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Supplementary Material S1

Final Boolean expression used

(spirit* OR religi* OR faith OR god) AND (violence OR violent behavior OR aggressive
behavior OR deviant behavior OR delinquency OR delinquent behavior)

Filters applied to each database

1.

2.

Sociological Abstracts (ProQuest):

(spirit* OR religi* OR faith OR god) AND (violence OR violent behavior OR
aggressive behavior OR deviant behavior OR delinquency OR delinquent behavior)
AND Academic journals AND NOT (politics AND ethnicity AND activism AND
colonialism AND society AND human rights AND migration AND sociology AND
ethnography AND victims AND qualitative research AND narratives AND democracy
AND case studies AND identity AND refugees AND books AND transnationalism
AND culture AND citizenship AND nationalism AND political activism AND
resistance AND discrimination AND migrants AND law AND ideology AND
oppression AND citizens AND immigrants AND capitalism AND policy making AND
immigration AND political parties AND armed forces AND neoliberalism AND war
AND governance AND police AND empowerment AND minority groups AND slavery
AND discourses AND activists AND ethics AND homosexuality AND power AND
education AND communication AND polls & surveys AND morality AND gays &
lesbians AND lesbianism AND philosophy AND stigma AND trauma AND criminal
justice AND stereotypes AND substance abuse AND consumption AND love AND
prejudice AND punishment) AND Article

ASSIA:

(spirit* OR religi* OR faith OR god) AND (violence OR violent behavior OR
aggressive behavior OR deviant behavior OR delinquency OR delinquent behavior)
AND Academic journals AND NOT (mental disorders AND mental depression AND
trauma AND medical personnel AND qualitative research AND refugees AND post-
traumatic stress disorder AND mental health services AND stigma AND
psychological distress AND polls & surveys AND substance abuse AND interviews
AND literature reviews AND victimization AND stress AND structured interviews
AND teachers AND drug abuse AND learning AND employment AND ethics AND
safety AND discrimination AND education AND homosexuality AND police AND
human immunodeficiency virus--hiv AND nurses AND power AND psychological
trauma AND transgender persons)

NCJRS:

(spirit* OR religi* OR faith OR god) AND (violence OR violent behavior OR
aggressive behavior OR deviant behavior OR delinquency OR delinquent behavior)
AND NOT (Other Sources AND Books AND Reports AND Conference proceedings
and proceedings AND Dissertations and theses AND Reference Work and
Encyclopedias AND Blogs, podcasts and websites AND Magazines) AND NOT
(General Information AND Government & Official Document AND Literature Review
AND Undefined AND Report AND Technical Report AND Statistics/Data Report
AND Biography AND Book AND Review)
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4.

5.

6.

PubMed:

(spirit* OR religi* OR faith OR god) AND (violence OR violent behavior OR
aggressive behavior OR deviant behavior OR delinquency OR delinquent behavior)
AND Atrticle types (Clinical Study AND Clinical Trial AND Clinical Trial, Phase | AND
Clinical Trial, Phase Il AND Clinical Trial, Phase Ill AND Clinical Trial, Phase IV
AND Comparative Study AND Controlled Clinical Trial AND Journal Article AND
Meta-Analysis AND Multicenter Study AND Observational Study AND Pragmatic
Clinical Trial AND Randomized Controlled Trial AND Review AND Systematic
Reviews)

Web Of Science:

(spirit* OR religi* OR faith OR god) AND (violence OR violent behavior OR
aggressive behavior OR deviant behavior OR delinquency OR delinquent behavior)
AND Categories of Web of Science: (religion OR health policy services OR
criminology penology OR social sciences interdisciplinary OR health care sciences
services OR psychiatry OR sociology OR psychology multidisciplinary OR
psychology APPLIED OR psychology clinical OR psychology OR psychology
biological OR psychology experimental OR psychology educational OR behavioral
sciences OR psychology psychoanalysis OR psychology social OR psychology
developmental) AND Types of documents (article)

