Figure 2: Educational Outcomes of Victims vs. All Students Before the Report
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Notes: This figure compares educational outcomes of violence victims (red lines) and the general student population (blue lines) over the four years

preceding reported incidents. Column 1 presents outcomes for victims of adult-perpetrated violence, and Column 2 for victims of student-perpetrated
violence. Data for all students are reweighted to match the grade distribution of victims.
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Figure 3: Trends on Monthly Absenteeism During the Year of the Report
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Notes: This figure shows monthly absenteeism patterns for victims (red lines) and matched controls (blue lines) during the year of the report. Column 1
shows results for victims of adult violence; and column 2 for victims of student violence. Panel A presents data for male victims and Panel B for female

victims. The vertical dotted line indicates the month of the report.
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Figure 4: Event-Study Effects on Victims’ School Attendance
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Notes:This figure shows event-study estimates of school violence on attendance outcomes for victims of adult violence (column 1) and student violence
(column 2), comparing males (blue points) and females (red points). Panel A shows the effects on absenteeism and Panel B on dropout rates. The
reference period is two years before the incident (t-2). Estimates include individual fixed effects, year fixed effects, and grade-by-years-since-report fixed
effects. The lines represent 95% confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the student level.

33



Figure 5: Event-Study Effects on Victims” Academic Performance
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Notes: This figure shows event-study estimates of school violence on academic performance outcomes for victims of adult violence (column 1) and
student violence (column 2), comparing males (blue points) and females (red points). Panel A presents effects on grade retention and Panel B shows
effects on standardized GPA. The reference period is two years before the incident (t-2). Estimates include individual fixed effects, year fixed effects, and
grade-by-years-since-report fixed effects. The lines represent 95% confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the student level.
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Figure 6: Event-Study Effects on Victims’ Schools Characteristics
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Notes: This figure shows event-study estimates of school violence on school characteristics for victims of adult violence (column 1) and student violence
(column 2), comparing males (blue points) and females (red points). Panel A reports effects on school transfers, Panel B on school monthly copay
(USD), and Panels C and D on the school average math and reading scores, respectively. The reference period is two years before the incident (t-2).
Estimates include individual fixed effects, year fixed effects, and grade-by-years-since-report fixed effects. The lines represent 95% confidence intervals
with standard errors clustered at the student level.
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A. Math

Figure 7: Impact of Violence Reports on Survey-Based Test Scores
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Notes: This figure shows event-study estimates of school violence on survey standardized tests for victims of adult violence (column 1) and student
violence (column 2). Panels A-D presents effects on math, reading, sciences, and social sciences scores, respectively. The reference period is two years
before the incident (t-2). All estimations control for fixed effects for the combination of match, calendar year, and years since the report. The lines
represent 95% confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the school level.
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Figure 8: Impact of Violence Reports on Survey-Based Measures of Student Victimization
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Notes: This figure shows event-study estimates of school violence on survey-based measures of violence for victims of adult violence (column 1) and
student violence (column 2). Panels A-D presents effects on perceived physical, verbal, social, and virtual violence, respectively. The reference period is
two years before the incident (t-2). All estimations control for fixed effects for the combination of match, calendar year, and years since the report. The
lines represent 95% confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the school level.
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Figure 9: Impact of Violence Reports on Survey-Based Measures of Discrimination
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Notes: This figure shows event-study estimates of school violence on survey-based measures of discrimination for victims of adult violence (column 1)
and student violence (column 2). The reference period is two years before the incident (t-2). All estimations control for fixed effects for the combination
of match, calendar year, and years since the report. The lines represent 95% confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the school level.

Figure 10: Impact of Violence Reports on Survey-Based Measures of Belonging
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Notes: This figure shows event-study estimates of school violence on survey-based measures of school belonging for victims of adult violence (column 1)
and student violence (column 2). The reference period is two years before the incident (t-2). All estimations control for fixed effects for the combination
of match, calendar year, and years since the report. The lines represent 95% confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the school level..
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Figure 11: Impact of Violence Reports on Survey-Based Measures of Academic Self-Concept
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2. Student Violence

Notes: This figure shows event-study estimates of school violence on survey-based measures of academic self-concept for victims of adult violence
(column 1) and student violence (column 2). Panels A-D report effects on an aggregate academic self-concept index, average self-reported skills across all
subjects, and self-reported skills for math and language, respectively. The reference period is two years before the incident (t-2). All estimations control
for fixed effects for the combination of match, calendar year, and years since the report. The lines represent 95% confidence intervals with standard errors
clustered at the school level.
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Figure 12: Impact of Violence Reports on Survey-Based Measures of Teachers” Expectations
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Notes: This figure shows event-study estimates of school violence on survey-based measures of perceived teachers’ expectations. The reference period
is two years before the incident (t-2). All estimations control for fixed effects for the combination of match, calendar year, and years since the report. The
lines represent 95% confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the school level.

