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Abstract

Intimate partner violence is a worldwide phenomenon. Systematic reviews address male in-
timate partner violence experiences from different perspectives. These reviews highlight the limita-
tions of existing mechanisms, particularly institutional mechanisms. Systematic reviews comparing
the advantages of institutional and non-institutional mechanisms appear to be rare. Such compari-
sons could facilitate the development of integrated solutions.

This literature review aims to analyze the comparative advantages of institutional and non-
institutional mechanisms for protecting male victims of intimate partner violence worldwide. The
literature search was conducted using the Scopus and Dimensions databases. Five hundred and nine-
ty-one documents were obtained from both databases. After screening using the CADIMA platform
and selection procedures, 74 relevant documents were extracted and analyzed. Institutional and non-
institutional mechanisms are involved in protecting male victims. Each mechanism presents positive
and negative characteristics that hinder or enhance their efficacy. Although no mechanism is suffi-
cient, non-institutional present more advantages, highlighting the need for complementarity between
both systems to ensure cessation of violence. This review contributes a comparative framework to
assess protection pathways for male IPV victims by (i) identifying a typology of institutional and
non-institutional mechanisms and (ii) synthesizing their strengths and limitations in a structured ad-
vantage/constraint matrix. This framework highlights where mechanisms complement or substitute
each other and identifies priority gaps for research and policy worldwide and particularly for Africa.

Keywords: male victims, domestic violence, alternative mechanisms of protection, compari-
son, systematic review

Introduction

Domestic violence constitutes a global social crisis with multidimensional negative conse-
quences (Huntley & al., 2020); (Caponnetto & al., 2024). It induces isolation (Hope & al., 2021),
destroys the victim’s health (Shrivastava & Muskan, 2022); (Carthy & al., 2019) and generates sub-
stantial economic losses (Ouédraogo & Stenezl, 2021).

Thanks to the struggle of the feminist movement, led by women and supported by certain
male figures, it is now accepted as a public problem (Lassen & al., 2023). The feminist conception
was rooted in a fixed binary paradigm, establishing itself as the sole theoretical framework for the
acceptance of domestic violence and policy interventions (Felson & Paré, 2005). Over time, recog-
nition of domestic violence against men has emerged from pioneering work that has led to alterna-
tive theories (Taylor & al., 2022); (Pisano & al., 2025. These theories are rooted in the family vi-
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olence perspective and conclude that the roles of women and men in domestic violence contexts are
interchangeable (Hart, 2022).

Despite this openness, observed changes have been limited. Two decades after the WHO of-
ficially recognized violence against men (Krug & al., 2002), certain aspects of the fight against this
phenomenon remain insufficiently understood (Gitonga, 2021) . Men's experience of domestic vi-
olence continues to be marked by systemic challenges, the first manifestation of which is their reluc-
tance to report their suffering (Hines & Douglas, 2021). According to Hines & Douglas (2021), the
abundance of research on domestic violence against women contrasts with the comparatively limited
body of research involving men.

Research examining male experiences of domestic violence encompasses, inter alia: i) cha-
racterizing the domestic violence suffered by men by developing typologies (Lassen & al., 2023);
(Hines & Douglas, 2020) ii) documentation of the consequences (Dim, 2021); iii) recognition of
domestic violence against men (Richardson & Kloess, 2022); (Kusuma & al., 2024) ; iv) identifica-
tion of institutional and non-institutional support (Tenkorang & al., 2023); v) accessibility of institu-
tional and non-institutional support mechanisms (Motsamai Modise, 2024) ; vi) assessment of sup-
port sources and their characteristics (Morishita & al., 2023) ; vii) impacts of support mechanisms
on effectiveness (Douglas & al., 2011) ; (Dim, 2021) ; et viii) the people who use them (Mpofu &
Mamba, 2024) .

Despite this interest, research demonstrates a lack of knowledge in certain critical gaps, not-
ably the absence of a theoretical framework for conceptualizing male violence, methodological and
empirical gaps in understanding the consequences of domestic violence (Enakele, 2019) and weak-
nesses in the support system (Gitonga & Ciriaka, 2021). In response, Huntley et al., (2019) review
of the United Kingdom examined barriers to seeking formal help and male victims’ experiences
with support services, making recommendations for more appropriate policies. The main barriers
identified are fear of disbelief, shame, and the challenge of masculinity. It recommends confidential,
non-judgmental services and professional training. Moore (2021), studying the case of the United
Kingdom and the United States, listed reasons for men's reluctance to seek help and suggested solu-
tions. He mentioned hesitation in the face of victimizing language and the lack of available services.
Solutions such as changing societal attitudes and the availability of specialized services are pro-
posed. Langdridge & al. (2023) explored perceptions of the usefulness of informal and formal
sources of information about sexual assault among adult men, based on studies conducted mainly in
the United Kingdom and the United States. The results highlight the high risks of secondary victimi-
zation and the need for research to design pathways tailored to men. Finally, the systematic review
by Machado & al. (2024) from several Western countries aims to determine the risk factors for male
victimization, identify available support systems, and assess their acceptability and effectiveness, as
well as barriers to disclosure. After characterizing experiences of seeking help, the study found that
the majority of victims first rely on informal support (friends and family). According to the results,
healthcare professionals are the most helpful, unlike the police, the judicial system, and social ser-
vices.

Most of the reviews conducted did not aim to systematically compare institutional and non-
institutional mechanisms. They only sporadically mention their respective characteristics. Similarly,
they rarely took into account the specific situation of developing countries, especially those in sub-
Saharan Africa. Hence the relevance of this review, which is of scientific interest: it fills a major
methodological gap by conducting a systematic comparative analysis of institutional and non-
institutional mechanisms based on specific criteria, mapping the knowledge gaps in research, and
proposing an integrated theoretical model of three-level care that transcends the institutional/non-
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institutional binary debate. The diagnosis of the systemic failures and strengths of each mechanism
and the envisaged framework for collaboration enable protection actors to maximize the effective-
ness of protection for male victims.

This research concerns the effectiveness of care for male victims of domestic violence
through institutional and non-institutional assistance available from a comparative perspective. It is
based on a systematic review of published documents on the subject. The aim is to examine the state
of the literature on institutional and non-institutional mechanisms for addressing domestic violence
against men, with a view to highlighting the differences and similarities in their characteristics and
the comparative advantages offered by each. To achieve this, a main research question was posed:
What are the institutional and non-institutional mechanisms for dealing with domestic violence
against adult men worldwide, and what are their comparative advantages? Four questions arise from
this main question, namely:

a) What types of recognition of domestic violence against men exist?

b) What institutional mechanisms exist for the protection of male victims of domestic vi-
olence and what are their characteristics?

¢) What are the formal and informal non-institutional mechanisms and their characteristics?

d) What are the comparative advantages of institutional and non-institutional mechanisms?

In line with these questions, the overall objective is to examine the state of knowledge of in-
stitutional and non-institutional mechanisms for addressing domestic violence against adult men
globally, and their comparative advantages. Each of these specific questions corresponds to an ob-
jective formulated as follows to :

a) determine the types of recognition of domestic violence against men at the global level re-
ported in the documents studied;

b) analyze existing institutional mechanisms for protection against domestic violence, as
well as their strengths and weaknesses;

¢) study formal and informal non-institutional mechanisms, their strengths and weaknesses;

d) highlight the comparative advantages of each type of mechanism.

Methodology

The methodological approach encompasses different steps.

Design of the Research Model

This systematic review started in April 2025 and followed internationally recognized stan-
dards for conducting systematic reviews. After finalizing the research questions and objectives, the
research equation was formulated using the PICO (Population, Intervention, Comparator, and Out-
come) model. The formula was designed using the following keywords: (“male victim” OR “man as
victim” OR “abused man” OR “man experiencing abuse” OR “male survivor”) AND (“domestic
violence” OR “domestic abuse” OR “intimate partner violence” OR “family violence” OR “spousal
abuse”) AND (review OR “literature review” OR “systematic review” OR “meta-analysis™). To
maximize retrieval sensitivity, database searches were conducted using expanded keyword combina-
tions and Boolean operators. Two fundamental research databases were consulted, namely Scopus
and Dimensions. The evaluation was progressive, restricted to the titles, abstracts, and content of the
documents.

Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria

Works published in Scopus and Dimensions addressed the research topic. They were col-
lected without the exclusion of a geographical area or period of production. Exclusion criteria were:
i) works not written in English or French ii) works unrelated to adult male victims iii) unavailable
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full texts. Four hundred and fourteen documents from Scopus and 458 from Dimensions were ex-
tracted. The selection process initially focused on 591 documents (Figure 1) obtained by merging
the results of the two databases using the CADIMA platform.

414 records identified 458 additional records identified
through database search- through other sources (Dimension)
ing (Scopus)
A4 v
591 records after dupli-

cate removal

368 records excluded (no
connection to the subject; the
v criteria are not applicable)

591 records screened at >
title/abstract level

v » 137 full-text articles excluded,
223 full-text articles as- with reasons (no connection to
Ll the subject; the criteria are not
sessed for eligibility )
v
86 full-text articles included
v

74 studies included

Figure 1. The study flow diagram

Data Extraction
Data extraction was conducted using a structured coding grid to ensure methodological con-
sistency and transparency. Content analysis was employed to identify recurring themes, typologies
of mechanisms, and comparative strengths and limitations. The following topics were extracted
from a reading grid:
1. the country of origin of the document;
. recognition of domestic violence suffered and types of recognition;
. institutional mechanisms, subtypes, their roles and missions;
. Institutional mechanisms, subtypes, their roles and missions;
. violence protected by the mechanisms;
. positive and negative characteristics of institutional mechanisms
. positive and negative characteristics of non-institutional mechanisms (strengths,;
. the repercussions of the challenges faced by institutional and non-institutional mechan-

O 00N OTWN

isms;
10. the comparative advantages of each type of mechanism.
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Results

The findings are structured around five main themes : characterization of the studies, recog-
nition of violence against men, effective protection of victims by institutional and non-institutional
mechanisms, the characteristics of the mechanisms, and comparative effectiveness.

Studies Characteristics

The characterization of the studies examined reflects trends in production by continent,
country, period, gender of authors, and topics addressed. Seventy-four articles were analyzeed.

Geographical Trends of the Studies

The map illustrated publications’ geographical trends over the period from 1998 to 2025
(Figure 2). All continents have been covered by research on this issue. Europe is the continent that
has produced the largest number of publications (32 articles), followed by America (23 articles) and
Africa (12 articles). Asia (4 articles) and Oceania (3 articles) produced the fewest articles over the
period. The countries that produced the most articles are the United Kingdom (25 articles), the Unit-
ed States (18 articles), Canada, and South Africa. The other African countries are English-speaking
countries.
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Figure 2. Publications’ geographical trends

Scientific Production by Period

Analysis of Figure 3 reveals scientific output covering 27 years (1998-2025) with an irregu-
lar trend peaking in 2024. The low number of publications in 2025 can be explained by the fact that
the data was extracted in April, presumably before the completion of the work for the current year.
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Three phases can be distinguished. Between 1998 and 2006, production stagnated. From 2007 to
2018, it fluctuated irregularly. From 2019 to 2024, an upward trend emerged, peaking in 2024,

The contrast between the periods is striking: 2017-2024 saw 58 articles in seven years (an
average of 8.3 articles/year), while 1998-2016 saw only 14 articles in 18 years (an average of 0.8
articles/year). This recent intensification reflects a growing scientific interest in the subject, likely
indicating a gradual scientific recognition of this issue and a shift in paradigms towards more inclu-
sive approaches.
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Figure 3. Scientific production by period

Authors’ Gender

219 authors contributed to this theme: Europe (n=117, 53.4%), North America (n=47,
21.5%), Africa (n=30, 13.7%), Asia (n=15, 6.8%) and Australia (n=10, 4.6%) (Figure 4). Two dis-
tinct patterns emerge in terms of gender distribution. In the first group (Europe, Australia, and North
America), female authors are in the majority: 70% in Australia (a difference of 40 points), over 60%
in Europe (a difference of 25 points), and over 44% in North America (a moderate difference of
around 10 points). In the second group (Africa and Asia), male authors predominate with significant
gaps: approximately 68 points in Africa (84% men versus 16% women) and 48 points in Asia (74%
men versus 26% women).

