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36 Abstract
37 Objective: 

38 Over the last two decades, authors have argued the rate of abuse among older adults in 

39 institutional settings has been underestimated due to challenges in defining and responding to 

40 the issue. The purpose of this systematic review is to provide an in-depth analysis of 

41 empirical studies examining methodologies measuring abuse of older people residing in a 

42 long-term institutional care facility (nursing homes, independent living and assisted living 

43 facilities), specifically staff-to-resident abuse. 

44 Methods

45 Guided by PRISMA guidelines, 10 databases were searched from 2005 till July 2023. This 

46 review inclusion criteria were any type of abuse, as defined by the World Health 

47 Organization reported by staff and residents, family and relatives, and public anonymous 

48 registries.  This article also includes a methodological critical assessment of studies which 

49 has not been conducted before.  To direct the review, we use four guiding questions: a) what 

50 are the study characteristics? b) what are the methods and measurement tools that have been 

51 used? c) what has been the impact of methodology on the results? and d) what is the quality 

52 of these studies? 

53 Results: 

54 In the last 18 years, 22 studies from eight counties undertook cross-sectional examinations of 

55 staff-to-resident abuse.  The review identified a heterogeneity of definitions of abuse and 

56 variations with who reported abuse, measurement tools and recall periods.  We found the 

57 quality of studies varied significantly, with no consistency.  

58 Discussion:  

59 These variations in study methodologies impacted the ability to synthesise the findings 

60 making it difficult to estimate a global prevalence rate of aged care abuse.  From the analysis, 

61 we develop an Aged Care Abuse Research Checklist (ACARC) as a first step towards 
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62 achieving a global standardized, evidence-based methodology for this field.  Doing so will 

63 normalize processes within organizations and the community, allowing early interventions to 

64 change practices, reduce the risk of recurrence and improve resident quality of care and 

65 workplace cultures.

66 Systematic Review Registration Number: PROSPERO registry number: 

67 CRD42018055484, https://www.crd.york.ac.uk/PROSPERO.

68 Keywords: abuse, methodology, nursing homes, quantitative research methods.
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69 Introduction
70 Older people have higher risks of isolation, fragility, impaired cognitive function, and lack of 

71 social support structures; individually, and collectively, these issues make them vulnerable to 

72 maltreatment or abuse, most often from persons in trusting relationships [1].  Maltreatment 

73 and abuse can contribute to long term physical and psychological harms including stress, 

74 injury, depression, and increased mortality [2]. 

75

76 Recent Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) data estimates 

77 between 6 – 20% of people aged 80 and over currently reside in institutional settings, and by 

78 2050 this is likely to double [3].  This change is in part driven by the fact that the global 

79 population of people aged 60 and over, will increase from 962 million in 2017, to 2.1 billion 

80 by 2050 [4].  Institutional settings can range from independent living facilities, assisted living 

81 communities, nursing homes and continuing care retirement facilities.  Abuse can be 

82 committed by staff-to-resident, resident-to-resident, or visitor-to-resident [5]. 

83

84 A 2019 systematic literature review found two in three residential unit staff self-reported 

85 committing abuse in the last year [5].  We know rates of abuse are reported to be higher 

86 among the vulnerable dependent older adults living in institutional settings, compared to 

87 older people in the general community [5], and yet many instances go unreported.  Although 

88 evidence of extensive abuse of older adults is well established, challenges in defining, 

89 identifying, and responding to it restrict our ability to address the issue.  In 2002, some clarity 

90 was brought to the problem by the World Health Organization (WHO), defining older adult 

91 abuse as ‘elder abuse’, and described it as an intentional or inappropriate act, single or 

92 repeated, causing distress or harm to an older adult [6].  Types of abuse include physical, 

93 psychological, or emotional, financial (or financial exploitation), sexual and neglect, 
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94 intentional or unintentional [6].  Over the last ten years, there have been consistent calls to 

95 understand how to standardize, measure rates of abuse among older adults [7-10].

96

97 We know that over the last two decades, due to varying definitions and social norms across 

98 the world, the rate of abuse among older adults in institutional settings has been 

99 underestimated [10-13].  In short, our understanding of the prevalence of abuse of older 

100 adults is significantly limited and recent descriptions of instruments used to examine staff-to-

101 resident abuse in residential care settings need a more thorough standardized investigation, 

102 since reporting abuse is as an essential part of public health, and reports of abuse is the 

103 responsibility of all members of the community [9, 10, 12].  Understanding the quality of 

104 abuse measurement tools among older adults [10, 12] within all aged care institutional 

105 settings, will provide a clearer picture of the how to better standardize the methodological 

106 approaches to measuring older age abuse in institutional settings. 

107

108 This review in addition conducts a methodological quality assessment on empirical studies 

109 among all institutional settings, examining all modes of reporting older age abuse (staff, 

110 resident, relatives, or community [via registries including whether allegations or sustained 

111 acts of abuse]).  Overall, the study aimed to investigate and develop a common standard 

112 research criteria to advance the methodological rigor in and practical viability approaches 

113 when measuring older abuse within institutional settings.  Four guiding questions direct the 

114 review: (1) what are the study characteristics? (2) what are the methods and measurement 

115 tools that have been used and are they valid and reliable? (3) what has been the impact of 

116 methodology on the results? and (4) what is the level of quality of these studies? 
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117 Methods 

118 Search strategy 

119 A systematic quantitative review protocol was developed according to the PRISMA [14] (S1 

120 Fig) and registered (SYSTEMATIC REVIEW REGISTRATION NUMBER: PROSPERO 

121 registry number: CRD42018055484, https://www.crd.york.ac.uk/PROSPERO)[15].  Ten 

122 academic databases (S1 File) were searched.  The keyword search was informed by 

123 Lindbloom et al. (2007) [13] and a Cochrane review by Baker et al.(2016) [16] (S2 File).  In 

124 addition to this search, full paper copies of potentially relevant articles were retrieved, and 

125 their reference lists screened.

