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Abstract

Background

Violence in acute psychiatric wards affects the safety of other patients and the effectiveness

of treatment. However, there is a wide variation in reported rates of violence in acute

psychiatric wards.

Objectives

To use meta-analysis to estimate the pooled rate of violence in published studies, and ex-

amine the characteristics of the participants, and aspects of the studies themselves that

might explain the variation in the reported rates of violence (moderators).

Method

Systematic meta-analysis of studies published between January 1995 and December

2014, which reported rates of violence in acute psychiatric wards of general or psychiatric

hospitals in high-income countries.

Results

Of the 23,972 inpatients described in 35 studies, the pooled proportion of patients who com-

mitted at least one act of violence was 17% (95% confidence interval (CI) 14–20%). Studies

with higher proportions of male patients, involuntary patients, patients with schizophrenia

and patients with alcohol use disorder reported higher rates of inpatient violence.

Conclusion

The findings of this study suggest that almost 1 in 5 patients admitted to acute psychiatric

units may commit an act of violence. Factors associated with levels of violence in
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psychiatric units are similar to factors that are associated with violence among individual pa-

tients (male gender, diagnosis of schizophrenia, substance use and lifetime history of

violence).

Introduction

Physical violence in acute psychiatric wards can be a major problem [1, 2], not only because of

the potential for injury to patients and staff, but also because of the counter therapeutic effects

of both violence and measures to prevent violence. The emotional effects of exposure to physi-

cal violence on other inpatients can include anger, shock, fear, depression, anxiety and sleep

disturbance [3]. Staff surveys show that between 75% and 100% of nursing staff on acute psy-

chiatric units have been assaulted by a patient at some stage in their careers [4, 5]. Physical vio-

lence against staff is thought to contribute to low morale, high rates of sick leave and high staff

turnover, [6, 7] which can trigger a vicious cycle, as low staffing levels and the presence of tem-

porary staff can lead to more adverse incidents [8]. The consequent reliance on temporary staff

increases service costs and has been linked to lower standards of care [9]. Moreover, the per-

ceived threat of violence may result in greater use of coercive measures such as seclusion, re-

straint and enforced medication, which patients often describe as traumatic [10] and can, in

turn, trigger aggressive responses from patients instead of engagement and cooperation with

treatment [11, 12].

There is a wide variation in the reported rates of violence in acute inpatient settings, which

might be due to real differences in the rates of violence between wards, differences in the defini-

tion of violence, differences in the duration of measurement and methods of data collection,

and variations in the level of under-reporting of aggressive incidents by mental health care

workers [13]. Several recent reviews have examined the socio-demographic and clinical vari-

ables associated with inpatient aggression and violence in individual patients. Cornaggia and

colleagues [14] performed a narrative review of factors associated with inpatient violence, and

concluded that a history of previous aggressive incidents, longer hospitalization, involuntary

admission, impulsiveness, hostility, and the aggressor and victim being of the same gender

were the most important factors associated with acts of inpatient violence. More recently Dack

and colleagues [15] performed a meta-analysis of studies of factors associated with either ag-

gression or violence in a diverse range of inpatient settings including acute psychiatric wards,

psychiatric intensive care units and forensic wards. They found aggression to be associated

with young age, male sex, involuntary admission, not being married, a diagnosis of schizophre-

nia, a greater number of previous admissions, a history of violence, a history of self-destructive

behaviour and a history of substance use. Hence the factors associated with inpatient violence

appear to be similar to those associated with violence among outpatients and in the wider com-

munity. It would not be surprising to find that wards that admit patients who are more likely

to be violent have higher rates of violent incidents. However, the factors associated with overall

rates of violence in acute psychiatric wards are not known.

A better understanding of the factors associated with violence in acute psychiatric wards

would assist in the planning of services, the development of preventative measures and in com-

paring the performance of services. Moreover, knowing the factors influencing the rates of vio-

lence at a ward level might assist in interpreting reported rates of violence in particular wards.

The aims of this study were to use systematic meta-analysis in order to estimate the pooled

rate of violence, in terms of period prevalence, in acute psychiatric wards, and to explore the
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aggregate level ward characteristics that might explain the variation in the reported rates of vio-

lence between wards.

Methods

The methods conformed to the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-

Analyses (PRISMA) guidelines [16].

Search Strategy

Studies were identified by searching the electronic databases Pubmed, Scopus and Cumulative

Index to Nursing and Allied Health Literature (CINAHL). Queries were limited to articles

published between January 1995 and December 2014 and reporting data on violence in adult

psychiatric inpatients, using the following search terms: (“violence” OR “aggression” OR “ag-

gressive behavior” OR “assault”) AND (“mental disorders” OR “psychosis” OR “acute psychi-

atric inpatients”) AND (“hospital”OR “hospitalization” OR “acute psychiatric wards”) in

either the title or the abstract. Where applicable, age (19+ years, 19–24 years, 19–44 years,

45–64 years) and publication date (1995–2014) filters have been used (exact search sequence

with filters are specified in S1 Fig). The reference lists of the articles identified by the electronic

searchers were hand searched for further relevant studies. Only articles published in peer-re-

viewed journals were considered, in order to limit the searches to studies with an adequate

level of methodological rigor.

We chose 1995 as the starting point for the searches, in order to examine a 20 years period,

and in recognition of the different way hospital care was provided, and differences in the way

adverse events might have been recorded in previous decades.

Inclusion and exclusion criteria

We included studies that reported the proportion of adult patients admitted to acute psychiat-

ric wards in high-income countries (http://www.worldbank.org/) who had committed at least

one act of violence during hospitalization. Violence was defined as any incident in which a

patient harmed or attempted to physically harm another person, including fellow patients,

hospital staff or a visitor to the ward. Studies that reported only rates of verbal hostility and

self-harm behaviour were excluded; as well as studies that reported the proportion of violent

patients for which it was not possible to discriminate among different types of aggressive be-

haviours. In addition, we excluded articles which contained the proportion of “aggressive pa-

tients” and the number of physical violence episodes, but in which it was not possible to obtain

the number of patients who had committed physical violence. We included studies on violence

that occurred in General Hospitals Psychiatric Wards (GHPWs) and Acute Psychiatric Wards

of stand alone psychiatric hospitals (APWs). Studies conducted in forensic hospitals and the

forensic wards of other psychiatric hospitals were excluded, as were studies performed in out-

patient settings, on patients hospitalized in non-psychiatric emergency wards, in long stay

wards that did not accept acute admissions and in any type of non-hospital residential facility.

We included studies of violence committed by adult patients; studies conducted in wards ad-

mitting only adolescents (up to 18 years of age) or psycho-geriatric patients (older than 65)

were excluded. Finally, we included studies from 31 countries classified as high-income coun-

tries by the World Bank, but did not include studies from low and middle-income countries for

two reasons: the characteristics of inpatient psychiatric wards (and also the systems of mental

health care) are often profoundly different in middle and low-income countries, and a compar-

ison of rates of violence in very different settings would be inappropriate. In addition a 2002

World Bank study [17] found out that violence rates in the general population and inequality
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are positively correlated within countries and also between countries; therefore it seemed inap-

propriate to compare violence in hospital settings between countries with very different rates

of violence in the general population.