40



Figure 13: School Transfer as a Potential Mechanism
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Figure 14: Event-Study Effects on Victims” Classmates
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Notes: This figure presents event-study estimates on the classmates outcomes for victims of adult violence (column 1) and student violence victims
(column 2). All estimations control for individual fixed effects, year fixed effects, and the combination of grade and years since the report fixed effects.
The lines represent 95% confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the student level.
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Table 1: Characteristics of Reported School Violence

Abuse by Adult Abuse by Student

Men Women Men  Women
Psychological Violence 0.71 0.76 0.18 0.36
(0.46) (0.43) (0.38) (048
Psychological and Physical Violence  0.29 0.24 0.82 0.64
(0.46) (0.43) (0.38)  (0.48)
Frequency: Once Monthly 0.25 0.24 0.11 0.08
(043)  (0.43) (031) (027
Frequency: Multiple Times Monthly ~ 0.24 0.25 0.17 0.15
(0.43) (0.43) (0.37)  (0.36)
Frequency: More than Weekly 0.50 0.51 0.71 0.76
(0.50) (0.50) (0.45)  (0.43)
Cyberbullying 0.09 0.08 0.24 0.41

(0.29)  (0.27) (043)  (0.49)

Observations 729 689 1,439 1,807

Notes: This table summarizes characteristics of school violence complaints filed online between 2021 and 2023, disaggregated by perpe-
trator and victim gender. Since 2021, complainants have been asked to indicate the type of violence (physical, psychological, or both), the
frequency of incidents (isolated or recurrent), and whether the case involved cyberbullying. Standard deviations are reported in parenthe-
ses.
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Table 2: Characteristics of Schools Attended by Students Who Report School Violence Incidents vs. Non-
Reporting Students

No Report Abuse by Adult Abuse by Student
All Men Women Men Women
% Female 0.49 0.45 0.53 0.44 0.53
(0.15) (0.12) (0.15) (0.13) (0.15)
Average Attendance 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.89
(0.05) (0.05) (0.05) (0.05) (0.05)
Average GPA 5.74 5.74 5.74 5.75 5.73
(0.29) (0.27) (0.26) (0.26) (0.27)
Average Grade Retention 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04
(0.05) (0.04) (0.04) (0.04) (0.04)
Average School Change 0.15 0.14 0.15 0.14 0.15
(0.11) (0.10) (0.10) (0.09) (0.10)
Average Class Size 32.52 31.70 32.20 32.55 33.20
(7.58) (7.93) (7.77) (7.12) (6.71)
Public School 0.40 0.37 0.36 0.37 0.36
(0.49) (0.48) (0.48) (0.48) (0.48)
Voucher School 0.52 0.57 0.58 0.56 0.58
(0.50) (0.50) (0.49) (0.50) (0.49)
Private School 0.09 0.06 0.05 0.07 0.06
(0.28) (0.24) (0.22) (0.25) (0.24)
Capital 0.38 0.42 0.43 0.43 0.44
(0.49) (0.49) (0.49) (0.49) (0.50)
Rural School 0.08 0.08 0.07 0.06 0.04
(0.26) (0.28) (0.26) (0.23) (0.20)
Average Math Score 259.28 256.29 256.71 256.12 256.25
(31.59) (28.41) (28.34) (28.78)  (29.23)
Average Language Score 253.89 251.74 253.24 250.92 251.64
(23.07) (20.87)  (21.39) (21.40) (22.12)
Monthly School Copay (USD) 57 47 42 52 48
(138) (121) (110) (125) (121)
Average Father’s Schooling 11.80 11.87 11.90 12.07 11.99
(2.42) (2.21) (2.12) (2.19) (2.10)
Average Mother’s Schooling 11.84 11.90 11.93 12.07 12.00
(2.28) (2.10) (2.04) (2.09) (2.01)
Average Monthly Household Income (USD) 813.66 774.76 754.49 806.93 781.50
(737.69) (622.04) (556.78) (626.25) (592.19)
Obs 14,124,273 3,995 3,144 4,810 6,052