This distribution raises interesting questions. The predominance of women in Western coun-
tries and Australia could reflect the commitment of feminist researchers who, after raising aware-
ness of violence against women, are extending their scholarly focus to domestic violence as a whole.
Conversely, the male predominance in Africa and Asia could be explained by cultural contexts in
which men seek to document their own experiences in the face of social norms that render their vul-
nerability invisible.
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Figure 4. Distribution of authors by gender per continent
Blue bars represent male authors (M) and orange bars represent female authors (F). Values
correspond to relative frequencies (%) within each continental group. Sample sizes by continent:
Asia (n=15), Africa (n=30), Europe (n=117), Australia (n=10), and North America (n=47). Total
sample: N=219.

Addressed Topics

The addressed themes are common themes and those specific to each mechanism. The com-
mon themes concern typologies, missions, types of violence recognized, forms of violence effective-
ly protected, accessibility of services, availability and status of resources mobilized. The themes
specific to state mechanisms relate to the recognition of domestic violence, the challenges, their
consequences on care provision, and the skills and capacities of care providers. The theme of ‘ad-
vantages’ was the only theme specific to non-State mechanisms.

Analysis of the extraction grid reveals that certain topics concerning non-institutional me-
chanisms have not been documented: the availability of services for domestic violence against men,
the skills of non-instituional care providers (none) and the negative impacts of structural challenges
on state mechanisms. With regard to non-institutional mechanisms, the advantages that have not
been addressed (see Appendix, table 2, Summary table of topics addressed).

Recognition of Domestic Violence against Men

This topic was addressed from the perspective of effective recognition and non-recognition
across scientific, institutional, and legal dimensions, as well as social and political dimensions. The
effective dimension of legal recognition is the most documented, followed by scientific and institu-
tional recognition. The types documented concerning non-recognition are, in order of importance,
social, political, institutional, legal and scientific.

In total, 28 authors have expressed their views on the topic. Eight studies show that recogni-
tion is effective, and 20 assert the opposite (see Appendix 2). Forms of recognition related to domes-
tic violence include scientific (Carthy & al., 2023) ; institutional (Hope & al., 2021) and legal
(Richardson & Kloess, 2022). Non-recognition is documented at various levels: scientific (Mpofu &
Mamba, 2024) ; institutional (Pisano & al., 2025) ; legal (Richardson & Kloess, 2022) and Political
(Taylor & al., 2022).
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Institutional Mechanisms for Addressing Domestic Violence Against Men and Their Cha-
racteristics

Institutional mechanisms refer to the various types of structures established by the State,
whose missions contribute to its prerogatives in caring for male victims of domestic violence.

Typology, Missions, and Effective Protection

This section presents the findings on the typology, missions of institutional mechanisms and
the effective fulfillment of these missions.

With regard to institutional mechanism’s typologies, three categories emerge : justice and
public order services (Ferreira & al., 2022), health and psychosocial support services (Tsui, 2014),
and specific organizations combating domestic violence (Devaraj, 2018). Greater attention is paid to
general structures (police, general health, local agencies) than to specialized entities (mental health,
specialized assistance agencies). The tasks assigned to these structures cover prevention, interven-
tion, legal protection and psychosocial support.

These mechanisms are documented by 09 of the 74 authors. Justice and law enforcement
services include the police (Bates, 2019), courts (Dim, 2021) and criminal justice services (Tshoane
& al., 2024). Health services include psychosocial support services (Tenkorang & al., 2023), general
health services (Tsui, 2014) and mental health services (Douglas & Hines, 2011). Organizations
combating violence include local agencies combating violence (Douglas & Hines, 2011) and agen-
cies providing specialized assistance in cases of domestic violence (Mantey, 2019) (see Appendix,
Table 2).

Their missions concern prevention, intervention, legal protection and psychosocial support.
The role of the police is to provide legal recourse and support services to male victims (Tshoane &
al., 2023) and to ensure prevention, protection and necessary assistance to victims (Ferreira & al.,
2022). The courts refer victims to support services (Dim, 2021), protect them from domestic vi-
olence and offer them legal aid and support services (Tshoane & al., 2023). As for criminal justice
services, their role is to provide protection against recognized violence, introduce effective law en-
forcement measures, and ensure prevention, protection and necessary assistance (Ferreira & al.,
2022). General health services treat patients and provide support and formal counselling (Tsui,
2014). Health and psychosocial support services are responsible for ensuring prevention, protection
and assistance to survivors of domestic violence (Ferreira & al., 2022); (Tenkorang & al., 2023).
Mental health services, beyond providing referrals, provide support to survivors (Bates, 2019).
Among the organizations working to combat specific types of violence, local agencies that combat
domestic violence provide the general framework for this fight (Devaraj, 2018). They ensure that the
law is enforced (Mantey, 2019), report violations and provide financial support to specialized struc-
tures (Bates, 2019).

Different types of reported violence are documented. Effective protection appears to be par-
tial. A gap remains between formal recognition and effective protection.

Ten out of 74 authors, including (Lysova & al., 2019) addressed the types of violence recog-
nized and reported. The types of violence reported are: i) domestic violence in general (Morishita &
al., 2023) ii) physical violence (Hope & al., 2021) iii) psychological violence (Hines & Douglas,
2011) and iv) sexual violence (Lysova & al., 2019). 9 out of 74 authors examined the types of vi-
olence that are protected. Four types have emerged: domestic violence in general, physical, psycho-
logical and sexual violence (Lysova & al., 2019); (Motsamai Modise, 2024). Protection is consi-
dered insufficient and characterised by: i) partial coverage of the workforce (Ballan & al., 2017) ii)
unmet needs (Hope & al., 2021) iii) partial coverage of dimensions (Hines & Douglas, 2011) and iv)
operational difficulties (Tshoane & al., 2023).
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Positive and negative Characteristics of Institutional Mechanisms

Strengths and weaknesses reflect the characteristics of institutional mechanisms.

Positive Characteristics

The positive characteristics are accessibility, professional competence and the positive im-
pact of institutional mechanisms.

Accessibility was addressed by seven authors (see Appendix 2), highlighting institutional
and legal accessibility. They report on the relative accessibility of certain services : i) health profes-
sionals (Morishita & al., 2023) i) administrative institutions (Tsui & al., 2010) iii) police services
and iv) counsellors and support services for victims of sexual assault (Richardson & Kloess, 2022).
The helpline is considered the most accessible (Hine, Wallace, & al., 2022).

Studies on professional competence (3 of the 74 authors) highlighted three requirements:
mandatory specialization of professionals (Ferreira & al., 2022), quality of advice provided (Hogan
& al., 2021), and availability of technical skills. The literature on the positive impact of institutional
mechanisms shows i) the beneficial effect of advice (Hogan & al., 2021) and ii) the feeling of effec-
tive support based on victims' previous experiences (Bates, 2019). Two studies provided information
on this subject.

Negative Characteristics of Institutional Mechanisms

The weaknesses are the unavailability of support services, inaccessibility, lack of appropriate
resources, the challenges of institutional mechanisms and their consequences.

07 out of the 74 authors addressed the unavailability of institutional care services, Describ-
ing this unavailability as ‘few’(Carthy al., 2023), ‘rare’ (Taylor & al., 2022) or ‘insufficient’ (Hines
& Douglas, 2021). This is especially true for services dedicated to men (Ayodele, 2017). Most are
considered inappropriate (Hope & al., 2021) and non-specialized (Bello & al., 2023).

The low institutional accessibility of services is the most widely documented. Technical in-
stitutional inaccessibility received more attention than financial and material inaccessibility.

Thirty-two studies addressed the topic, which was examined from several angles. Institution-
al inaccessibility manifests itself technically through the interference of socio- cultural stereotypes
in the professional sphere (Hogan & al., 2021), the inadequacy or even non-existence of specific
services (Moore, 2021). It is also reinforced by a lack of communication and awareness (Carthy &
al., 2023). Added to this are the reprehensible behaviors of some professionals (Dim, 2021; Lysova
& al., 2022), a generalized approach to complaints (Richardson & Kloess, 2022), as well as unfair
and discriminatory practices (Tenkorang & al., 2023). Finally, negative perceptions of experiences
with protection services (Richardson & Kloess, 2022) and the denial of men's suffering (Vasseur &
al., 2020) further limit the search for help and effective access to protection. Institutional inaccessi-
bility translates into insufficient funding (Hines & Douglas, 2021) and the cost of services
(Tenkorang & al., 2023). It is also characterized by under-equipped services (Carthy & al., 2023).
Political inaccessibility relates to the persistence of gendered views of domestic violence and their
impact on policies and laws (Hart, 2022). Culturally, viewing men as perpetrators and women as
victims hinders the use of support services (Tenkorang & al., 2023). Social inaccessibility is cha-
racterized by attachment to the relationship and the children born of the relationship, shame, humili-
ation, and embarrassment (Hines & Douglas, 2021). Personal inaccessibility is marked by men's dif-
ficulty in recognizing themselves as victims (Devaraj, 2018), identifying non-physical domestic vi-
olence (Ambrozewicz & al., 2024), and refusing to accept their experiences and need for help (Hine,
Bates, & al., 2022).

The study of resource availability focuses more on the general scarcity of resources. It em-
phasizes infrastructure (Lysova & al., 2022), technical resources (Ebouat & al., 2017), equipment
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(Carthy & al., 2023) and financial resources (Pisano & al., 2025). The latter have received the most
attention. Infrastructure for men (Lysova & al., 2022), has been deemed insufficient. Technical re-
sources are considered insufficient and services are inadequately equipped (Carthy & al., 2023);
(Bates, 2019).

The challenges posed by institutional mechanisms and their consequences were highlighted
by 14 out of the 74 authors. These challenges are institutional (Hogan & al., 2021), health-related
(Carthy & al., 2023), and political (Tshoane & al., 2023). Their consequences go beyond the chal-
lenges that gave rise to them and also affect the personal sphere. Ultimately, these challenges impact
the care process and the well-being of victims.

Institutional challenges were addressed by nine authors (see supplementary material 2, Table
2). Institutional consequences affect the functioning, reputation, and utilization of care facilities.

The consequences for the functioning of the facilities are the perpetuation of non-reporting;
the lack of empirical evidence (Hall, 2012). (Hall, 2013), the invisibility and exclusion of male vic-
tims from care.