Rate of violence was expressed in term of period prevalence, as we considered only patients

who had committed at least one act of violence during hospitalization (regardless of any previ-

ous aggressive behaviors).

Study selection and data extraction

The searches yielded a total of 16,509 titles and abstracts that were screened for potential rele-

vance, from which 10,170 articles were selected for further consideration after the removal of

duplicate publications. The abstracts of these 10,170 papers were reviewed, leaving 531 poten-

tially relevant studies that were examined in more detail. Of these, 35 met inclusion criteria.

(S1 Fig).

Data extracted were: year of publication, country in which the study was conducted, setting,

average of beds in the ward, average length of stay, sample size, mean age of patients, number

of patients who committed an act of violence, number of males, number of admissions, wheth-

er the patient was admitted involuntarily, psychiatric diagnoses, lifetime history of alcohol and

drug abuse, history of violence and the method for recording acts of violence (Staff Observation

Aggression Scale,–SOAS-, the Staff Observation Aggression Scale-Revised,-SOAS-R-, the

Overt Aggression Scale,–OAS-, the Modified Overt Aggression Scale,–MOAS-, or others). Sat-

isfactory intercoder reliability and agreeability were established for the data extraction (97%,

range: 85%–100%; k = 35) and screening (95.6%, range: 85%–100%; k = 35) respectively. The

studies included in the review and in the meta-analysis are reported in Tables 1 and 2.

Assessment of study quality

Study quality was assessed using a four-point “strength of reporting” scale, derived from the

Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies in Epidemiology (STROBE) statement

checklist [18]. As observed by Sanderson and colleagues [19], there is no single tool that is suit-

able for assessing the quality of all types of observational studies. However, as the STROBE pro-

vided a starting point for the development of quality assessment tools, and is the most widely

used method of assessing study quality, we decided to use STROBE items to assess the quality

of our primary studies.

A score of 1 was accorded if each of the following methodological features were present: (i)

recruitment by consecutive patients, (ii) data collected prospectively, (iii) the presence of de-

tailed definitions of outcomes, exposures, predictors, potential confounders, and effect modifi-

ers; and (iv) data and details of methods of violence assessment: structured and semi-

structured measurement methods. The sample of included studies was dichotomized according

to strength of reporting score of<3 or�3 in order to assess the association between study

quality and the reported proportion of violent patients.

Data Analysis

Random effects meta-analysis was used to calculate a pooled estimate of the proportion of in-

patients who committed an act of violence and 95% confidence intervals (CI). A random-ef-

fects model was chosen as conservative approach because we assumed that there would be

significant between study heterogeneity in patient populations and methods of measurement

of violence. The Q statistic and I2 index (% of total variability due to heterogeneity) were used

to assess heterogeneity among studies. A significant Q value, and high (larger than 50) I2 index

indicate lack of homogeneity of findings among studies [20].
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Table 1. Summary information of the studies included in meta-analysis.

Author, Year Country Multiple
(M) or
Single (S)
study

Average
number
of beds

Sample
(N)

Number
of violent
patients

Male
gender
(N)

Average
length of
stay
(days)

Admissions
(N)

Involuntary
admissions
(N)

Mean
age

Aberhalden et al,
2006 [44]

Switzerland M 4 519 37 315 22.4 519 319 37.8

Aberhalden et al,
2008 [45]

Switzerland M - 2.364 314 1.262 19.0 2.364 1.040 39.5

Amore et al, 2008
[38]

Italy S 20 303 75 182 - 374 - 41.6

Ash et al, 2003 [46] Australia S 20 119 26 83 - 143 51 35.0

Barlow et al, 2000
[37]

Australia M 16 1.269 174 662 13.8 2.536 - 37.0

Beauford et al, 1997
[47]

USA S - 328 38 170 16.0 328 285 41.9

Biancosino et al,
2009 [30]

Italy M - 1.324 37 677 - 1.324 178 -

Bjorkdahl et al, 2006
[48]

Sweden S 10 73 11 37 13.6 73 - 39.6

Boggild et al, 2004
[39]

USA S 36 105 44 - - 259 - 40.5

Bowers et al, 2003
[49]

UK M - 238 38 140 - 238 100 40.0

Carr et al, 2008 [50] Australia M 21 3.877 551 2.210 14.6 5.546 2.640 37.1

Cohen et al, 2008
[51]

Ireland S 18 99 18 50 - 99 - 40.0

Cookson et al, 2012
[52]

Australia M 25 79 35 43 19.6 310 212 40.8

Daffern et al, 2010
[53]

Australia S 50 122 10 - 15.0 395 63 39.5

Dumais et al., 2012
[54]

Canada S - 77 16 47 - 77 - 36.4

Eaton et al, 2000
[55]

UK S 20 52 17 46 - 79 - 32.0

Ehmann et al., 2001
[56]

Canada S 20 78 20 53 - 78 - 34.5

Grassi et al, 2001
[57]

Italy S 15 1.534 116 798 12.8 2.461 674 39.5

Hartvig et al, 2011
[58]

Norway M 41 1.017 92 536 15.0 1.469 389 42.7

Ketelsen et al, 2007
[59]

Germany M 17 2.210 171 1.226 28.2 2.246 323 46.9

Krakowski&Czobor,
2004 [60]

USA M - 1.487 222 1.026 - 1.487 - 36.1

Lam et al, 2000 [61] USA S - 390 76 205 - 390 344 41.8

Mauri et al, 2011
[62]

Italy S 15 244 82c 179 12.2 244 74 41.9

Mellesdal, 2003 [63] Norway S 12 934 98 476 11.6 1.507 1.053 41.1

Nijman et al, 1997
[64]

Netherlands S 20 123 31 - - 123 - -

Nijman et al, 2002
[65]

Netherlands S 20 89 23 54 - 98 38 36.0

Oulis et al, 1996 [66] Greece M - 136 8 72 - 136 - -

(Continued)
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Outlying studies were detected using externally standardized residual (SR) values, DFFIT

values and Cook’s distances (CD) [21].

Several characteristics were identified to analyse their effect on violence prevalence. Cate-

gorical characteristics were treated as moderators and effectiveness was compared across sub-

groups formed by country (with categories: Europe, UK-Ireland, US-Canada, Australia), year

of publication (1995–2004 vs 2005–2014); violence measurement tool (SOAS/OAS/MOAS vs

other tools); study setting (single vs multicenter) and study quality (less than 3, or greater than

or equal to 3). The study size effect was evaluated through the computation of power per study

as defined by Turner and colleagues [22] (i.e. defining an adequate power as�50% power to

detect relative risk reduction of 30%). The new categorical variable, study power (underpow-

ered vs powered), was incorporated as moderator. Continuous characteristics including num-

ber of beds in the ward, mean age, average length of stay in days, proportion on the study

sample of: males, total number of admissions, total number of involuntary admissions, patients

with bipolar disorder, patients with schizophrenia, patients with personality disorders, patients

with alcohol use disorder and patients with lifetime history of violence, were examined as co-

variates using random effects (restricted maximum-likelihood estimation) meta-regression. Fi-

nally, multivariable meta-regression analyses were carried out to detect any unexplained

between study heterogeneity.