126 Eligibility criteria 

127 The inclusion criteria included: observational studies reporting any incidence or prevalence 

128 data on any type of abuse as defined by the WHO (2022) (physical, psychological, financial, 

129 sexual abuse and neglect); as observed or committed abuse on older participants residing in 

130 long term institutional care facilities including assisted, independent or extended living 

131 facilities or care units, and residential or a nursing home; staff-to-resident abuse from ‘health 

132 care professional’ or ‘staff member’ to ‘patient’ or ‘resident’.  Research articles were limited 

133 to full-text English language and published from 2005 till May 2020. This timing coincides 

134 with the last systematic review on abuse among older residents residing in nursing homes 

135 conducted by Lindbloom et al (2007). Additional searches were conducted using the same 

136 academic databases to retrieve studies published between May 2020 to July 2023.  We also 

137 excluded studies based on study design such as single case reports; case series; and 

138 discussion or opinion pieces.
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139 Data Extraction and Data analysis 

140 Titles and abstracts obtained from the search were screened by two reviewers (MA and TM).  

141 Duplicate articles were excluded.  Data were extracted by one reviewer (TM) and 

142 independently audited by a second (MA).  The data extraction was guided by an analytical 

143 framework using the elements of epidemiological methodology used in prevalence studies 

144 [17].  The framework characteristics and elements form the header columns for presented 

145 tables (Table 1) and rows form the information extracted from each article.  Disagreement or 

146 ambiguities were resolved by consensus.  Descriptive tables were developed based on the 

147 study recruitment methodology, that is who reported the abuse (staff, residents, relatives, or 

148 community) (S3 File).  The subheading columns were structured based on the examining, 

149 study characteristics, methodology characteristics and results (S3 File). 

150

151 Methodological Quality Assessment

152 A methodological quality assessment of included articles were independently assessed by 

153 three reviewers (TM, MA, and IK) using Boyle et al.(1988) [18] 8-item checklist, designed to 

154 evaluate the elements of prevalence studies (S4 File). 

155

156 Results

157 Systematic review

158 A total of 1,298 citations were retrieved from the search. Four additional articles were located 

159 through hand searching. Duplicates and non-English language papers were then removed 

160 resulting in 826 records. Initial screening, against inclusion criteria, of title and abstract, 

161 reduced the records to 108.  Detailed screening, through full-text review, reduced the records 

162 to 44 articles identified as meeting the study criteria. Four papers, by Griffore et al. (2009) 
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163 [19], Page et al. (2009) [20], Post (2010) [21], Schiamberg et al. (2012) [22] and Zhang et al. 

164 (2011) [23], all reported data from the same study population. Griffore et al. (2009) [19] was 

165 subsequently retained over the other three, based on a stronger study design including a more 

166 defined recall period and a focus on multiple types of abuse. Papers published by Ben Natan 

167 et al.(2010) [24, 25] and Moore (4) [26-29] used the same population. Ben Natan et al.[25] 

168 study examining psycho-social factors affecting elders' maltreatment in long-term care 

169 facilities and Moore’s paper examining observed abuse from two time periods, 2011 to 2013 

170 and from 2015 to 2019 with prevalence data were chosen [30, 31]. While other studies did 

171 not provide prevalence data of abuse [32, 33] or examined perception of elder abuse and 

172 neglect among nursing staff working in a hospital [34]. The final study cohort comprised 22 

173 studies (Fig. 1: Identification and Selection of Studies).
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174 Study Characteristics

175 Country settings varied, with eight from the United States of America [USA] [19, 35-41], two 

176 from Israel [24, 42], two from Australia [43, 44], nine from individual European countries 

177 [45-52] and two from the United Kingdom [30, 31]. 

178

179 Similarly, the studies were methodologically diverse, with 16 cross-sectional, 13 studies 

180 collected abuse data from staff, with the majority using surveys [35, 36, 44, 46, 47, 52] or 

181 questionnaires [24, 45, 49, 51]. Three studies utilised a mixed methods approach to distribute 

182 a staff questionnaire and interview [30, 31, 41], however for the purpose of this review we 

183 only included questionnaire data. A total of three studies were reviewed which collected data 

184 from residents. Residents were interviewed in two studies [47, 50], while one study by Cohen 

185 et al.(2010) [42], interviewed and collected data using participant’s health profile to 

186 determine signs of abuse from risk indicators of maltreatment or abusive acts.

187

188 The remaining cross-sectional study randomly selected ‘family members’ from the general 

189 community to participate in a telephone interview [19] and one from a community registry 

190 [40]. The five retrospective cross-sectional studies used one or more existing abuse reporting 

191 systems or registries [37-39, 48]. The following study characteristics are arranged based on 

192 persons reported abuse, from highest contact with resident (staff) to least contact with 

193 resident (registries) to examine recruitment methodology and study participant details (Table 

194 1).
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195 Recruitment and Participant Characteristics – Staff

196 The 13 studies that recruited staff [24, 30, 31, 35, 36, 41, 44-47, 49, 51, 52] did so by selecting 

197 institutes or homes ranging from 2 [41] to 1,600 [45]. The majority of studies (7) utilised a 

198 randomised facilities sample of ‘nursing homes’ [45, 46, 51] including ‘extended care units’ [52] or 

199 ‘nursing facilities ranging from assisted living and independent living apartments’ [41], while two 

200 ‘long term institutionalized facilities’ [24], ‘senior homes’ [47]. Three studies utilised convenience 

201 sampling from ‘for profit’ [30] or/and ‘non-profit care homes’ [49] or based on the criteria a ‘newly 

202 open care facility’ [31]. All studies selected facilities within a defined geographical region. The 

203 remaining three studies recruited staff using a professional registry of Certified Nursing Assistants 

204 [CNAs], nurse aids within a state in the USA [35, 36], or from a subscribers list from a quarterly 

205 electronic resource addressing resident safety [44]. 