The negative perception of the police (Dim, 2021) and the loss of trust due to negative inte-
ractions with the police (Hope & al., 2021) are their effects on the reputation of institutions. The in-
effectiveness of services, the difficulty of meeting victims’ needs due to the failure to recognize
them as victims (Hines & Douglas, 2011), the poor protection of high-risk male victims (Pisano &
al., 2025), and the support available primarily for extreme cases (Hines & al., 2022), have an impact
on the effectiveness of care. This results in victims turning to informal sources of support, to the de-
triment of public support services (Morishita & al., 2024). The social consequences identified in-
clude isolation due to a lack of services (Hope & al., 2021); feelings of worthlessness on the part of
the victim (Mpofu & Mamba, 2024); feelings of uselessness, frustration, powerlessness, exclusion,
loneliness, and fear (Taylor & al., 2022); and material and social losses (property, children) (Berger
& al., 2016).

As for the health consequences, these include a deterioration in health (Taylor & al., 2022);
lasting effects on mental health (Hogan & al., 2021); (Douglas & al., 2011) and the development of
more severe symptoms of post-traumatic stress disorder (Carthy & al., 2023). Self-doubt, shame,
and delays in seeking help (Taylor & al., 2022) are the personal consequences.

Non-Institutional Mechanisms for Addressing Domestic Violence against Men and their
Characteristics

Any mechanisms other than state mechanisms that contribute to the care of male victims are
considered non-institutional. This section discusses their typology, missions, the effective protection
of male victims, and their characteristics.

Typology of Non-institutional Mechanisms, Missions, and Effective Protection

In terms of typologies, two types of structures have been identified: formal and informal.
The former include NGOs and associations, religious leaders, and support groups for organizations.
The latter include anonymous helplines and networks of family, friends, and the community. The
topic was addressed by 10 of 74 authors. 4 of the 10 examined formal structures and 7 of 10 ex-
amined informal ones (see Appendix, Table 2).

The missions vary according to the type of structure, targeting either male victims or associa-
tions. Non-governmental organizations that provide support and advice to victims offer assistance
and advice to victims. (Lassen & al., 2023). NGO support organizations offer support to groups re-
sponsible for combating domestic violence (Motsamai Modise, 2024). Informal organizations pro-
vide emotional support and informal mediation (Tenkorang & al., 2023). Anonymous helplines pro-
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vide information and psychological support (Dempsey, 2016) and (Bates, 2019). Ten authors studied
the missions, with 4 for formal structures and 7 for informal ones.

The examination of effective protection shows that certain types of violence (cultural, social,
and administrative) are not recognized, while psychological (Ayodele, 2017), physical (Lassen &
al., 2023), economic (Lassen & al., 2023) and sexual violence (Berger & al., 2016) are recognized
and addressed. Verbal violence is recognized but not addressed. Seven studies, including (Lassen &
al., 2023) and (Vasseur & al., 2020), examined this topic (see supplementary material 2, Table 2).

Non-Institutional Positive and Negative Characteristics

This section concerns the state of the literature on the positive and negative characteristics of
non-institutional mechanisms.

Positive Characteristics

The positive characteristics relate to the availability of resources, accessibility, and the bene-
fits and consequences of non-institutional mechanisms.

No paper addressed the availability of non-State mechanisms.

Accessibility has been addressed in relation to formal structures (Motsamai Modise, 2024)
and informal ones. Attention has focused mainly on informal forms (family, friendship, and com-
munity networks and anonymous helplines). Of the various types of accessibility (institutional, so-
cial, and geographical), institutional accessibility has been the most widely documented.

Six out of 74 authors addressed the issue (see supplementary material 2, Table 2).

The accessibility of formal structures was documented by one author (Motsamai Modise,
2024), and that of informal structures by five authors, including (Morishita & al., 2023). The forms
of accessibility identified are institutional (Motsamai Modise, 2024), social (Lysova & al., 2019),
(Tsui, 2014) and geographical (Douglas & al., 2011).

The trend is toward the critical marginalization of the study of resource availability. Only
one (Morishita & al., 2024) addresses technical resources and concludes that they exist within the
framework of organizational activities.

There is little research on the benefits of non-institutional mechanisms, and what exists tends
to focus on informal types (networks of friends, family, and community). Their effects are more
positive and extend to social domains (improved relationships, reduced violence), health (improved
well-being of victims), and institutional domains (facilitating victims' search for formal help).

Nine out of 74 authors addressed the topic (see Appendix 2), in relation to crisis manage-
ment centers (Lassen & al., 2023), support networks of friends, family, and community (Bates,
2019), and anonymous helplines (Douglas & al., 2011); (Carthy & al., 2023).

The material support provided by crisis centers is the advantage of the formal type. For sup-
port networks of friends, family, and community, the advantages are accessibility, the provision of
essential support, and the filling of gaps left by state agencies (Carthy & al., 2023) ; positive reac-
tions from friends and relatives (Bates, 2019), validation of experiences and escape from violence;
positive perception of male victims within these networks (Bahati & al., 2022), their preference for
male victims (Morishita & al., 2024) ; (Dim, 2021) ; reduced alcohol abuse (Douglas & al., 2011)
and maintaining contact with children (Lysova & al., 2019). Victim satisfaction (Douglas & al.,
2011) ; the provision of essential support and the addressing of the shortcomings of state agencies
(Carthy & al., 2023) are advantages of the helpline.

The consequences are described as mostly positive rather than negative. The support pro-
vided by crisis centers has led to improved well-being, better relationships, and a reduction in vi-
olence (Lassen & al., 2023). The accessibility of informal networks has helped pave the way for
seeking more formal help (Bates, 2019). As for the positive perception of help from friends, rela-
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tives, and others, it has enabled the validation of experiences of domestic violence and escape from
violence (Bahati & al., 2022), a decrease in the propensity to drink alcohol and a preference for us-
ing this type of mechanism (Douglas & al., 2011), and the continuation of the relationship with the
children (Lysova & al., 2019). The consequences of using anonymous helplines are their heavy use
and the diversification of sources of help by male victims (Douglas & al., 2011).

Negative Characteristics

These concerns relate to the inaccessibility of non-institutional mechanisms, the unavailabili-
ty of resources, and the adverse consequences of non-State mechanism functioning.

The study of inaccessibility shows that it is primarily social and cultural, targeting more the
support networks of friends, family, and the community. Institutional inaccessibility, which affects
formal structures (NGOs), is poorly documented. Social factors perpetuate this inaccessibility.

Four out of 74 authors addressed the topic. It affects non-governmental organizations. (Vas-
seur & al. (2020) as well as support networks of friends, family, and communities (Taylor & al.,
2022) (Ayodele, 2017) and (Richardson & Kloess, 2022). Inaccessibility manifests through a lack of
trust in victims who are not believed and are subjected to ridicule (Taylor & al., 2022), stigmatiza-
tion (Ayodele, 2017), and fear of negative reactions (Richardson & Kloess, 2022).

Resource unavailability receives minimal attention in the literature. Only one out of 74 stu-
dies addresses this issue in relation to informal mechanisms (Lassen & al., 2023).

Examination of the adverse consequences of non-institutional mechanisms reveals that this
Issue receives only marginal attention.

One out of 74 studies addressed the adverse consequences of informal mechanisms, hig-
hlighting the continuation of abusive relationships (Lysova & al., 2019).

Comparative Advantages of Institutional and Non-institutional Mechanisms

Drawing on the 74 reviewed studies, we compared institutional and non-institutional me-
chanisms (See Appendix, Table 3). The results highlight the comparative advantages of each ap-
proach. The strengths and weaknesses of both mechanisms were identified, with a focus on their rel-
ative benefits rather than determining overall superiority. The objective was to explore complemen-
tary possibilities between the two mechanisms in supporting male victims. This comparison was
conducted using nine criteria: mission, service availability, accessibility, resource availability, pro-
fessional skills, consequences of challenges, effective victim protection, specific advantages, and
overall impact/effectiveness.

Ultimately, each mechanism demonstrates advantages whose potential is constrained by in-
herent limitations, as shown in Table 3 (Appendix). Regarding institutional mechanisms, key obser-
vations include: a formal, legally-backed mission; a broad theoretical scope but low actual availabil-
ity for male victims; accessibility primarily via helplines; and formal yet inadequate resources that
compromise long-term viability. Additionally, while general professional skills are present, critical
specialization gaps exist regarding male victims. This can lead to a dysfunctional system that creates
vicious cycles and iatrogenic effects. Despite holding a monopoly on formal legal protection, defi-
cient application compromises its effectiveness, occasionally rendering the system counterproduc-
tive and worsening the victim's situation.

Conversely, the main findings for non-institutional mechanisms indicate a successful, albeit
informal, mission accomplishment. These mechanisms offer superior accessibility, serving as an
immediate entry point and the preferred recourse for victims. While resources are limited, they faci-
litate the flexible mobilization of social capital. Providers demonstrate empirical skills and empathy,
resulting in holistic recognition and less collateral damage; however, they often lack specialized
technical expertise. Consequently, while their advantages lead to higher utilization and superior psy-
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chosocial effectiveness, non-institutional mechanisms critically fail in ensuring violence cessation
and entirely lack the capacity to provide formal legal protection.

Discussion

The analysis of the state of scientific literature on institutional and non-institutional mechan-
isms for addressing domestic violence against men, with a view to determining comparative advan-
tages based on their positive and negative characteristics, revealed a persistent gap between formal
recognition and effective protection. Victims face a bimodal support system, evolving in parallel,
each with its strengths and limitations that do not ensure the cessation of this domestic violence.
Overall, the review led to four conclusions that are briefly recalled below before being discussed.

The recognition of domestic violence: a more problematic than resolved situation

The first conclusion shows that several forms of recognition, including legal, political, insti-
tutional and social, prevail to varying degrees. The establishment of legal recognition has not led to
other forms, especially social recognition. Critical deficits in recognition are located, in order of im-
portance, at the social (documented in 75% of writings), political and institutional levels.

This conclusion indicates a potential handicap to the effective protection of male victims. In-
deed, legal recognition alone is not sufficient for effective protection (Toungakouagou Sama,
2023) ; (Mutolib & al., 2023) ; (Sithomola, 2022). Thus, social non-recognition is a factor hindering
help-seeking: it reinforces stigmatization and directly impacts reporting (Reis & al., 2024) ; (Moore,
2021). As for political recognition, it is important (S. Tshoane & al., 2024) as it conditions the crea-
tion of services, the content of prevention and protection policies, and the allocation of resources.
With institutional recognition, effective measures are applied. Consequently, recognition is more
legal and remains more problematic than resolved. This is primarily explained by the resistance of
hegemonic masculinity (Dim, 2021), whose effects extend beyond the family and community
framework and cut across the domestic violence intervention chain. This conclusion corroborates
previous work on the need to make the issue of domestic violence against men a particular focus of
interest. The original contribution is the establishment of negative relationships between social non-
recognition and other forms of recognition and their implications for the intervention chain of insti-
tutional mechanisms.

Institutional Mechanisms for Addressing Domestic Violence: Between Realities of Exis-
tence, Missions and Counterproductive Structural Failures

The second conclusion reports on a state-care system that presents some strengths (existence,
variety of structures with a combination of missions and structures that integrate a complete inter-
vention chain) but whose intervention effectiveness is undermined by various structural limitations
in terms of availability and accessibility of services, resources, and specific and specialized skills.
This results in challenges that negatively impact the system and its beneficiaries.