Publication bias was evaluated by rank correlation test (Begg’s test) [23] and Duval and

Tweedie’s “Trim and fill”method [24]. With regard to the second method, the right most stud-

ies considered symmetrically unmatched are trimmed. The trimmed studies are then replaced

and their missing counterparts imputed or “filled”. This then allows for the computation of an

adjusted effect size and confidence interval [25].

All statistical analyses were performed using R: A language and environment for statistical

computing, version 3.03 (R Core Team, 2013; R foundation for Statistical Computing) and its

R-metafor package [26, 27]. The level of statistical significance was set at p< 0.05.

Table 1. (Continued)

Author, Year Country Multiple
(M) or
Single (S)
study

Average
number
of beds

Sample
(N)

Number
of violent
patients

Male
gender
(N)

Average
length of
stay
(days)

Admissions
(N)

Involuntary
admissions
(N)

Mean
age

Owen et al, 1998
[67]

Australia M - 855 174 - - 855 427 -

Raja et al, 1997 [68] Italy S 12 313 22 143 - 360 36 41.8

Raja et al, 2005 [69] Italy S 12 2.395 70 1.067 - 2.395 604 41.9

Ross et al, 2012 [70] UK M - 522 110 279 - 522 - 41.0

Saverimuttu& Lowe,
2000 [71]

UK S 5 170 57 136 - 170 - -

Soliman&Reza,
2001 [40]

UK M 15 329 49 239 36.4 474 50 39.6

Troisi et al, 2003
[72]

Italy S - 80 20 80 - 80 24 34.1

Valeer et al, 2011
[73]

Norway M 4 118 13 66 5.6 118 57 36.3

cInformation was obtained from the author.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0128536.t001
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Table 2. Additional information of the studies included in meta-analysis.

Author, Year Diagnosis of
schizophrenia

Diagnosis of
bipolar
disorder

Diagnosis of
personality
disorder

Previous
history of
violence

Lifetime
history of
alcohol or/and
drug abuse

Measurements Quality
score
(range
0–4)

Aberhalden et al,
2006 [44]

196 - - - 120 SOAS-R, BVC 4

Aberhalden et al,
2008 [45]

734 - - - 574 SOAS-R, BVC 4

Amore et al, 2008
[38]

151 26 85 105 117 OAS 4

Ash et al, 2003 [46] 56 - 49 - 57 Notspecified 3

Barlow et al, 2000
[37]

271 91 38 - - AIF 4

Beauford et al, 1997
[47]

75 71 - - - OAS 3

Biancosino et al,
2009 [30]

472 206 168 - 117 Retrospective chart
records

4

Bjorkdahl et al, 2006
[48]

15 14 9 - - SOAS-R 3

Boggild et al, 2004
[39]

0 - - 30 76 nursing chart record 3

Bowers et al, 2003
[49]

169 - - - - PCC 3

Carr et al, 2008 [50] 1,473 543 733 318 1,729 AIF, OAS 4

Cohen et al, 2008
[51]

26 23 9 - 8 SOAS-R 3

Cookson et al, 2012
[52]

- - - - - OAS 3

Daffern et al, 2010
[53]

- - - - - OAS 3

Dumais et al., 2012
[54]

40 26 5 - - DASA 3

Eaton et al, 2000 [55] 33 - - 40 39 Clinical record and
hospital incident forms

1

Ehmann et al., 2001
[56]

53 9 - 35 28 MOAS 4

Grassi et al, 2001
[57]

632 136 216 - 31 SOAS 4

Hartvig et al, 2011
[58]

208 122 92 - - REFA 3

Ketelsen et al, 2007
[59]

512 236 102 - 924 SOAS 4

Krakowski&Czobor,
2004 [60]

- - - - - MOAS 3

Lam et al, 2000 [61] 87 87 - 53 102 Retrospective records 2

Mauri et al, 2011 [62] 130 17 51 - 147 MOAS 4

Mellesdal, 2003 [63] 290 523 141 - 157 REFA 4

Nijman et al, 1997
[64]

- - - - - SOAS 3

Nijman et al, 2002
[65]

50 - - - - SOAS-R 3

Oulis et al, 1996 [66] 88 11 - - - MOAS 4

Owen et al, 1998 [67] - - - - - Violence and
AggressionChecklist

4

(Continued)
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Results

The 35 included studies reported on 23,972 patients. Tables 1, 2 and Fig 1 show detailed infor-

mation from the 35 selected studies.

Twenty-three out of 35 studies were from Europe (Italy 7, United Kingdom and Ireland 6,

Norway 3, The Netherlands and Switzerland 2, and Germany, Sweden and Greece 1). There

were 6 studies from Australia, 4 from the United States and 2 studies from Canada.

In every study, data on violent incidents were collected using standardized incident forms.

More than half of the studies (N = 20) used SOAS, SOAS-R, OAS and MOAS. These scales

have a range of definitions of violence: for example, in the SOAS, an aggressive patient is de-

fined as being reported by staff as having an incident of just physical aggression against others,

whereas the MOAS includes incidents of verbal aggression, physical violence against objects

and violence against self, as well as physical violence against others. However, in each of the

studies that used the MOAS we were able to extract the number of patients who committed an

act of physical violence against another person.

Meta-analysis of possible factors associated with in-patient violence

The pooled prevalence of inpatients who committed at least one act of violence was 17% (95%

CI 14–20%, range 3% to 44%) in a heterogeneous set of studies, Q(34) = 1185.7, p =< .001 (see

Fig 1).

None of the influential case measures reported extreme values so no outliers were detected.

The proportion of violent patients was significantly greater in subgroups of studies rated as

being of lower study quality (28%, 95%CI [18–37] vs 16% 95%CI[13–20]) (Table 3). We per-

formed a sensitivity analysis to check the extent to which the presence of lower quality studies

influenced the total effect size, an estimated pooled prevalence. Combined effect sizes and con-

fidence boundaries were recomputed after the three lower quality studies were removed. The

results (16% 95%CI[13–20]) showed that the pooled proportion did not significantly change.

No significant differences in pooled prevalence were detected in the other subgroup analysis.