206

207 Staff were defined as ‘direct care workers’ or ‘employees’ [45, 47],’ care workers’ [49] or 

208 ‘care staff’ [30, 31]. Others defined staff as ‘facilities employees’ [41]. Some studies used a 

209 generalised staff in terms such as ‘staff workers’ [24], ‘staff members’ [51]. The six studies 

210 distinguished nursing professions as specific either ‘enrolled’, ‘registered nurses’ and/or 

211 ‘nurse aids’ or ‘certified nursing assistants’ [CNAS] [35, 36, 41, 43, 46, 52]. Of the 13 studies 

212 recruiting staff, 11 reported on one or more staff characteristics from gender to years of 

213 employment (see Table 1) [24, 35, 36, 41, 44-47, 49, 51, 52]. Of those who recruited staff 

214 cohorts ranged from 53 [44] to 7,000 [35, 36]. 

215

216 Of the 13 studies, 12 studies reported a response rate, ranging from 15% [41] to 92% [24] 

217 (Table 1). Staff participant characteristics were reported in eleven studies; ten reported the 

218 majority being female (>82%) [24, 35, 36, 41, 44-47, 49, 51, 52]; with an age range between 

219 16 to 74 in seven studies, [51] and 13.7 mean years experienced as reported in five studies 

220 [24, 44, 49, 51, 52]. Current nursing home experience ranging from 1.1 [35] to 8 years [51], 
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221 while one study reported the overall professional experience as a mode, with approximately 

222 40% having more than 8 years’ experience [47]. Of the thirteen studies that utilized reported 

223 abuse by staff, four collect data on one or more resident characteristics [41, 45, 47, 51](Table 

224 1). 

225 Recruitment and Participant Characteristics – Residents

226 Three studies examined older adult abuse as reported by residents [42, 47, 50].  One study 

227 selected 10 ‘nursing homes’ with 640 eligible ‘nursing home residents’ invited 200 to 

228 participate, with 82% doing so [50]. A second study selected 24 ‘senior homes’, screened 

229 1,807 ‘clients’, with 27% meeting the study criteria [47]. No response rates were recorded. 

230 The third study collected data from 71 admitted ‘inpatients’ from ‘elderly homes’ or ‘nursing 

231 homes’ [42]. Studies examining residents were defined as a ‘client’ [47], ‘resident’ [19, 35, 

232 45, 46, 50, 51] or a ‘patient’ [24, 37, 42](Table 1).

233

234 All three studies recruiting residents reported on residents’ characteristics. The majority of 

235 the participants were female (>65%) [42, 47, 50] with a mean age of 82 (±7.5) (range: 60 – 

236 99) [42, 47, 50]. Activities of Daily Living (ADL) was used in several studies to report 

237 resident dependency levels. ADL were described as a frequency (from “from never to 

238 occasionally or always, needs help or assistance with all ADL’s), with the highest being 

239 ‘occasional to always’ (81%) [50], as a category, ‘required assistance with all ADLs’ (45%) 

240 [42]or as a status, ‘being self-sufficient’ (54%) [47]. Years of residency were only reported in 

241 one study as ‘length of stay’, with two-thirds reporting less than four years [47]. No staff 

242 characteristics were reported in the studies recruiting residents (Table 1).
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243 Recruitment and Participant Characteristics – Relatives

244 Relatives were recruited in only one study. There were 450 participants from the general 

245 community who had ‘a family member’ ‘receiving long-term care services’ to take part in a 

246 telephone survey [19]. No response rate was recorded. The only study characteristics 

247 collected were description of residents, as the ‘family member’ being female (73%). No staff 

248 characteristics were reported (Table 1).

249 Recruitment and Participant Characteristics – Registry 

250 Six studies utilized existing registries to report institutional abuse. Four studies from the USA, with 

251 two recorded close to 100 ‘sexual abuse’ reports reported in ‘certified nursing facilities’ over a short 

252 period of six-months [39, 40], while the third studies examined 616 complaints related to ‘neglect’ 

253 from ‘assisted living facilities’ over an eight-year period [38]. Lastly the final study examined ‘430 

254 residents living in long-term care facilities’ admitted to one of the five metropolitan hospitals (as an 

255 inpatient) over a five-year period [37]. 

256

257 The two remaining studies from Australia [43] and Portugal [48], examined forensic medical 

258 reports for incidences of ‘abuse’ [48] or ‘female sexual abuse’ [43] from ‘nursing homes’ or 

259 ‘institutional settings’ over a 10 [48] to 15 [43] year period resulting in small prevalent 

260 cohorts, ranging from 28 [43] to 59 [48], respectively (Table 1). Residents were defined as 

261 ‘living or residing in nursing homes’ or as an ‘alleged victim’ [43, 48].

262

263 Of the six studies, five reported the percentage of female residents ranging from 58% [37] - 

264 100% [39], with the exception of one study which focused on male residents only [40]. In 

265 these five studies, mean age was reported in three studies, with an average 79.7 years [37, 39, 

266 48], while two studies reported on median age, ranging from 71 – 83 [39, 40, 43]. There was 

267 variation in defining resident’s dependency. Using the Activities of Daily Living (ADLs), 
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268 dependency was reported as a status [‘being mildly to totally dependent’(62%)] [39], a 

269 category [‘mild/moderated’ or ‘severe’ (‘loss of autonomy’ [highest, severe 56%])] [48], a 

270 gradient [‘ability to function independently’ 0 – 10 scale (aggregate mean 4.8 [Barthel 

271 Index])] [37] or as a status [‘dependency or assistance with ADLs’ (18%)] [43]. Years of 

272 residency was only reported in one study, at the time of registered abuse, with a median of 17 

273 months [48] (Table 1). 