Upon analysis, state mechanisms for caring for male victims are plagued by debilitating dys-
functions (Tshoane & al., 2024). Despite the exclusivity of legal protection and formal legitimacy,
the highlighted limitations do not guarantee effective protection. Protection is fragmentary and par-
tial (Mosher, 2015) ; (Robbers & Morgan, 2017)): not all violence is recognized; recognized vi-
olence is not protected. The mechanisms are characterized by inaccessibility and systemic inadequa-
cy of various resources (Mellaard & Meijl, 2021). Services are deemed "rare,”" “insufficient,”" or
"non-specialized,” ignoring the specific needs of the male experience (Hines & Douglas, 2019). As
for the various resources, they have proved inadequate (Motsamai Modise, 2024). Inaccessibility
creates the institutional invisibility of victims, while the inadequacy of resources compromises the
operational viability of services. As for the lack of specialization, it compromises adapted care for a
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sensitive subject requiring specialization. This situation generates a vicious circle whose effects go
beyond their internal operating framework and worsen a reluctance to seek help. The state system is,
therefore, not only ineffective but actively contributes to worsening the situation of victims, due to
the non-operationalization of theoretical advantages.

The gap between theoretical privileges and the reality of protection could be explained by
the situation of non-recognition already mentioned. In fact, a lack of social recognition affects all
other forms of recognition, including scientific and institutional. The insufficiency of scientific rec-
ognition manifests here in researchers' low interest in this theme (Motsamai Modise, 2024), making
a major problem invisible and thus hindering the attention of policymakers and institutional actors.
As for the lack of political and institutional recognition, they are the basis for the deficit of measures
and resources appropriate to the nature of male specificities. This situation confirms our analyses of
the gap between recognition and effectiveness of protection.

The original contribution of our work to this second result concerns the implications of types
of non-recognition on the taking of effective measures in terms of policies and adapted resources.

Non-State Mechanisms: An Alternative Solution Itself Constrained

The third result reveals the existence of a non-State mechanism where formal and informal
types coexist. On one side, NGOs, associations and formal support groups, on the other, anonymous
helplines and networks of friends, family and community. It offers victims diversified, concrete as-
sistance, emotional and psychological support and guidance. This mechanism also presents positive
and negative characteristics, with a predominance of strengths. Non-State mechanisms are more fre-
quently used but their limitations hinder the cessation of violent relationships.

Our analyses indicate that the non-State support mechanism has established itself as an alter-
native solution approach in the face of state mechanism dysfunctions (Moult, 2016) ; (Zurnetti &
Muliati, 2022). This situation is explained by its strengths (psychological support, guidance, discre-
tion; social and health benefits). In this context, accessibility constitutes a determining factor in its
use (Moult, 2016). This mechanism offers a crucial practical and functional advantage, establishing
itself as a system that fills the gaps of state mechanisms. However, weaknesses should be noted (the
fragmentation of missions, absence of resources and especially the continuation of the violent rela-
tionship generate the ineffectiveness of the mission). This last aspect maintains the most critical risk,
which is the continuation of the abusive relationship and therefore the non-cessation of domestic vi-
olence against men (Lysova & al., 2024).

Comparative Advantages: The Deconstructed Collaboration of Two Incomplete but Com-
plementary Mechanisms

The fourth conclusion reports the concomitant existence of two mechanisms, each presenting
positive and negative characteristics and its comparative advantages. While these two mechanisms
share certain limitations (fragmentation of missions and lack of resources, for example), distinguish-
ing features characterize each one.

The cross-analysis of mechanisms reveals that two fundamental aspects, namely formal rec-
ognition and proximity effectiveness, allow for understanding comparative advantages. Thus, state
mechanisms have the advantage of a legal and juridical basis, essential for addressing domestic vi-
olence against men. However, these advantages are largely non-operational due to dysfunctions
(access, resources, effective protection). As for non-State mechanisms, they are accessible, practical
and fill the gaps of state mechanisms. Nevertheless, the heterogeneous nature of support hinders
comprehensive care for violence and maintains the critical risk of not guaranteeing the cessation of
violence.
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In view of the analyses, non-state mechanisms emerge as the most advantageous and are by
far the most preferred (Lysova & Dim, 2020) compared to state mechanisms. This positioning stems
from their higher social accessibility (Taylor & al., 2022) and the resulting positive health (Ogbe et
al., 2020) and social consequences (Schucan Bird et al., 2025). However, neither mechanism has the
advantage of effectiveness, thus calling for the necessity of a certain complementarity.

Implications for Future Research

This section identifies knowledge gaps and proposes future research directions

This review reveals critical gaps on four levels: i) Geographically unequal scientific produc-
tion: marked under-representation in Asia, Oceania and Africa, particularly in French-speaking
countries; ii) Cross-cutting aspects of both mechanisms: effective protection of victims and profes-
sional skills necessary for care (initiated for state mechanisms, absent for non-State mechanisms);
iii) State mechanisms: advantages and positive consequences poorly understood, service availability
not documented; iv) Non-State mechanisms: negative consequences and resource unavailability in-
sufficiently studied.

These gaps contrast with the importance of the issue, maintain the invisibility of male vic-
tims' suffering, and hinder the development of effective care policies. This situation, combined with
the failures of existing mechanisms, exacerbates non-reporting and abandonment of victims to their
fate.

In light of these gaps, eight causal research questions emerge as priorities:

What factors explain the low level of scientific production in Asia, Oceania and francophone
Africa on domestic violence against men?

What explains the gap between the rate of scientific production on recognized violence
(13.5%) versus protected violence (9.5%)?

What factors determine the geographical availability of services at global, national and local
levels?

To what extent do specific professional skills make care for male victims effective? What
specific training holds potential for improving the quality of interventions?

What are the advantages of state mechanism intervention and their consequences on victim
care?

What obstacles (political, budgetary, ideological) hinder the creation of specialized services
for male victims?

Under what conditions do informal interventions perpetuate violence? What factors trans-
form informal support into an obstacle to ending violence?

What threshold of resources is necessary for an informal mechanism to become truly protec-
tive?

Limitations

This review presents methodological limitations. First, the restriction to documents pub-
lished in French and English may have excluded relevant research in other languages, potentially
underrepresenting experiences in Latin America, the Middle East, and Asia, as well as in Franco-
phone Africa. Second, although Scopus and Dimensions are robust databases, the absence of consul-
tation of other relevant databases, such as PsycINFO, Web of Science, or JSTOR, may have resulted
in the omission of pertinent works, particularly those published in non-indexed journals. Data ex-
traction in April 2025 also limits the analysis of the most recent trends. Third, no formal assessment
of methodological biases in primary studies was conducted using standardized tools (CASP, JBI,
ROBIS), limiting the ability to hierarchize evidence according to methodological robustness. More-
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over, since the selection and analysis process was conducted by a single researcher, the risk of selec-
tion and interpretation bias was not controlled through independent dual evaluation, as recommend-
ed by PRISMA standards. Despite these limitations, this synthesis provides a novel analytical
framework for understanding protection mechanisms for male victims of intimate partner violence.

Conclusion

The general objective of this research was to establish a comparison between institutional
and non-institutional mechanisms for caring for male victims of domestic violence. It therefore ana-
lyzed the content of 74 scientific documents. The work identified the mechanisms and their subtypes
and characterized them through their strengths and weaknesses in relation to the effective protection
of male victims. The findings demonstrate that the mechanisms have been documented in several
aspects, notably the subtypes, missions and, to some extent, efforts toward the effectiveness of their
mission. The state of documentation on issues of service availability, resources and their adequacy
to missions, as well as comparative advantages. It is generally noted that while certain issues of care
for male victims are well documented for each type of mechanism, others are marginally docu-
mented or hardly at all. The analyses reveal a gap between the ambitions of the mechanisms, re-
sources and, ultimately, effective care, both by institutional and non-institutional mechanisms.

The study of comparative advantages shows that no mechanism is sufficient in itself and im-
plies a need to search for solutions to the flaws of each mechanism and a need for complementarity
between the two mechanisms. The substantial contribution of this review is the effort to highlight
comparative advantages between the two mechanisms based on a systematic analysis using precise
criteria; highlighting the subtypes of each mechanism and their missions and knowledge gaps. The
work concludes with a need for complementarity between the two mechanisms in a three-level care
system. The first level would be managed by non-State mechanisms, considered as the entry point
and ensuring reception. The same logic applies to the second level with the completion of referral
protocols to appropriate formal services. The third level would be the framework for coordinated
holistic intervention between State-NGOs to ensure continuity and coherence of care.
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en victims of | ham- dom | victims present-
o h oo analyses.
intimate part- | Kevan, ing to specialist
ner  violence | N. services.
seeking  help:
Part 1 — Who
presents to
specialist  ser-
vices? 3
“I’m still
afraid of
her”:  expe- - .
. Exploring men's
riences of men . . L ——
Unit- | experiences of 13 thematic interviews;
who have Bates ed ost-separation online recruitment; the-
24 experienced ' 2019 F . P P Qualitative - h -
intimate part- EA King- | violence and matic analysis according to
- P dom | barriers to help- Braun & Clarke (2006).
ner violence seekin
after separa- g
tion 4
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thor(s)

Health Profes-

sionals  Res-

ponding to

Men for Safety

(HERMES): W|II|am-. To assess the

Feasibility of a | son, E.; feasibility of

Training Inter- | Jones, S.; training for gen-

vention in | Ferrari, g for g 2-hour intervention; pre-post

. F, F eral practitioners . .

General Prac- | G,; Eng- - o survey; semi-structured

25 - , 2015 M, F on responding to | Qualitative | AN . .
tice to Improve | Débon- land - interviews; analysis of medi-

! . M, F men victims or .

Response  to | naire, T; eroetrators  of cal records; IRIS model.
Men Patients | Feder, G.; ipntirrinate artner
Who Have | Hester, violence P
Experienced or | M. '
Perpetrated
intimate  part-
ner  violence
and Abuse 2
Mental heglth To study the
of men victims
and their child- Berger, consequences of )

JL; UNIT | judicial and Online survey of 611 men;
ren affected by | dministrati o .

26 legal and ad- Douglas, 2016 M, F |ED administrative Quantitative O_LS regressions; recruitment
PSR EM; M STAT | aggression on the via specialized networks;
ministrative - - ] -

- Hines, ES mental health of strict inclusion criteria.
domestic  as- L
sault 3 D.A. men victims and
their children.
To review avail-
Men victims of Devaraj Aus- 3?(!3:1?:% rrzﬁr; Literature review; discussion

27 intimate  part- CN 2018 M tralia | implications ~for Qualitative | of blgses, specmc needs and

ner violence 5 - . gaps in services.
service  provid-
ers.
Williams,
Intimate Part- | M.R,;
ner \_/|ol_ence Mur.phy, To study the
Victimization | CM; . L . .
et UNIT |impact of inti- HANDLS sample; 21 vic-
and Cognitive | Dore, M, M, . )
. . ’ ED mate partner . tims matched to 42 controls;

28 Function in a|G.A,; 2017 M, M, . Mixed . ;
- - STAT | violence on t-tests,  chi-square, 2:1
Mixed Epide- | Evans, M - . A
A . ES cognitive decline matching; R software.
miological M.K,; :

in urban adults.
Sample of | Zonder-
Urban Adults 4 | man,
A.B.
Intimate  part- To analyze the
ner violence in attitudes of men
Ghana: beha- Mante victims  towards Phenomenological approach;

29 viors of men Yo | 2019 M Ghana | reporting and the | Qualitative | in-depth interviews; theory

o . | EE :

Victims in effects of the of social change.