The univariate meta-regression models revealed that the proportion of male patients ex-

plained more than 40% of between study heterogeneity. A similar percentage of heterogeneity

was explained by lifetime history of violence (39.7%). Other characteristics of the primary re-

search that explained between study heterogeneity were the proportion of patients with alcohol

Table 2. (Continued)

Author, Year Diagnosis of
schizophrenia

Diagnosis of
bipolar
disorder

Diagnosis of
personality
disorder

Previous
history of
violence

Lifetime
history of
alcohol or/and
drug abuse

Measurements Quality
score
(range
0–4)

Raja et al, 1997 [68] 110 82 32 - 34 nursing chart record 4

Raja et al, 2005 [69] 295 386 55 - 437 Modified version of the
Morrison's scale

4

Ross et al, 2012 [70] 215 - - - - PCC 3

Saverimuttu& Lowe,
2000 [71]

73 34 18 - 21 Violent incident forms 2

Soliman&Reza, 2001
[40]

110 53 44 52 122 SOAS 3

Troisi et al, 2003 [72] 53 20 3 - 4 MOAS 4

Valeer et al, 2011
[73]

54 - - - 33 SOAS-R 4

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0128536.t002
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Fig 1. Forest plot of all 35 selected studies: prevalence of violence estimates (boxes) with 95% confidence limit (bars); pooled prevalence is
reported as diamond.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0128536.g001
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abuse disorders (35.3%), the proportion who had an involuntary admission (26.5%) and the

proportion of patients with a diagnosis of schizophrenia (20.5%). In all univariate models, the

residual heterogeneity was high (Table 4).

A initial multivariable regression model that included all the moderator variables that were

significantly related to violence prevalence, apart from a history of violence, found that gender,

involuntary admission, a diagnosis of schizophrenia and alcohol abuse explained 68% of the

study heterogeneity. Information about lifetime history of violence was present only in seven

studies which prevented us from including this variable in a comprehensive multivariable

model. A second multivariable model, including history of violence instead of involuntary ad-

mission, was able to explain the total (100%) of the study heterogeneity (QE = 0.03, df = 1,

p = 0.855). The impact of the history of violence in explaining heterogeneity was confirmed

also through two bivariable meta-regression models: 97.5% of the heterogeneity was explained

by history of violence together with gender; 93.8% of the heterogeneity was explained by histo-

ry of violence together with diagnosis of schizophrenia.

Begg’s rank correlation test and the “Trim and fill” procedure showed substantially no pub-

lication bias. Begg’s test resulted significant only for the subgroup relating to year of publica-

tion moderator (1995–2004 category).

Table 3. Subgroup analysis for prevalence of violence.

Study subgroups N° of studies N° of studies Heterogeneity Publication bias

I2(%) * Group heterogeneity Begg’s test

Q df(Q) p Tau p-value

Total 35 17 [14 – 20] 98.7 1185.7 33 <0.001 0.1 0.179

Country group

Europe 17 13 [9 – 18] 99.0 492.5 16 <0.0001 0.3 0.177

UK-Ireland 6 22 [16 – 28] 87.0 27.7 5 <0.0001 0.3 0.469

US-Canada 6 22 [13–30 95.2 44.4 5 <0.0001 0.5 0.272

Australia 6 19 [11 – 28] 98.1 57.0 5 <0.0001 0.5 0.272

Year of the study

(1995–2004) 18 19 [14 – 23] 96.9 224.6 17 <0.0001 0.4 0.021

(2005–2014) 17 16 [11 – 20] 99.2 830.5 16 <0.0001 0.1 0.439

Quality score

<3 3 28 [18 – 37] 81.9 13.7 2 0.001 0.3 1.000

�3 32 16 [13 – 20] 98.7 1091.8 31 <0.0001 0.2 0.109

Measurement tool

MOAS-SOAS-OAS 15 18 [12 – 23] 99.0 616.2 14 <0.0001 0.1 0.559

Other tools 20 17 [13 – 21] 98.1 306.9 19 <0.0001 0.3 0.074

Study Setting

Single 20 20 [15 – 25] 97.7 546.5 19 <0.0001 0.2 0.233

multicenter 15 14 [10 – 18] 98.5 546.8 14 <0.0001 0.1 0.697

Study power

Underpowered 12 19 [12 – 27] 97.6 238.4 11 <0.0001 0.4 0.063

powered 23 16 [13 – 20] 98.5 871.8 22 <0.0001 0.1 0.373

* All p-values of I2 are <0.001.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0128536.t003
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Table 4. Meta regression results: univariate andmultivariable models.

Risk factor Type of data Coefficient Coefficient
p-value

Explained
heterogeneity R2

(%)

Test for residual
heterogeneity

Begg’s test

QE df p-value Tau p-
value

Univariate models Ward size (average N. of
bed)

0.001 0.514 0.0% 656.9 22 <

0.0001
0.3 0.064

Gender (N. Male/Total
sample)

0.48 <0.001 41.7% 498.6 28 <0.0001 0.2 0.149

Age (Mean Age) -0.01 0.164 3.3% 680.5 27 <0.0001 0.2 0.081

Length of Stay (Average days) -0.003 0.928 0.0% 207.5 13 <0.001 0.3 0.202

Admission (N. adm/Total
sample)

0.05 0.081 3.9% 1037.1 32 <0.0001 0.2 0.139

Involuntary
admission

(N. inv-adm/
Total sample)

0.11 0.003 26.5% 493. 6 20 <0.0001 0.3 0.062

Bipolar disorder (N. Bipolar/Total
sample)

-0.06 0.739 0.0% 744.2 18 <0.0001 0.3 0.074

Schizophrenia
disorder

(N. schiz./Total
sample)

0.26 0.005 20.5% 708.9 26 <0.0001 0.2 0.129

Personality
disorder

(N. pers.dis./Total
sample)

0.40 0.083 14.0% 522.3 16 <0.0001 0.3 0.151

Alcohol abuse (N.alc.abuse/
Total sample)

0.32 0.001 35.3% 547.6 19 <0.0001 0.2 0.125

History of
violence

(N. pts with
history of
violence/Total
sample)

0.27 0.051 39.7% 22.5 5 0.0004 0.6 0.069

Multivariable
Model 1

68.3% 133.6 10 <0.001 0.2 0.240

Variables of the
multivariable Model
1

Gender (N. Male/Total
sample)

0.28 0.048 - - - - - -

Involuntary
admission

(N. inv-adm/Total
sample)

0.06 0.151 - - - - - -

Schizophrenia
disorder

(N. schiz./Total
sample)

0.16 0.316 - - - - - -

Alcohol abuse (N.alc.abuse/
Total sample)

0.21 0.013 - - - - - -

Multivariable
Model 2

100% 0.03 1 0.855 0.6 0.136

Variables of the
multivariable Model
2

Gender (N. Male/Total
sample)

-0.21 0.109 - - - - - -

History of
violence

(N. pts with
history of
violence/Total
sample)

0.42 <0.0001 - - - - - -

Schizophrenia
disorder

(N. schiz./Total
sample)

-0.05 0.713 - - - - - -

Alcohol abuse (N.alc.abuse/
Total sample)

-0.07 0.640 - - - - - -

R2: regression goodness of fit index: % of explained (by covariate) heterogeneity on total heterogeneity; QE: Q statistic for residual (after considering

covariates) heterogeneity.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0128536.t004

Violence by Psychiatric Acute Inpatients

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0128536 June 10, 2015 11 / 18



Discussion

The main finding was that that almost 1 in 5 patients admitted to acute psychiatric wards in

high-income countries commit an act of physical violence while in hospital. While this figure

might be an important benchmark for psychiatric services, the high level of heterogeneity in

the rates of inpatient violence indicates that the result does not apply to all acute inpatient set-

tings. Wards with higher proportions of males, involuntary patients and patients with alcohol

use disorders had higher proportions of patients who committed acts of violence. This finding

is consistent with findings from studies on the associations with violence at individual patient

level. For example, male sex and substance use disorders have been found to be reliably associ-

ated with aggression both in individual studies [28–30] and in meta-analysis [15]. Both male

sex and alcohol abuse are strongly associated with violence among mentally ill outpatients, and

by non-mentally disordered people in the general community.