274

275 Methodology Instruments Used to Measure Older Aged Abuse 

276 Overall, we identified 16 instruments used to measure older aged abuse in long term institutes 

277 over the last 18 years. In Table 1, we constructed columns examining the methodological 

278 approaches for each of the studies included in the review, based on who reported the abuse 

279 (highest contact with resident, staff to lowest registries) with the following methodological 

280 features such as 1) method of administering data (such as mode, distribution and collection) 

281 2) number of items and name of the identified instruments [including source], 3) observed 

282 and/or experienced abuse with type of abuse reported 4) recall period and 5) validity of tool. 

283 In S5 File, we have provided a more in-depth analysis of the commonly defined types of 

284 abuse (as defined by WHO), with additional information such as name of tool, source of tool, 

285 how type of abuse is defined and definition of type of abuse to examine homogeneity in each 

286 tool when measuring type of abuse.

287

288 Instruments Used to Measure Older Age Abuse - As Reported by Staff, 

289 and /or Residents.

290 Of the 16 instruments, 11 were used to measure abuse as observed and/or experienced by the 

291 staff member, resident or relative. The review found the three most commonly used tools 
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292 measured staff abuse; Malmedal et al’s 42 acts of inadequate care instrument (2009) [45, 50, 

293 51]; Castle’s (2012) 28 item questionnaire measuring how often staff observed and/or 

294 perpetrated abuse [35, 36, 46] and Drennan et al.(2012) [49, 52, 53] national survey on 

295 interactions and conflicts within nursing home settings. There were variations among these 

296 instruments ranging from modes of delivery, either presented as a questionnaire or survey, 

297 with differences in definition and types of abuse and discrepancies in recall periods. 

298

299 Malmedal’s et al.(2009) [51] original 42-item questionnaire was used to measure staff 

300 ‘observed’ or ‘committed’ ‘physical, psychological (emotional), financial and neglect’ acts 

301 (unintentional and intentional acts) of inadequate care’ within a four-week recall period, 

302 using a four-point Likert-type frequency scale ranging from ‘never’ to ‘more than once a 

303 week’ was used in two other studies. This questionnaire has been tested for face validity only, 

304 indicating the tool was easy to follow and comprehensive, evidence pertaining to the other 

305 items of validity were not reported. 

306

307 In 2012, Habjanič and Lahe [50] further modified Malmedal (2009) [51] question which 

308 asked ‘residents’ face-to-face if they had ‘ever experienced’ ‘mental’, ‘physical’ and 

309 ‘financial abuse’ using a ‘six months’ recall period to record the ‘number of incidences’, 

310 rather than using the Malmedal et al.(2009) [51] Likert scale (Table 1). In 2017, Blumenfeld 

311 Arens et al.[45] used Malmedal et al.(2009) [51] to ask staff if they only ‘observed’ ‘elder 

312 abuse’ (not as the original definition, ‘inadequate acts’ of ‘physical, psychological 

313 (emotional) and neglect, but not financial abuse, using with the same recall period and Likert-

314 type frequency scale. None of the studies measured correlation ecoefficiency.

315

316 Castle and Beach’s (2013) [36] 46-item questionnaire measured the ‘number’ of times staff 

317 ‘observed’ ‘physical’, ‘psychological (verbal)’, ‘financial (material exploitation)’ or ‘sexual 
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318 abuse’ in ‘last three months of their prior place of employment’ and was used again in a study 

319 by Castle the following year [35]. The questionnaire has been tested for face and content 

320 validity (using Fleisch–Kinkaid Scale), indicating this tool is measuring the degree which 

321 abuse is measuring abuse accurately Recently, Botngård et al.(2020) [46] changed Castle’s 

322 questionnaire to examine staff’s incidences of not only ‘observed’ but also ‘perpetrated’ 

323 abuse using the same recall, measuring  additional types of abuse, ‘overall’ and ‘neglect’, 

324 within their ‘current place of employment’ in the ‘last 12 months’, not their prior place of 

325 employment, as the original instrument intended use. All studies utilized the original 

326 frequency using a three-point Likert-type scale as ‘never’, ’once’ or ‘repeatedly’ (Table 1). 

327 None of the studies reported on correlation ecoefficiency. 

328

329 Gil & Capelas (2022) [49], and Neuberg (2017) [52] utilised the long-established 

330 questionnaire by Drennan et al.(2012) [53], a 25-item national survey of staff-resident 

331 interactions and conflicts within residential care settings. Between the two papers, there were 

332 variations with types of abuse and whether it measured as witnessed [52] and/or committed 

333 [49] abuse. In Neuberg et al. [52] study, the survey was pretested in a validation pilot study 

334 and achieved a reliability coefficient was > 0.7, deeming the instrument to be reliable.

335

336 One study utilised as part of their questionnaire, the long-established Iowa Dependent Adult 

337 Abuse Nursing Home Questionnaire [54] to measure ‘number of times’ ‘perpetrating’ or’ 

338 witnessing’ ‘acts of violence’ (including physical, psychological, financial [exploitation], 

339 sexual acts and neglect) ‘committed’ by staff ‘in the past 12 months’. This questionnaire was 

340 tested for reliability (0.89) [24]. The authors of this instrument have conducted readability 

341 and content validity analysis, although this was conducted in 2005 [55]. 

342
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343 The remaining studies constructed questionnaires, surveys or telephone interviews using 

344 peer-reviewed studies and/or industry reports [19, 30, 31, 41, 42, 44, 47, 49] to develop their 

345 own surveys with 7 – 40 items [44, 47], to report abuse by staff, residents or relatives as 

346 experienced, suspected or observed, with no reporting on any validation studies being carried 

347 out. Overall, there is still some heterogeneity among these instruments, they are still in their 

348 early constructs, more studies and methodology testing are required conducted to validate 

349 these instruments. See Table 1 for further details. 