Accra violence suf-

6 fered.

Sociocultural To identify the

causes of men sociocultural

victimization Snowball sampling; case
. . . causes of men . . .

in  domestic | Ayodele, Nige- | = == . I study; key informants; inter-

30 . - 2017 M h victimization and | Qualitative - : : -
settings in [ JO ria the implications views in 3 senatorial dis-
L.a$1°s' Nige- for social inte- tricts.
riax A qualita- .

gration.

tive analysis 4
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thor(s) the themes
To identify the
types and extent
Review: Men of intimate part- Critical review of the litera-
Victims of Unit- | e violence ture using a systematic ap-
Intimate  part- Dembpse ed experienced by proach and a critical theory
31 ner violence : B PSeY. | 2016 M King- | Mens its effects | Qualitative | model; reflexivity on person-
Implications ’ domg on health, risk al beliefs and attitudes in-
for  Medical factors, available fluencing the understanding
Visit Practice 5 support  systems of the subject.
and facilitators of
disclosure.
To explore the
. demographic
Int|mate_ part characteristics Retrospective descriptive
ner  violence . -

Ballan, and help-seeking study of clinical records
among men | e UNIT behavi £ f he S Gard
with _ disabili- ; ED ehaviors of men | rom the Secret Garden

32 . Freyer, 2017 M,F, F with disabilities | Mixed program; statistical analyses
ties: the role of - STAT . - ; :

M.; Pow- experiencing via SPSS; frequencies and
health profes- ES S . e
- ledge, L. intimate  partner percentages; specific inclu-
sionals . p ST
8 violence , and the sion criteria.

role of health
care providers.
Influence  of To test Johnson's
Intl_mate T er- (2008) typology Two men samples (general
rorism, Situa- Hi UNIT |©on men samples lati d victi K
tional Intimate ngs, ED and examine the popuhatllor? an I_V|ct|ms SeeK-
33 partner Vi- ' 2018 M, F frequency, sever- | Qualitative Ing .e p_), onfiné que_stlo_nj

Douglas, STAT | . : naire; strict inclusion criteria;

