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Appendix 1 Search strategies

If all or a substantive part of the search strategies below are reused in another publication, please cite this report!

1(14)

Multi-database searching in APA Psycinfo, Criminal Justice Abstracts, Psychology and Behavioral Sciences Collection and
SocINDEX via EBSCO 24 April 2025

Search terms Items found

Intervention: violence risk assessment tools

1.

Tl ( (assess* N3 risk) OR checklist* OR "check list*" OR evaluat* OR instrument* OR
measur* OR psychometric* OR predict* OR prognos* OR rate* OR rating* OR scale* OR
screen* OR test OR tests OR tool* OR question* OR validit* )

873,059

Tl ( danger* OR violen*)

132,811

1AND 2

10,860

AB (((assess* N3 risk) OR checklist* OR "check list*" OR evaluat* OR instrument* OR
measur* OR psychometric* OR predict* OR prognos* OR rate* OR rating* OR scale* OR
screen* OR test OR tests OR tool* OR question* OR validit*) N3 (danger* OR violen*))

29,899

5.

30R4

35,750

Study types: systematic reviews and meta-analyses

6.

(TI (systematic* N3 review*)) OR (AB (systematic* N3 review*)) OR (TI (systematic* N3
bibliographic*)) OR (AB (systematic* N3 bibliographic*)) OR (Tl (systematic* N3 literature))
OR (AB (systematic* N3 literature)) OR (TI (comprehensive* N3 literature)) OR (AB
(comprehensive* N3 literature)) OR (Tl (comprehensive* N3 bibliographic*)) OR (AB
(comprehensive* N3 bibliographic*)) OR (Tl (integrative N3 review)) OR (AB (integrative N3
review)) OR (Tl (meta-analy* OR metaanaly*)) OR (AB (meta-analy* OR metaanaly*)) OR (TI
(information N2 synthesis)) OR (TI (data N2 synthesis)) OR (AB (information N2 synthesis))
OR (AB (data N2 synthesis)) OR (Tl (data N2 extract*)) OR (AB (data N2 extract*)) OR (Tl
(medline OR pubmed OR psyclit OR cinahl OR (psycinfo not "psycinfo database") OR "web
of science" OR scopus OR embase)) OR (AB (medline OR pubmed OR psyclit OR cinahl OR
(psycinfo not "psycinfo database") OR "web of science" OR scopus OR embase)) OR Tl
("systematic overview*" OR "systemic review*" OR "scoping review" OR "scoping literature
review" OR "mapping review" OR "umbrella review*" OR ("review of reviews" OR "overview
of reviews") OR meta-review OR ("integrative overview" OR meta-synthesis OR
metasynthesis OR "quantitative review" OR "quantitative synthesis" OR meta-ethnography
OR "research synthesis") OR "systematic literature search" OR "systematic literature
research" OR "evidence-based review" OR "evidence synthesis") OR Tl ("research
overview*" OR "collaborative review*" OR "collaborative overview*" OR "technology
assessment*" OR "technology overview*" OR "technology appraisal*" OR hta OR htas OR
"methodological overview*" OR "methodologic overview*" OR "methodological review*"
OR "methodologic review*" OR "quantitative overview*") OR AB ("research overview*" OR
"collaborative review*" OR "collaborative overview*" OR "technology assessment*" OR
"technology overview*" OR "technology appraisal*" OR hta OR htas OR "methodological
overview*" OR "methodologic overview*" OR "methodological review*" OR "methodologic
review*" OR "quantitative overview*")

Combined sets:

7.

5AND 6

1,179

Limits: XX

8.

7 AND Publication Date: 20200101-20251231

516 (293)

Final result

9.

293

The final search result, usually found at the end of the documentation, forms the list of abstracts.
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AB = Abstract; Tl = Title; * = Truncation; " " = Citation Marks; searches for an exact phrase; N = Near Operator (N) finds the
words if they are a maximum of x words apart from one another, regardless of the order in which they appear



Medline via OvidSP 24 April 2025

3(14)

Search terms Items found

Intervention: violence risk assessment tools

1. Risk Assessment/

327,000

2. (assess* adj3 risk).ti.