350

351 Instruments using Data Registries to measure Older Age Abuse

352 The remaining six studies utilized government registries or databases. Four studies utilized 

353 existing government registries such as the Registry Arizona Secretary of State & Arizona 

354 Department of Health Service offices [38] or the Adult Protective Services (APS) (National 

355 Adult Protective Services Association [NAPSA], 2021) (3) in conjunction with a survey (Sex 

356 Abuse Survey [SASU]) [39] and/or with hospital records with the use of Clinical Signs of 

357 Neglect Scale (CSNS) [37, 39, 40]to report ‘isolated or ongoing’ investigation of ‘citations 

358 and allegations’ [38] or a ‘suspected, reported, unsatisfactory, partial or substantiated 

359 resolution case of abuse’ [39, 43, 48] or used the to identify ‘clinical signs of elder 

360 mistreatment or elder neglect’ [37]. Two studies utilized clinical forensic medicine reports 

361 [43, 48] of ‘current or past medical observations and/or victim complaints of suspicion of 

362 physical or psychological abuse’ [48] or ‘alleged incidence of sexual assault among women 

363 only’ to report incidences of abuse [43]. These studies varied with recall periods ranging 

364 from six months [39, 40]to 15 years [43]. Some of these studies due to governance process of 

365 reporting incidence cases into a registry required validated professional staff to perform 

366 examinations [48], a consortium of experts to develop clinical validated scales [37, 39, 40] 

367 and independent research reviewers [43] ensuring embedded testing for interrater reliability, 
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368 validity and reliability of findings, however registers are commonly known for their practical 

369 limitations such as variability in data collected impacting quality (completeness or accuracy), 

370 difficulties with follow-up and data dredging (Table 1). 

371

372 Impact of Methodology on the Results

373 All abuse

374 Out of the 22 studies, ten studies measured the overall incidence of abuse (measuring one or 

375 more types of abuse as defined by WHO) [24, 30, 31, 41, 42, 46-49, 51](Table 1), with the 

376 highest overall prevalence reported over a four week period reported in one study, 91% 

377 ‘observed’ abuse by staff, while ‘committed’ abuse by staff was at 87% [51]. Two studies 

378 reported abuse by staff over a 12-month period resulted in lower rates of ‘observed’ abuse 

379 ranging from 55% [49] to 76% [46] and for ‘perpetrating’,  from 54% [24]to 60% [46]. 

380

381 Two studies reported by ‘residents’ overall abuse over a 12-month period, retained lower 

382 rates, than above. ‘Experienced’ abuse ranged from 11% [47]to 31% [42] , while ‘observed’ 

383 was at a lower rate of 5% in one study [47]. No studies examined overall abuse reported by 

384 relatives or community via a registry. Five studies (23%) reported all five types of abuse as 

385 defined by WHO [19, 24, 42, 46, 49] (See Table 1). The following sections will examine 

386 prevalence based on types of abuse as defined by WHO, physical, psychological, financial, 

387 sexual and neglect. 

388

389 Physical abuse 

390 The most commonly measured form of abuse was physical abuse, also defined as ‘physical 

391 violence’ [24], ‘mistreatment [19], ‘maltreatment’ [42] or ‘acts of physical character’ [51], 
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392 measured in 15 studies [19, 24, 30, 35, 36, 41, 42, 45-52]. An accumulation of 81 items were 

393 identified to describe acts of physical abuse, with each study using three [45] to 11 [42] items 

394 to describe physical abuse. The most commonly used verbs to describe physical abuse was 

395 ‘hitting’ (8) [19, 35, 42, 46, 47, 50] or ‘kicked’ (7) [19, 35, 46, 47, 50], with variations in 

396 definition, recall periods and persons reported. One study relied on staff to define physical 

397 abuse [30] or did not disclose items measured [31] (S5 File).

398

399 The highest rate of physical abuse reported was ‘witnessed’ by staff (44%), in the act of 

400 ‘restraining/hold back a resident’ ‘over a recall period of four weeks’ [51], and the highest 

401 ‘committed’ abuse was 33% from the same act of ‘restraining/hold back a resident’ as 

402 reported in the same study. When the same questionnaire was used in Blumenfeld Arens et al. 

403 [45] inn 2017, the study questionnaire, measured witness physical abuse over a 4-week 

404 period, resulting in a lower rate of 1.4%. 

405

406 Studies examining physical abuse over a 12-month period, Gil and Capelas (2022) [49] and 

407 Neuberg et al. (2017) [52] using the same questionnaire [53], resulted in different levels of 

408 physical abuse by staff. Neuberg et al. (2017) [52] reported over 12 months, 42% of staff 

409 observed ‘force feeding the resident’ in the last 12 months, whereas Gils and Capelas (2022) 

410 [49] recorded 14% observed staff committing ‘at least 1 of the 6 behaviours of physical 

411 abuse’. The remaining studies utilised various measurement tools, with the same recall period 

412 of 12-months resulting in observed rates ranging from 6% [30] to 30% [47], while committed 

413 abuse were even lower ranging from 1.7% [30] to 12.3% [24]. 

414

415 Three studies reported physical abuse reported by residents either in the last six [50] to 12 

416 months [42] resulted in lower rates of ‘observed’ abuse, from 1% [47] to 2% [47] and 8% for 
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417 ‘experienced’ abuse [42]. Cohen’s study [42] found only three residents attained a score of 

418 three or more on the signs of physical scale. Compared to this, relatives reporting abuse in 

419 telephone interviews in the last 12 months had higher rates of abuse at 74% [19], while 

420 physical signs or evidence of physical abuse from forensic medical reports (FMR) from 

421 registries, were lower at 55 cases over a 10-year period [48], however these tend to be 

422 extreme cases of abuse (S5 File).