Notes: This table compares characteristics of schools attended by students who reported incidents of violence with those attended by
students who did not report during the same period. Column 1 presents averages for schools attended by non-reporting students. Columns
2-5 report averages for schools attended by students who reported cases of adult- or student-perpetrated violence, disaggregated by victim
gender. Standard deviations are reported in parentheses.
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Table 3: Characteristics of Students Who Report Violence

No Report Abuse by Adult Abuse by Student
All Men Women Men Women
A. Educational outcomes the year before the incident
Attendance 091 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88
(0.14) (0.14) (0.14) (0.14) (0.14)
[ 14,124,273] [3,995] [3,144] [4,810] [6,052]
GPA 5.69 5.52 5.67 5.61 5.61
(0.62) (0.65) (0.61) (0.60) (0.61)
[ 13,879,888] [3941] [3,101] [4,740]  [5,960]
Grade retention 0.04 0.07 0.04 0.04 0.05
(0.19) (0.25) (0.20) (0.19) (0.21)
[ 14,124,273] [3,995] [3,144] [4,810] [6,052]
School Change 0.16 0.20 0.21 0.19 0.21
(0.37) (0.40) (0.41) (0.40) (0.41)
[ 14,124,273] [3995] [3,144] [4810] [6,052]
B. Socioeconomic characteristics
Mother’s schooling 11.91 12.67 12.67 12.88 12.47
(3.48) (3.28) (3.27) (3.23) (3.22)
[12,610,662] [3,240] [2,706] [3,858] [5,359]
Father’s schooling 11.86 12.51 12.52 12.77 12.34
(3.61) (3.49) (3.36) (3.35) (3.36)
[ 12,412,652] [3171]  [2,648] [3,756] [5,217]
Household income (USD) 831.78 890.41 806.11 912.18 817.61
(888.35) (874.70) (779.41) (859.87) (797.87)
[ 12,625,858] [3,248]  [2,706] [3,862] [5,364]
C. Special Education Needs
Student with special needs 0.17 0.27 0.18 0.31 0.18
(0.38) (0.45) (0.38) (0.46) (0.38)
[ 14,124,273] [3,995] [3,144] [4,810] [6,052]
Specific learning disabilities 0.11 0.19 0.12 0.20 0.12
(0.32) (0.39) (0.32) (0.40) (0.33)
[ 14,124,273] [3,995] [3,144] [4,810] [6,052]
Autism spectrum disorder 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.04 0.00
(0.07) (0.15) (0.08) (0.20) (0.07)
[ 14,124,273] [3,995] [3,144] [4,810] [6,052]
D. Violence exposure of students and their peers the year of the incident
Exposure to physical violence -0.00 0.37 0.08 0.79 0.62
(1.00) (1.36) (1.13) (1.44) (1.52)
[ 2,433,835] [577] [ 468] [ 649] [811]
Exposure to verbal violence -0.00 0.27 0.25 0.68 0.90
(1.00) (1.13) (1.18) (1.26) (1.37)
[ 3,249,638] [ 810] [ 600] [ 870] [999]
Exposure to social violence -0.00 0.10 0.59 0.57 1.20
(1.00) (1.17) (1.48) (1.51) (1.71)
[ 1,470,645] [ 252] [261] [ 248] [483]
Exposure to virtual violence -0.00 0.11 0.40 0.47 1.14
(1.00) (1.19) (1.42) (1.62) (1.97)
[ 727,702] [ 142] [152] [ 160] [291]
School belonging 0.00 -0.55 -0.60 -0.46 -0.54
(1.00) (1.22) (1.25) (1.21) (1.18)
[ 3,471,693] [ 848] [ 614] [904] [ 1,043]
Peers” exposure to physical violence 0.00 0.03 0.04 0.07 0.02
(0.25) (0.27) (0.30) (0.28) (0.24)
[2,699,438] [ 708] [572] [821] [ 1,087]
Peers’” exposure to verbal violence 0.00 0.05 0.02 0.06 0.03
(0.27) (0.28) (0.28) (0.28) (0.26)
[ 3,598,454] [977] [ 735] [1,106] [1,328]
Peers’” exposure to social violence 0.00 0.04 0.02 0.03 0.03
(0.19) (0.23) (0.25) (0.21) (0.22)
[1,671,983] [319] [321] [ 324] [ 667]
Peers’” exposure to virtual violence 0.00 0.02 0.08 0.06 0.06
(0.23) (0.28) (0.33) (0.25) (0.24)
[ 750,165] [ 148] [ 154] [163] [ 298]

