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Highlights 

 
• In this longitudinal cohort, maltreatment experts retained 251 of 29,600 items available 

• Probable maltreatment indicators were derived: presence, chronicity, extent of 

exposure, and cumulative maltreatment 

• Prevalence rates vary from 3.3% and 44.9% across developmental periods, and 16.5- 

67.3% by the end of adolescence 

• Prospective and retrospective maltreatment identify different groups of individuals 

• As most studies use retrospective data, findings suggest that the representation of child 

maltreatment is incomplete and retrospective reports should be complimented by 

prospective data, whenever possible 

 
Keywords: Child maltreatment, measurement, population-based cohorts, methodology 
 
 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 6, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.05.23288127doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.05.23288127
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 

4

Abstract 

Background: Both prospective and retrospective measures of child maltreatment predict mental 

health problems, despite their weak concordance. Research remains largely based on 

retrospective reports spanning the entire childhood due to a scarcity of prospectively completed 

questionnaires targeting maltreatment specifically.  

Objective: We developed a prospective index of child maltreatment in the Québec Longitudinal 

Study of Child Development (QLSCD) using prospective information collected from ages 5 

months to 17 years and examined its concordance with retrospective maltreatment.  

Participants and Setting: The QLSCD is an ongoing population-based cohort that includes 

2,120 participants born from 1997-1998 in the Canadian Province of Quebec.  

Methods: As the QLSCD did not have maltreatment as a focal variable, we screened 29,600 

items completed by multiple informants (mothers, children, teachers, home observations) across 

14 measurement points (0-17 years). Items that could reflect maltreatment were first extracted. 

Two maltreatment experts reviewed these items for inclusion and determined cut-offs for 

possible child maltreatment. Retrospective maltreatment was self-reported at 23 years. 

Results: Indicators were derived across preschool, school-age and adolescence periods and by 

the end of childhood and adolescence, including presence (yes/no), chronicity (re-occurrence), 

extent of exposure and cumulative maltreatment. Across all developmental periods, the presence 

of maltreatment was as follows: physical abuse (16.3-21.8%), psychological abuse (3.3-21.9%), 

emotional neglect (20.4-21.6%), physical neglect (15.0-22.3%), supervisory neglect (25.8-

44.9%), family violence (4.1-11.2%) and sexual abuse (9.5% in adolescence only).  
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Conclusions: In addition to the many future research opportunities offered by these prospective 

indicators of maltreatment, this study offers a roadmap to researchers wishing to undertake a 

similar task. 
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Introduction 
 

Child maltreatment refers to “any act or series of acts of commission or omission by a parent or 

other caregiver that results in harm, potential for harm, or threat of harm to a child” (Arias et al., 2008, 

p. 11). Maltreatment increases the risk for a range of physical health (e.g., obesity, cardiovascular 

diseases) and mental health problems (e.g., suicide attempts, depression and substance use) across the 

lifespan (Gilbert et al., 2009; Jaffee, 2017; Min et al., 2013; Nanni et al., 2012). Despite strong 

evidence supporting the harmful consequences of abuse and neglect on later functioning, the field 

continues to face its biggest methodological challenge: the very measurement of child maltreatment 

(Danese & Widom, 2020; Shaffer et al., 2008). Obtaining accurate assessment of maltreatment is not 

straightforward given limitations noted across all measurement strategies, and resulting wide ranges in 

estimates depending on the source of information (e.g., official vs. retrospective reports) (Gilbert et al., 

2009). For example, official records (maltreatment records documented by youth protection services) 

are hampered by under reporting and may only capture the most severe cases (Jaffee, 2017), whereas 

questionnaires completed by caregivers may be subjected to social desirability (Fisher & Katz, 2000). 

While retrospective self-reports, completed by the targeted participants, is less prone to social 

desirability than those filled out by caregivers, they may be more affected by current mental health 

(e.g., depressive symptoms) or memory accuracy (Danese & McCrory, 2015). Research has shown that 

prospective and retrospective reports of maltreatment are associated with mental health outcomes 

(albeit to different extents), and identify different groups of individuals (Baldwin et al., 2019; Danese 

& Widom, 2020). As such, it may be advised to also consider prospectively collected indicators of 

maltreatment, collected across multiple informants, to widen our representation of childhood 

experiences of maltreatment beyond retrospective measures and official records. This study aims to 

describe the creation of prospective indicators of maltreatment, building on all available information 

collected in the population-based Quebec Longitudinal Study of Child Development (QLSCD) cohort, 

from the time participants were 5 months old up to 17 years of age. 
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Measuring probable maltreatment using prospectively collected information  

To our knowledge, only few population-based longitudinal cohorts have prospectively 

measured child maltreatment (Denholm et al., 2013; Houtepen et al., 2018; Kisely et al., 2020; Naicker 

et al., 2022; Newbury et al., 2018; Patten et al., 2015; Reuben et al., 2016). Prospective information can 

be obtained, for instance, from Youth Protection official records of notified or substantiated 

maltreatment or through direct questions to caregivers or participants themselves using standardized 

questionnaires or interviews (e.g., structured interview about child harm during home visits (Newbury 

et al., 2018)). Although official records and prospectively collected caregiver information are valuable, 

especially when complimented by retrospective self-reports, they remain rare, especially spanning 

several periods of development.  

