic Violence Reporting during the COVID-19
Pandemic: Evidence from Latin America.” Review of Economics of the Household 20 (3): 799-830.

Perova, Elizaveta, and Sarah Anne Reynolds. 2017. “Women’s Police Stations and Intimate Partner Violence: Evi-
dence from Brazil.” Social Science and Medicine 174: 188-96.

Perova, Elizaveta, Sarah Reynolds, and Ian Schmutte. 2025. “Does the Gender Wage Gap Influence Intimate Part-
ner Violence in Brazil? Evidence from Administrative Health Data.” Journal of Human Resources 60 (6): 2105-24.

Peterman, Amber, Malick Dione, Agnes Le Port, Justine Briaux, Fatma Lamesse, and Melissa Hidrobo. 2025. “Dis-
closure of Violence against Women and Girls in Senegal.” World Bank Economic Review 39 (3): 614-31.

Peterman, Amber, Tia M. Palermo, Sudhanshu Handa, David Seidenfeld, and Zambia Child Grant Program Evalu-
ation Team. 2018. “List Randomization for Soliciting Experience of Intimate Partner Violence: Application to the
Evaluation of Zambia’s Unconditional Child Grant Program.” Health Economics 27 (3): 622-28.

Peterman, Amber, Elsa Valli, and Tia Palermo. 2022. “Government Antipoverty Programming and Intimate Partner
Violence in Ghana.” Economic Development and Cultural Change 70 (2): 529-66.

Pollak, Robert A. 2004. “An Intergenerational Model of Domestic Violence.” Journal of Population Economics
17 (2): 311-29.

Pronyk, Paul M., James R. Hargreaves, Julia C. Kim, Linda A. Morison, Godfrey Phetla, Charlotte Watts, Joanna
Busza, and John D. H. Porter. 2006. “Effect of a Structural Intervention for the Prevention of Intimate-Partner
Violence and HIV in Rural South Africa: A Cluster Randomised Trial.” The Lancet 368 (9551): 1973-83.

Raj, Anita, M. Christina Santana, Ana La Marche, Hortensia Amaro, Kevin Cranston, and Jay G. Silverman. 2006.
“Perpetration of Intimate Partner Violence Associated with Sexual Risk Behaviors among Young Adult Men.”
American Journal of Public Health 96 (10): 1873-78.

Ravindran, Saravana, and Manisha Shah. 2023. “Unintended Consequences of Lockdowns, COVID-19 and the
Shadow Pandemic in India.” Nature Human Behaviour 7 (3): 323-31.

Richterman, Aaron, Christophe Millien, Elizabeth F. Bair, Gregory Jerome, Jean Christophe Dimitri Suffrin, Jere R.
Behrman, and Harsha Thirumurthy. 2023. “The Effects of Cash Transfers on Adult and Child Mortality in Low-
and Middle-Income Countries.” Nature 618 (7965): 575-82.

Riddell, Corinne A., Krista Neumann, N. Jeanie Santaularia, Kriszta Farkas, Jennifer Ahern, and Susan M. Mason.
2022. “Excess Google Searches for Child Abuse and Intimate Partner Violence during the COVID-19 Pandemic:
Infoveillance Approach.” Journal of Medical Internet Research 24 (6): e36445.

Roy, Shalini, Melissa Hidrobo, John Hoddinott, and Akhter Ahmed. 2019. “Transfers, Behavior Change Communi-
cation, and Intimate Partner Violence: Postprogram Evidence from Rural Bangladesh.” Review of Economics and
Statistics 101 (5): 865-77.

Roy, Shalini, Melissa Hidrobo, John Hoddinott, Bastien Kolt, and Akhter Ahmed. 2024. “Can Transfers and Com-
plementary Nutrition Programming Reduce Intimate Partner Violence Four Years Post—Program? EXperimental
Evidence from Bangladesh.” Journal of Human Resources 59 (6): 1714-40.

Saavedra, Juan Esteban, and Sandra Garcfa. 2012. “Impacts of Conditional Cash Transfer Programs on Educational
Outcomes in Developing Countries: A Meta-Analysis.” RAND Labor and Population Working Paper WR-921-1.

Sahay, Abhilasha, Ervin Dervisevié, and Elizaveta Perova. 2023. “Conditional Cash Transfers and Violence against


https://doi.org/10.1086/740411

446 Journal of Economic Literature, Vol. LXIV (June 2026)

Women—Does the Type of Violence Matter?” Social Science and Medicine 333: 116136.

Sanin, Deniz. 2023. “Women’s Employment, Husbands’ Economic Self-Interest and Domestic Violence.” Preprint,
SSRN. http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4794241.

Sanin, Deniz. 2024. “When Do Domestic Violence Laws Work? The Role of Social Norms.” Preprint, SSRN. http://
dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4967673.

Sara, Raisa, and Sadia Priyanka. 2023. “Long-Term Effects of an Education Stipend Program on Domestic Violence:
Evidence from Bangladesh.” World Bank Economic Review 37 (4): 640-58.

Sardinha, Lynnmarie, Mathieu Maheu-Giroux, Heidi Stéckl, Sarah Rachel Meyer, and Claudia Garcia-Moreno.
2022. “Global, Regional, and National Prevalence Estimates of Physical or Sexual, or Both, Intimate Partner Vio-
lence against Women in 2018.” The Lancet 399 (10327): 803-13.

