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	Theme
	N (%)
	Specialized IPVAW Role
	Non-Specialized IPVAW Role
	Subthemes

	Conventional policing in IPVAW 
	152
(10.5)
	76
	76
	Police intervention focused in pursuit of clear and visible evidence of IPVAW.
Decision making based on victim willingness to press charges.
Police intervention in IPVAW based on standard operating procedure.
Police intervention in IPVAW based on supervisor decision.
Minimal involvement/engagement/commitment.
Investigation based on legal standards.
IPVAW intervention based on the belonging of the victim to the legal system.
Automation of IPVAW procedures.
To not construe the IPVAW law, only follow it.
Intervention in IPVAW is always based on risk assessment. 
Separation of the professional work from the personal.
IPVAW law limits police intervention in IPVAW.
IPVAW restraining orders limit police intervention in IPVAW.

	Prosocial policing in IPVAW
	120 (8.3)
	72
	48
	Decision-making based on beyond clear or visible victim damage. 
Elastic or ambiguous limits when police intervene in IPVAW. 
IPVAW police intervention without limits.
Preference for making a deep investigation during the IPVAW process. 
Empathy treating IPVAW victims.
Prosocial tendency in IPVAW intervention. 
IPVAW intervention beyond coercive approach.
No separation of the professional work from the personal.
Preferences for applying legal measures in a sensitive way.
Engagement with PVAW cases.
IPVAW intervention beyond applying risk assessment tools.
Regardless of whether the victim is in the legal process, they deserve to be helped. 
Degree of police involvement limits police intervention in IPVAW. 
Victims’ needs establish the limit of police intervention in IPVAW.

	The barriers facing police officers when handling IPVAW incidents
	111 (7.7)
	45
	66
	Couple is drunk.
Aggressive perpetrator.
Misreading probable evidence of IPVAW.
Lack of work by other involved organizations.
Culturally different families.
Legal impediments.
Lack of resources.
Personal responsibility.
No standard IPVAW case.
Feeling of stress.
Lack of time.
Children in the scene.
To arrive after the incident happens. 
Split-second decision making.
Unclear opinion about alleged perpetrator.
Perpetrator is unaware that his behavior is a crime.
Lack of victim cooperation. 
Witnesses present in the IPVAW incident.
Limited police abilities.
Risk of losing their job.
Lack of background information about the IPVAW case.
Bidirectional partner violence.
Emotionally dependent victim.

	Police intervention in IPVAW is influenced
	95 (6.5)
	47
	48
	Level of police patience.
Social context.
Training. 
Regardless of the meaning of wearing the police uniform.
Social norms and values. 
Thoughts about whether it is a couple discussion or not.
Professional experience.
Police officer gender.
Perceived severity.
Perceived injustice.
Victim profile.
Perceived imminent risk in the IPVAW event.
Personal experiences.
Personal abilities.

	Simplification of IPVAW
	90 (6.2)
	37
	53
	Judging the truth of the case. 
Couples repeat learned behavior patterns.
IPVAW is due to family breakdown.
Couple searches to exploit official resources.
Misconception about alcohol consumption.
Focus on alleged perpetrator could commit suicide, are threatened, and men as a victim.
Focus on the lack of publicity of men who are acquitted.
Lack of awareness about all forms of IPVAW.
IPVAW is due to coexistence issues.
Misunderstanding of victim emotional dependency.
IPVAW is due to living in violent societies.
Simplification stereotyping both partners.
IPVAW is impossible to eradicate. 
Misconceptions about false allegations.
Murdered victims did not report IPVAW.
Stereotyped of case.
Stereotyped of victim.
Stereotyped of perpetrator.
Overcriminalization of perpetrator.
Real victims affected by false allegations.
Bias with victims due to they are the main target.

	Important police task
	90 (6.2)
	59
	31
	IPVAW tasks should be prioritized. 
Police officers are a tool for the justice system.
Importance of the generation change in the police force.
IPVAW events are the most severe.
Mixed police teams.
There are no false reports.
Open-minded attitude toward intervention.
No benefits for IPVAW in comparison to other crimes.
More suitable police profile for IPVAW intervention. 
Importance of rendering assistance to IPVAW victims. 
Importance of having service vocation.
Police officers are the immediate solution.
Zero tolerance toward IPVAW.
Service vocation.

	Victim-blaming
	85 (5.9)
	25
	60
	Victims do not deter the violence.
Women complainants speed divorce reporting IPVAW.
Immigrant women report searching for citizenship.
Women complainants lie when reporting IPVAW.
Victims allow violation of restraining order.
Women complainants exploit IPVAW measures and resources.
Women complainants report IPVAW searching child custody or support.
Women complainants report IPVAW due to jealousy reaction.
Victims should be obligated to receive support.
Women complainants do not want to include some information in police complaints.
Women complainants report IPVAW searching for economic support.

	Supportive attitudes toward IPVAW training 
	60 (4.1)
	34
	26
	Specific IPVAW training.
Multidisciplinary IPVAW training.
Mandatory IPVAW training for all police forces.
Importance of IPVAW training.

	Police intervention in IPVAW is uniform
	56 (3.9)
	38
	18
	Uniform intervention is mandatory.
There are no preconceived ideas about IPVAW.
Uniform IPVAW intervention due to exerted pressure of professional figures.
IPVAW intervention regardless of police personal experiences or opinions. 
Police force is a unity.
IPVAW intervention is independent of police gender.
Police officers have a special ability.
Police officers have a  “sixth sense”.
Police intervention is uniform.