423 Psychological abuse

424 The second most common measured form of older age abuse in long term institutes was 

425 psychological abuse. Fourteen studies [24, 30, 35, 36, 41, 42, 45-47, 49-52] addressed 

426 psychological abuse. Three studies defined this type of abuse as ‘psychological abuse’ [30, 

427 42, 46, 47, 49] while the remaining six defined as ‘emotional’ [19, 41, 45, 50], ‘mental abuse’ 

428 [24, 51] or as a combination of ‘psychological and verbal abuse’ [35] or ‘emotional or 

429 psychological and verbal mistreatment’ [19]. 

430

431 There were in total 47 items, with each study using three [45]to 14 [47] items to classify 

432 psychological abuse. The most common terms used to describe psychological abuse were of 

433 ‘intent’(5) [47] or ‘threat’(4) [35, 47, 50, 51]. A total of four studies did not disclose items or 

434 descriptions of types or examples of abuse asked [24, 41, 52] (S5 File).

435

436 Psychological abuse was reported by staff (11) [24, 30, 35, 36, 41, 45-47, 49, 51, 52], 

437 residents (2) [42, 50] and relatives (1) [19]. The highest rates of ‘observed’ and ‘committed’ 

438 act of psychological abuse was ‘entering a room without knocking’ of abuse by staff, 64% of 

439 staff committed the act, while 84% observed other staff in the last four weeks [51]. Three 

440 studies examine psychological abuse ‘committed’ by staff over the last 12 months found 

441 higher incidents ranging from 23% [24] to 46% [47], with variation in instruments utilized to 
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442 measure this form of abuse. ‘Observed’ abuse by staff was reported in five studies, with 

443 incidents ranged from 30% [47] to 62% [19], with variation in instruments used making it 

444 difficult to provide an average rate. Two studies utilised Dennan et al. [53] instrument 

445 however there was a 20% difference between the act of shouting at resident in anger [49] 

446 [33% [49] from 16 care home settings versus 55% from nursing home and extend care units 

447 [52]].

448

449 Residents reported ‘experienced’ psychological abuse ranged from 10% over a 12-month 

450 period [47] to 56% [50] over a six-month period, however reported ‘observed’ abuse was 

451 lower at 4% [47]. Uniquely, Cohen et al. (2010) [42] reported distribution of disclosed abuse 

452 and found “very low complaints for psychological abuse” (13%). Telephone interviews 

453 among family members (relatives) reported 84% ‘observed’ ‘verbal mistreatment’ by nursing 

454 staff ‘in the previous year’ [19]. No studies measuring psychological abuse used registries. 

455 All studies examined specific psychological acts, making it difficult to aggregate the incident 

456 rate due to variations as shown above (S5 File).

457 Financial abuse

458 Eleven studies defined financial abuse either as ‘material exploitation’ [19, 35, 36, 46] and/or 

459 ‘financial exploitation’ [24, 42], ‘financial abuse’ [30, 49, 50], ‘acts of financial character’ 

460 [19, 46, 51]. An accumulation of 24 items was identified to described acts of financial abuse, 

461 with each study using one [51] to seven [42] items to describe financial abuse. Most common 

462 term used to describe financial abuse were ‘signing documents’ (6) [35, 42, 46, 50] (S5 File).

463

464 Most of the studies examining the rates of financial abuse were reported by staff (8) [24, 30, 

465 35, 36, 41, 46, 49, 51], followed by residents (2) [42, 50]or relatives (1) [19]. The highest 

466 level of financial abuse reported in this review were observations of staff from relatives of 
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467 older adults residing in nursing homes, 71.9% [19]. This was followed by reported 

468 ‘experienced’ financial abuse by residents in one study, at 32.8% [50] over the last 6 months. 

469 Lower rates of financial abuse were reported by staff, for ‘observed’ incident ranged from 

470 2.1% [46] to 3.3% [49] in care and nursing homes. 

471

472 Staff reporting ‘committing’ financial abuse were at a lower rate 0% [51] to <1% [24, 46] 

473 over the last four weeks to 12 months, while two study examined staff ‘observed’ financial 

474 abuse found 10%, of staff took ‘assets’ from nursing home residents or ‘destroying 

475 belongings’ of resident residing in assisted living institutes, 26% [36]. Interestingly Castle’s 

476 questionnaire used in two studies, in two similar setting and recall periods, found the 

477 incidents from ‘taking residents assets’ were similar, 10% [35] versus 11% [36]. No studies 

478 measuring financial abuse used registries (S5 File). 

479

480 Sexual abuse

481 Eleven studies reported the prevalence of sexual abuse, described either as abuse  [19, 24, 30, 

482 36, 39-44, 46, 47, 49] with variation in definition of this form of abuse ranging from as an act 

483 of ‘assault’ [43], ‘misconduct’ [19], ‘violence’ [24], ‘unlawful or unwelcome sexual 

484 behaviour’[44] or ‘sexual nature without consent’ [49], to an outcome of signs of ‘forensic 

485 evidence’ [40] or ‘victimization (women)’ [39].

486

487 Number of items describing sexual abuse ranged from one [49] to 11 items [39]. Among the 

488 eleven studies, in total were 34 items that identified abuse a including, as an act of exposure 

489 to (4) [35, 39, 40] (hands off) to oral-genital contact (3) [35, 39, 40] (hands on). Evidence of 

490 signs of sexual abuse included a torn underwear to infected [42]. 

491
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492 Most of the studies relied on reports by staff (4) [24, 35, 46, 47], or registries (3) [39, 40, 44], 

493 followed by direct reporting from residents (2) [42, 47]and one by relatives [19] (S5 File). 