Although there is no gold standard approach for collecting maltreatment data, prospective 

longitudinal cohorts offer additional opportunity to derive indicators of probable maltreatment (proxy) 

using general items (non-specific to maltreatment) and data collected across multiple informants and 

developmental stages. For instance, in the Avon Longitudinal Study of Child Development (ALSPAC) 

(Houtepen et al., 2018), an adversity index encompassing the ten classic adverse childhood experiences 

(ACEs) (Felitti et al., 1998) was derived using 541 prospective items responded by parents and children  

(> 8 years) collected from birth to 18 years. Although most response options were in frequencies (e.g., 

never to everyday), cut-offs were used to dichotomize each item. Two variables were created, including 

the presence of distinct types of adversity and a cumulative score (i.e., sum of the types of adversity an 

individual was exposed to). These derived adversity variables have since been associated with 

increased depression and drug use in adolescents (Houtepen et al., 2020). Using a similar procedure, an 

indicator of neglect, operationalized by two variables (presence and severity), was derived in the 1958 

British Birth cohort using seven items administered to mothers, fathers, and teachers at seven, 11, and 

16 years (Denholm et al., 2013). This indicator has been associated with mental health, cognition, and 

obesity in adult life (Degli Esposti et al., 2020; Geoffroy et al., 2016; Power et al., 2015), even after 
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controlling for key socioeconomic confounding factors. Typically, these longitudinal cohorts offer 

global indicators of maltreatment (e.g., presence versus absence) and consider the lifetime occurrence 

of maltreatment (e.g., any time from birth to 18 years). However, more specific characteristics of 

maltreatment or adversity (e.g., chronicity), as well as the specific time of occurrence of these 

experiences are often overlooked. 

Importance of research on specific characteristics of child maltreatment  

Research suggests that child maltreatment is multidimensional in nature, and several 

characteristics of maltreatment may jointly contribute to explain later risk for specific mental health 

difficulties (Cicchetti & Toth, 2005; Egeland et al., 1983; Jackson et al., 2019). Yet, limitations remain 

as child maltreatment has typically been operationalized through global conceptualizations (presence 

versus absence of child maltreatment) or by a single type of abuse (e.g., physical or sexual) or neglect. 

Although challenging, important characteristics of maltreatment should be simultaneously considered 

to investigate their common and specific contributions, as outlined below. 

Type. The most common dimension for operationalizing child maltreatment is through the 

categorization of distinct types (e.g., physical abuse, sexual abuse, emotional neglect) (Jackson et al., 

2019). Studies suggest that individual types of maltreatment may contribute specifically or in a shared 

manner to later outcomes (Cecil et al., 2017; Cheng & Langevin, 2022). For example, a study of 

emerging adults found that a history of emotional abuse contributed globally to the dimensions of 

emotional regulation, whereas other types of maltreatment (e.g., neglect) contributed individually to 

specific facets of emotional regulation (e.g., impulsivity) (Cheng & Langevin, 2022). Additionally, 

most research on child maltreatment and later outcomes has focused on physical and sexual abuse 

(Angelakis et al., 2019; Baldwin et al., 2019; Norman et al., 2012). Conversely, other types of 

maltreatment have been understudied, including neglect (Stoltenborgh et al., 2013) and psychological 

abuse (Jackson et al., 2019). As such, studies that provide information on the wider breath of 
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maltreatment types can allow for more insight on the relative effects of each maltreatment type, as well 

as their combination. 

Cumulative scores. Maltreatment types are highly correlated and often co-occur (Kessler et al., 

2010). Despite evidence for individual types being differentially associated with outcomes, growing 

evidence shows that the number of maltreatment types an individual was exposed to, relates to poorer 

outcomes later in life (Gilbert et al., 2009; Putnam et al., 2013). For instance, evidence shows a dose-

response relation between cumulative maltreatment exposure and more severe symptomology, 

including heightened risk for suicide ideation and self-harm (Turner & Colburn, 2022) as well as 

anxiety and depression (Finkelhor et al., 2007). Yet, most studies do not consider the cumulative 

effects of child maltreatment and tend to focus exclusively on one maltreatment type (e.g., physical 

abuse). Consequently, associations between specific maltreatment types and outcomes may be 

overestimated on their own and underestimated in conjunction with co-occurring types of 

maltreatment.  

Recurrence, chronicity, and developmental timing. Child maltreatment can be transient (e.g., 

situational or limited in time) or it can reoccur over time and over several developmental periods. 

Developmental chronicity of maltreatment (Manly, 2005) is an important characteristic to consider to 

adequately ascertain the consequences of maltreatment on functioning across the lifespan. Studies have 

found that exposure to maltreatment over several developmental stages poses a higher risk for the onset 

of mental health problems compared to exposure at one developmental period (Jaffee & 

Maikovich�Fong, 2011; Russotti et al., 2021; Thornberry et al., 2001; Warmingham et al., 2019). 

Moreover, the timing of exposure (e.g., whether maltreatment occurred in preschool versus school-age 

versus adolescence) can also provide specificity regarding differential outcomes. Based on 

substantiated reports of sexual abuse, physical abuse and neglect, Thornberry et al. (2010)  found that 

individuals exposed to any type of maltreatment during childhood were more likely to report 

internalizing problems (i.e., suicidal thoughts and depression) in early adulthood, while those who were 
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exposed later on, in adolescence, were more likely to exhibit externalizing problems (e.g. criminal 

behavior and substance use (Thornberry et al., 2010). Another study found that maltreatment occurring 

earlier in life (e.g., infancy and toddlerhood) was more strongly associated with poor emotion 

regulation in childhood (Kim & Cicchetti, 2010), than maltreatment occurring later in 

preschool/school-age. Developmental chronicity and timing can be more challenging to capture in 

comparison to global indicators (i.e., presence versus absence) to ascertain that maltreatment of a 

similar type persists rather than swapped by experienced of another type, contributing to a loss of 

acuity in subsequent analyses. To our knowledge, there are no population-based longitudinal cohorts 

that consider chronicity and timing, in addition to other maltreatment-based characteristics despite their 

longitudinal design. 

The present study 

The study of child maltreatment is complex, as all experiences are unique to some degree. 

