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VERSION 1 - REVIEW 
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MD (Community Medicine)  
Senior lecturer in Community Medicine, Faculty of Medical 
Sciences, University of Sri Jayewardenepura, Gangodawila, 
Nugegoda, Sri Lanka 

REVIEW RETURNED 22-Jul-2012 

 

THE STUDY 1) This paper aims to answer a very important and pertinent 
research question, comparing two diverse groups immigrants and 
non- immigrants. As the authors agree, the main limitation being 
the small sample size, which makes generalisation as well as the 
ability to provide a more detailed contexualised discussion of the 
results difficult. A precise clarification of the research question 
,however would aid in the readers understanding; i.e. Are the 
authors focussing on how contextual factors affect experincing 
violence in any form (the bulk of the results presented answer this 
question) or are they concerned about how the factors affect the 
consequences of violence ?  
2) The reader would have benefited from a presentation of the 
total sample of immigrant women and not only those reporting IPV 
as this helps to describe their background ethnicity etc, as 
immigrants form a vastly heterogenous group  
3) The readers are therefore unable to decide if they are 
repreentative of the immigrnat population in the study area  
4) See comment 1 above, the main out come measure (i.e. 
prevalence of IPV versus consequences of IPV ) is not clear 

RESULTS & CONCLUSIONS 5) Results : An overall summary of the study groups, total number 
of women immigrants and non-immigrants, total number reporting 
abuse would help the reader better understand the results.  
6) there is an error in the total number of women reporting IPV in 
the immigrant group in table 1, it is given as 256 (where as 
discussed as 286) and page 8 line 7, states it as 218  
7) in the same table a p -value is omitted  
8) In comparing the results between a heterogeneous immigrant 
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population, who may have social and cultural norms which affects 
the way in which they interpret violence, perceive violence and 
seek recourse to violence it may be a limitation to directly interpret 
and compare the results .  
For example the fact that more of the immigrant women reporting 
IPV being married could be that more of immigrant women 
(whether they are subjected to IPV or not) may remain in marital 
relationships as divorce is stigmatized in these communities.  
Also the low levels of IPV among the immigrant women could be a 
selection bias as the authors discuss those who could speak either 
English or French were included in the study, this in turn could have 
selected in a group of immigrant with better educational level, 
those who are employed, from better social status; all of which are 
determinants of IPV. Again a presentation of the overall immigrant 
population in detail would answer the question ; are the immigrant 
women reporting IPV systematically different from those who do 
not ? 

GENERAL COMMENTS This exploratory study aims at address a pertinent question, 
comparing the immigrant and on-immigrant Canadian women with 
a limited sample. A presentation of , even a limited description of 
the immigrant women would provide valuable context to the paper 
aiding the discussion and the understanding.  

 

REVIEWER Carmen Vives-Cases 
Public Health Reader. Alicante University. Spain.  
 
I declare that I have any kind of competing interests. 

REVIEW RETURNED 23-Jul-2012 

 

THE STUDY Description of methods applied should be improved. Specifically, 
authors should give more information about the place where 
interviews were done. Did interviews take place at home? if yes, 
authors have to mention its implications according ethical 
standards for researching intimate partner violence.  
There are many variables used in this study. In the methods section, 
it is needed a better differentiation between outcome and 
explicatives variables.  
In order to answer research question, multivariate regression 
logistic analyses should have been performed. 

RESULTS & CONCLUSIONS In relation with results, authors provide crude results that not take 
into account the effect of women's characteristics. It is mentioned 
that multivariate procedures were not possible due to the small 
sample size, but the final sample was 6900 women who reported 
having had contact with current or former partner within the 
previous five years.  
In relation with interpretation, I would like to add that to be less 
likely to report IPV does not evidence the immigrant women are 
less vulnerable than native ones. You should also provide an 
interpretation of why no differences in the consequences of IPV 
were found between immigrant and Canadian-born women. You 
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should also add implications for future interventions and research 
related with religious involvement results. 