494 Reports from relatives had the highest reported level of sexual abuse at 40% [19]. Registries 

495 reporting an incidence of sexual abuse performed by staff ranged from 15.6% to 25% [39, 40, 

496 43] however these cases were over a ten-to-15-year period. The lowest report incidences of 

497 this type of abuse were reported by staff as ‘observed’ resulted in ≤ 7 % or ‘committed’ <1% 

498 [24, 30, 35, 36, 41, 46, 47, 49], while two studies reporting no sexual abuse reported by 

499 residents [42, 47]. There were two studies showing some consistency with findings, utilising 

500 the same questionnaire in different institutionalised settings, found staff observed 69 nursing 

501 home staff and 61 assisted living staff ‘exposed private body parts to embarrass resident’ in 

502 the last three months [35, 36] (S5 File).

503 Neglect

504 Similar to psychological abuse studies, neglect is the equally the second highest form of 

505 abuse investigated in this review among older adults residing in long term institutions [19, 24, 

506 30, 37, 38, 41, 42, 45-49, 51, 52].  

507

508 The definition of neglect varied with 3 [38] to 11 items [37] describing these acts from 

509 ‘physical and mental neglect’ [24], to ‘clinical sign of neglect’ [37, 42, 48], or collective 

510 categorised as ‘personal, environmental, medical’ [38] to specific items described care 

511 neglect such as ‘not changing the position of bedridden person’ or ‘ignoring resident when 

512 they called’ [47, 49, 52]. Only two studies utilised the same instrument to measure neglect 

513 [35, 36]. Four studies did not provide or specify items that were measured for this type of 

514 abuse [24, 41, 52].

515
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516 Neglect ‘observed’ by relatives retain the highest rate in failure to provide basic needs to 

517 residents (86.9%) [19]. Four studies reported neglect ‘committed’ by staff over the last 12 

518 months, with results varied from 1% [47] to 46.9% [46], compare to nine studies reporting 

519 ‘observed’ acts of neglect ranging from 9% [47] to 57.8% [46]. These variations are due to 

520 different instruments and definitions used to measure neglect. Surprisingly, four studies used 

521 the same instruments, however disseminated findings differently, with one study reporting if 

522 ‘observed’ or ‘committed’ one of the ten items list for neglect, while the other reported 10 

523 items distinctly with respected incident rates [45, 49, 51, 52]. 

524

525 The highest prevalence of neglect was 24%, attained from the face-to-face interviews 

526 conducted by hospital staff [42] among inpatient residents, while the another study when 

527 interviewing residents on ‘observed’ or ‘experienced’ neglect conducted in facilities were 

528 ‘unmentioned’ [47]. Registries reported 20% of severe cases of neglect, however again, this 

529 was over a 10 or more-year period [37, 48], while other study reported a total of 1,196 total 

530 neglect allegations, with 535 substantiated, over an eight year period, making it difficult 

531 synthesis findings [38]. Other abuse items not classified by WHO are also included in S5 File 

532 table. 

533

534 Methodological Quality Assessments

535 Studies were assessed and ranked by methodological score and categorized according to their 

536 study design and sampling (Table 2); using an eight-item methodological scoring 

537 standardized checklist [18]. Two independent reviewers scored a total of 88 items and agreed 

538 on 82 (93%) (κ 0.90 (95% CI 0.88 to 0.99), p<0.001) meaning there was a high agreement. 

539 The only minor discrepancy was from the interpretation of validated measurement tools. The 

540 representation of samples was at times not reported (85%), with no studies examining non-
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541 respondents and five studies (36%) reporting response rates [24, 35, 46, 51]. Only one study 

542 accounted for sampling design in their analysis [45], while all studies did not report confident 

543 intervals for prevalence rates (item 8). A total of four studies (29%) achieved a total score 

544 above 5 [45, 46, 50, 51], with scores ranging from 1/8 to 6/8.
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545 Discussion
546 The systematic review initially identified 1,302 peer-reviewed journal articles published in 

547 the last 18 years. Detailed analysis identified only 22 empirical studies conducted in eight 

548 different countries that met the review criteria. Most articles focus on all types of abuse rather 

549 than just physical and psychological abuse. The majority of studies examine abuse from the 

550 staff perspective, with few reporting from residents, relatives and community members.  

551 Researchers have utilised study designs to include not only staff reporting abuse but other 

552 sources such as residents incorporating clinician signs of abuse, relatives and the general 

553 public. Similarly, to other reviews, we report that relatives, followed by staff tend to report 

554 the highest level of observed abuse, while resident reports the lowest abuse [12]. 

555 Measurement tools used via registries also produce low prevalence because they tend to 

556 report extreme cases of physical signs and reported abuse, however this tends to be limited to 

557 physical or sexual abuse and/or neglect. 

558

559 The main aim of this review was to illustrate and critique methodologies used within the 

560 field. We identified a heterogeneity of definitions of abuse, variations of who reported abuse, 

561 a wide range of measurement tools and recall periods. There was little comparability between 

562 studies and variable study quality. The inconsistencies and poor quality make it difficult to 

563 synthesis findings, and not possible to establish the prevalence of abuse rates. 

564

565 Among the 22 studies in the review, there was no consistency in presenting the study’s 

566 participants or cohort characteristics, making it difficult to conduct comparability or 

567 understanding individual study’s generalisability. The majority of cohort studies described 

568 their participants characteristics, either staff, residents or community members, using one 
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569 characteristic.  This point reveals there is no agreement, within or across countries, about 

570 what and how characteristics should be reported.