Notes: This table summarizes student characteristics by reports of school violence. Column 1 presents averages for non-victims. Columns
2 and 3 report averages for victims of adult-perpetrated violence by gender, and Columns 4 and 5 report averages for victims of student-

perpetrated violence by gender. Standard deviations are shown in parentheses and sample sizes in square brackets.
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Table 4: Effect of Violence on Long Term Outcomes

By Adult By Student
Mean Est. N Mean Est. N

High School On Time 0.75 —0.12*** 15300 0.76  —0.09"** 23392
(0.01) (0.01)

High School 0.82  —0.09"** 15300 0.83 —0.06™** 23392
(0.01) (0.01)

Takes Std. Test 0.66  —0.05*** 15300 0.66  —0.02*** 23392
(0.01) (0.01)

Math Score 30.64 —3.40"** 15300 29.28 —2.77*** 23392
(0.44) (0.35)

Lang. Score 30.69 —1.89*** 15300 30.11 —2.88*** 23392
(0.44) (0.35)

Post-secondary Enrollment 0.65 —0.03*** 15300 0.65 0.00 23392
(0.01) (0.01)

University 037  —0.02*** 15300 0.36 —0.01* 23392
(0.01) (0.01)

Vocational 0.32 —0.01 15300 0.32 0.02*** 23392
(0.01) (0.01)

Above Mean-Score Program (.19 —0.01* 15300 0.18  —0.02*** 23392
(0.01) (0.00)

Notes: This table reports long-term effects of school violence on educational outcomes using a matching approach that controls for pre-
incident educational trajectories and socioeconomic characteristics. The sample includes 9,646 students (54% of the original sample) who
could have completed high school by 2022 based on their grade level at the time of the incident. Mean column shows control group
averages. Robust standard errors are reported in parentheses. * * xp < 0.01,% * p < 0.05,*p < 0.1.

Table 5: Lee Bounds for Long-term Test Score Effects

Math score Language score
Effect  Lower-bound Upper-bound Effect  Lower-bound Upper-bound
(1) ) 3) ) 5) ©)
A. Adult violence
treated -0.083*** -0.168*** -0.003 -0.006 -0.076*** 0.083***
(0.019) (0.019) (0.019) (0.020) (0.019) (0.019)
dep var. control -0.18 -0.03 -0.27 -0.18 -0.04 -0.28
N 9,481 8,982 8,977 9,681 9,138 9,171
B. Student violence
treated -0.100%* -0.134** -0.068*** -0.102** -0.131%* -0.071%**
(0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.015)
dep var. control -0.18 -0.16 -0.26 -0.18 -0.14 -0.23
N 14,707 14,430 14,458 15,041 14,769 14,794

Notes: This table reports Lee bounds for long-term test score effects to address potential selection bias from differential attrition in standardized test-
taking. Column (1) shows the main effect estimates; columns (2) and (3) present the lower and upper bounds, respectively. Math and language
scores are measured as percentiles in the national distribution. “dep var. control” shows the mean of the dependent variable for the control
group. Panel A presents results for victims of adult violence, and Panel B for victims of student violence. Robust standard errors are reported
in parentheses.* * xp < 0.01, % * p < 0.05,p < 0.1.
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A Descriptive Statistics of Violence Reports