Longitudinal study designs can allow for the consideration of time-variant maltreatment indicators and 

patterns. Using prospectively collected data from a large population-based cohort, the Quebec 

Longitudinal Study of Child Development (QLSCD), we hereby describe the process implemented to 

derive multiple prospective indicators of child maltreatment during three developmental periods 

(preschool, school-age and adolescence) and by the end of childhood (birth to 12 years) and 

adolescence (birth to 17 years). Specifically, we first provided a roadmap for the derivation of the 

following variables: (a) the probable presence of seven types of maltreatment (i.e., sexual, physical and 

psychological abuse, family violence, and emotional, physical, and supervisory/educational neglect), 

and (b) the scores of cumulative maltreatment referring to the number of types of maltreatment 

experienced at each developmental period and by the end of childhood and adolescence. Second, we 

described how other indicators relevant in child maltreatment research could be derived to complement 

the above-described indices, including (c) maltreatment recurrence and chronicity (repeated 

occurrence of each type of maltreatment within and across developmental periods, respectively). In an 
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exploratory fashion, we derived the (d) extent of exposure, referring to the number of different or 

repeating acts. Third, we compared the prevalence resulting from prospective and retrospective 

assessments of maltreatment and examined the level of concordance between these measures. 

Method 

Definition of child maltreatment   

The following seven maltreatment categories of child maltreatment were selected for inclusion: 

(1) sexual abuse, (2) physical abuse, (3) psychological abuse, (4) emotional neglect, (5) physical 

neglect, (6) exposure or presence of family violence, and (7) supervisory/educational neglect. These 

categories and their definitions, presented in Table 1, are in accordance with the Québec Youth 

Protection Act (Québec, 2021) and the Québec Directors of Youth Protection (Grounds for Reporting a 

Situation, 2022). These are also aligned with international definitions of child maltreatment (e.g., the 

Center for Disease Control and Prevention) (Arias et al., 2008). 

Participants and Procedures 

The QLSCD (Orri et al., 2021) is an ongoing longitudinal cohort of children born in 1997-1998 

between 24 and 42 weeks of gestation to mothers residing in the Canadian province of Québec and 

speaking either French or English. Families from all regions of Québec were included, excluding 

administrative regions 10 (Northern Québec), 17 (Cree Territory), 18 (Inuit Territory) (2.2% of all 

births). The Québec Master Birth Registry of the Ministry of Health and Social Services was used to 

randomly select participants based on living area and birth rates (Jetté M, 2000; Orri et al., 2021). The 

final longitudinal cohort included 2120 participants from primarily White European descendants, which 

was representative of the ethnic distribution in Québec at the cohort’s inception, and initially covered 

the full range of socioeconomic statuses. To derive the child maltreatment indicators, we used 

information collected across three developmental periods (1) preschool – six timepoints at 5, 17, 29, 

41, 45-56 months and 5 years, (2) school-age – five timepoints at 6, 7, 8, 10, 12 years, and (3) 
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adolescence – three timepoints at 13, 15 and 17 years. Participants also retrospectively reported on their 

child maltreatment history at age 23 years (see Supplemental Table 1 for items). 

The QLSCD’s data collection is conducted by the Institut de la Statistique du Québec. All the 

data collected and presented in this study has been approved by ethical committees of Institut de la 

Statistique du Québec and the CHU Sainte-Justine Hospital Research Centre. The 2021 Special Round 

data collection (23 years) was also approved by the Douglas Research Center Ethics Committee and by 

the CHU Ste-Justine research ethics committee. Written informed consent was obtained from 

participants and-or their parents at each data collection. 

Search strategy  

 The items search strategy is presented in Figure 1. At step 1, all available items between 5 

months and 17 years (≈ 29,600 items) were screened by two independent screeners (SS, MCC) to 

determine (1) the eligibility of the items, and (2) the appropriate maltreatment categorization (e.g., 

physical abuse). Information from all informants were considered except fathers’ reports as the rate of 

missingness was high and uncertainties remained about the frequency of contact between them and 

their child in instances of parental separation. Thus, their capacity to adequately evaluate the specific 

experiences enquired in the considered items was questionable (Orri et al., 2021). Four different 

informants were retained: mothers, teachers, interviewer observations (Bradley & Caldwell, 1977), and 

the target child. SS compared the lists of items retained by SS and MCC; duplicate items were 

removed. The following information was extracted for each retained item: child’s age, informant 

(mother, interviewer observations, child, teacher) and the corresponding maltreatment type.  

Maltreatment experts (RL and DCV) then independently reviewed the retained items to evaluate 

their suitability and determined at which response option each item would be indicative of the presence 

of maltreatment while considering the developmental period of the child (e.g., never, about once a 

week or less, a few times a week, one or two times each day, many times each day). Specifically, item 

selection and determination of cut-off scores were pursued on the basis that a stand-alone item could 
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reflect serious concerns over possible maltreatment. For example, the item “how often do you tell 

him/her that he/she is bad or not as good as others?” was recoded as “absence” if parents answered 

“never” or “about once a week or less” and “probable maltreatment” if parents answered “a few times a 

week” or more at 5 months. However, at 17 months, the item was recoded as “absence” if parents 

answered “never”, “about once a week or less” or “a few times a week” and “probable maltreatment” 

when “one or two times each day” or more was endorsed. We opted for a more rigorous cut-off 

approach, given that certain scales (i.e., 0 [not at all what I did] to 10 [exactly what I did]) lacked 

definitive clarity regarding the intended measure (e.g., measuring severity versus frequency of the 

targeted behavior). As such, depending on the positive or negative valence of items, either extreme (0 

or 10) of the scale were used as the indication of maltreatment. RL, DCV and SS met to discuss 

discrepancies and to make final decisions about inclusion and cut-offs. Based on the determined cut-

off, all items in the final sample were scored 0 (absence) or 1 (probable maltreatment).  

Statistical Analyses 

Deriving child maltreatment indicators. The individual items retained by the maltreatment 

experts were used to derive four indicators of child maltreatment: 1. presence by type of maltreatment, 

2. cumulative maltreatment, 3. recurrence and chronicity of maltreatment (by type) and, 4. extent of 

exposure to different or repeating acts. These indicators were derived at each developmental period 

(preschool, school-age, and adolescence) as well as by the end of childhood (birth to 12 years) and by 

the end of adolescence (birth to 17 years). The definitions for each indicator along with the coding 

decisions used to derive each variable are presented in Table 2. 