olence, and ity of violence, . .
- EM ES - comparative  analysis  of
Mutual Violent and indicators of health indicators
Control on physical and ’
Men Victims 6 mental health.
Challenge  the
Promotin dominant gen-| | | e
. ung Carthy, dered discourse N s -
inclusion in . . Historical and theoretical
S NL; Unit- | and promote - - -
intimate  part- . - review; analysis of patriar-
. Bates, ed more inclusive I . e .
34 ner  violence ; 2019 F.F,F . Qualitative | chal social norms; discussion
. E.A; King- | research on older - ;
research:  ex- licek h of gaps in services and re-
loring gender Policek, dom men who - are search
P N. victims of inti- ’
and age 1
mate partner
violence .
Research  on
Abused Men: To examine the
Childhood -
link between
Sexual Abuse | Brassard, -
A ; childhood sexual
and Intimate | A.; Dar- . .
- . abuse and the Clinical sample of 302 men;
Partner Vi- | veau, V. ; e -
. . . M, M, perpetration  of self-administered  question-
olence in a | Péloquin, Cana- |: .. . N .
35 . . 2014 M, M, intimate  partner | Mixed naires before therapy; analy-
Clinical Sam- | K,; Lus- da . - - .
le of Men: | sier Y. M ylolence , taking sns'of correlations between
p o Lo into account variables.
The Mediating | Rasoir, adult attachment
Roles of Adult | PR and anaer man-
Attachment ageme ntg
and Anger 4 '
Management 7
Men victims of To explore .the Anonymous online and paper
P use of services . o
intimate part- UNIT and the support survey; non-probability
ner violence: . ED . . sampling; varied recruitment
36 use and use- Tsui, V.1 2014 F STAT received bY men Mixed techniques; inclusion criteria
who are victims
fulness of ES £ inti based on the Healthy People
services 3 of intimate part- Initiative 2010
ner violence . )
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To compare the
mental health of
. Grandin, victims and non- Random sample of 562
Intimate  part- E.: Lupri victims of inti- couples in Calgary: struc-
37 gsa sv(;ﬁ:)elr;c? N 1998 IE/I M. dC:na— \rzgince Er?gt?t?er Qualitative | tured interviews and self-
ical gis);ress 89 Brinkerh effects 0:f physi- administered questionnaires;
off, MB cal and psycho- analysis of sensitive data.
logical violence
by gender.
Help-seeking
experiences of Document  the
men experienc- places where
ing  intimate help is sought, . o .
partner vi- | Douglas, UNIT |the experiences National quant|tat|ve: stugiy,
. . sample of 302 men; online
olence : al|EM; ED they have had, . . o .
38 - 2011 F,M - Quantitative | questionnaire;  correlations
neglected Hines, STAT |and the links .
: between experiences of help
population and | DA ES between  these and mental health
its implications experiences and ’
for practice the mental health
of men victims.
09
“Men call me
and say, ‘I
can’t be a
victim of inti- To explore the
mate  partner ex erieﬁces of Semi-structured  interviews
violence - . p with 4 call handlers; themat-
- Hine, B.; . call handlers . . h
Exploring the Unit- - ic analysis according to
experiences of Bates, ed supporting men o Braun & Clarke (2006);
39 telephone EA; 2020 M.F.F King- Experiencing Qualitative identification of themes
Wallace, intimate  partner
support  pro- dom - related to stereotypes, ob-
viders for men S. Z;(;:)?:r;gfe d sterir;(f stacles and severity of vi-
experiencing tvDes olence.
intimate  part- YPes.
ner  violence
and abuse.
10
Interviews Explore the
with men ethical and me- Critical reflection on inter-
victims of . thodological views conducted with 32
- Unit- - - T -
violence  and | Weare, ed considerations men victims; discussion of
40 sexual abuse: | S.; Hul-| 2022 F,F King- related to inter- | Qualitative | recruitment challenges,
ethical and | ley, J. d 9 | views with men gender dynamics, the inter-
- om o ; : .
methodologi- victims of vi- view process, and the impact
cal considera- olence and sex- of the research.
tions 2 ual abuse.
Reviewing
:]et:mv?oelenggrt: To analyze the
Related AbiNad- opportunities and Critical review of the
. er, MA; UNIT | challenges of NVDRS and DUC-SHR
Deaths:  Les- Graham ED studying intimate databases; rapid literature
41 sons from the 12023 F.FF ying. Qualitative - ! p )
past and Fu- L.M; STAT | partner violence - review (_20_19—2022), analy-
A Kafka, ES related  deaths sis of missing data and me-
ture Directions - X SO
: J.M. using  national thodological implications.
Using US. databases
National Data '
3
Breaking the | Caponnet To examine Statistical ~ tests  (Mann-
silence: explor- | to, P.; M M gender differenc- Whitney U, Shapiro-Wilk,
ing  peritrau- | Lenzo ' ' es in peritraumat- | . Levene, chi?); peritraumatic
42 . . o 2024 M, F |ltaly |7 Mixed . > b B .
matic distress | V.; M. E ic distress among distress inventory; analysis
and negative | Sardelle, ' victims of inti- of associations  between
emotions  in | A; mate partner variables.
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cation |au-
thor(s)
men and wom- | Prezzave violence .
en victims of | nto, GC;
domestic phys- | Casu, M.;
ical violence 9 | Quattropa
ni, MC
Exploring  bar-
Taylor, -
Obst'acles to JC; . ners to help- Anonymous online qualita-
helping  men Unit- | seeking among - - . -
who are vic- Bates, F F|ed men  experienc- - tive questionnaire; analysis
43 - - o | EA; 2021 J e - Do Qualitative | of narratives of stigma, mas-
tims - of nti-| ) M,M | King- | ing intimate culinity, and responses to
mate  partner A Créer dom partner violence hel at)t/ém s P
violence 11 Alj ' in  heterosexual P ps.
" relationships.
Severity of
victimization
and formal To identify se-
mong - en Victmisation and Analysis of Canadian ESG
who 9 have Lysova, Cana- | examine their data (2009, 2014); national
44 experienced A.; Dim, | 2020 F, M da association  with Mixed sgmplg; telgphone inter-
S EE views; analysis of formal and
intimate  part- formal help- . . -
- - - informal helping behaviors.
ner violence in seeking among
their  current men victims.
relationships
12
The  psycho- )
logical subtype E;I(IKGSB'
of intimate | . ° ' Estimate the - -
partner Vi Kiruba- . association  be- Systematic review and ran?
.. | karan, R,; dom-effects meta-analyses;
olence and its Bech F, M, D tween psycholog- 194 dies included: P
45 | effect on men- | oo 2022 M, M, | " |ical violence and | Mixed studies Included;  Psy-
. Hansen, ' " | mark - cINFO, PubMed, EMBASE,
tal health: a . . M mental disorders . !
- D.; Kris- Web of Science databases;
systematic (PTSD, depres-
. ... | tensen, - - GRADEDpro assessment.
review  with R El- sion, anxiety).
meta-analyses Klit, A.
10
Understanding
::Z dpsrogflerzzg Exploring the Analysis of 719 calls (Au-
victims of Hine, B.; Unit- | profile and needs gust 2019-March  2020);
46 violence: a Wallace, 2021 M. F,F ec! of' men victims Quantitative demographlc' characteristics,
study of appeal S.; Bates, King- | using data from a abuse  profile, expresse.d
data from a E.A. dom telephone  hel- needs; data from two chari-
British charity pline. ties.
13
sgrtzvﬁe::e of To analyze the
iud eg and attitudes of
{/ icgm suport Ferreira, judges and vic- Online survey approved by
rofessionglps M.; Por- tim support pro- judicial institutions; volunta-
47 fowar ds  inti- Néves, 2022 F.F,M tuoal fessionals regard- | Qualitative | ry and anonymous participa-
mate artner S.; Quin- & ing domestic tion; qualitative validation by
homici dss tas, J. homicides com- experts.
. mitted by wom-
committed by en
women 14 )
Mental health ;irici)'-feresrtmL(j:gg t?g
agp]ptsvnﬁz alrg UNIT | mental health Online survey; analysis of
- Prospero, ED symptoms  be- o symptoms of anxiety, de-
48 ;/r:fitr'nn;fe arcg M. 2007 M STAT | tween men and Quantitative pression, hostility and soma-
ner violgnce ES women  victims tization; gender comparison.
1 of intimate part-
ner violence .
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Help-seeking
by men victims | Huntley,
of intimate | AL; .
partner vi- | Potter, L.; Unit- }?er:d?;zz?(?gmg Systematic review of 12
olence and | William- P-s Y databases and grey literature;
. . F, F, F |ed experiences and o . . )
49 abuse (DVA): [ son, E.;|2019 - - Qualitative | interpretative thematic syn-
: F,F, M | King- | support services . . - L
a_ systematic | Malpass, dom |for men DVA thesis; evaluation via Critical
review and | A;; Szi- victims Appraisal Skills Programme.
qualitative lassy, E.; ’
evidence syn- | Feder, G.
thesis 15
Men  victims'
experiences To examine men
and percep- victims'  expe- 16 interviews (13 telephone,
tions of the | Dim, EE; Cana- riences with the 3 written); inductive themat-
50 criminal justice | Lysova, | 2021 M, F d police and courts | Qualitative | ic analysis; recruitment via
a : ) .
response to | A in  matters  of NGOs; oral or written con-
intimate  part- intimate  partner sent.
ner  violence violence .
16
Help seeking
by men vic-
tims of inti-
mate partner
\;gﬂig.ce agg Xtr'ltley, To conduct an
exam-le of an Sziiass integrated  syn- IMMS approach; data from
; P 1assy, Unit- | thesis of data on systematic reviews, primary
integrated E.; Potter, . - .
. ’ F, F, F, | ed help-seeking and | , ,. studies, expert consultations
51 mixed me- | L.; Mal- | 2020 . - - Mixed - A
. F, F, M | King- | service provision and interviews; identification
thods synthe- | pass, A dom |for men expe- of gaps and research propos-
sis of syste- | William- AP
. ; . riencing intimate als.
matic review | son, E,; artner violence
evidence de- | Feder, G. P '
fining metho-
dological
terms 17
To examine the
Sexual - coer- prevalence  of
cion and men- women-men CTS2 questionnaire; mental
tal health i UNIT |. . le: A
symptoms _in Prospero, ED intimate  partner o symptom  scale; university
52 M.; Faw- | 2009 M, M violence and | Quantitative | sample; analysis of correla-
heterosexual STAT . -
. son, P. mental health tions between types of vi-
men: The ES
symptoms among olence and symptoms.
pressure to say R
“yes” 5 370 university
¥ students.
Territorial
disadvantage Exploring the
and intimate MaFikour, link between
partner homi- A.‘S‘ Mar- UNIT | territorial disad-
S tin, SL; NC-VDRS data; census;
cides: An F, F, F, |ED vantage and I - 0 .
53 . Halpern, | 2010 S Quantitative | violence services; Poisson
ecological ! M STAT | intimate partner o T
. CT; e . regression; mediation tests.
analysis of Schoen- ES homicides, in-
North. Carolina bach, \V.J. c!ud_mg men
counties, victims.
2004-2006
UNIT Identify research Literature review; PubMed
Partner vi- Prospero, ED on bidirectional and PsycINFO databases; 70
54 olence 4 M.; Kim, | 2008 M, F STAT violence between | Quantitative | studies included; inclusion
M. ES men and women criteria on  bidirectional
partners. violence.
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No. | Title Au- Year of | Gend- | Coun- | Objective Type of | Methodological approach | Colors of the
thor(s) publi- [er of|try study articles ac-
cation |au- cording to
thor(s) the themes
Breaking the
Myth of Mas- To determine
culinity:  Pre- effective preven- Literature review; explora-
vention  and Modise South tion and support tion of types of violence,
55 Support for ' 12024 M - measures, preva- | Qualitative | barriers to reporting, access
. IM Africa . p
Men  Victims lence and bar- to services and prevention
of Intimate riers faced by strategies.
partner vi- men victims.
olence 18
“I thought
zla?u;a nsﬂfldmeé Document  the
insisted on challenge_s_ and Critical review; rapid review
. UNIT | opportunities . X
getting help”: | Lysova, ED - - of articles (2019-2022);
; C i associated  with o - . ’
56 Coping expe- | A.; Dim, | 2025 F,M - Qualitative | analysis of missing data;
- STAT | analyzing deaths - "
riences of men | EE ES lated L conceptualization of intimate
who have related to _inti- partner violence .
experienced rqate partner
S violence .
intimate  part-
ner violence 5
“We have to
fight for our
existence  in
the  system”: | Pisano, To qnalyze the
. . experiences  of
Exploring G,; Uni - id Semi d i .
service provid- | Widanara dn|t- service providers ?fE";UUCtU“?d .|ntefr|v|e_ws
57 |ers’ expe- | lalage, 2024 FMm,F | supporting - men Qualitative with 13 provi ers; rerexive
. . ; King- | victims and thematic  analysis; multi-
riences _with | BK; dom | women perpetra- agency approach
men  victims | Willmott, tors of pintri)mate gency app '
and  women | D. .
partner violence .
perpetrators of
intimate  part-
ner violence 4
Abused Men:
Portrayal ~ of
men V'.Ct'ms UNIT Analyze . the Critical content analysis;
of Intimate | An- representation of lorati £
58 partner Vi- | taloczy, 2024 F ED men victims in EXp oratlrc])n. 0 stgreotyp_e;
olence and/or | F. E;AT the series Law f:c‘:s:'gﬁyg:sﬁgrg)sigrs;? wit
Sexual Abuse and Order: SVU. Y '
in Law and
Order: SVU 5
Intimate  Part-
ner  Violence To examine
and Its Psy- -
. clinical and non- L
chosocial clinical  factors Sample of 25 men; inter-
59 Correlates in Row- 2024 M Soqth influencing _ the | Qualitative views; ' socno-.ecologlcal
Men Survi- | lands, E. Africa - framework; analysis of stres-
. ; psychosocial N A
vors:  Socio- ; sors and social implications.
Ecological well-being of
ogic men survivors.
Implications
12
The feminiza-
t'?(:lec(gons,oual To illustrate the
protection. UNIT | impact of femi-
implications of ED nization on the
60 cultural tradi- | Hall, RE | 2012 M L
. STAT | provision of
tion for men . .
victims of ES social services to
S men victims.
intimate  part-
ner violence 1
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Thobéjan Examine the
\(IBizTgﬁéébased e, TD; experiences  of Field study in Vuwani; tes-
- . Mogoro- M, M, | South | men who are i timonies of men victims;
61 against men: a | _. .| 2018 . - . - | Qualitative X
hidden  reality si, LD; M Africa v!ctlms of sex[st analysis of stere(_)types and
7 Luthanda, violence commit- obstacles to reporting.
NV ted by women.
To illustrate the
The  surrepti- UNIT contrasts be-
tious feminiza- ED tween percep- Empirical analysis; docu-
62 tion of intimate | Hall, RE | 2013 M STAT tions of men and | Qualitative | mentation of databases;
partner Vi- ES women  victims proposals for men victims.
olence 2 in Western socie-
ties.
Services  for To examine the
intimate _ part- .| policies, services . _— .
ner _ violence Unit and interventions L_|terature review, e_xplora
T - Bates, ed - tion of laws, strategies and
victims in the | . . available for . o
United _ Kina- Elizabeth King- victims, particu- barrlers_ to reporting; recom-
63 %Ldom and Unit- | A 2020b | F,F dom, larly men and mendations  for  services;
T ari.. | Douglas, Unit- discussion of therapeutic
ed States: - LGBTQ+ people, R
Emily M. ed - approaches and limitations of
Where are we States drawing on data existing research
today?5 from the UK and g '
the US.
Attributions of To identify the
the culture of forms of violence Case study; semi-structured
silence among suffered by mar- questionnaires; focus group
victims of | Gitonga, ried men, their discussions; descriptive and
64 intimate part- | Ciriaka 2021 F Kenya | psychosocial Mixed content analysis; random
ner violence : | Muriithi effects and the sample of 120 married men
the case of causes of the employed in a public institu-
married men in culture of si- tion.
Kenya 3 lence.
No one would WC.)UId To qualitatively
ever _ believe explore men's
mligr;ticﬁnoff;: Unit experiences  of Anonymous online survey;
= 1 1 1 1 3
DF act of Bates, ed intimate  partner deductive thematic analysis;
65 P Elizabeth | 2020c F . violence , bar- | Qualitative | semantic coding; organiza-
intimate _part- King- | . -
ner  violence A dom riers to help- tion of results around three
victimization seeking, and main themes.
T — societal percep-
on men. tions
19 )
A systematic
review of the Laskey Synthesize data
literature - on Philippa; - on experiences of Systematic review of mixed
intimate  part- Unit- | victimization dies: hi
ner  violence Ba}tes, ed related to inti-| . studies; search in CINAHL
66 S~ 77| Elizabeth | 2019 F,FF E Mixed and PsycARTICLES; inte-
victimization: . King- | mate partner . o
A.; Tay- . gration of qualitative, quan-
a gender and f dom | violence accord- - - .
- - lor, Julie . titative and mixed studies.
sexuality in- c ing to gender and
clusive review | sexuality.
8
“I am a red-
i
the ex eriencges Westmarl intimate partner
of mZn who and, Unit- | violence against Survey of 344 men; tele-
S Nicole; ed men draws on i phone helpline observation
67 are victims of 2023 F, M L R Qualitative ; L ¥
intimate  part- Burrell, King- | expectations of notes; hybrid inductive and
P Stephen dom masculinity, deductive thematic analysis.
ner  violence R - he “M
through a using the an
S Box” framework.
feminist pers-
pective 7
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No. | Title Au- Year of | Gend- | Coun- | Objective Type of | Methodological approach
thor(s) publi- [er of|try study
cation |au-
thor(s)
Kusuma, To analyze inti-
. Filiasari; mate partner
Intimate  part- . . X
ner  violence Paparang, violence perpe- Norma_tlve legal appro_ach,
. Santrawa trated by wives analysis of relevant legisla-
against wom- . F, M, | Indo- - - - L - >
68 . n T; | 2024 . against their | Qualitative | tion; case study; discussion
en: challenges - M nesia - L
and implemen- Kristiawa hus_bands, contri- of _cultural and social impli-
- nto, buting  factors, cations.
tation of law 6 .
Kristiawa and legal chal-
nto lenges.
Seeking  help
among men | Tsui, Identify the Electronic survey of service
who are vic- | Venus; UNIT | reasons why men organizations; Y thematic
gg | lims of inti- Cheu.n.g, 2010 F M ED victims do ot Qualitative | coding; analysis of triggers
mate  partner | Monit; M STAT | use social servic- AR .
. of difficulties; validation by
violence Leung, ES es and suggest
o e - . the research team.
men's difficult | Patrick improvements.
moments 20
sEt?dgz? of nﬂ;ﬁ Ambro- To examine
Hor zewicz, public  percep- Two studies: ANCOVA on
victims of L . . L .
intimate  part- Paige; Unit- | tions of men p_ubllc Judg_ments, compara-
. Ham- ed victims of inti- | . tive thematic analysis; sam-
70 ner  violence d 2024 F,F,M . Mixed le of - .
and abuse: a|mond: King- mate partner ple of 202 par_tlupants, con-
mixed- ’ Courtney; dom | violence and trol of sociodemographic
Fido, barriers to report- variables.
methods study -
7 Dean ing.
Gender-based To explore the
violence Mpofu, types of violence Semi-structured inter-
committed by | Phumu- experienced by views; bioecological theo-
women zani; Eswa- | men, the bar- o retical framework; analysis
n against men | Mamba, 2024 M.M tini riers to seeking Qualitative of interactions between
in the King- | lung help and the individual, cultural and
dom of Eswa- | kindness motivations for societal factors.
tini 21 doing so.
Experience and Langdrid To ) describe
ge, Dar- . studies on the . — .
support of men . Unit- - Scoping review; systematic
survivors ~ of | oM M, M, |ed Experience of I search strategy; inclusion of
7 sexual assault: Flovyers, 2023 M King- sexual assault | Qualitative 60 studies; thematic content
- Paul; and support -
a scoping | dom dul analysis.
study 22 arney, among adult men
Dan victims.
Men victims | Vasseur, Analyze the
of intimate | P.; Du- types of violence Online questionnaire and
partner  vi- | pont, M.; M, M, | Franc | suffered by men o medical-legal information
& olence : find- | Rey- 2020 F e and the factors Qualitative sheet;  descriptive  ap-
ings and | Salmon, influencing their proach; sample of 66 men.
perspectives 7 | C. disclosure.
Jahin, Md
Analyzing Ab.fa”
Intimate  part- Naife,
ner violgnce Saleh Identify  factors
Using Explora- Akram; M influencing men Survey of 2000 participants;
g EXp Lima, ' ' intimate partner — exploratory data analysis;
74 tory Data 2024 F, M, |Japan . Quantitative . - . !
. Fatema violence and machine learning techniques;
Analysis  and - - 4
Explainable Tuj Joho- d_evelop predic- XAl methodologies.
ra; Mrid- tive models.
Ensemble .
Learning 8 ha,_ MF.;
Shin,
Jungpil