40,570

3. (checklist* or check list* or evaluat* or instrument* or measur* or psychometric* or
predict* or prognos* or rate* or rating® or scale* or screen* or test or tests or tool* or
question* or validit*).ti, bt kf.

3,215,997

lor2or3

3,487,836

exp Violence/

120,752

(danger* or violen*).ti,bt,kf.

65,325

S5o0r6

149,188

4and7

15,522

L oI N U A

(((assess* adj3 risk) or checklist* or check list* or evaluat* or instrument* or measur* or
psychometric* or predict* or prognos* or rate* or rating* or scale* or screen* or test or
tests or tool* or question* or validit*) adj3 (danger* or violen*)).ab.

8,603

10. 8or9

21,974

Study types: systematic reviews and meta-analyses

11.  (Systematic Review/ or Meta-Analysis/ or Cochrane Database Syst Rev.ja. or Meta-Analysis
as Topic/ or Network Meta-Analysis/ or Technology Assessment, Biomedical/ or Systematic
Reviews as Topic/ or ((systematic* adj4 review*) or (systematic* adj4 bibliographic*) or
(systematic* adj4 literature) or (comprehensive* adj4 literature) or (comprehensive* adj4
bibliographic*) or (integrative adj4 review) or (integrative adj4 review) or (meta-analy* or
metaanaly*) or (information adj3 synthesis) or (data adj3 synthesis) or (data adj3 extract*)
or (medline or pubmed or psyclit or cinahl or (psycinfo not psycinfo database) or web of
science or scopus or embase)).ab,bt,ti. or (systematic overview* or systemic review* or
scoping review or scoping literature review or mapping review or umbrella review* or
review of reviews or overview of reviews or meta-review or integrative overview or meta-
synthesis or metasynthesis or quantitative review or quantitative synthesis or meta-
ethnography or research synthesis or systematic literature search or systematic literature
research or evidence-based review or evidence synthesis).bt,ti. or (research overview* or
collaborative review* or collaborative overview* or technology assessment* or technology
overview* or technology appraisal* or hta or htas or methodological overview* or
methodologic overview* or methodological review* or methodologic review* or
quantitative overview*).ab,bt,ti.) not (Editorial/ or Letter/ or Case Reports/)

784,695

Combined sets

12. 10and 11

947

13.  limit 12 to yr="2020 - 2025"

452

Final result

14.

452

The final search result, usually found at the end of the documentation, forms the list of abstracts.

.ab. = Abstract; .ti. = Title; .bt. = Book title; exp = Term from the Medline controlled vocabulary, including terms found
below this term in the MeSH hierarchy; .kf. = Author keyword; * = Truncation (if found at the end of a free text term); adjn
= Positional operator that lets you retrieve records that contain your terms (in any order) within a specified number (n) of

words of each othe



Scopus via Elsevier 24 April 2025
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Search terms Items found

Population: XX

1. TITLE ( ( assess* W/3 risk ) OR checklist* OR "check list*" OR evaluat* OR instrument* OR
measur* OR psychometric* OR predict* OR prognos* OR rate* OR rating* OR scale* OR
screen* OR test OR tests OR tool* OR question* OR validit* )

7,373,849

2. TITLE ( danger* OR violen* )

147,444

3. 1AND 2

9,324

( ABS ( ( ( assess* W/3 risk ) OR checklist* OR "check list*" OR evaluat* OR instrument* OR
measur* OR psychometric* OR predict* OR prognos* OR rate* OR rating* OR scale* OR
screen* OR test OR tests OR tool* OR question* OR validit* ) W/3 ( danger* OR violen* ) )
OR KEY ( ( ( assess* W/3 risk ) OR checklist* OR "check list*" OR evaluat* OR instrument*
OR measur* OR psychometric* OR predict* OR prognos* OR rate* OR rating* OR scale* OR
screen* OR test OR tests OR tool* OR question* OR validit* ) W/3 ( danger* OR violen*)))