Descriptive statistics of child maltreatment indicators. Descriptive statistics outlined the frequencies 

and means of the child maltreatment indicators (i.e., presence by type, recurrence, chronicity, extent of 

exposure) at each developmental period and by the end of childhood and adolescence. As response 

rates varied across developmental periods, we compared participants with valid data to those present at 

inception on key early-life individual and family characteristics (e.g., externalizing symptoms, socio-
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economic status) according to their status of missingness. We then examined the concordance between 

the prospectively derived and retrospectively reported indicators of child maltreatment using Cohen’s 

Kappa. To quantify the extent of discordance between these indicators, a percentage bias (Atherton et 

al., 2008) was also calculated which refers to the proportional difference between those that were 

included versus the initial cohort (sample(by developmental period)% - total initial cohort%)/total 

initial cohort%). 

Results 

Number of included items  

A total of 251 items, out of a total of 29,600 items from birth to 17 years, were included to 

derive indicators of child maltreatment. These items as well as their respective cut-offs and informants 

are presented in Supplemental Table 2. Most items enquire about exposure of intrafamilial 

maltreatment for which the indicated time window was within the past 6 or 12 months (e.g., “In the 

past 12 months…”), or since the beginning of the school year. From 5 months to age 17 years, 60.0% 

of items were reported by the mother, 12.7% of items were drawn from the interviewer’s observational 

reports of the home environment (between birth to 56 months), 12.3% by the child’s schoolteacher 

(starting when children reached formal schooling, i.e., 6 years old to 13 years) and 15.0% of items were 

child reported (starting at age 10 to 17 years). Notably, the number of items varied according to the 

maltreatment types and developmental periods. For example, psychological abuse was derived 

according to a varying number of items in preschool (n=16), school-age (n=2) and adolescence (n=2), 

whereas sexual abuse is measured solely in adolescence. Educational/supervisory neglect contains the 

most items (n=26 unique items) from birth to 17 years.  

Prospective prevalence rates of maltreatment indicators 

Presence by maltreatment type. Prevalence rates for the types of child maltreatment are 

presented in Table 3 within developmental periods and by the end of childhood and adolescence. 

Across all developmental periods, physical abuse varies from 16.3-21.8% while psychological abuse 
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varies from 3.3-21.9%, emotional neglect from 20.4-21.6%, physical neglect varies from 15.0-22.3%, 

supervisory neglect from 25.8-44.9%, family violence from 4.1-11.2% and sexual abuse was present in 

9.5% of the population in adolescence. Estimates by the end of adolescence (birth to 17 years) across 

all maltreatment types range from 16.5-67.3%.  

Cumulative maltreatment. Cumulative maltreatment across development periods and 

retrospectively is presented in Table 3. Given the high prevalence of supervisory/educational neglect 

(67.3% by adolescence) and unavailability of corresponding retrospective indicators, we also estimated 

cumulative maltreatment excluding supervisory/educational neglect. The occurrence of 0, 1, 2, and 3+ 

maltreatment types, excluding supervisory/educational neglect, was distributed as follows by the end 

childhood 35.0%, 31.4%, 20.6% and 13.0% and by the end of adolescence, 33.2%, 34.9%, 20.5%, and 

11.4%, respectively. 

Extended indicators of maltreatment. Table 4 presents the recurrence of each type of 

maltreatment within and across developmental periods (i.e., chronicity). This indicator captures 

exposure to each type of maltreatment at more than one age point within a developmental period. 

Estimates of recurrence by the end of adolescence varied between 3.2-29.5% across the five types of 

maltreatment indexed at all three developmental periods (physical abuse, psychological abuse, 

emotional neglect, supervisory/educational neglect, family violence). As expected, our indicator of 

extent of exposure to different or repeating acts (Table 5), both within and across developmental 

periods, was highly skewed, indicating that most children are not exposed to numerous maltreatment 

acts.  

Concordance between retrospective and prospective maltreatment indicators 

In comparison to child maltreatment prevalence based on prospectively collected data, 

retrospective measures of child maltreatment were much lower, ranging from 2.5-14.6% across all 

types of maltreatment (Table 3). Table 6 shows that the concordance estimates between prospective 

(by the end of adolescence) and retrospective reports by types of maltreatment were small (.038 - .110), 
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yet statistically significant (ps = <.01), except for emotional neglect (p= .14). Of note, 29.9% (n=190) 

of individuals with any type of maltreatment documented from birth to 17 years using our prospective 

index subsequently reported maltreatment at age 23 years (kappa: .067, p= .003). The degree of 

concordance between prospective and retrospective cumulative maltreatment (0, 1, 2, 3+) was small but 

significant (kappa=.058, p = .001). 

Quantifying attrition and non-response 

Due to attrition and non-responses, the sample sizes varied according to each maltreatment 

indicator. Participants with valid data for each derived indicator were compared to the initial cohort on 

key characteristics that have the potential to identity the most vulnerable participants, thus most likely 

to be lost to follow up. This comparison is expressed as percentage bias (Atherton et al., 2008), Table 3 

in Supplemental material). Biases ranged from 0% (for internalizing and externalizing behaviors) to 

36.36% (for maternal age at birth). Across all developmental periods and retrospective indicators, 

participants with missing data tended to be male (e.g., in school-age and retrospective reports), to be of 

non-Canadian descent (e.g., in adolescence), to be born to a mother younger than 20 years old (e.g., by 

the end of adolescence) or who reported higher levels of depressive symptoms (e.g., in adolescence), to 

have grown-up in a single-headed or blended family (e.g., by the end of adolescence) or in a family 

with a lower socioeconomic status (e.g., by the end of adolescence).  