Gender and involuntary hospitalization

The extent to which the proportion of male patients explained the proportion of patients in an

acute ward who committed an act of physical violence was somewhat surprising. Although

being male is strongly associated with violence in the community, Dack and colleagues [15]

found that the male sex was not strongly associated with violence at an individual patient level.

Our finding suggests that the proportion of males might exert a stronger effect on the propor-

tion of patients involved in violent confrontations though more complex interpersonal process-

es that operate in predominantly male populations, or where the number of females is small.

Our finding that the proportion of involuntary patients admitted under provisions of men-

tal health laws is associated with the overall proportion of inpatient violence is also consistent

with the findings of patient level data [15]. However, the association between involuntary ad-

mission and violence is also likely to be complex. First, evidence that a person is a danger to

themselves or to others is a requirement for involuntary admission in many jurisdictions, creat-

ing a high threshold for treatment and, in effect, selecting patients who have been violent or

who appear very likely to commit an act of violence [31]. Moreover, the process of involuntary

admission and detention in a locked ward can amplify the patient’s hostility and propensity to

violence, especially if they do not recognize the need for treatment.

The results of this meta-analysis of ward factors differ from those of individual patient fac-

tors in that we found that younger mean age and the proportion of patients with a diagnosis of

schizophrenia did not appear to be independently associated with an increased proportion of

violent patients. This might be because of the strength of the associations between these factors

and violence by individual patients was small. For example, in the recent meta-analysis by

Dack et al [15] the overall effect size of age (0.32 standardised mean difference) and schizo-

phrenia (relative ratio = 1.16) was weak. In this respect, the factors associated with violence

among inpatients differ from those found in studies of violence in community settings, where

the presence of psychotic illness and young age is quite strongly associated with violence.

Alcohol and substance abuse

Another factor we found to be associated to a major risk to physical violence is a history of al-

cohol use disorder. Our results are consistent with a previous study on acute wards in the Unit-

ed Kingdom, which reported no association between drug use and violence, but did find a

relationship for alcohol use [32].

We also gathered the variable history of drug use or abuse, but we could not include it into

the analyses, because most studies did not report these data. There is a well-established link be-

tween substance use and violence in the severely mentally ill, although the nature of the
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relationship is complex. Substance use can increase the risk of violence, but this may be mediat-

ed by psychiatric symptoms and social factors [33]. A systematic review concluded that while

schizophrenia and psychoses can be considered general risk factors for violence, substance

abuse increases the risk regardless of whether or not this is accompanied by a comorbid diag-

nosis [34]. Only few empirical studies have examined the links between substance use and vio-

lence in psychiatric wards [35–37] and the results of these studies suggested that substance use

was a contributing factor in only 2% of cases.

History of violence

An important predictor of violence, including while in hospital, is the lifetime history of vio-

lence. The contribution of this factor to the prevalence of violence was confirmed by the results

of both univariate and multivariable meta-regression models. This finding is in line with stud-

ies [38–42] which demonstrate that a history of violence together with male gender are the

most important predictors of future violence in inpatients as well as outpatients. Our findings

about history of violence appeared inconsistent with those of other studies as we found a high

proportion of explained variability together with high residual heterogeneity in univariate

meta-regression model, as well as unstable coefficient estimates (with negative signs) in multi-

variable models. This is due both to the small number of studies that reported this variable (7/

35), and to high correlation between proportion of patients with history of violence and pro-

portion of male patients (Spearman correlation rho = 0.77). More information about the

lifetime history of violence might have allowed a more consistent interpretation and generaliza-

tion of the results concerning the relationship between this factor and the likelihood of violence

while in hospital.

We did not find a higher proportion of violent patients in units with a longer average length

of stay, which again differs from the results of studies examining factors associated with vio-

lence in individual patients. At an individual patient level, violence could be the reason for a

longer admission, and a longer period at risk might also be associated with a higher probability

of becoming involved in a violent altercation. However, at an aggregate level, wards with

shorter average length of stay would be expected to have a higher turnover of acute patients

than wards with a longer length of stay, and the days immediately after admission have been

associated with the most serious forms of inpatient violence [43].

The possibility of a publication bias associated with the year of publication was raised by the

significant Begg’s test.

However, the finding could also be due to improvements in research methodology, and im-

provements in the management of violent behavior, and also the declining rates of violence in

the wider communities of many high-income countries during the 20 years of the study.

Limitations of the study

First, we did not include unpublished studies, dissertations or abstract from conference pro-

ceedings, in order to limit the meta-analysis to higher quality, peer reviewed studies. We at-

tempted to address this limitation, by examining the heterogeneity of findings and the

possibility of publication bias.

Another limitation to our findings stemmed from the very high degree of between study

heterogeneity in the proportion of violent patients, and the possibility of ecological fallacy in

the associations between aggregate study level characteristics and the proportion of violent sub-

jects. The between study heterogeneity among the 35 published studies is so great that there is

no proportion of violent subjects that can be described as typical for an individual inpatient set-

ting. This suggests that the results of this meta-analysis should be interpreted with caution, and
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that comparing rates of violence with an estimate derived from a range of high-income coun-

tries or even with other units cannot be used as a benchmark for the standard of care, and the

only reasonable approach would be to consider changes in rates of violence in individual units

over time.

A further limitation relates to the interpretation of the factors that we found to be associated

with a higher proportion of violent incidents. For example, although it is known that male pa-

tients are more likely to be violent than female patients, the high rates of violence in the wards

with more male patients might also be due to females being more violent in predominantly

male wards, or because males are more violent in predominantly male wards. The same may be

true for other factors such as the proportion of involuntary patients or patients with a history

of alcohol or alcohol abuse: we were unable to examine whether the rates of violence in wards

with larger numbers of patients with these characteristics was a result of violence by involun-

tary patients or patients with alcohol abuse.

A final limitation of our study is that we were not able to examine some of the factors that

are associated with violence by patients at a ward level. For example, although a history of vio-

lence is one of the strongest predictors of future violence, there was insufficient data to examine

the proportions of patients with a history of violence, which might also have allowed us to

draw some inferences about the level of violence in the communities in which the wards

were located.