REPORTING & ETHICS In my opinion, authors should discuss limitations due to Ethical and 
Safety Recommendations for Research on Domestic Violence 
Against Women (WHO, 2001). Find enclosed this review this 
document. 

GENERAL COMMENTS The paper is focused in one of the most important vulnerable group 
of women in relation with IPV. Although the reduce sample size of 
immigrant women available in the General Social Survey (GSS, 
2009) limits the analyses, authors should tried to give more 
recommendations for future research in order to study IPV 
situation among recent and non recent immigrant women, but also 
among women born in different countries.   

 

VERSION 1 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

Reviewer 1: Vathsala Jayasuriya, MD (Community Medicine), Gangodawila, Nugegoda, Sri Lanka  

 

1. This paper aims to answer a very important and pertinent research question, comparing two 

diverse groups immigrants and non- immigrants. As the authors agree, the main limitation being the 

small sample size, which makes generalisation as well as the ability to provide a more detailed 

contexualised discussion of the results difficult. A precise clarification of the research question, 

however would aid in the readers understanding; i.e. Are the authors focussing on how contextual 

factors affect experincing violence in any form (the bulk of the results presented answer this 

question) or are they concerned about how the factors affect the consequences of violence ?  

 

RESPONSE: The objectives of this research study were twofold. The main objective of the study was 

to compare immigrant and Canadian-born women in the physical and psychological consequences of 

IPV. This study also sought to compare immigrant and Canadian-born women in important 

contextual factors that may shape their experiences of IPV such as social supports and networks and 

experiences of discrimination. As suggested by the reviewer, these objectives were clarified 

throughout the manuscript, particularly the abstract, introduction and discussion sections of the 

manuscript.  

 

The title of the paper was also changed to reflect the main objective of the paper. That is, to 

examine the physical and psychological consequences of IPV among immigrant compared to 

Canadian-born women.  

 

 

2. The reader would have benefited from a presentation of the total sample of immigrant women 

and not only those reporting IPV as this helps to describe their background ethnicity etc, as 

immigrants form a vastly heterogenous group .  

 

RESPONSE: A new Table 1 has been added to the paper describing the total sample of women 

reporting contact with a current or former partner in the previous five years (N=6,859) . The table 

compares immigrant and Canadian-born women across several sociodemographic factors. A 
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description of the sample was also provided in the results section of the manuscript (page 8). The 

original Table 1 included in the initial draft of this manuscript (which described the 

sociodemographic characteristics and health status of abused immigrant compared to Canadian-

born women, N=1480) is now Table 3. However, the sociodemographic findings have been removed 

from the table and are instead summarized only in the text (page 8).  

 

 

3. The readers are therefore unable to decide if they are representative of the immigrnat population 

in the study area  

 

RESPONSE: As discussed in comment 2 above, a table and description of the entire sample of women 

reporting contact with a current or former partner in the previous 5 years (and not just those 

reporting IPV) has been added to the paper.  

 

4. See comment 1 above, the main outcome measure (i.e. prevalence of IPV versus consequences of 

IPV) is not clear  

 

RESPONSE: The main objective of the paper was to examine the consequences of IPV and this was 

clarified throughout the paper including in the title, the introduction and discussion sections of the 

paper as described in the response to comment 1 above. Also, the following sentence in the 

limitations section of the discussion (page 11) was clarified to refer more clearly to consequences of 

abuse as the original sentence may have suggested inadvertently that we were referring to 

prevalence:  

 

The small sample sizes also inhibited the ability to employ multivariate techniques to determine the 

relative importance of contextual factors on the consequences of abuse.  

 

 

5. Results : An overall summary of the study groups, total number of women immigrants and non-

immigrants, total number reporting abuse would help the reader better understand the results.  