Figure A.1: School Violence Reports over Time
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Notes: This figure plots the number of school violence reports filed with Chile’s Superintendency of Education from 2014 to 2019. The blue
line corresponds to adult-perpetrated violence against students, and the red line corresponds to student-perpetrated violence.
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Figure A.2: Distribution of Reports by Grade
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Notes: This figure shows the distribution of violence reports by grade level and victim gender for cases included in the analysis. Column 1 presents
reports of adult-perpetrated violence, and Column 2 reports of student-perpetrated violence. Panels A and B display results for male and female
victims, respectively. The analysis includes reports from 3rd grade onward; reports from 1st and 2nd grade are excluded.
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Figure A.3: Distribution of Violence Reports for Reporting Schools
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Notes: This figure shows the distribution of violence reports across schools from 2014 to 2019, restricted to schools with at least one reported incident.
Column 1 presents the distribution of adult-perpetrated violence reports, and Column 2 the distribution of student-perpetrated violence reports.
Among reporting schools, the average number of adult-perpetrated violence reports was 2.0, while the average for student-perpetrated violence

reports was 2.7.

49



B SIMCE Survey

This section describes the variables we use from the SIMCE data as part of our analysis. Tables B.1 re-
port the availability of each measure by grade and year. The variables we use can be divided into three
categories: students’ perception of the frequency of peer-perpetrated violence, discrimination, and psycho-

logical factors.

B.1 Perception of Violence

The first set of questions measures students’ perception of the frequency of different types of violence.
SIMCE categorizes the following four types of violence:

1. Physical violence: referring to the frequency of being hit or having belongings damaged.

2. Verbal violence: related to the frequency of insults, mockery, or verbal threats.

3. Social violence: referring to the frequency of isolation, gossip, or public humiliation.

4. Virtual violence: related to the frequency of threats, humiliation, or mockery through digital platforms

such as Facebook, WhatsApp, or Instagram.

Panels A-D of Table B.1 show that verbal violence is available for the majority of grade-year combina-

tions, while virtual violence is the least available measure.

The structure of the questions is consistent across years for grades 4b, 8b, and 2m. For grades 8b and
2m, the measures come from the following question: “During this academic year, how often have you been
bullied or mistreated in any of the following ways by students at your school?”

1. Physically: by hitting you or damaging your belongings.
2. Verbally: by insulting you, making fun of you, or threatening you.
3. Socially: by isolating you, speaking badly about you, or humiliating you in front of others.

4. Virtually: by threatening you, humiliating you, or making fun of you through messages on the Inter-
net (e.g., Facebook, WhatsApp, Messenger, emails).
With the following options: 1. never; 2. a couple of times a year; 3. a couple of times a month; 4. several
times a week; 5. every day.

For grades 4b and 6b in 2016 and 2018, the measures of physical and verbal violence come from the
following question: “During the past month, how many times has the following happened to you at your

school?”

1. Physically: a classmate has hit you.

2. Verbally: a classmate has made fun of you.
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Each question has four options: 1. never or almost never; 2. a few times; 3. many times; 4. always or
almost always.

For grade 6b in 2014 and 2015, only the verbal measure is available, based on the question: “During
this year, I have wanted to stay home because other students have bothered me at school,” with response

options: 1. very false; 2. false; 3. true; 4. very true.

Finally, for grade 6b, a similar structure to grades 8b and 2m is used with the question: “During this
year, how often have other students at your school bullied or mistreated you in the following way?”

1. Physically: by hitting you or damaging your belongings.
2. Verbally: by insulting you, making fun of you, or threatening you.

3. Socially: by isolating you, speaking badly about you, or humiliating you in front of others.

With the following options: 1. never; 2. a few times; 3. many times; 4. always or almost always.

We standardize all measures by grade and year due to minor variations in the question wording and
response options.

B.2 Discrimination

The second set of questions measures students’ perceptions of discriminatory behavior against them. The
questions vary only by grade, remain consistent across all years, and follow the same structure for different
reasons for discrimination.

The survey includes the following categories for discrimination: (1) personality, (2) physical character-
istics, (3) gender, (4) learning skills, (5) disability, (6) socioeconomic background, (7) immigrant, (8) native
population, (9) political idelology, (10) religion, (11) sexual orientation, and (12) pregnancy or having chil-
dren.

For grades 2m and 8b in 2012 to 2016, the discrimination question was the following: “During this
academic year, how often have you felt looked down upon, discriminated against, or excluded at your
school for any of the following reasons?” with response options: 1. never, 2. a few times, 3. most of the
time, and 4. always. For the other years and grades, the response options were binary (yes or no) for the
following question: “During this academic year, have you felt discriminated against at your school for any
of the following reasons?”