There was also a lack of information about the characteristics of the wards that might influ-

ence rates of violence. Psychiatric wards differ greatly in their design, staffing and ward rules.

Factors such as levels of surveillance, visibility, ward door-locking policies, ward size and spa-

ciousness might all be important, as might the degree of tolerance of aggression, and the use of

preventative strategies such as de-escalation, as required medication, time out and even seclu-

sion. The extent of social support both within the ward with staff and patients, and outside the

ward with family and friends is also likely to be important [15]. We were unable to examine the

characteristics of the individual wards to identify the degree of heterogeneity that was due to

potentially modifiable factors in the wards themselves.

Conclusion

Rates of violence in acute psychiatric wards in all high-income countries appear to be both dis-

turbingly high and highly variable between wards and settings. In general, settings with larger

numbers of patients who have risk factors for violence appear to report higher levels of vio-

lence. While this result reinforces the importance of the common risk factors of male gender

and alcohol use, it remains highly possible that modifiable factors in the wards themselves play

an important role in determining rates of inpatient violence. Measuring rates of violence, and

understanding the factors associated with individual episodes of violence are an important part

of devising strategies to protect patients and staff from violent acts.

Implications and Future Research

Establishing the risk factors for violence in acute psychiatric inpatients may enable researchers

and clinicians to devise strategies to prevent and manage violence in psychiatric wards. This

study confirms that important considerations include the patients’ age, diagnosis, degree of

psychiatric impairment, previous history of violence, style of relating to others and response to

being detained in hospital as an involuntary patient. Future research might consider the impor-

tance of any history of past violence, including violence at the time of admission to hospital,

the appropriateness of the ward design for managing violent patients, staffing levels and the

level of violence in the catchment area from which the patients were drawn.

Violence by Psychiatric Acute Inpatients

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0128536 June 10, 2015 14 / 18



Supporting Information

S1 PRISMA Checklist. PRISMA Checklist.

(PDF)

S1 Fig. Flow diagram of the study selection process (According to PRISMA, 2009).

(PDF)

Author Contributions

Conceived and designed the experiments: LI ML ON GdG. Performed the experiments: LI CF

ML ON GdG. Analyzed the data: LI CF ML. Wrote the paper: LI CF ML ON GdG.

References
1. Whittington R, Richter D. From the individual to the interpersonal: environment and interaction in the es-

calation of violence in mental health settings. In: Richter D, Whittington R. Violence in mental health set-
tings: Causes, consequences, management. New York: Springer; 2006.

2. Violence: the short-term management of disturbed/violent behavior in in-patient psychiatric settings
and emergency department. Clinical Practice Guidelines commissioned by the National Institute for
Health and Clinical Excellence (NICE). London: Royal College of Nursing; 2005.

3. Budd T. Violence at work: Findings from the British crime survey. London: Health and Safety Execu-
tive; 1999

4. Caldwell MF. Incidence of PTSD among staff victims of patient violence. Hospital & Community Psychi-
atry 1992; 4 (8): 838–839.

5. Hatch-Maillette MA, Scalora MJ, Bader SM, Bornstein BH. A gender-based incidence study of work-
place violence in psychiatric and forensic settings. Violence & Victims 2007; 22(4): 449–462.

6. Garcia I, Kennett C, Quraishi M, Durcan G. Acute Care 2004: A National survey of adult psychiatric
wards in England. Sainsbury Centre for Mental Health; 2005.

7. Needham I, Abderhalden C, Halfens RJ, Dassen T, Haug HJ, Fischer JE. The effect of a training course
in aggression management on mental health nurses' perceptions of aggression: a cluster randomized
controlled trial. Int J Nurs Stud 2005; 42(6): 649–55. PMID: 15982464

8. Bowers L, Simpson A, Alexander J, Hackney D, Nijman H, Grange A, et al. The nature and purpose of
acute psychiatric wards: the Tompkins Acute Ward Study. J Mental Health 2005; 14: 625–635.

9. Audit Commission. Change here: manage change to improve local services ( London: Audit Commis-
sion); 2001.

10. Olofsson B, Jacobsson L. A plea for respect: involuntarily hospitalized psychiatric patients' narratives
about being subjected to coercion. J Psychiatr Ment Health Nurs 2001; 8(4): 357–66. PMID: 11882148

11. Daffern M, Mayer M, Martin T. Staff gender ratio and aggression in a forensic psychiatric hospital. Inter-
national Journal of Mental Health Nursing 2006; 15 (2): 93–99. PMID: 16643344

12. Fisher WA. Elements of successful restraint and seclusion reduction programs and their application in
a large, urban, state psychiatric hospital. J Psychiatr Pract. 2003; 9(1): 7–15. PMID: 15985912

13. Cooper CL, Swanson N. Workplace violence in the health sector: state of the art. International Labour
Organization; 2002.

14. Cornaggia CM, Beghi M, Pavone F, Barale F. Aggression in psychiatry wards: A systematic review.
Psychiatry Research 2011; 189: 10–20. doi: 10.1016/j.psychres.2010.12.024 PMID: 21236497

15. Dack C, Ross J, Papadopoulos C, Stewart D, Bowers LA. Review and meta-analysis of the patient fac-
tors associated with psychiatric in-patient aggression. Acta Psychiatr Scand 2013; 127: 255–268. doi:
10.1111/acps.12053 PMID: 23289890

16. Liberati A, Altman DG, Tetzlaff J, Mulrow C, Gøtzsche PC, Ioannidis JP, et al. The PRISMA statement
for reporting systematic reviews and meta-analyses of studies that evaluate health care interventions:
explanation and elaboration. J Clin Epidemiol 2009; 62(10): 1–34.

17. Fajnzylber P, Lederman D, Loayza N. Inequality and Violent Crime. Journal of Law and Economics
2002; 45, No. 1, Part 1.

18. von Elm E, Altman DG, Egger M, Pocock SJ, Gøtzsche PC, Vandenbroucke JP. STROBE Initiative
The Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies in Epidemiology (STROBE) statement:
guidelines for reporting observational studies. Lancet 2007; 370: 1453–7. PMID: 18064739

Violence by Psychiatric Acute Inpatients

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0128536 June 10, 2015 15 / 18

http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0128536.s001
http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0128536.s002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15982464
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11882148
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16643344
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15985912
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2010.12.024
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21236497
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/acps.12053
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23289890
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18064739


19. Sanderson S, Tatt ID, Higgins JPT. Tools for assessing quality and susceptibility to bias in observation-
al studies in epidemiology: a systematic review and annotated bibliography. International Journal of
Epidemiology 2007; 36:666–676. PMID: 17470488

20. Higgins J, Thompson SG, Deeks JJ, Altman DG. Measuring inconsistency in meta-analysis. British
Medical Journal 2003; 327: 557–560. PMID: 12958120

21. Bollen KA, Jackman RW. Regression diagnostics: an expository treatment of outliers and influential
cases. Sociological Methods & Research 1985; 13: 510–542.