Scopus:

(spirit* OR religi* OR faith OR god) AND (violence OR violent behavior OR
aggressive behavior OR deviant behavior OR delinquency OR delinquent behavior)
AND (Title, abstracts, keywords) AND Documment Type (Article AND Review) AND
Subject Area (social sciences, medicine, nursing, environmental science, health
professions, multidisciplinary) AND Source type (Journals)

PsycINFO:

(spirit* OR religi* OR faith OR god) AND (violence OR violent behavior OR
aggressive behavior OR deviant behavior OR delinquency OR delinquent behavior)
AND Publication Type (Journal) AND Methodology (Empirical)
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Supplementary Material S2 The National Institutes of Health quality assessment tool for observational cohort and cross-sectional studies

Major components

Response options

1. Was the research question or objective in this paper clearly stated? Yes No Cannot determine/not applicable/not reported
2. Was the study population clearly specified and defined? Yes No Cannot determine/not applicable/not reported
3. Was the participation rate of eligible persons at least 50%7? Yes No Cannot determine/not applicable/not reported
4. Were all the subjects selected or recruited from the same or similar populations Yes No Cannot determine/not applicable/not reported
(including the same time period)? Were inclusion and exclusion criteria for being in the

study prespecified and applied uniformly to all participants?

5. Was a sample size justification, power description, or variance and effect estimates Yes No Cannot determine/not applicable/not reported
provided?

6. For the analyses in this paper, were the exposure(s) of interest measured prior to the Yes No Cannot determine/not applicable/not reported
outcome(s) being measured?

7. Was the timeframe sufficient so that one could reasonably expect to see an association Yes No Cannot determine/not applicable/not reported
between exposure and outcome if it existed?

8. For exposures that can vary in amount or level, did the study examine different levels of Yes No Cannot determine/not applicable/not reported
the exposure as related to the outcome (e.g., categories of exposure, or exposure

measured as continuous variable)?

9. Were the exposure measures (independent variables) clearly defined, valid, reliable, and Yes No Cannot determine/not applicable/not reported
implemented consistently across all study participants?

10. Was the exposure(s) assessed more than once over time? Yes No Cannot determine/not applicable/not reported
11. Were the outcome measures (dependent variables) clearly defined, valid, reliable, and Yes No Cannot determine/not applicable/not reported
implemented consistently across all study participants?

12. Were the outcome assessors blinded to the exposure status of participants? Yes No Cannot determine/not applicable/not reported
13. Was loss to follow-up after baseline 20% or less? Yes No Cannot determine/not applicable/not reported
14. Were key potential confounding variables measured and adjusted statistically for their Yes No Cannot determine/not applicable/not reported
impact on the relationship between exposure(s) and outcome(s)?

Quality Rating Good | Fair Poor

Additional Comments (If poor, please state why):

Adapted from: https://www.nhlbi.nih.gov/health-topics/study-quality-assessment-tools
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Figure S1 Meta-analysis of the selected studies for the physical aggression outcome