 

RESPONSE: A description of the sample was added to the results section on page 8 of the manuscript 

and reads as follows:  

 

A total of 10,694 women participated in the 2009 GSS and of these, 6,900 reported having had 

contact with a current or former partner within the previous five years. Information on country of 

birth was available for 6,859 of these women, of whom, 5,695 (83%) indicated Canada to be their 

country of birth and 1,164 (17%) indicated they were born outside of Canada. A total of 1,480 of 

these women reported experiencing any type of IPV; 1,262 were Canadian-born and 218 were 

immigrants.  

 

6. there is an error in the total number of women reporting IPV in the immigrant group in table 1, it 

is given as 256 (where as discussed as 286) and page 8 line 7, states it as 218  

 

RESPONSE: The figure 218 represents the unweighted number of immigrant women in the sample 
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whereas 256 represents the weighted number of immigrant women. Table headings have been 

revised to make it clear that numbers in columns represent weighted totals.  

 

7. in the same table a p -value is omitted  

 

RESPONSE: Severity of abuse by immigration status was examined as a 2X2 table, thereby yielding 

only one p value.  

 

8. In comparing the results between a heterogeneous immigrant population, who may have social 

and cultural norms which affects the way in which they interpret violence, perceive violence and 

seek recourse to violence it may be a limitation to directly interpret and compare the results .  

For example the fact that more of the immigrant women reporting IPV being married could be that 

more of immigrant women (whether they are subjected to IPV or not) may remain in marital 

relationships as divorce is stigmatized in these communities.  

 

RESPONSE: In the discussion on page 10, the reviewer’s point is already addressed as we 

hypothesize that immigrant women, who were more likely to be married than Canadian-born 

women, may be discouraged from leaving an abusive relationship given factors such as economic 

dependence or isolation from family and/or friends.  

 

We also note on page 10:  

 

It may be possible that factors such as embarrassment and stigma, financial dependence on the 

perpetrator, fears of deportation, a desire to preserve family harmony and honor and significant 

community censure for disclosing violence discouraged immigrant women in the survey from 

reporting IPV.  

 

In addition, the following text was added as an additional limitation of the present study, as 

suggested by the reviewer: (page 11).  

 

Third, as IPV is a topic that is sensitive in nature, not all women may have acknowledged their 

experiences of abuse. This may have been particularly true for some immigrant women who as 

noted earlier may have had difficulty disclosing IPV due to personal, financial, social, and legal 

concerns.  

 

9. Also the low levels of IPV among the immigrant women could be a selection bias as the authors 

discuss those who could speak either English or French were included in the study, this in turn could 

have selected in a group of immigrant with better educational level, those who are employed, from 

better social status; all of which are determinants of IPV. Again a presentation of the overall 

immigrant population in detail would answer the question; are the immigrant women reporting IPV 

systematically different from those who do not?  

 

RESPONSE: The addition of Table 1 to the manuscript, which describes the total sample of women 

reporting contact with a current or former partner, addresses the reviewers comment. The 

discussion section on Page 9 provides some discussion addressing the reviewers comment and 
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reads:  

 

In addition, the lower rates of abuse found for immigrant women may be partially explained by the 

fact that many of the risk factors previously linked to IPV were less likely to be present among 

immigrant women in this study, such as younger age, lower educational attainment, and lack of 

religious attendance.  

 

We also note on page 12 that:  

 

While future research should validate these findings using large, representative samples of diverse 

groups of immigrant women, these preliminary results suggest that the consequences of IPV are 

similar for immigrant and Canadian-born women.  

 

10. This exploratory study aims at address a pertinent question, comparing the immigrant and non-

immigrant Canadian women with a limited sample. A presentation of , even a limited description of 

the immigrant women would provide valuable context to the paper aiding the discussion and the 

understanding.  

 

RESPONSE: Please see comments above about the addition of Table 1 to the manuscript.  

 

 

Reviewer: 2 Carmen Vives-Cases. Public Health Reader. Alicante University. Spain.  