27,383

5. 30R4

33,204

Study types: systematic reviews and meta-analyses

6. ( INDEXTERMS ( "systematic review" OR "meta analysis" OR "biomedical technology
assessment" OR "network meta-analysis" OR "technology assessment, biomedical" OR
"systematic reviews as topic" ) ) OR ( KEY ( "systematic review" OR "meta analysis" OR
"health technology assessment" ) ) OR ( TITLE-ABS ( ( systematic* W/3 review* ) OR (
systematic* W/3 bibliographic* ) OR ( systematic* W/3 literature ) OR ( comprehensive*
W/3 literature ) OR ( comprehensive* W/3 bibliographic* ) OR ( integrative W/3 review ) OR
meta-analy* OR metaanaly* OR ( information W/2 synthesis ) OR ( data W/2 synthesis ) OR
( data W/2 extract* ) OR medline OR pubmed OR psyclit OR cinahl OR psycinfo OR "web of
science" OR scopus OR embase ) ) OR ( TITLE ( "systematic overview*" OR "systemic
review*" OR "scoping review" OR "scoping literature review" OR "mapping review" OR
"umbrella review*" OR ( "review of reviews" OR "overview of reviews" ) OR meta-review
OR ( "integrative overview" OR meta-synthesis OR metasynthesis OR "quantitative review"
OR "quantitative synthesis" OR meta-ethnography OR "research synthesis" ) OR "systematic
literature search" OR "systematic literature research" OR "evidence-based review" OR
"evidence synthesis" ) ) OR ( TITLE-ABS ( "research overview*" OR "collaborative review*"
OR "collaborative overview*" OR "technology assessment*" OR "technology overview*" OR
"technology appraisal*" OR hta OR htas OR "methodological overview*" OR "methodologic
overview*" OR "methodological review*" OR "methodologic review*" OR "quantitative
overview*" ) ) AND ( EXCLUDE ( DOCTYPE, "le" ) OR EXCLUDE ( DOCTYPE, "ed" ) )

1,299,189

Combined sets

7. 5AND 6

1,100

8. 7 AND PUBYEAR > 2019 AND PUBYEAR < 2026

Final result

9.

542

The final search result, usually found at the end of the documentation, forms the list of abstracts.

TITLE-ABS-KEY = Title or abstract or keywords; W/n = "Within". The terms in the search must be within a specified number

of terms (n) in any order.; * = Truncation; = Citation Marks; searches for a phrase
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Scopus via Elsevier (citation search) 24 April 2025

Search terms Items found

Cited articles

1.