	Comprehensive view of IPVAW
	55 (3.8)
	14
	41
	IPVAW as a social problem. 
Awareness of IPVAW forms.
No stereotyped IPVAW case.
IPVAW affects all social classes.

	Comprehensive view of victims
	51 (3.5)
	25
	26
	Awareness of reasons why the victim does not involve in legal proceedings.
Awareness of victim state.
No stereotyped victim. 
Awareness of immigrant victims.
Awareness of secondary victimization consequences.
No stereotyped victims.

	Lack of IPVAW resources 
	49 (3.4)
	15
	34
	Lack of IPVAW resources in general.
Human capital in police forces.
Coordination between professionals.
IPVAW training. 
Material resources.
Resources for victims.
Facilities.
Specialized units.
Multidisciplinary units.

	Important role of other professional in the IPVAW handling
	49 (3.4)
	33
	16
	Other professionals are as important as police officers.
Psychologists or doctors.
Specialized IPVAW unit.
Interdisciplinarity.
Open-minded attitude toward the work of other professionals.
Order of importance of involved professionals depends on the IPVAW case.

	Negative feeling derived from intervention in IPVAW
	48 (3.3)
	19
	29
	Disbelief.
Psychological discomfort.
Frustration.
Sense of injustice.
Fear of making mistakes.
Concern about victims.
Ruminate after IPVAW intervention.
Powerlessness.
Uncertainty.
Feeling pressure.

	Primary police role in comparison to others
	44 (3.0)
	33
	11
	Essential police role in comparison to other professionals. 
Criticism to other involved professionals.
Lack of knowledge about the role of other involved professionals.

	Critical view about legal frame of IPVAW 
	39 (2.7)
	19
	20
	Disadvantages of IPVAW law and procedures.
IPVAW law violates presumption of innocence.
IPVAW law tends to overcriminalizate perpetrator.
Legal system.
IPVAW law should be more cautious.
IPVW law is injustice for men.
Critical view about legal procedure.

	Preferences for passive intervention in IPVAW incidents when unclear evidences of crime  
	35 (2.4)
	9
	26
	Arresting for prevention. 
Preferences for moving victims to a safe place such as a family home.
Preferences for leaving a decision to the supervisor.
Mediation between both partners.
No arrest.
Cool-off period for the perpetrator.
Arresting for “covering their own backs”.
Arresting because it is an easy response and police officers have legal protection.
Making a report to inform the judicial authority.

	Exoneration of perpetrator
	30 (2.1)
	8
	22
	Justification of perpetrator behavior.

	Unsupportive attitude toward arrest policy
	30 (2.1)
	13
	17
	Arrest has been taken as a measure too lightly in comparison to other crimes.
Arrest as violation of fundamental rights.
Arrest tends to be used without much attention.
Arrest has negative consequences for the perpetrator.
Arrest has negative consequences for victims.

	Pessimistic view about police intervention 
	23 (1.6)
	4
	19
	Both partners change their views during the legal process.
IPVAW incidents are recurrent.
The intervention in IPVAW is difficult.
Inability to control the IPVAW situation. 
Inability to cover many assignments related to IPVAW.
Police intervention in IPVAW events comes late.
The IPVAW police task is useless.
Real victims seldom apply for police helping.

	Supportive attitudes toward IPVAW prevention 
	20 (1.4)
	4
	16
	Primary IPVAW prevention. 
Multidisciplinary preventive approach.
Education about IPVAW from childhood.

	Supportive attitudes toward resources
	20 (1.4)
	13
	7
	Suitable IPVAW training.
Suitable labour force.
Enough resources.

	Comprehensive view of perpetrators
	18 (1.2)
	4
	14
	No stereotyped perpetrator.
Psychosocial intervention with the perpetrator.

	Supportive attitudes toward the research
	15 (1.0)
	8
	7
	Multidisciplinary research.
Interdisciplinary research.
Benefits derived from the research.

	Supportive attitudes toward pro-arrest policy 
	14 (0.9)
	8
	6
	Arresting has positive consequences.
Arresting as a positive measure for victims. 
Arresting deters future retaliation of agresor.
Arresting does not violate presumption of innocence.
Support for pro-arrest policy in general.

	Positive view about legal frame of IPVAW 
	14 (0.9)
	10
	4
	Benefits of IPVAW law in general.
Benefits of IPVAW procedures.
IPVAW law does not violate the presumption of innocence.
Prosecution without report.

	Pessimistic view of IPVAW training 
	12 (0.8)
	11
	1
	IPVAW training is useless

	Positive feeling derived from intervention in IPVAW
	10 (0.7)
	7
	3
	Satisfaction.
Sense of fulfillment.

	[bookmark: _heading=h.gjdgxs]Facility during the intervention in IPVAW
	6 (0.4)
	3
	3
	Victim cooperation.
Witnesses.
Prior information about the IPVAW case.
Perpetrator cooperation.

	Preferences for active intervention in IPVAW incidents when unclear evidences of crime 
	6 (0.4)
	4
	2
	Preference for arresting when a minimum risk factor is perceived.
Couple of police agents agree on the type of intervention. 

	Unsupportive attitudes toward IPVAW prevention
	1 (.06)
	0
	1
	Lack of support to campaigns that using number of murdered victims.

	Supportive attitudes toward risk assessment tools 
	1 (.06)
	1
	0
	



Note. Percentage is computed on the basis of total police significant responses of our data corpus (N = 1449).