 

 

11. Description of methods applied should be improved. Specifically, authors should give more 

information about the place where interviews were done. Did interviews take place at home? if yes, 

authors have to mention its implications according ethical standards for researching intimate 

partner violence.  

 

RESPONSE: The following description of the GSS was added to page 5 of the manuscript to address 

the reviewers concerns:  

 

Data were collected using computer assisted telephone interviewing (CATI) and took place from 

centralized telephone facilities in four of Statistics Canada's regional offices. Interviewers were 

trained in telephone interviewing techniques by Statistics Canada staff. Given the nature of the 

questions in the survey, they were also provided with crisis, sensitivity, and personal preparedness 

training by a psychologist, in accordance with ethical and safety recommendations for research on 

IPV against women {World Health Organization, 2001}. Interviews were conducted between 

February and December 2009 and were administered in English or French. Respondents were 

assured that all information provided is strictly confidential.  

 

12. There are many variables used in this study. In the methods section, it is needed a better 

differentiation between outcome and explicatives variables.  

 

RESPONSE: As explained in comment 13 below, we were unable to perform a multivariate analysis, 
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therefore, we do not refer to the study variables as explanatory and outcome variables.  

 

13. In order to answer research question, multivariate regression logistic analyses should have been 

performed.  

 

RESPONSE: The main objective of the study was to compare immigrant and Canadian-born women in 

the physical and psychological consequences of sexual/physical IPV as well as examine factors that 

may shape their experiences and the consequences of abuse, including social supports and networks 

and experiences of discrimination. As the sample sizes for immigrant women were insufficient when 

examining the outcomes of interest (i.e., physical injury, had to take time off everyday activities, 

depression/anxiety, etc,) multivariate techniques could not be performed. This point had been 

stated as a limitation of the study (page 11).  

 

14. In relation with results, authors provide crude results that not take into account the effect of 

women's characteristics. It is mentioned that multivariate procedures were not possible due to the 

small sample size, but the final sample was 6900 women who reported having had contact with 

current or former partner within the previous five years.  

 

RESPONSE: The outcomes of interest in the present manuscript were physical impacts (physical 

injury, had to take time off everyday activities) and psychological impacts (depression/anxiety, 

anger) of IPV. While the total sample of women reporting contact with a current or former partner in 

the previous 5 years was 6859, only a subset of these women reported IPV and had information 

available on the consequences of IPV. As such, cell seizes for further examination of how contextual 

factors affect consequences of IPV were too small for multivariate analysis to be performed. As 

noted above in the response to 13, we have added this as a limitation of the study (page 11).  

 

15. In relation with interpretation, I would like to add that to be less likely to report IPV does not 

evidence the immigrant women are less vulnerable than native ones.  

 

RESPONSE: We have acknowledged this in the manuscript on page 9:  

 

It may be possible that factors such as embarrassment and stigma, financial dependence on the 

perpetrator, fears of deportation, a desire to preserve family harmony and honor and significant 

community censure for disclosing violence discouraged immigrant women in the survey from 

reporting IPV  

 

The following has also been added as a limitation to the study, stressing that the lower rate of IPV 

among immigrant women may reflect their reluctance to report the abuse (Page 12).  

 

Third, as IPV is a topic that is sensitive in nature, not all abused women may have acknowledged 

their experiences of abuse. This may have been particularly true for some immigrant women who, as 

noted earlier, may have had difficulty disclosing IPV due to personal, financial, social, and legal 

concerns.  

 

16. You should also provide an interpretation of why no differences in the consequences of IPV were 
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found between immigrant and Canadian-born women.  

 

RESPONSE: The following was added to the limitation section, highlighting that the sample sizes may 

have been too small to detect important differences between immigrant and Canadian-born women. 

Page 11 reads:  

 

For consequences that were examined, sample sizes may have been too small to detect important 

differences.  