EID(2-52.0-85099457998 OR 2-52.0-84899537987 OR 2-52.0-0020966734 OR 2-52.0- 115
0027453065 OR 2-52.0-0034537939 OR 2-52.0-9344239313 OR 2-52.0-0037281635 OR 2-
$2.0-1542343996 OR 2-52.0-33846561184 OR 2-52.0-84937191304 OR 2-52.0-21044444876
OR 2-52.0-0002218838 OR 2-52.0-33745982301 OR 2-52.0-77952794885 OR 2-52.0-
49049096464 OR 2-52.0-70349110872 OR 2-52.0-85034666587 OR 2-52.0-84875392168 OR
2-52.0-0347481457 OR 2-s2.0-84868158939 OR 2-52.0-0035830283 OR 2-52.0-85018723640
OR 2-52.0-0033951185 OR 2-52.0-0033962605 OR 2-s2.0-0033965311 OR 2-52.0-
0036676418 OR 2-52.0-0344223374 OR 2-52.0-3442886627 OR 2-s2.0-1642305164 OR 2-
$2.0-0029125834 OR 2-52.0-0020760865 OR 2-52.0-0027994632 OR 2-52.0-0029947842 OR
2-52.0-0034913213 OR 2-52.0-2542499732 OR 2-52.0-0032011186 OR 2-52.0-0002532094
OR 2-52.0-38549153786 OR 2-52.0-0035591810 OR 2-52.0-84930762547 OR 2-52.0-
85003890197 OR 2-52.0-85145866566 OR 2-52.0-85007247850 OR 2-52.0-84864663399 OR
2-52.0-84964047284 OR 2-52.0-85032068619 OR 2-s2.0-85028748874 OR 2-52.0-
85086930858 OR 2-52.0-84887126028 OR 2-52.0-85031507703 OR 2-52.0-84879685258 OR
2-52.0-84880629129 OR 2-52.0-84880630587 OR 2-52.0-84858868704 OR 2-52.0-
85016326615 OR 2-52.0-33646517760 OR 2-52.0-85007030411 OR 2-52.0-84973881263 OR
2-52.0-84874472016 OR 2-52.0-84901238117 OR 2-52.0-85074571329 OR 2-52.0-
0036004716 OR 2-52.0-0036004719 OR 2-s2.0-33744973058 OR 2-52.0-42649106549 OR 2-
$2.0-70549095840 OR 2-52.0-70549089784 OR 2-52.0-70649100290 OR 2-52.0-0034874370
OR 2-52.0-1542286203 OR 2-52.0-0036249084 OR 2-52.0-0023606101 OR 2-s2.0-
84925976254 OR 2-52.0-84884943472 OR 2-s2.0-0000913576 OR 2-52.0-85042197658 OR
2-52.0-85079525747 OR 2-s2.0-0020053009 OR 2-52.0-0141446173 OR 2-s2.0-2642522092
OR 2-52.0-84870048417 OR 2-52.0-0030930518 OR 2-52.0-85040454659 OR 2-s2.0-
34548527031 OR 2-52.0-1642398579 OR 2-52.0-43949135197 OR 2-52.0-84928125742 OR
2-52.0-70349115296 OR 2-s2.0-84858045088 OR 2-52.0-84907287538 OR 2-52.0-
85060675661 OR 2-52.0-85065432582 OR 2-52.0-0142184105 OR 2-52.0-4243069528 OR 2-
52.0-85029580279 OR 2-s2.0-84901057830 OR 2-52.0-84857813485 OR 2-52.0-
84922946865 OR 2-52.0-0020286688 OR 2-52.0-0034343269 OR 2-52.0-84970138022 OR 2-
$2.0-0032396029 OR 2-52.0-0001909152 OR 2-52.0-84976921896 OR 2-52.0-84973806702
OR 2-52.0-84973810239 OR 2-52.0-34548149430 OR 2-52.0-0017172343 OR 2-s2.0-
0033788613 OR 2-52.0-0033042516 OR 2-52.0-80053985528 OR 2-52.0-34250010073 OR 2-
52.0-0036668755 OR 2-52.0-85078415032 OR 2-52.0-85106052275)

Citing articles

2.

1 View cited by 26,461

3.

2 AND ( INDEXTERMS ( "systematic review" OR "meta analysis" OR "biomedical technology 1,650
assessment" OR "network meta-analysis" OR "technology assessment, biomedical" OR
"systematic reviews as topic" ) ) OR ( KEY ( "systematic review" OR "meta analysis" OR
"health technology assessment" ) ) OR ( TITLE-ABS ( ( systematic* W/3 review* ) OR (
systematic* W/3 bibliographic* ) OR ( systematic* W/3 literature ) OR ( comprehensive*
W/3 literature ) OR ( comprehensive* W/3 bibliographic* ) OR ( integrative W/3 review ) OR
meta-analy* OR metaanaly* OR ( information W/2 synthesis ) OR ( data W/2 synthesis ) OR
( data W/2 extract* ) OR medline OR pubmed OR psyclit OR cinahl OR psycinfo OR "web of
science" OR scopus OR embase ) ) OR ( TITLE ( "systematic overview*" OR "systemic
review*" OR "scoping review" OR "scoping literature review" OR "mapping review" OR
"umbrella review*" OR ( "review of reviews" OR "overview of reviews" ) OR meta-review
OR ( "integrative overview" OR meta-synthesis OR metasynthesis OR "quantitative review"
OR "quantitative synthesis" OR meta-ethnography OR "research synthesis" ) OR "systematic
literature search" OR "systematic literature research" OR "evidence-based review" OR
"evidence synthesis" ) ) OR ( TITLE-ABS ( "research overview*" OR "collaborative review*"
OR "collaborative overview*" OR "technology assessment*" OR "technology overview*" OR
"technology appraisal*" OR hta OR htas OR "methodological overview*" OR "methodologic
overview*" OR "methodological review*" OR "methodologic review*" OR "quantitative
overview*" ) ) AND ( EXCLUDE ( DOCTYPE, "le" ) OR EXCLUDE ( DOCTYPE, "ed" ) )

3 AND PUBYEAR > 2004 AND PUBYEAR < 2026 621
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Citing systematic reviews
5. 621

The final search result, usually found at the end of the documentation, forms the list of abstracts.