Discussion 

This article outlines our strategy to derive prospective indicators of maltreatment anchored in a 

developmental perspective using various time-relevant indicators of maltreatment (e.g., recurrence, 

chronicity), rarely assessed in the literature, especially in population-based cohorts. Using a systematic 

screening approach, child maltreatment experts retained a total of 251 items from an original pool of 

29,600 available items. These items were used to derive five indicators: maltreatment presence and 

cumulative scores, as well as recurrence, chronicity, and the extent of exposure. By the end of 

adolescence (birth to 17 years), a little more than one in three children (37.3%) were exposed to 
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probable physical abuse, 9.5% to probable sexual abuse (measured in adolescence only), 25.7% to 

probable psychological abuse, 42.1% to probable emotional neglect, 30.3% to probable physical 

neglect (preschool and school-age), 67.3% to probable supervisory/educational neglect and 16.5% to 

probable family violence. The concordance between prospective and retrospective maltreatment types 

were low in magnitude, but significant (except for emotional neglect).  

Comparing our prospective estimates with other prospective cohort estimates 

Comparison of our prospective maltreatment indicators with other cohort estimates is challenging. 

To our knowledge, there are no other cohorts that have derived probable maltreatment using several 

indicators (i.e., type, cumulative, recurrence, chronicity, extent of exposure to different or repeating 

acts) according to a longitudinal and non-specific item approach (not specifically designed to assess 

maltreatment). The ALSPAC cohort adversity index (Houtepen et al., 2018) was derived using a 

similar general-item and cut-off dichotomization approach. A total of 136 prospective items were used 

to identify maltreatment defined by abuse or neglect and 43 items were used to identify maltreatment 

retrospectively. The prevalence rates in ALSPAC were somewhat comparable to ours: physical abuse 

(ALSPAC: 17.4% vs. QLSCD: 37.4%), sexual abuse (3.7% vs. 9.5%), emotional abuse (22.5% vs. 

25.7%), emotional neglect (22.1% vs. 42.1%), and family violence (24.1% vs. 16.5%), with a trend for 

higher probable prevalence in our cohort (family violence being a notable exception). Specifically, our 

prevalence rates for physical abuse and emotional neglect are comparable to ALSPAC when 

considering the individual developmental periods, however, our rates derived by the end of childhood 

and adolescence are higher. In comparison to ALPSAC, the convergence of several varying items (e.g., 

in adolescence, our index contains information on physical abuse from a romantic partner) and 

informants (e.g., home observations) across developmental periods may lead to the increased detection 

of probable maltreatment. Additionally, our index spans more items (251 vs. 136 prospective 

maltreatment items) than ALSPAC and data is collected over fourteen timepoints across three 

developmental periods. Conversely, prospective physical abuse in ALSPAC was evaluated less 
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frequently in adolescence. This may lead to missing prospective reports of intervening maltreatment. 

As such, it is important to consider that prevalence rates for maltreatment might be sensitive to the 

number and types of items, informants, and timing at which the information was sought. Notably, 

ALSPAC used prospective and retrospective maltreatment information interchangeably (i.e., physical 

abuse was deemed present whether reported prospectively or retrospectively). However, as prospective 

and retrospective maltreatment reports may identify different groups of individuals (Baldwin et al., 

2019), it is now recommended to treat prospective and retrospective separately. Direct comparisons 

between our prospective prevalence rates and other cohorts (e.g., Environmental Risk Longitudinal 

Twin Study and the Dunedin Longitudinal Study) is difficult given that the approaches differ, however, 

our prevalence rates tend to be higher compared to cohorts that use specific item approaches (i.e., items 

that target maltreatment) (Newbury et al., 2018; Reuben et al., 2016). 

Comparing prospective and retrospective reports (concordance) 

Concordance estimates between prospective and retrospective reports of maltreatment by type 

(.038-.110) demonstrate that those who report maltreatment experiences retrospectively are not 

necessarily the same individuals who are identified in prospective reports, which falls in line with the 

slight to fair agreement found in previous studies (Baldwin et al., 2019). Relatedly, previous studies 

have found stronger associations between retrospective reports of child maltreatment and mental health 

later in life (Danese & Widom, 2020), which may point to potential bias in self-reports affected by 

current mental states and due to the same-informant and same methods shared variance between these 

measures. Notably, however, the studies included in Baldwin et al. (2019)’s analysis contained a 

variety of prospective report types (e.g., self, parent, medical records), but mainly reports from Child 

Protective Services. Conversely, our prospective estimates are based on multiple informants through 

questionnaire format (and home observations). In the QLSCD, the retrospective report was solely based 

on self-report questionnaire items, whereas those in Baldwin et al. (2019) included interviews in 

addition to self-report questionnaires. According to Baldwin et al. (2019), the concordance between 
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prospective and retrospective reports was higher in studies that used interview versus questionnaires in 

retrospective self-reports, which may indicate that our estimate of concordance is conservative. 

Nonetheless, concordance estimates have been found to be low, thus, prospective and retrospective 

reports of maltreatment should be kept separate. However, future cohorts may consider collecting both 

prospective and retrospective maltreatment data to further explore differential associations. 

Methodological considerations 

Our study had the following strengths. Information was collected from four types of informants 

(parents, teachers, the target child, and interviewer’s observations), allowing us to capture multiple 

perspectives and schemes of reference. Further, given the longitudinal nature of the QLSCD cohort, 

comprising data collected at 14 time points, our indicators offer insight into the probable presence of 

maltreatment occurring at different developmental periods in early life (preschool, school-age and 

adolescence). As such, our study provides opportunities to examine more often the role of time-varying 

characteristics of maltreatment (other than presence of maltreatment), including chronicity and 

recurrence, by providing researchers a blueprint guiding their creation in longitudinal cohorts that did 

not explicitly measure various types of maltreatment. The definitions selected to guide the 

maltreatment experts for item selection reflected the Québec Youth Protection Act and supporting 

resources (Grounds for Reporting a Situation, 2022; Québec, 2021). These definitions generally align 

with conventional definitions and categorizations of maltreatment, such as the Centers for Disease 

Control and Prevention report (Arias et al., 2008), and the United Kingdom government report on 

Working Together to Safeguard Children (Government, 2018). Notably, we used a rigorous screening 

process to extract relevant items in collaboration with experts in child development and maltreatment. 