22. Turner RM, Bird SM, Higgins PT. The impact of study size on meta-analyses: examination of underpow-
ered studies in Cochrane reviews. PLoS ONE 2013; 8:e59202. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0059202
PMID: 23544056

23. Begg CB, Mazumdar M. Operating characteristics of a rank correlation test for publication bias. Bio-
metrics 1994; 50: 1088–1101. PMID: 7786990

24. Duval S, Tweedie R. Trim and fill: A simple funnel-plot-based method of testing and adjusting for publi-
cation bias in meta-analysis. Biometrics 2000; 56(2): 455–63. PMID: 10877304

25. Gilbody SM, Song FJ, Eastwood AJ, Sutton A. The causes, consequences and detection of publication
bias in psychiatry. Acta Psychiatrica Scandinavica 2000; 102:241–249. PMID: 11089723

26. R Development Core Team. R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing. R Foundation
for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria; 2010 ISBN 3-900051-07-0. Available: http://www.R-project.
org/.

27. Viechtbauer W. Conducting Meta-Analysis in R with the metaphor Package. Journal of Statistical Soft-
ware; 2010; 36, Issue 3. Available: http://www.jstatsoft.org/.

28. McNiel DE, Binder RL, Greenfield TK. Predictors of violence in civilly committed acute psychiatric pa-
tients. Am J Psychiatry 1988; 145(8): 965–70. PMID: 3394881

29. McNiel DE, Gregory AL, Lam JN, Binder RL, Sullivan GR. Utility of decision support tools for assessing
acute risk of violence. J Consult Clin Psychol 2003; 71(5):945–53. PMID: 14516243

30. Biancosino B, Delmonte S, Grassi L, Santone G, Preti A, Miglio R, et al. Violent behavior in acute psy-
chiatric inpatient facilities: a national survey in Italy. J Nerv Ment Dis 2009; 197(10): 772–82. doi: 10.
1097/NMD.0b013e3181bb0d6b PMID: 19829207

31. Large MM, Nielssen O, Ryan CJ, Hayes R. Mental health laws that require dangerousness for involun-
tary admission may delay the initial treatment of schizophrenia. Soc Psychiatry Psychiatr Epidemiol
2008; 43(3): 251–6. PMID: 18060340

32. Bowers L, Allan T, Simpson A, Jones J, Van Der Merwe M, Jeffery D. Identifying key factors associated
with aggression on acute inpatient psychiatric wards.Issues Ment Health Nurs 2009; 30 (4): 260–71.
doi: 10.1080/01612840802710829 PMID: 19363731

33. Swanson JW, Van Dorn RA, Monahan J, Swartz MS. Violence and leveraged community treatment for
persons with mental disorders. Am J Psychiatry 2006; 163 (8): 1404–11. PMID: 16877654

34. Fazel S, Gulati G, Linsell L, Geddes JR, Grann M. Schizophrenia and violence: systematic review and
meta-analysis. PLoS Med 2009; 6 (8):e1000120. doi: 10.1371/journal.pmed.1000120 PMID:
19668362

35. Powell G, CaanW, Crowe M. What events precede violent incidents in psychiatric hospital? British
Journal of Psychiatry 1994; 165: 107–112. PMID: 7953012

36. Duxbury J. An evaluation of staff and patient views of and strategies employed to manage inpatient ag-
gression and violence on one mental health unit: a pluralistic design. Journal of Psychiatric and Mental
Health Nursing 2002; 9: 325–337. PMID: 12060377

37. Barlow K, Grenyer B, Ilkiw-Lavalle O. Prevalence and precipitants of aggression in psychiatric inpatient
units. Australian and New Zealand Journal of Psychiatry 2000; 34: 967. PMID: 11127627

38. Amore M, Menchetti M, Tonti C, Scarlatti F, Lundgren E, Esposito W, et al. Predictors of violent behav-
ior among acute psychiatric patients: clinical study. Psychiatry Clin Neurosci 2008; 62 (3): 247–55. doi:
10.1111/j.1440-1819.2008.01790.x PMID: 18588583

39. Boggild AK, Heisel MJ, Links PS. Social, demographic, and clinical factors related to disruptive behav-
iour in hospital. Can J Psychiatry 2004; 49(2): 114–8. PMID: 15065745

40. Soliman AE, Reza H. Risk factors and correlates of violence among acutely ill adult psychiatric inpa-
tients. Psychiatr Serv 2001; 52(1): 75–80. PMID: 11141532

41. Blomhoff S, Seim S, Friis S. Can prediction of violence among psychiatric inpatients be improved? Hos-
pital and Community Psychiatry 1990; 41 (7): 771–5. PMID: 2365310

42. Monahan J, Steadman H. Crime and mental disorder: an epidemiological approach. In Morris N, Tonry
M (eds). Crime and Justice: an annual review of research. University of Chicago, 145–189; 1983.

Violence by Psychiatric Acute Inpatients

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0128536 June 10, 2015 16 / 18

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17470488
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12958120
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0059202
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23544056
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7786990
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10877304
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11089723
http://www.R-project.org/
http://www.R-project.org/
http://www.jstatsoft.org/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3394881
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14516243
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/NMD.0b013e3181bb0d6b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/NMD.0b013e3181bb0d6b
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19829207
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18060340
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01612840802710829
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19363731
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16877654
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1000120
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19668362
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7953012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12060377
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11127627
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1440-1819.2008.01790.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18588583
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15065745
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11141532
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2365310


43. Nielssen O, Large MM. Homicide in psychiatric hospitals in Australia and New Zealand. Psychiatr Serv
2012; 63(5): 500–3. doi: 10.1176/appi.ps.201100290 PMID: 22549536

44. Abderhalden C, Needham I, Dassen T, Halfens R, Haug HJ, Fischer J. Predicting inpatient violence
using an extended version of the Brøset-Violence-Checklist: instrument development and clinical appli-
cation. BMC Psychiatry 2006; 25: 6–17.

45. Abderhalden C, Needham I, Dassen T, Halfens R, Haug HJ, Fischer JE. Structured risk assessment
and violence in acute psychiatric wards: randomized controlled trial. Br J Psychiatry 2008; 193(1):44–
50. doi: 10.1192/bjp.bp.107.045534 PMID: 18700217

46. Ash D, Galletly C, Haynes J, Braben P. Violence, self-harm, victimization and homelessness in patients
admitted to an acute inpatient unit in South Australia. Int J Soc Psychiatry 2003; 49(2):112–8. PMID:
12887045

47. Beauford JE, McNiel DE, Binder RL. Utility of the initial therapeutic alliance in evaluating psychiatric pa-
tients' risk of violence. Am J Psychiatry 1997; 154(9): 1272–6. PMID: 9286188

48. Bjorkdahl A, Olsson D, Palmstierna T. Nurses’ short-term prediction of violence in acute psychiatric in-
tensive care. Acta Psychiatr Scand 2006; 113: 224–229. PMID: 16466406

49. Bowers L, Simpson A, Alexander J. Patient-staff conflict: results of a survey on acute psychiatric wards.
Soc Psychiatry Psychiatr Epidemiol 2003; 38: 402–408. PMID: 12861448

50. Carr VJ, Lewin TJ, Sly KA, Conrad AM, Tirupati S, Cohen M, et al. Adverse Incidents in Acute Psychiat-
ric Inpatient Units: Rates, Correlates and Pressures. Aust N Z J Psychiatry 2008; 42: 267. doi: 10.
1080/00048670701881520 PMID: 18330769

51. Cohen DP, Akhtar MS, Siddiqui A, Shelley C, Larkin C, Kinsella A, et al. Aggressive incidents on a psy-
chiatric intensive care unit. Psychiatric Bulletin 2008; 32: 455–458.