TITLE-ABS-KEY = Title or abstract or keywords; EID = Document identifier in Scopus; W/n = "Within". The terms in the
search must be within a specified number of terms (n) in any order.; * = Truncation; " " = Citation Marks; searches for a
phrase

Articles used in citation search:

1. Delforterie MJ, Hesper BL, Nijman HLI, Korzilius HPLM, Turhan A, Didden R. The predictive value of the Dynamic
Risk Outcome Scales (DROS) for predicting recidivism in (forensic) patients with mild intellectual disabilities or
borderline intellectual functioning. Tijdschr Psychiatr. 2020;62(12):1040-8.

2. Nowak MJ, Nugter MA. 'I'll serve my time..." ll. A replication study of recidivism in patients with a one-year
hospital order. Tijdschr Psychiatr. 2014;56(4):237-46.

3. Sepejak D, Menzies RJ, Webster CD, Jensen FAS. Clinical predictions of dangerousness: Two-year follow-up of 408
pre-trial forensic cases. BULL AM ACAD PSYCHIATRY LAW. 1983;11(2):171-81.

4, Lidz CW, Mulvey EP, Gardner W. The Accuracy of Predictions of Violence to Others. JAMA. 1993;269(8):1007-11.
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.1993.03500080055032

5. Hare RD, Clark D, Grann M, Thornton D. Psychopathy and the predictive validity of the PCL-R: An international

perspective. Behav Sci Law. 2000;18(5):623-45. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1002/1099-
0798(200010)18:5<623::AID-BSL409>3.0.CO;2-W

6. Dolan M, Khawaja A. The HCR-20 and post-discharge outcome in male patients discharged from medium security
in the UK. Aggress Behav. 2004;30(6):469-83. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1002/ab.20044
7. Walters GD. Predicting criminal justice outcomes with the psychopathy checklist and lifestyle criminality screening

form: A meta-analytic comparison. Behav Sci Law. 2003;21(1):89-102. Available from:
https://doi.org/10.1002/bsl.519

8. Nicholls TL, Ogloff JRP, Douglas KS. Assessing Risk for Violence among Male and Female Civil Psychiatric Patients:
The HCR-20, PCL:SV, and VSC. Behav Sci Law. 2004;22(1):127-58. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1002/bsl.579
9. Ogloff JRP, Daffern M. The dynamic appraisal of situational aggression: An instrument to assess risk for imminent

aggression in psychiatric inpatients. Behav Sci Law. 2006;24(6):799-813. Available from:
https://doi.org/10.1002/bsl.741

10. Gammelgard M, Koivisto AM, Eronen M, Kaltiala-Heino R. Predictive validity of the structured assessment of
violence risk in youth: A 4-year follow-up. Crim Behav Ment Health. 2015;25(3):192-206. Available from:
https://doi.org/10.1002/cbm.1921

11. de Vogel V, de Ruiter C. The HCR-20 in personality disordered female offenders: A comparison with a matched
sample of males. Clin Psychol Psychother. 2005;12(3):226-40. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1002/cpp.452
12. Menzies RJ, Webster CD, Sepejak DS. The dimensions of dangerousness - Evaluating the accuracy of psychometric

predictions of violence among forensic patients. Law Hum Behav. 1985;9(1):49-70. Available from:
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01044289

13. Ducro C, Pham T. Evaluation of the SORAG and the static-99 on Belgian sex offenders committed to a forensic
facility. Sex Abuse J Res Treat. 2006;18(1):15-26. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1007/s11194-006-9003-6

