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Sensitivity analysis to assess the influence of missing data
Inclusion Criteria and Missing Handling 
Participant responses were assessed for completeness prior to psychometric analyses. No cases were discarded in assessing factor loadings and model fit indices, as interviewers captured responses for all candidate items of the BCSI-IPVSS. For other administered scales, to preserve scale structure integrity in instances where participant responses were missing for any scale’s component items (i.e., <100% of items completed), the scale was classified as incomplete and the case excluded from pairwise analyses. Under assumptions that analytical handling would yield comparable results as pairwise deletion in instances of missingness of <5% [1], we limited testing for patterns of missingness to variables of instances where pairwise deletions involved missingness exceeding ≥5% of comparison denominators. For such variables, we assessed for predictors of missingness using logistic regression and comparisons of continuous predictor sub-grouped by missingness using t-test. Among variables that appeared not to be missing completely at random (MCAR), we identified predictors of missingness. Sensitivity analysis then compared correlational coefficient estimated from pairwise deleted data with estimated from ten imputed datasets reconciled using Rubin’s approach [2]. 
Comparing the two estimates of tested variables, we found no substantial differences in direction or statistical significance of associations reported. However, the analyses noted that in instances where stigma or violence predicted the missingness of a variable, coefficients estimated using the imputed data were generally larger than coefficients estimated from pairwise deletion. 


Table S3
Comparison of pairwise deleted data estimates with estimates using data modelled using Multiple Imputation 
	Correlation examined
	Naïve estimates [n=observations]
	Multiple-Imputation estimates [n=observations]
	Missingness predictors

	BCSI-IPVSS x IPVSS overall
	0.37 95% CI 0.26 – 0.49 [n=198]
	0.98 95% CI 0.63 – 1.34 [n=217]
	IPVSS score missingness predicted by RSS overall score

	BCSI-IPVSS x PMWI overall
	0.25 95% CI 0.12 – 0.37 [n=203]
	0.57 95% CI 0.24 – 0.91 [n=217]
	PMWI score missingness predicted by Depression and AUDIT score

	IPVSS overall x PMWI overall
	0.69 95% CI 0.62 – 0.75 [n=184]
	0.54 95% CI 0.41 – 0.67 [n=217]
	(see above)

	RSS overall x PMWI overall
	0.59 95% CI 0.51 – 0.68 [n=195]
	1.24 95% CI 1.00 – 1.50 [n=217]
	RSS score missingness predicted by Composite abuse and PMWI score

	BCSI-IPVSS x C-MDP 
	Survivors: 0.47 95% CI 0.37 – 0.57 [n=201]
Non-reporters: 0.48 95% CI 0.37 – 0.59 [n=176]

	No change (MCAR)
	No statistically significant predictors of C-MDP identified


* Abbreviations: BCSI-IPVSS = Botswana Culture Salient Intersectional IPV Stigma Scale; IPVSS = IPV Stigma Scale; AUDIT = Alcohol Use Disorder Identification Test; PMWI = Psychological Maltreatment of Women Index 
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