571

572 There was also no consistency across the 22 studies in methods and measurement tools used 

573 for investigating staff abuse among residents. Only six [36, 45, 46, 49, 50, 52] of the 22 

574 studies had used three previously developed methodologies [35, 51] to measure older adult 

575 abuse, however, modifications were made to these original questionnaires, impacting the 

576 ability to compare findings. There were variations with recruitment methods resulting in 

577 different sample sizes and a lack of consistency in who was reporting the abuse, concluding 

578 with differences in findings. Only two studies utilised an independent researcher to 

579 personally distribute the questionnaire to staff [24] or interviewed residents face-to-face as an 

580 inpatient admitted to hospital for reasons unrelated to an incident of abuse [42] avoiding 

581 explicit bias in data analysis. Furthermore, only one study reported a prevalence of ‘self-

582 reported’, ‘observed’, ‘committed’ or ‘experienced’ forms of older abuse by both staff and 

583 residents [47]. Study designs that focus on staff or residents reporting abuse to other staff 

584 members or facility managers, deter disclosure in their responses or create stigma and blame 

585 among staff who have witness or committed abuse, resulting in underestimated rates of abuse 

586 [46, 51]. Anonymity of those who distribute the survey, conduct interviews or examinations 

587 will reduce bias and improve reliability of the study’s findings [24, 35, 42]. 

588

589 It is evident that despite an increased interest in older adult abuse, as previous authors have 

590 cited, there has been minimal progress in standardising abuse measurements nationally nor 

591 globally [11]. This point highlights the unmet need to generate a robust standardized 

592 prevalence measurement tool of all types of older abuse, for use at national and global levels 

593 [6]. Instead of developing a modified questionnaire or survey, future research should focus on 

594 external validating current questionnaires. 
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595

596 Finally, the overall methodological assessment of the cohort of studies was poor, with only 

597 four of the 22 studies, meeting the standard expected by Boyce’s [18] prevalence study 

598 criteria. The individual studies themselves are accreditable. Heterogeneity in methodology is 

599 not valid or creditable to draw conclusions in the understanding prevalence of older adult 

600 abuse on a national nor global level. Boyce’s tool, the most generic one available, was not 

601 designed for this field and may therefore have limited the findings. 

602

603 From this review, the most appropriate methodological choice for measuring older adult 

604 abuse in institutional settings would be Malmedal’s et al.(2009) [51] original 42-item 

605 questionnaire, however this is based on limited evidence, a high-quality assessment score and 

606 repeatability of the measurement tool in three studies [45, 50, 51], exhibiting a close to 

607 consistency in results. Thus, the analysis has revealed that to improve the knowledge base, 

608 there is a need for testing consistency in methods and measurement tools used for 

609 investigating staff abuse among residents. This includes greater participation from all 

610 stakeholders in research [46], and a standardised, comprehensive set of tools and data 

611 elements to be utilised. The WHO definitions provide a basis upon which these resources can 

612 be established [49]. This approach will enable accurate measurement of abuse and promote 

613 construct validity and reliability measurement tools on abuse of older adults. The proposed 

614 resources will assist in implementing effective workplace management programs to tailor 

615 associated risk factors of abuse within institutionalised care. These resources could be 

616 developed by a global consortium of experts and patient representatives, similar to 

617 internationally established methodologies in other health fields, including clinical and 

618 psychological topics [56]. Additionally, there is a need to establish a methodological quality 

619 assessment tool specific for institutionalised care to determine the level of quality of 

620 evidence. This work could take direction from that by Giannakopoulos et al. (2012) [57] and 
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621 Shamliyan et al.(2010) [58] who developed instruments measuring the quality of studies 

622 examining the prevalence of disorders and diagnostic protocols or rates and risk factors for 

623 diseases. Gerontology researchers can further develop the evidence base by undertaking 

624 translational research projects. These studies will address individual organisational problems, 

625 educate, and improve staff’s understanding and identification of abuse behaviours [59, 60], 

626 and provide the broader industry policy direction [8]. All outcomes which will contribute to 

627 improvements in residents’ quality of life, safety and quality of care, and staff wellbeing – 

628 together which contribute to the quadruple aim in healthcare [61]. 

629

630 As a key step towards improving the evidence base and establishing standardised research 

631 tools identified above, we have developed the Aged Care Abuse Research Checklist 

632 (ACARC) (Table 3). This tool has been derived from the 22 empirical studies key strengths 

633 [19, 24, 30, 31, 35-52] and is designed to improve the methodological quality and research 

634 rigor for future studies. The ACARC comprises 11 points covering study design (2), 

635 methodology (6), results (2) and publication (1). The widespread use of ACARC can promote 

636 researchers’ engagement in collecting prevalence data on aged care abuse on national and 

637 international scales.

638

639 Limitations

640 A limitation of this review was that it did not include studies examining residential special 

641 units. These environments were excluded because of their different clinical focus and unique 

642 challenge in involving residents in research. Nevertheless, the decision may have potentially 

643 excluded methodological tools measuring higher abuse rates other than indicated in this 

644 review. There is a need to conduct a specialized review and analysis for these 

645 institutionalized settings, as these groups have different needs and demands or present 

646 findings of these subgroups within articles [42, 45, 46].
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647 Conclusion
648 The review examined research methodologies used when investigating abuse within the aged 

649 care field. The review identified a heterogeneity of definitions of abuse, variation of who 

650 reported abuse, lack of agreement on measurement tools and recall periods, and variable 

651 study quality. To develop evidence-based methodology there is a need for standardised, 

652 comprehensive resources for the field. Ideally, a global consortium could be established to 

653 determine how to consistently define, accurately measure, report, analyse, and respond to 

654 abuse. The Aged Care Abuse Research Checklist (ACARC) was developed from the review 

655 as a first step towards achieving this outcome. Doing so will normalise processes within 

656 organisations and the community, allowing early interventions to change practices and reduce 

657 the risk of recurrence. These arrangements will improve resident quality of care and 

658 workplace cultures. 
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