Colors of the

articles ac-
cording to
the themes
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The data in the table show that, based on the objectives of the studies and their sub-
components, eight themes directly and indirectly related to the subject of the review were addressed
in varying proportions. The themes concerned are:

o Help-seeking experiences (in red), addressed by 20 authors

o Justice & intimate partner violence experienced by men (in dark blue), the focus of 5 authors
e Prevalence of violence and associated factors (in green), the concern of 12 studies (16%)

« Stigmatization (in yellow), studied by 12 authors (16%)

o Consequences (in light blue), analyzed by 17 authors (23%)

o Types of intimate partner violence perpetrated against men (in bold black): 5%

e Suggestions for improving services to combat intimate partner violence against men (under-

lined): 2%

o Causes (in plain black): 2%.
The most prominent themes relate to help-seeking experiences (27%), the consequences of intimate
partner violence (23%), stigmatization (16%), and the prevalence of intimate partner violence
against men and associated factors (16%). Other themes, such as the types of violence perpetrated
against men, received comparatively less attention.

Table 2. Summary table of thematic addressed

Order Theme, number Sub-theme Authors Number and
\[o} and percentage and number percentages of
of studies sub-themes rela-

tive to the theme

STATE MECHANISMS

1 Recognition (n= Recognition 8 1. Carthy, N.; Best, D.; Divers, A. (n=8:28.57%)
28) (37.83%) (2023)
2. Hogan, KF; Clarke, V.; Ward, T.
(2021)

3. Hope, KA; Bates, EA; Brooks,
M.; Taylor, JC (2021)

4. Tshoane, SM; Bello, PO; Mofo-
keng, JT; Olutola, AA (2023)

5. Richardson, H.; Kloess, JA
(2022)

6. Kusuma, Filiasari; Paparang,
Santrawan T; Kristiawanto (2024)
7. Antaloczy, Fanni (2024)

8. Vasseur, P.; Dupont, M.; Rey-
Salmon, C. (2020)

Non- 1. Hall, Ronald E (2012) (n=20:71.42%)
recognition 20 | 2. Mpofu, Phumuzani; Mamba
(2024)

3. Devaraj (2018)

4. Hall, Ronald E. (2013)

5. Pisano, Giulia; Widanaralalage,
B. Kennath; Willmott, Dominique
(2024)
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Order Theme, number Sub-theme
\[o} and percentage and number
of studies

Authors

6. Ambrozewicz, Paige; Hammond,
Courtney; Fido, Dean (2024)

7. Tshoane, SM; Bello, PO; Mofo-
keng, JT; Olutola, AA (2023)

8. Bates, Elizabeth A.; Douglas,
Emily M. (2019)

9. Tsui, Vénus; Cheung, Monit;
Leung, Patrick (2010)

10. Kusuma, Filiasari; Paparang,
Santrawan T; Kristiawanto (2024)
11. Westmarland, Nicole; Burrell,
Stephen R (2023)

12. Gitonga, Ciriaka Muriithi
(2021)

13. Thobéjane, Tsoaledi D.; Mogo-
rosi, Lobelo D.; Luthanda, Ntshen-
gedzeni V. (2018)

14. Motsamai Modise, John (2024)
15. Taylor, Julie C.; Bates, Eliza-
beth A.; Colosi, Attilio; Creer,
Andrew J. (2021)

16. Richardson, H.; Kloess, JA
(2022)

17. Antaloczy, Fanni (2024);
Langdridge, Darren; Flowers, Paul;
Carney, Dan (2023)

18. Taylor, Julie C.; Bates, Eliza-
beth A.; Colosi, Attilio; Creer,
Andrew J. (2021)

19. Motsamai Modise, John (2024)
20. Carthy, N.; Best, D.; Divers, A.
(2023)

1. Tshoane, SM; Bello, PO; Mofo-
keng, JT; Olutola, AA (2023)

2. Ferreira, Mafalda; Neves, Sofia;
Quintas, Jorge (2022)

3. Tenkorang, EY; Zaami, M.; Ki-
muna, S.; Owusu, AY; Rohn, E.
(2023)

4. Dim, Eugéne Emeka; Lysova,
Alexandra (2021)

5. Tsui, V. (2014)

Number and
percentages of
sub-themes rela-
tive to the theme

(n=5: 55.55%)

2 Existence / Ty- Justice and
pology and Mis- Public Order 5
sion (n=9:

12.16%)
Health and

1. Tsui, V. (2014)

(n=4:44.44%)
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Theme, number
and percentage
of studies

Sub-theme
and number

Psychosocial

2.

Sabine Tchokomi Toungakouagou Sama

Authors

Ferreira, Mafalda; Neves, Sofia;

Number and
percentages of
sub-themes rela-
tive to the theme

Support Ser- Quintas, Jorge (2022)
vices 4 3. Tenkorang et al. (2023)
4. Bates (2020)
Mental Health 1. Douglas & Hines (2011) (n=2:11.11%)
Services 2 2. Bates (2019)
Specific Vi- 1. Douglas, Emily M.; Hines, De- (n=4:44.44%)

olence Combat
Organizations 4

nise A. (2011)

2.
3.

Mantey, EE (2019)
Bates, Elizabeth A.; Douglas,

Emily M. (2019)

4. Devaraj (2018)
3. (n=10: 13.51) Effective Pro- 1. Antaloczy et Fanni (2024) (n=9:90%)
tection 9 2. Ballan et al. (2017)
3. Douglas et al. (2011)
4. Hope et al. (2021)
5. Kusuma et al. (2024)
6. Lysova et al. (2020)
7. Morishita et al. (2024)
8. Motsamai (2024)
9. Tshoane et al. (2023)
Ineffective Pro- = 1. Bates et al. (2019) (n=1:10%)
tection 1
4. Service Availabil-  Availability 1. Not addressed 00%
it
Y Non- 1. Not addressed 00%
availability
5. Service Accessi- Accessibility 5 1. Morishita, J.; Yasuda, M.; Suda, (n=5:20%)
bility (n=25: S. (2024)
33.78) 2. Tsui, Vénus; Cheung, Monit;

Leung, Patrick (2010)

3.

Richardson, H.; Kloess, JA

(2022)

4. Hine, Benjamin; Wallace, Sarah;

Bates, Elizabeth A. (2021)

5.

Tshoane, SM; Bello, PO; Mofo-

keng, JT; Olutola, AA (2023)

Non-
accessibility 20

1. Hogan, KF; Clarke, V.; Ward, T.

(2021)

2.

Tshoane, SM; Bello, PO; Mofo-

(n= 20 : 80%)
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Order Theme, number Sub-theme
\[o} and percentage and number
of studies

Authors

keng, JT; Olutola, AA (2023)

3. Carthy, N.; Best, D.; Divers, A.
(2023)

4. Moore, T. (2021)

5. Douglas, Emily M.; Hines, De-
nise A. (2011)

6. Hine, Benjamin; Bates, Elizabeth
A.; Wallace, Sarah (2020)

7. Mpofu; Mamba (2024)

8. Dim, Eugéne Emeka; Lysova,
Alexandra (2021)

9. Stewart Maddren, 1997

10. Mantey, EE (2019)

11. Douglas, Emily M.; Hines;
Hamel et al. (2009)

12. Lysova, Alexandra; Dim,
Eugene E. (2020)

13. Berger, JL; Douglas, EM;
Hines, DA (2016)

14. Tsui (2014)

15. Richardson, H.; Kloess, JA
(2022)

16. Tenkorang, EY; Zaami, M.;
Kimuna, S.; Owusu, AY; Rohn, E.
(2023)

17. Vasseur, P.; Dupont, M.; Rey-
Salmon, C. (2020)

18. Thomas, PA; Hart, KJ (2022)
19. Hine, Benjamin; Wallace, Sa-
rah; Bates, Elizabeth A. (2021)
20. Ambrozewicz, Paige; Ham-
mond, Courtney; Fido, Dean (2024)

. Not addressed

Number and
percentages of
sub-themes rela-
tive to the theme

(n = 00 : 00%)

6. Resource Availa- = Availability
bility (n=10:
13.51) Non-
availability

1

1. Bates, 2019

2. Tshoane, 2023
3. Pisano, 2025
4. Gitonga, 2021
5. Hines, 2020

6. Ebouat, 2020
7. Ayodele, 2017
8. Lysova

9. Carthy, 2023
10. Hall, 2013

(n= 10 : 100%)
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Order
[\[o}

1.

Theme, number
and percentage
of studies

Weaknesses
(Challenges and
Negative Conse-
quences) (n=11)
(n=28:28.37)

Strengths of State
Mechanisms (n =
5:6.75)

Recognition of
Intimate Partner
Violence

Sub-theme
and number

Institutional
Challenges (n =
9)

Sabine Tchokomi Toungakouagou Sama

Authors

. Bates (2020)

. Dimet al. (2021)

. Hope & al., 2021

. Hall (2013)

. Hine et al. (2022)

. Morishita et al. (2024)
. Mpofu et al. (2024)

. Pisano et al. (2024)

. Tshoane et al. (2023)

Number and
percentages of
sub-themes rela-
tive to the theme

(n =09 : 81.81%)

Social Chal- . Berger et al. (2016) (n=9:18.18%)
lenges (n = 2) . Mpofu et al. (2024)
Institutional . Dimet al. (2021) (n=9:52.94%)
Consequences . Hope & al. 2021
(n=9) . Bates (2020)

. Hall (2013)

. Tshoane et al. (2023)

. Hine et al. (2022)

. Pisano et al. (2024)

. Morishita et al. (2024)

. Tshoane & al., 2023
Social Conse- . Hogan et al. (2021) (n=2:11.76%)

guences (n=1)

Health Conse-
quences (n = 4)

. Bates (2020)

. Hogan et al. (2021)
. Carthy et al. (2023)
. Taylor et al. (2021)
. Douglas et al. (2011)

(n=4: 23.52%)

Personal Con-
sequences (n =
1)

Advantages

and Positive
Impacts

= A WON N -~ OCoO~NO O WN - N -~ O©CoOoO~NOoO Uk, WN P

. Taylor (2021)