 

In addition, in the discussion of limitations (page 11), we already acknowledge that:  

...the GSS was administered in English or French only and thus excludes respondents who did not 

speak either of the official languages. As a result, rates of IPV and associated consequences among 

immigrant women may have been underestimated, particularly among recent immigrant women 

who may not have been able to participate in the survey due to limited knowledge of English or 

French.  

 

 

17. You should also add implications for future interventions and research related with religious 

involvement results.  

 

RESPONSE: Implications for interventions related to findings on religious involvement was added to 

the manuscript on page 10:  

 

Given these findings, interventions for abuse involving religious communities may be important as 

they could bolster support for women experiencing IPV. Interventions, however, should transform 

messages that condone and/or perpetuate violence against women.  

 

18. In my opinion, authors should discuss limitations due to Ethical and Safety Recommendations for 

Research on Domestic Violence Against Women (WHO, 2001). Find enclosed this review this 

document.  

 

RESPONSE: Canada has been a world leader in setting standards for and conducting ethical and 

methodologically sound survey research on violence against women, including the collection of IPV 

related data in the Violence Against Women Survey (1993) and the General Social Surveys on 

Victimization (1999, 2004, 2009) (see Statistics Canada. Interviewer Manual: General Social Survey, 

Cycle 13 (Chapter 7: Sensitivity Training); Paletta, A., & Mihorean, K. Cognitive Testing of Questions 

to Measure Family Violence. Ottawa: Statistics Canada; United Nations Office on Drugs And 

Crime/United Nations Economic Commission for Europe. Manual on Victimization Surveys. United 

Nations, Geneva, 2010; Statistics Canada Quality Guidelines, 5th Ed. October 2009).  

 

As noted above, on pages 11 and 12 of the discussion section, we have enhanced our discussion of 

the limitations of our study.  

 

We have also added the following to the methods section:  
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Given the nature of the questions in the survey, they were also provided with crisis, sensitivity, and 

personal preparedness training by a psychologist, in accordance with ethical and safety 

recommendations for research on IPV against women {World Health Organization, 2001 #151}. … 

Respondents were assured that all information provided is strictly confidential.  

 

19. The paper is focused in one of the most important vulnerable group of women in relation with 

IPV. Although the reduce sample size of immigrant women available in the General Social Survey 

(GSS, 2009) limits the analyses, authors should tried to give more recommendations for future 

research in order to study IPV situation among recent and non recent immigrant women, but also 

among women born in different countries.  

 

RESPONSE: The following future recommendations were added to the manuscript on page 11:  

 

Future research should use representative samples that are large enough for meaningful analyses 

and that take into account other important factors that may affect immigrant women’s experiences 

of IPV such as country of origin and age at immigration. 

VERSION 2 – REVIEW 

REVIEWER Carmen Vives-Cases. 
Public Health Reader of Alicante University. Spain. 

REVIEW RETURNED 24-Aug-2012 

 

THE STUDY "Uncertain" should be a better answer in all cases due to the fact 
that the effective sample size of this study is too small.  
An additional concern is related with the type of interview realized. 
It is important to note that a Telephone Survey does not asure that 
women were alone (without their partner and possible batterers) in 
the moment of the interview which is a core recommendation for 
the safety of participants in a intimate partner violence study. 

RESULTS & CONCLUSIONS Multivariate logistic regression analyses which would have provided 
better response to research questions of the paper. 
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Correction
Du Mont J, Forte T. An exploratory study on the consequences and contextual factors of
intimate partner violence among immigrant and Canadian-born women. BMJ Open 2012;2:
e001728. There were errors within the text of this article and affiliation 1 was incorrect. We
have since corrected the online version.

BMJ Open 2013;3:e001728corr1. doi:10.1136/bmjopen-2012-001728corr1

BMJ Open 2013;3:e001728corr1. doi:10.1136/bmjopen-2012-001728corr1 1
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