52. Cookson A, Daffern M, Foley F. Relationship between aggression, interpersonal style, and therapeutic
alliance during short-term psychiatric hospitalization. International Journal of Mental Health Nursing
2012; 21: 20–29. doi: 10.1111/j.1447-0349.2011.00764.x PMID: 21819511

53. Daffern M, Thomas S, Ferguson M, Podubinski T, Hollander Y, Kulkhani J, et al. The Impact of Psychi-
atric Symptoms, Interpersonal Style, and Coercion on Aggression and Self-Harm During Psychiatric
Hospitalization. Psychiatry 2010; 73(4): 365–81. doi: 10.1521/psyc.2010.73.4.365 PMID: 21198388

54. Dumais A, Larue C, Michaud C, Goulet MH. Predictive validity and psychiatric nursing staff’s perception
of the clinical usefulness of the French version of the dynamic appraisal of situational aggression. Is-
sues in Mental Health Nursing 2012; 33: 670–75. PMID: 23017043

55. Eaton S, GhannamM, Hunt N. Prediction of violence on a psychiatric intensive care unit. Med Sci Law
2000; 40(2):143–6. PMID: 10821025

56. Ehmann TS, Smith GN, Yamamoto A, McCarthy N, Ross D, Au T, et al. Violence in treatment resistant
psychotic inpatients. J Nerv Ment Dis 2001; 189(10): 716–21. PMID: 11708673

57. Grassi L, Peron L, Marangoni C, Zanchi P, Vanni A. Characteristics of violent behaviour in acute psy-
chiatric in-patients: a 5-year Italian study. Acta Psychiatr Scand 2001; 104: 273–279. PMID: 11722302

58. Hartvig P, Roaldset JO, Moger TA, Ostberg B, Bjørkly S. The first step in the validation of a new screen
for violence risk in acute psychiatry: The inpatient context. Eur Psychiatry 2011; 26(2):92–9. doi: 10.
1016/j.eurpsy.2010.01.003 PMID: 20456927

59. Ketelsen R, Zechert C, Driessen M, Schulz M. Characteristics of aggression in a German psychiatric
hospital and predictors of patients at risk. J Psychiatr Ment Health Nurs 2007; 14(1): 92–9. PMID:
17244011

60. Krakowski M, Czobor P. Gender differences in violent behaviors: relationship to clinical symptoms and
psychosocial factors. Am J Psychiatry 2004; 161(3): 459–65. PMID: 14992971

61. Lam JN, McNiel DE, Binder RL. The relationship between patients' gender and violence leading to staff
injuries. Psychiatr Serv 2000; 51(9):1167–70. PMID: 10970922

62. Mauri MC, Rovera C, Paletta S, De Gaspari IF, Maffini M, Altamura AC. Aggression and psychophar-
macological treatments in major psychosis and personality disorders during hospitalisation. Prog Neu-
ropsychopharmacol Biol Psychiatry 2011; 35(7): 1631–5. doi: 10.1016/j.pnpbp.2011.05.008 PMID:
21620921

63. Mellesdal L. Aggression on a psychiatric acute ward: a three-year prospective study. Psychol Rep.
2003; 92: 1229–48. PMID: 12931943

64. Nijman HL, Allertz WF, Merckelbach HL, Campo JM, Ravelli DP. Aggressive behavior on an acute psy-
chiatric ward. Eur J Psychiat 1997; 11: 106–114.

65. Nijman H, Merckelbach H, Evers C, Palmstierna T, Campo J. Prediction of aggression on a locked psy-
chiatric admissions ward. Acta Psychiatr Scand 2002; 105(5): 390–5. PMID: 11942947

Violence by Psychiatric Acute Inpatients

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0128536 June 10, 2015 17 / 18

http://dx.doi.org/10.1176/appi.ps.201100290
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22549536
http://dx.doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.107.045534
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18700217
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12887045
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9286188
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16466406
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12861448
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00048670701881520
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00048670701881520
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18330769
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1447-0349.2011.00764.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21819511
http://dx.doi.org/10.1521/psyc.2010.73.4.365
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21198388
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23017043
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10821025
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11708673
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11722302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpsy.2010.01.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpsy.2010.01.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20456927
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17244011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14992971
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10970922
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pnpbp.2011.05.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21620921
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12931943
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11942947


66. Oulis P, Lykouras L, Dascalopoulou E, Psarros C. Aggression among psychiatric inpatients in Greece.
Psychopathology 1996; 29(3): 174–80. PMID: 8817737

67. Owen C, Tarantello C, Jones M, Tennant C. Violence and aggression in psychiatric units. Psychiatr
Serv 1998; 49(11): 1452–7. PMID: 9826247

68. Raja M, Azzoni A, Lubich L. Aggressive and violent behavior in a population of psychiatric inpatients.
Soc Psychiatry Psychiatr Epidemiol 1997; 32(7): 428–34. PMID: 9383975

69. Raja M, Azzoni A. Hostility and violence of acute psychiatric inpatients. Clinical Practice and Epidemiol-
ogy in Mental Health 2005; 1:11. PMID: 16053528

70. Ross J, Bowers L, Stewart D. Conflict and containment events in inpatient psychiatric units. J Clin Nurs
2012; 21: 2306–15. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2702.2012.04073.x PMID: 22788564

71. Saverimuttu A, Lowe T. Aggressive incidents on a psychiatric intensive care unit. Nurs Stand 2000; 14
(35): 33–6. PMID: 11973992

72. Troisi A, Kustermann S, Di Genio M, Siracusano A. Hostility during admission interview as a short-term
predictor of aggression in acute psychiatric male inpatients. J Clin Psychiatry 2003; 64(12): 1460–4.
PMID: 14728108

73. Vaaler AE, Iversen VC, Morken G, Fløvig JC, Palmstierna T, Linaker OM. Short-term prediction of
threatening and violent behaviour in an Acute Psychiatric Intensive Care Unit based on patient and en-
vironment characteristics. BMC Psychiatry 2011; 11: 44. doi: 10.1186/1471-244X-11-44 PMID:
21418581

Violence by Psychiatric Acute Inpatients

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0128536 June 10, 2015 18 / 18

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8817737
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9826247
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9383975
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16053528
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2702.2012.04073.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22788564
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11973992
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14728108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-244X-11-44
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21418581