The standardized sum of endorsed items was highly skewed, representing more conservative thresholds 

to determine the probable presence of child maltreatment. Further, bias was minimized as the 

maltreatment experts decided on the cut-offs for each of the items prior to analyzing prevalence rates of 

the derived variables and engaged in discussions to minimize subjective risk.  
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However, our study also has limitations that need to be considered when interpreting the results. 

First, the pool of items available in the QLSCD was not originally designed to assess maltreatment. 

While we included a wide range of potential harmful behaviors to derive our indicators (e.g., presence), 

such as “I have shaken my baby/twin when he/she was particularly fussy” and “there was more than 

one incident involving physical punishment during the visit” (for physical abuse), no individual item 

alone indicates a definitive presence of maltreatment. Second, we were unable to derive an indicator of 

severity as based on the relative frequency of occurrence of each item. For instance, while physical 

abuse is measured in terms of “hitting” and “shaking”, other severe forms are not available, such as 

“kicking or “chocking”. Moreover, severe cut-off scores were selected for each item as indicative of 

probable maltreatment, depending on the developmental period (e.g., the cut off for “in the past 6 

months, your parents hit you or threaten to do so” was “often” when this item was measured in 

adolescence). Instead, we opted to derive the indicator “extent of exposure to different or repeating 

acts” as reflective of the relative extent of exposure to each type of maltreatment. However, this 

indicator captures indistinctively a) repeated acts (e.g., same items present at two different time points) 

and b) the variety of acts within a given type (e.g., two different items within the same time point). 

Third, similarly to all measurement methods, there is a risk of over- and under estimation of 

maltreatment types as based on social desirability and parents’ mental states, for instance, and we 

cannot ascertain whether the prevalence rates are "true" representations of maltreatment in the QLSCD 

(Denholm et al., 2013; Fallon et al., 2010; Mathews et al., 2020). Fourth, the generally high prevalence 

of supervisory/educational neglect may reflect a higher number of items in comparison to other types, 

despite using a stringent cut off for each item (e.g., the response “often” for “in the past 12 months, 

how often did he/she see television shows or movies that have a lot of violence in them?” was coded as 

“probable maltreatment”). This finding is nevertheless consistent with a cross-sectional Québec 

population-based study that evaluated supervisory neglect using the short version of the Parent-Report 

Multidimensional Neglectful Behavior Scale, which found this type of maltreatment to have the highest 
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annual prevalence rates (e.g., 24% for children 5-9 years) (Clément et al., 2016). On a related point, 

psychological abuse and sexual abuse may have been underestimated given the detection of less 

relevant items. The screening for sexual abuse was limited to late adolescence and covered sexual 

abuse with a romantic partner only (i.e., experiences that may have occurred in infancy or childhood, as 

well as in other contexts may have been missed). It is also important to consider that the family 

violence subtype combines items that reflect instances of family violence (without the guarantee that 

the child witnessed the violence), and most items only evaluate past 12-month trauma exposure at 41 

and 45-56months and 5, 6, 8, 10, 12 and 13 years, which may have missed intervening trauma. Fifth, 

although our prevalence rates are generally consistent across developmental periods (preschool, school-

age and adolescence; 21.8%, 17.4% and 16.3% for physical abuse, respectively), comparison across 

developmental periods is not without bias, as discussed previously. Specifically, there is the possibility 

that the prevalence rates vary depending on the number of items used to derive the variables. For 

instance, to derive psychological abuse in preschool, there are 15 items, whereas there were only 2 

items to derive school-age exposure. As such, comparison across developmental periods should be 

examined cautiously. Sixth, there are limitations regarding the representativeness of the cohort. 

Indigenous youth were excluded, yet they are more likely to report maltreatment compared to non-

Indigenous youth (Government of Canada, 2017). Differential longitudinal attrition occurred among 

the most vulnerable participants (i.e., biases existed in our samples compared to the initial cohort) and 

as expected, there is a general increase in bias as the cohort ages. For instance, individuals from a lower 

socioeconomic status and blended families were increasingly underrepresented, however, the extent of 

biases are minimal. Finally, the retrospective measure of child maltreatment available in the QLSCD is 

based on a checklist of only six items and does not provide detailed information on supervisory neglect, 

as well as important characteristics of maltreatment such as timing and chronicity. 

Future directions 
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The method used to derive our indicators of child maltreatment offers a relatively novel 

approach for capturing probable maltreatment in population-based cohorts. Future cohorts may 

consider undertaking a similar approach to broaden research investigations through the consideration of 

extended maltreatment characteristics that are often difficult to capture. As a next step, we will 

examine the validity of this approach, and the indicators that resulted from it, by investigating and 

comparing the prospective and retrospective associations with mental health outcomes, such as 

depression, and suicidality and early-life correlates such as family socioeconomic status and 

dysfunction. Child maltreatment is global problem with consequences at the societal and individual 

level. Our index offers a pragmatic and prospective approach to detecting child maltreatment for 

research purpose in datasets where it is not directly assessed.
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Table 1 
Definitions of probable child maltreatment 
Maltreatment types Definitions 
Physical abuse A situation in which the child is the victim of bodily injury or is 

subjected to unreasonable methods of upbringing by his parents 
or another person, and the child’s parents fail to take the 
necessary steps to put an end to the situation. 

  
Sexual abuse The child has been subjected to acts sexual in nature by the 

child’s parents or another person, with or without physical 
contact.  

  
Psychological abuse A child is seriously or repeatedly subjected to behaviour on the 

part of the child’s parents or another person that could cause 
harm to the child, and the child’s parents fail to take the 
necessary steps to put an end to the situation (e.g., denigration, 
emotional rejection, excessive control, threats). 

  
Family (indirect) violence Children are, in these cases, exposed to domestic or family 

violence. A child may witness violent words or gestures 
between their parents, or at the place of another family member. 
The child may also be exposed to severe separation conflicts.  