1. Hogan, Clarke & Ward (2021)
2. Ferreira, Mafalda; Neves, Sofia;
Quintas & Jorge (2022)

3. Bates & Weare (2020)

4. Bates (2019)

5. Douglas & Hines (2011)

NON-STATE MECHANISMS

1. Not addressed

(n=1:05.88%)

NA

(n = 00 : 00%)
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Theme, number
and percentage
of studies

Existence / Ty-
pology and Mis-
sion (n=10:
13.51)
(n=10:13.51)

Sub-theme
and number

Authors

Number and
percentages of
sub-themes rela-
tive to the theme

formal Struc-
tures

. Bates (2019)

. Dempsey (2016)

. Douglas et al. (2011)

. Hogan et al. (2021)

. Huntley et al. (2019)

. Tenkorang et al. (2023)

Protection 07 au-
thors (n=7 : 9.45)

Effective Pro-

. Ayodele (2017); Bates (2019)

(n=4:57.14%)

Formal Struc- 1. Lassen et al. (2023) (n=4":40%)
tures 2. Motsamai (2024)

3. Tenkorang et al. (2023)

4. Vasseur et al. (2020)
Informal Struc- | 1. Carthy et al. (2023) (n=7:70%)
tures 2. Bates (2019)

3. Dempsey (2016)

4. Douglas et al. (2011)

5. Hogan et al. (2021)

6. Huntley et al. (2019)

7. Tenkorang et al. (2023)
Mission of 1. Tenkorang et al. (2023) (n=4:40%)
Formal Struc- 2. Vasseur et al. (2020)
tures 3. Lassen et al. (2023)

4. Motsamai (2024)
Mission of In- 1. Carthy et al. (2023) (n=7:70%)

2

3

4

5

6

7

1

2

tection

. Berger et al. (2016); Hine et al.
(2020)

3. Kusuma et al. (2024)

4. Lassen et al. (2023); Vasseur et
al. (2020)

Ineffective Pro-
tection

1. Not addressed

(n= 00 : 00%)

Service Availabil-
ity

Availability 1. Not addressed (n =00 : 00%)
Non- 1. Not addressed (n =00 : 00%)
availability

Accessibility
(n=10: 13.51)

Service Acces-
sibility

. Motsamai & John (2024)
. Douglas et al. (2011)

. Lysova et al. (2020)

. Morishita et al. (2024)

. Tsui (2014)

. Bates (2020)

SOOI WN -

(n=6:60%)
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and number
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Authors

Number and
percentages of
sub-themes rela-
tive to the theme

Service Non- 1. Taylor et al. (2021) (n=4:40%)
accessibility 2. Ayodele (2017)
3. Richardson & Kloess (2022)
4. Vasseur et al. (2020)
6. Resource Availa- | Resource 1. Morishita et al. (2024) (n=01:50%)
bility (n=2:2.70) Availability

Resource Non- | 1. Lassen et al., 2023 (n=01:50%)
availability
7. Weaknesses Mechanism 1. Not addressed (n =00 : 00%)
(Challenges and Challenges
Negative Conse- :
quences) (n=1: Negative Con- | 1. Lysovaetal., 2019 (n=1":100%)

1.35)

sequences

8. Strengths of Non-
State Mechanisms
(n=9: 12.16%)

Advantages
and Positive
Impacts

. Lassen et al. (2023)
. Carthy et al. (2023)
. Bahati et al. (2022)

(n=9:100%)

. Bates (2020)

. Dimet al. (2021)

. Douglas et al. (2011)

. Lysova et al. (2020)

. Morishita et al. (2024)

. Richardson & Kloess (2022)

OCoO~NOoO U WN P

Table 3. Comparative Advantages of State and Non-State Mechanisms for Protecting Male
Victims of Intimate Partner Violence

State_ Me- State Mechan- Non—St_ate Non—St_ate Comparative Comparative
Criteria chan_ls_ms: isms: Negative Mec_hgnlsms: Mecha_mnsms: Advantages: Advantages:
Positive Positive As- Negative As- State Mechan- Non-State Me-
Aspects pnsee pects pects isms chanisms
1 | Mission - Mission | - Mission im- - Diversi- - Not docu- | Formal mis- Mission ac-
covering | plementation fied mis- mented sion with the complish-
the entire | hindered by sion: coun- advantage of ment, albeit
interven- | multidimen- seling sup- legality informal
tion chain | sional chal- port, emo-
(preven- lenges tional and
tion, in- psychologi-
terven- cal support,
tion, le- informal
gal pro- mediation
tection, between
psy- victims and
chosocial formal sup-

Openly accessible at http://www.european-science.com 80



http://www.european-science.com/

Social science section

Criteria

State Me-
chanisms:
Positive
Aspects

State Mechan-
isms: Negative
Aspects

Non-State
Mechanisms:
Positive As-
pects

Non-State
Mechanisms:
Negative As-

pects

Comparative
Advantages:
State Mechan-
isms

Comparative
Advantages:
Non-State Me-
chanisms

support, port sources
law en-
force-
ment)
Service Availa- - Variety | - Limited avail- | Not docu- Not docu- Broad theoret- | N/A
bility of struc- | ability mented mented ical institu-
tures - Services tional range,
(justice, deemed 'rare’, but low actual
health, ‘insufficient’ availability for
social - Non- male victims
services, | specialized
police) services for
men - Inappro-
priate services
for men
Accessibility - Relative | - Critical struc- | - High ac- - Social and | Accessibility Superior ac-
institu- tural inaccessi- | cessibility cultural in- through hel- cessibility,
tional bility (93%) of informal | accessibility | plines preferred
accessi- - Technical networks (stigmatiza- recourse for
bility of barriers (pro- - Geograph- | tion, lack of victims, im-
certain fessional ste- ic and social | trust, fear of mediate entry
services reotypes, in- proximity - | ridicule, fear point
(health, adequate ser- Activation of negative
adminis- | vices) of social reactions)
trative - Financial bar- | capital
services, | riers (cost of
police, services) - Ma-
counse- terial barriers
lors and (under-
support equipment)
services) | - Professional
- Greater | misconduct
accessi- - Generalizing
bility of and discrimina-
helplines | tory treatment
Resource Avail- | Not do- - Critical finan- | Not docu- - Non- Formal but Limited re-
ability cumented | cial insufficien- | mented existent inadequate sources but
cy resources flexible mo-
- Under- compromising | bilization of
equipped ser- viability social capital
vices
- Insufficient
shelters
- Inadequate
technical re-
sources - Sys-
temic resource
Openly accessible at http://www.european-science.com 81



http://www.european-science.com/

Sabine Tchokomi Toungakouagou Sama

State_ Me- State Mechan- Non-St_ate Non-St_ate Comparative Comparative
Criteria chan_ls_ms: isms: Negative Mechgnlsms: Mecha}nlsms: Advantages: Advantages:
Positive Aspects Positive As- Negative As- State_Mechan- Non-Sta}te Me-
Aspects pects pects isms chanisms
inadequacy
Professional - Re- - Lack of spe- - Shared - Not docu- | Skills present | Empirical
Skills quired cialized profes- | lived expe- | mented but critical skills and
mandato- | sionals rience (for specialization | empathy, but
ry specia- | - Inadequate peer groups) gaps for male | without tech-
lization - | training for victims nical exper-
Quality male specifici- tise
of advice | ties
(accord- - Interference
ing to of stereotypes
Hogan in professional
2021) - practices
Available
technical
skills
Consequences of | - Frame- | - Institutional - Continua- | Dysfunctional | Fewer colla-
Challenges work for | (negative police tion of ab- system creat- teral damages
reporting | perception, loss usive rela- ing vicious but critical
dysfunc- | of trust, under- tionship cycle and ia- failure in
tions reporting, non- (critical trogenic ef- violence ces-
intervention, risk) fects sation
victim invisibil-
ity) - Social
(isolation, de-
valuation, fru-
stration, power-
lessness, ma-
terial/child
losses) - Health
(mental health
deterioration,
aggravated
PTSD, worsen-
ing health prob-
lems)
- Personal (self-
doubt, shame,
delayed help-
seeking)
Effective Victim | - Legal - Fragmented - Recogni- - No legal Monopoly of Holistic rec-
Protection recogni- effective pro- tion and intervention | formal legal ognition but
tion of tection (9.5%) - | handling of | power - Pro- | protection, but | without legal
multiple Partial cover- diverse ex- | tection not deficient ap- protection
forms - age of work- perienced guaranteed - | plication capacity
Legal force - Partial violence Certain
frame- coverage of (psycholog- | forms of
work for | needs - Partial ical, physi- | violence
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Criteria

State Me-
chanisms:
Positive
Aspects

State Mechan-
isms: Negative
Aspects

Non-State
Mechanisms:
Positive As-
pects

Non-State
Mechanisms:
Negative As-

pects

Comparative
Advantages:
State Mechan-
isms

Comparative
Advantages:
Non-State Me-
chanisms

all types coverage of cal, eco- (cultural,
of vi- aspects - Mis- nomic, sex- | social, ad-
olence sion implemen- | ual, verbal) | ministrative)
tation difficul- - Holistic recognized
ties - Certain approach to | but not ad-
forms of vi- suffering dressed
olence not rec-
ognized (cul-
tural, adminis-
trative)
8 | Mechanism Ad- | - Not - Not docu- - Provision Not docu- Unknown Advantages
vantages docu- mented of essential | mented granting pre-
mented support and ference in
addressing utilization
gaps of state
agencies by
associations
- Positive
reactions
from friends
and rela-
tives
- Positive
perception
of male
victims
within in-
formal net-
works -
Victim sa-
tisfaction
with various
supports -
Paving the
way for
seeking
more formal
help
9 | Im- - Positive | - Negative con- | - Improved | - Critical Compromised | Superior psy-
pact/Effectivene | impact of | sequences on victim well- | risk: contin- | effectiveness, | chosocial
Ss advice - structure func- being - Im- | uation of counterpro- effectiveness,
Feeling tioning (non- proved rela- | abusive re- ductive sys- only guaran-
of effec- | reporting, un- tionships - lationship - | tem worsening | teeing posi-
tive sup- | derreporting; Reduced Partial care - | the situation tive conse-
port absence of em- | violence - No guaran- quences, but
(based on | pirical evidence | Reduced tee of vi- failure in
positive on men's situa- | alcohol olence ces- legal protec-
past tion; non- abuse - Va- | sation tion
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State Me-
chanisms:

Sl Positive

Aspects

pe-
riences)

State Mechan-
isms: Negative
Aspects

intervention,
invisibility and
exclusion of
male victims
from care) -
Poor police
reputation:
negative per-
ception and loss
of trust - Inef-
fectiveness of
care services -
latrogenic ef-
fects (worsen-
ing mental
health, PTSD)
- Mixed service
quality

- Overall inef-
fectiveness

- Double stan-
dard (higher
vulnerability
level required)
- Protection
only for ex-
treme cases

- Institutional
vicious cycle

- Use of non-
institutional
sources

Non-State
Mechanisms:
Positive As-
pects

lidation of
experiences
- Facilita-
tion of exit
from vi-
olence -
Mainten-
ance of con-
tact with
children -
High utili-
zation and
diversifica-
tion of help
sources by
male vic-
tims
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Non-State Comparative
Mechanisms: Advantages:
Negative As- State Mechan-

pects isms

Comparative
Advantages:
Non-State Me-
chanisms

Source: Author realization
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