Studies Estimate (95% C.I.)
Adamczyk 2012 -0.080 (-0.131, -0.049) -
Benda 1995 -0.050 (-0.109, 0.009) —a
Bernat(a) 2012 -0.160 (-0.215, -0.105) —_—
Bernat(b) 2012 -0.320 (-0.375, -0.265) o
Carwyn(a) 2001 -0.190 (-0.267, -0.113) —-
Corwynib) 2001 -0.180 (-0.258, -0.102) -
Cretacci(a) 2003 0.010 (-0.034, 0.014) .
Cretacci(b) 2003 -0.080 (-0.114, -0.066) -
Desmond 2009 -0.010 (-0.057, 0.037) —
Desmond 2011 0.000 (-0.047, 0.047) —-—
Goncalves(a) 2020 -0.610 (-0.628, -0.592) -
Goncalves(b) 2020 -0.600 (-0.618, -0.582) -
Hardy(a) 2012 -0.200 (-0.284, —_—
Hardy(b) 2012 -0.140 (-0.226, —
Holmes(a) 2012 0.060 (-0.249, —_—
Holmes(b) 2012 0.0%0 (-0.098, D —
Holmes(c) 2012 ~0.180 {(-0.345, —_—
ltani(a) 2017 -0.030 (-0.123, R —
Itani(b) 2017 -0.600 (-0.659,
Johnson(a) 2008 -0.090 (-0.118, —-—
Johnson(b) 2008 -0.080 {-0.108, —.—
Karriker-Jaffe 2011 -0.140 (-0.167, -
Linville(a) 2005 -0.030 (-0.159, _—
Linville(b) 2005 0.030 (-0. - .
Massarwi 2019 -0.140 (-0. —.—
Michaelsonia) 2018 0.080 (0. -
Michaelson(b) 2018 0.050 (0. -
Michaelson(c) 2018 0.000 (-0. -
Michaelson(d) 2018 0.060 (0. -
Padilla-Walker 2011 0.180 (-0. ——
Park 2010 ~0.050 (-0. —-—
Peek(a) 1985 -0.080 (-0. [
Peek(b) 1985 -0.070 {-0. [E—
Pickering(a) 2010 -0.150 (-0 —_—
Pickering(b) 2010 -0.210 {(-D. -
Pickering(c) 2010 -0.210 (-0. —_—
Pickering(d) 2010 -0.080 {(-0. ———
Pickering(e) 2010 0.200 (-0. —
Pickering(f) 2010 -0.120 (-0. —
Pickering(g) 2010 -0.140 (-0. —_—
Pickering(h) 2010 -0.160 (-0. —_—
Pickering(i) 2010 -0.250 (-D. [
Pickering(j) 2010 -0.220 (-0. —_—
Powell 1997 {-0.
Purwono 2019 -170 (-0. ———e
Renne(a) 2001 -0.050 (-0. ——
Renne(b) 2001 =0.020 (-0. —a—
Renne(c) 2001 =-0.070 (-0. ——
Sadeghifard 2020 0.010 (-0. -
Salas-Wright(a) 2014 -0.1580 (-0. [-]
Salas-Wright(b) 2014 -0.140 {-0. .
Salas-Wright(c) 2014 -0.130 (-0. -0.124) =
Salas-Wright(d) 2014 0.110 {-0. 0.104) .
Salas-Wright(e) 2014 -0.090 (-0. -0.084) [ - |
Salas-Wright(f) 2014 -0.050 (-0. -0.043) [- ]
Salas-Wright(g) 2014 -0.120 (-0. -0.114) B
Salas-Wright(h) 2014 -0.100 (-0.106, -0.094) [-]
Salas-Wright(i) 2014 -0.080 (-0.086, -0.074) [-]
Salas-Wright(j) 2014 -0.050 {-0.057, -0.043) [-]
Salas-Wright(k) 2014 0.060 (-0.067, -0.053) -]
Salas-Wright(l) 2014 -0.050 (-0.057, -0.043) [- ]
Salas-Wright(a) 2015 -0.170 (-0.334, -0.006)
Salas-Wright(b) 2015 0.060 (-0.108, 0.228) _
Salas-Wright(a) 2017 0.050 (-0.078, 0.178) _—
Salas-Wright(b) 2017 0.060 (-0.068, 0.188) _—
Shepperd(a) 2015 -0.130 (-0.187, -0.073) —
Shepperd(b) 2015 -0.120 (-0.180, -0.060) —
Shepperd(c) 2015 0.110 (-0.167, -0.053) —-—
Shepperd(d) 2015 -0.0%0 (-0.150, =-0.030) —_——
Solinas-Saunders 2012 -0.040 (-0.056, -0.024) -
Stevens(a) 2011 -0.150 (-0.259, -0.041) —_—
Stevens(b) 2011 -0.260 (-0.364, -0.1586) —_—
Tyler(a) 2014 -0.150 {-0.237, -0.003)
Tyler(p) 2014 -0.001 (-0.152, 0.150)
Velazquez 2002 0.130 (-0.292, -0.088) _—
Yunia) 2017 0.000 (-0.028, 0.028) -
Yun(b) 2017 0.000 (-0.028, 0.028) -
Yunie) 2017 0.010 (-0.018, 0.038) -
Yunid) 2017 -0.020 (-0.048, 0.008) -
Yun(e) 2017 0.000 (-0.028, 0.028) —-—
Overall (1n2=9916 % , P< 0.001) -0.116 (-0.137, -0.095) <>
r T T 1
06 04 0z o 0z
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Figure S2 Meta-analysis of the selected studies for the domestic violence outcome