14. Smee JE, Bowers TG. A Comparative Test of Clinical Judgment Versus Actuarial Prediction of Future Violence. J
Police Crim Psychol. 2008;23(1):1-7. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1007/s11896-008-9014-y

15. Pham TH, Ducro C. Risk assessment in social defence: Preliminary factorial analysis of the SORAG « Sex Offender

Recidivism Appraisal Guide » (SORAG) and the Static-99. Ann Med-Psychol. 2008;166(7):575-9. Available from:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amp.2008.06.001

16. Bjorkly S, Hartvig P, Heggen FA, Brauer H, Moger TA. Development of a brief screen for violence risk (V-RISK-10) in
acute and general psychiatry: An introduction with emphasis on findings from a naturalistic test of interrater
reliability. Eur Psychiatry. 2009;24(6):388-94. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpsy.2009.07.004

17. Wolf A, Fanshawe TR, Sariaslan A, Cornish R, Larsson H, Fazel S. Prediction of violent crime on discharge from
secure psychiatric hospitals: A clinical prediction rule (FoVOXx). Eur Psychiatry. 2018;47:88-93. Available from:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpsy.2017.07.011

18. Gonsalves VM, McLawsen JE, Huss MT, Scalora MJ. Factor structure and construct validity of the psychopathic
personality inventory in a forensic sample. Int J Law Psychiatry. 2013;36(2):176-84. Available from:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijlp.2013.01.010

19. Stalenheim EG. Long-term validity of biological markers of psychopathy and criminal recidivism: Follow-up 6-8
years after forensic psychiatric investigation. Psychiatry Res. 2004;121(3):281-91. Available from:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2003.07.002
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Multi-database searching in APA Psycinfo, Criminal Justice Abstracts, Psychology and Behavioral Sciences Collection and
SocINDEX via EBSCO 3 June 2025

Search terms Items found

Intervention:

1. TX (fovox OR ("forensic psychiatry" N2 "violen* oxford")) 11

2 TX (oxmiv OR "oxford mental illness") 15

3 TX (saprof* OR "structured assessment* of protective factor*") 333

4. TX (v-risk-10 OR "violence risk screening-10" OR "violence risk screening tool-10") 34

5 10R20R30R4 404
Limits:

6. 5 AND Publication Date: 20220101-20251231 111 (68)
Final result

7. 68

The final search result, usually found at the end of the documentation, forms the list of abstracts.

TX = All Text, performs a keyword search of all the database's searchable fields; * = Truncation; " " = Citation Marks;
searches for an exact phrase
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Medline via OvidSP 3 June 2025

Search terms Items found

Intervention: XX / Index test: XX

1. (fovox or (forensic psychiatry adj2 violen* oxford)).af. 8

2. (oxmiv or oxford mental illness).af. 13

3. (saprof* or structured assessment* of protective factor*).af. 177

4, (v-risk-10 or violence risk screening-10 or violence risk screening tool-10).af. 15

5. lor2or3or4 212
Limits: XX

6. 5 and limit to yr="2022 - 2025" 32
Final result

7. 32

The final search result, usually found at the end of the documentation, forms the list of abstracts.

.af. = All fields; * = Truncation (if found at the end of a free text term)
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Scopus via Elsevier 3 June 2025

Search terms Items found

Intervention: XX / Index test: XX

1. TITLE-ABS-KEY ( fovox OR ( "forensic psychiatry" W/2 "violen* oxford" )) 8

2 TITLE-ABS-KEY ( oxmiv OR "oxford mental iliness" ) 13

3. TITLE-ABS-KEY ( saprof* OR "structured assessment* of protective factor*" ) 264

4 TITLE-ABS-KEY ( v-risk-10 OR "violence risk screening-10" OR "violence risk screening tool- 21

10")

5. 10R20R30R4 305
Limits: XX

6. 6 AND PUBYEAR > 2021 AND PUBYEAR < 2026 58
Final result

7. 58

The final search result, usually found at the end of the documentation, forms the list of abstracts.

TITLE-ABS-KEY = Title or abstract or keywords; * = Truncation; " " = Citation Marks; searches for a phrase
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