  
Emotional neglect  Acts of omission, another form of direct ill-treatment, usually 

manifest themselves in a parent's lingering indifference to their 
child. A coldness and lack of investment in the parent-child 
relationship is palpable. The parent is considerably lacking in 
emotional sensitivity towards their child.  

  
Physical neglect Failing to meet the child’s basic physical needs with respect to 

food, clothing, hygiene, or lodging, taking into account their 
resources. 

  
Educational neglect/supervisory 
neglect 

Failing to provide the child with the appropriate supervision or 
support or failing to take the necessary steps to ensure that the 
child receives proper education and stimulation, and if 
applicable, that he attends school as required under the Quebec 
Education Act or any other applicable legislation. 

Note. Extracted from the Quebec Youth Protection online sources; extended definitions and examples 
can be found online (Youth Protection Act, 2021; Grounds for Reporting a Situation, 2022). 
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Table 2 
Deriving probable child maltreatment indicators 

 
  According to developmental period Variables derived by the end of (1) childhood (birth to 12 years) or 

(2) adolescence (birth to 17 years) 
Presence by type of 
maltreatment 

Types of maltreatment experienced (i.e., physical 
abuse, psychological abuse) scored as “probable 
maltreatment” (i.e., presence of a given type at 
any age pointa within a development period) or 
“absence” (i.e., calculated only when at least 2/3 
of age points were available). 

Types of maltreatment experienced (e.g., physical abuse) by the end of 
childhood (i.e., scored as “probable maltreatment” if a given type was 
present at preschool and/or school-age) and by adolescence (i.e., scored 
as “probable maltreatment” if a given type of maltreatment was present 
at preschool and/or school-age and/or in adolescence). This was derived 
when all developmental periods for a given type were available (i.e., 2/2 
by childhood and 3/3 by adolescence). 
 

 

Cumulative 
maltreatment 

Total number of maltreatment types experienced 
(scored as: 0, 1, 2, 3+). It was derived only when 
at least 2/3 of the indicators presence by type of 
maltreatment were available within a given 
developmental period. 

Total number of maltreatment types (0, 1, 2, 3+) experienced by the end 
of childhood (over preschool and school-age) and by adolescence (over 
preschool, school-age and adolescence). This was calculated only when 
at least 2/3 of indicators for the presence by type of maltreatment were 
available by the end of childhood or by the end of adolescence.b  

 

 

Recurrence and 
chronicity, by types of 
maltreatment 

Total number of times a child was exposed to a 
type of maltreatment within a developmental 
period: 'no recurrence (0 or 1 age point)' 1 
'recurrence (2+ ages points)'. It was derived when 
at least 2/3 of the indicators presence by types of 
maltreatment were available within a given 
developmental period. 

Total number of developmental periods (chronicity) a child was exposed 
to a given maltreatment type. This was derived when all developmental 
periods were available for a given type (i.e., 2/2 by childhood and 3/3 by 
adolescence). 

 

By childhood: 0, 1 (no recurrence over developmental periods) versus 2+ 
developmental periods (recurrence).   

By adolescence: 0, 1 (no recurrence over developmental periods) versus 
2+ developmental periods (recurrence).    

  Extent of exposure to 
different or repeating 
acts, by type of 
maltreatment 

Standardized average of endorsed items ranging 
from 0-10. 

Standardized average of endorsed items ranging from 0-10.  

 

Note. Data were compiled from the final master file of the Québec Longitudinal Study of Child Development (1998-2018), Québec Government, Institut 

de la Statistique du Québec. 
Within each developmental period: No= none or exposure at a single age point; Yes= exposure at more than one age point. Within lifetime: No= none or 
exposure at one developmental period; Yes=more than one developmental period. 
aBy childhood includes preschool and school-age. 
bBy adolescence includes preschool, school-age and adolescence. 
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Table 3 
Prevalence estimates of probable childhood maltreatment indicators across developmental periods, the lifetime and retrospective reports (%, n) 

Preschool  
(birth to 5 

years) 

Childhood 
(6 to 12 
years) 

Adolescence  
(13 to 17 

years) 

 By the end of 
childhood (birth 

to 12 years)a 

By the end of 
adolescence (birth 

to 17 years)b 

Retrospectively assessed 
at age 23 years (birth to 

18 years) 
Maltreatment types        
Physical abuse 21.8(427) 17.4(236) 16.3(227) 29.7(400) 37.3(446) 4.9(64) 
Sexual abuse - - 9.5(114) - - 11.7(154) 
Psychological abuse 21.9(426) 3.3(39) 6.8(94) 22.6(263) 25.7(277) 13.6(179) 
Emotional neglect 20.7(413) 21.6(285) 20.4(237) 34.9(458) 42.1(431) 14.6(192) 
Physical neglect 15.0(299) 22.3(199) - 30.3(270) - 2.5(33) 
Supervisory/educational neglect 25.8(508) 44.9(562) 36.5(497) 55.2(683) 67.3(715) - 
Family Violence 11.2(209) 8.5(99) 4.1(44) 16.0(184) 16.5(150) 4.2(56) 
Cumulative maltreatmentc n=1969 n =1221 n=1309 n=1207 n=964  
0 36.6(720) 40.7(497) 46.3(606) 22.0(266) 15.9(153) 
1 32.7(643) 34.5(421) 32.6(427) 30.6(369) 31.6(305) 
2 18.5(364) 16.2(198) 13.1(172) 21.9(264) 25.6(247) 
3+ 12.3(242) 8.6(105) 7.9(104) 25.5(308) 26.9(259) 

  

Cumulative maltreatment 
(without supervisory/educational 
neglect)d 

n=1952 n=1129 n=1169 n=1111 n=1019 n=1323 

0 44.3(865) 58.4(659) 64.2(750) 35.0(389) 33.2(338) 69.7(922) 
1 33.5(653) 29.9(338) 23.5(275) 31.4(349) 34.9(356) 18.6(246) 
2 15.1(139) 8.9(101) 8.8(103) 20.6(229) 20.5(209) 5.8(77) 
3+ 7.1(139) 2.7(31) 3.5(41) 13.0(144) 11.4(116) 5.9(78) 
Note. Data were compiled from the final master file of the Québec Longitudinal Study of Child Development (1998-2018), Québec Government, 