Studies Estimate (95% C.I.)

Altschul(a) 2011 -0.070 (-0.137, -0.003) —a—

Altschul(b) 2011 -0.080 (-0.147, -0.013) —a—

Brinkerhoff(a) 1992 0.080 (0.017, 0.143) | —.—
Brinkerhoff(b) 1992 0.090 (0,023, 0.157) b —e—
Cunradi(a) 2002 -0.280 (-0.343, -0.217) —.— |

Cunradi(b) 2002 0.080 (0.001, 0.159) P S —
Cunradi(c) 2002 -0.030 (-0.098, 0.038) —

Cunradi(d) 2002 0.460 (0.398, 0.522) H — .
Dyslim(a) 2005 0.150 (0.058, 0.242) I
Dyslim(b) 2005 0.020 (-0.074, 0.114) -

Dyslim(c) 2005 0.000 (-0.094, 0.09%94) ———

Dyslim(d) 2005 0.040 (-0.054, 0.134) -
Dyslim{e) 2005 0.050 (-0,044, 0.144) ——
Goncalves(a) 2020 -0.610 (-0.628, -0.592) . :

Goncalves(b) 2020 -0.310 (-0.336, -0.284) E 3 |

Murshid 2018 0.240 (0.207, 0.273) -
Padilla-Walker 2011 -0.180 (-0.227, -0.133) ——

Pournaghash-Tehrani(a) 2009  -0.290 (-0.482, -0.098)

Pournaghash-Tehrani(b) 2009  -0.270 (-0.465, -0.075)

Pournaghash-Tehrani(c) 2009 -0.170 (-0.374, 0.034) —
Pournaghash-Tehrani(d) 2009 -0.280 (-0.299, -0.261) [ ] !
Pournaghash-Tehrani(e) 2009 0.360 (0,343, 0.377) . —]
Pournaghash-Tehrani(f) 2009 -0.180 (-0.201, -0.159) ] H

Overall (1*2=9970 % , P< 0.001) -0.050 (-0.200, 0.0%9) <|>
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Figure S3 Meta-analysis of the selected studies for the sexual aggression outcome

Studies Estimate (95% C.I.) [
Baynard 2020 -0.050 (-0.091, -0.009) —-—
Hagen 2018 -0.090 (-0.176, -0.004) : :
Schuster(a) 2018 -0.070 (-0.129, -0.011) R T
Schuster(b) 2018 -0.060 (-0.126, 0.006) L
Schuster(c) 2018 0.030 (-0.068, 0.128) . -
Schuster(d) 2018 0.070 (-0.050, 0.1%0) ! -
Tomaszewska(a) 2018 -0.080 (-0.190, 0.030) [ 3 -
Tomaszewska(b) 2018 -0.060 (-0.170, 0.050) -
Overall (1/2=1355 % , P=0.324) -0.049 (-0.077, -0.021) _—
I T T T T 1

-0.15 -0.1 -0.05 0 0.05 0.1 0.15
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