Sarma, Nayantara. 2022. “Domestic Violence and Workfare: An Evaluation of India’s MGNREGS.” World Devel-
opment 149: 105688.

Saunders, Daniel G. 1991. “Procedures for Adjusting Self-Reports of Violence for Social Desirability Bias.” Journal
of Interpersonal Violence 6 (3): 336-44.

Sekhri, Sheetal, and Adam Storeygard. 2014. “Dowry Deaths: Response to Weather Variability in India.” Journal of
Development Economics 111: 212-23.

Shah, Manisha, Jennifer Seager, Joao Montalvao, and Markus Goldstein. 2025. “Sex, Power, and Adolescence:
Intimate Partner Violence and Sexual Behaviors.” Review of Economics and Statistics. https://doi.org/10.1162/
REST.a.1693.

Sharma, Vandana, Jessica Leight, Fabio Verani, Samuel Tewolde, and Negussie Deyessa. 2020. “Effectiveness of a
Culturally Appropriate Intervention to Prevent Intimate Partner Violence and HIV Transmission among Men,
Women, and Couples in Rural Ethiopia: Findings from a Cluster-Randomized Controlled Trial.” PLoS Medicine
17 (8): €1003274.

Stevenson, Betsey, and Justin Wolfers. 2006. “Bargaining in the Shadow of the Law: Divorce Laws and Family Dis-
tress.” Quarterly Journal of Economics 121 (1): 267-88.

Sviatschi, Maria Micaela, and Iva Trako. 2024. “Gender Violence, Enforcement, and Human Capital: Evidence from
Women’s Justice Centers in Peru.” Journal of Development Economics 168: 103262.

Tauchen, Helen V., Ann Dryden Witte, and Sharon K. Long. 1991. “Domestic Violence: A Nonrandom Affair.”
International Economic Review 32 (2): 491-511.

Theiss, Katherine. 2024. “Time-of-Day Effects on Disclosure of Intimate Partner Violence.” Preprint, SSRN. http://
dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4952642‘

Tumen, Semih, and Hakan Ulucan. 2019. “Empowered or Impoverished: The Impact of Panic Buttons on Domestic
Violence.” Review of Economics of the Household 22 (4): 1423-59.

United Nations Women. 2020. COVID-19 and Ending Violence against Women and Girls. United Nations Women.

United Nations Women. 2022. Gender-Related Killings of Women and Girls (Femicide/Feminicide): Global Esti-
mates of Gender-Related Killings of Women and Girls in the Private Sphere in 2021. United Nations Women and
United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime.

Wagman, Jennifer A., Ronald H. Gray, Jacquelyn C. Campbell, Marie Thoma, Anthony Ndyanabo, Joseph
Ssekasanvu, Fred Nalugoda, et al. 2015. “Effectiveness of an Integrated Intimate Partner Violence and HIV Pre-
vention Intervention in Rakai, Uganda: Analysis of an Intervention in an Existing Cluster Randomised Cohort.”
The Lancet Global Health 3 (1): e23-33.

Waters, Hugh Richard, Adnan Ali Hyder, Yogesh Rajkotia, Suprotik Basu, and Alexander Butchart. 2005. “The Costs
of Interpersonal Violence—An International Review.” Health Policy 73 (3): 303-15.

World Health Organization. 2005. WHO Multi-country Study on Women’s Health and Domestic Violence against
Women: Initial Results on Prevalence, Health Outcomes and Women’s Responses. World Health Organization.

World Health Organization. 2012. Understanding and Addressing Violence against Women. World Health
Organization.

World Health Organization. 2018. Violence against Women Prevalence Estimates, 2018: Global, Regional and
National Prevalence Estimates for Intimate Partner Violence against Women and Global and Regional Prevalence
Estimates for Non-partner Sexual Violence against Women. World Health Organization.

Yount, Kathryn M., and Li Li. 2012. “Spousal Disagreement in the Reporting of Physical Violence against Wives in
Southern Egypt.” Journal of Family Issues 33 (11): 1540-63.

Zigerell, Lawrence J. 2011. “You Wouldn’t Like Me When I'm Angry: List Experiment Misreporting.” Social Science
Quarterly 92 (2): 552-62.


http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4794241
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4967673
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4967673
https://doi.org/10.1162/REST.a.1693
https://doi.org/10.1162/REST.a.1693
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4952642
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4952642

	Intimate Partner Violence in Low- and ­Middle-Income Countries: Insights from Economic Research
	1. Introduction
	2. Measuring IPV
	3. Economic Models of Violence against Women
	3.1	Moving from Theory to Empirics

	4. Cash Transfers and IPV
	5. Economic Initiatives and IPV
	5.1	­Noncash Transfer Income
	5.2	Employment
	5.3	Entrepreneurship and Life Skills Training
	5.4	Transfers of Illiquid Assets

	6. Laws, Institutions, and Norms and IPV
	6.1	Laws and Legal Changes
	6.2	Institutions and Norms

	7. Causal Research outside of Economics
	8. A Deeper Look into Backlash
	9. Estimating Costs of Reducing IPV
	10. Discussion and Open Questions for Future Research
	Appendix
	References