Institut de la Statistique du Québec. 
The number of items vary by maltreatment type and across each developmental period. See supplemental Table 2 for more information. 
aBy the end of childhood includes preschool and school-age. 
bBy the end of adolescence includes preschool, school-age and adolescence. 
cCumulative maltreatment by the end of adolescence (birth to 17 years) excludes sexual abuse and physical neglect as they are not available at all 
three developmental periods.  
dGiven the relatively high prevalence of supervisory/educational neglect, we also present cumulative maltreatment while excluding this category. 
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Table 4 
             Recurrence of probable child maltreatment (%, n) 

 

  Preschool  
(birth to 5 years) 

  
School-age  

(6 to 12 years) 

  
Adolescence  

(13 to 17 years) 

  By the end of 
childhood  

(birth to 12 years)a 

By the end of 
adolescence  

(birth to 17 years)b           

 
No Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes 

Physical abuse 92.0(1789) 8.0(156) 
 

95.7(1266) 4.3(57) 
 

98.0(1349) 2.0(27) 
 

90.9(1223) 9.1(122) 88.0(1053) 12.0(144) 
Sexual abuse - - 

 
- - 

 
99.3(1175) .7(8) 

 
- - - - 

Psychological abuse 96.0(1856) 4.0(77) 
 

99.7(1180) .3(4) 
 

99.2(1362) .8(11) 
 

98.8(1148) 1.2(14) 96.8(1042) 3.2(34) 
Emotional neglect 95.7(1892) 4.3(85) 

 
96.6(1215) 3.4(43) 

 
97.0(1083) 3.0(34) 

 
92.2(1210) 7.8(102) 85.9(879) 14.1(144) 

Physical neglect 97.1(1917) 2.9(57) 
 

97.4(772) 2.6(21) 
 

- - 
 

94.2(838) 5.8(52) - - 
Supervisory/educational 
neglect 

94.1(1836) 5.9(115) 
 

90.3(997) 9.7(107) 
 

92.8(1219) 7.2(95) 
 

83.8(1037) 16.2(200) 70.5(749) 29.5(313) 

Family violence 97.9(1822) 2.1(40)   99.2(1145) .8(9)   - -   97.5(1118) 2.5(29) 96.8(882) 3.2(29) 

Note. Data were compiled from the final master file of the Québec Longitudinal Study of Child Development (1998-2018), 
Québec Government, Institut de la Statistique du Québec. 
Within each developmetal period: No= none or exposure at a single age point; Yes= exposure at more than one age point. Within 
lifetime: No= none or exposure at one developmental period; Yes=more than one developmental period. 
aBy childhood includes preschool and school-age;  
bBy adolescence includes preschool, school-age and adolescence. 
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Table 5 
         Extent of exposure to different or repeating acts of maltreatment by type across developmental periods 

 

 
Preschool  

(birth to 5 years) 
School-age  

(6 to 12 years) 
Adolescence  

(13 to 17 years) 

By the end of 
childhood  

(birth to 12 years)a 

By the end of 
adolescence (birth to 

17 years)b 

 
Range M(SD) Range M(SD) Range M(SD) Range M(SD) Range M(SD) 

Physical abuse (item range: 15-18) 0-7 .25(.62) 0-7.25 .19(.59) 0-3 .13(.39) 0-5.46 .21(.49) 0-3.64 .17(.35) 
Sexual abuse (4 items in adolescence) - - - - 0-10 .28(1.07) - - - - 
Psychological abuse (item range: 2-16) 0-5.25 .20(.54) 0-1 .01(.09) 0-6.67 .26(1.04) 0-2.63 .11(.28) 0-2.97 .14(.38) 
Emotional neglect (item range: 11-28) 0-4 .10(.28) 0-4 .14(.36) 0-3.50 .21(.58) 0-2.80 .12(.25) 0-2.09 .14(.27) 
Physical neglect (item range: 0-14) 0-5.67 .14(.47) 0-3.60 .08(.29) - - 0-3.08 .09(.24) - - 
Supervisory/educational neglect (item 
range: 13-33) 

0-4.33 .26(.53) 0-2.25 .17(.30) 0-5 .18(.37) 0-2.47 .21(.32) 0-1.21 .19(.23) 

Family Violence (item range: 2-6) 0-7.50 .22(.76) 0-7.50 .16(.69) 0-10 .21(1.05) 0-6.25 .18(.55) 0-4.31 .17(.49) 
Note. Data were compiled from the final master file of the Québec Longitudinal Study of Child Development (1998-2018), Québec Government, Institut de 

la Statistique du Québec. 
All scales were coded to range from 0-10. The ranges presented here are those observed. "Item range" refers to the number of items in each developmental 
period. 
aBy childhood includes preschool and school-age. 
bby adolescence includes preschool, school-age and adolescence. 
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Table 6 
 Agreement between our prospective presence indicator (by the end of 

adolescence) and retrospective maltreatment 

  К p 

Physical abuse .075 <.001 

Sexual abuse .110 <.001 

Psychological abuse .110 <.001 

Emotional neglect .037 .148 

Physical neglect .057 .002 

Supervisory/educational neglect - - 

Family Violence .060 .009 

Any types .067 .003 

Cumulative maltreatment  .058 .001 
Note. Data were compiled from the final master file of the Québec 
Longitudinal Study of Child Development (1998-2018), Québec 
Government, Institut de la Statistique du Québec. 
К = kappa estimate.  
Prospective physical neglect by the end of childhood was used to estimate 
agreement (by the end of adolescence not available). Prospective sexual 
abuse "adolescence" was used to estimate agreement. 
Supervisory/educational neglect is not included in prospective "any types", 
as it is not measured retrospectively. 
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