Table B.2 reports, by grade and year, the availability of each discrimination category. Due to variation
across years and grades, the index reported in Figure 10 corresponds to an average across all categories,
standardized by grade and survey year.

B.3 Psychological factors

The last set of questions we use as part of our analysis relates to psychological factors that could mediate
the effects of school violence on educational outcomes. We consider three different types of outcomes:
belonging (Baumeister and Leary, 1995; Walton and Cohen, 2011), academic self-concept (Marsh, 1990;
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Brunner et al., 2010; Arens et al., 2021), and teachers” expectations (Rosenthal and Jacobson, 1969; Jussim
and Harber, 2005).

B.3.1 Belonging

The questions on belonging generally follow the same structure across all grades and years. They ask
students to indicate their level of agreement with a set of statements. For some grade-year combinations,
the response options are: 1. strongly disagree, 2. disagree, 3. agree, and 4. strongly agree; for others, the
options are: 1. very false, 2. false, 3. true, and 4. very true. The statements we use to construct the index
are the following:

1. Happy: I am happy to come to my school.

2. Like: I really like my school.

3. Speak well: I always speak positively about my school to others.

4. Pride: I feel proud of my school.

5. Recommend: I would recommend my school to a friend.

6. Defend: If someone spoke badly about my school, I would defend it.

7. Change: I would feel sad if I had to change schools.

8. Teachers: My teachers make me feel like an important part of my school.

9. Principal: The principal makes me feel like an important part of my school.

For some grades and years, the question on happiness is worded as follows: “Thinking about how you

currently feel, how happy do you come to your school?” with response options: 1. not at all, 2. somewhat,
and 3. quite a lot.

In Figure 10, we report the effects on an index that averages all of these questions, and we standardize
all variables within year and grade.

B.3.2  Academic self-concept

We use two measures to assess students” academic self-concept.

The first measure aggregates responses to several statements regarding students” perceptions of their
abilities in school. Specifically, we use the following list of statements to construct the index:

1. I can do difficult homework and assignments well.
2. T'know I can finish assignments even if they are difficult.
3. Most of the things I do at school work well for me.

4. I pay attention in all my classes, even if I don’t like some of them.
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5. Ifind it difficult to understand what they teach me in class (reverse coded).
6. I know I can get good grades.
7. I am happy with my grades.
8. I can finish the year with a good GPA.
9. I know I am a good student.
10. Tam smart.
11. I always remember everything I learn.

12. When I reach adulthood, I will achieve everything I want.

Although the exact response options vary slightly by grade and survey year, they consistently follow a
similar structure. Students indicate their level of agreement with each statement using one of two formats:

¢ 1 =Strongly disagree, 2 = Disagree, 3 = Agree, 4 = Strongly agree; or

® 1= Very false, 2 = False, 3 = True, 4 = Very true.

The second measure of academic self-concept asks students to evaluate their perceived skills across
different subjects. In general, they reply to the following question: “how skilled do you feel to learn each
of the following subjects?”, with response options: 1. no skilled, 2. not very skilled, 3. quite skilled, 4.

very skilled. We consider as part of the general index the following subjects: math, language, arts, biology,
sports, social sciences, English, music, sciences, physics, and chemistry.

B.3.3 Teachers’ expectations

The teachers” expectation index is based on six questions in which students indicate their levels of agree-

ment or disagreement with two statements:

1. My teachers tell me that I can learn.

2. My teachers tell me that I am a good student.

3. My teachers motivate me to study.

4. My teachers motivate me to improve every day.

5. My teachers encourage me to express my opinions.

6. My teachers take into account my opinions.
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Table B.1: Availability of Violence Measures by Grade and Year

Panel A. Physical Violence

Panel B. Verbal Violence

Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B . X X X 4B .
6B X . . X . X 6B X . . . .
8B X X X . X . X 8B X X X . X X
2M . . X X X X 2M .

Panel C. Social Violence Panel D. Virtual Violence
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B . 4B .
6B X . . . 6B X . . . . .
8B X X X X X 8B X X X . X X
M . . X X X 2M

Notes: x indicates availability of the measure for that grade-year combination. 4B, 6B, and 8B refer to 4th, 6th, and 8th grade
respectively. 2M refers to second year of high school.
Table B.2: Availability of Discrimination Measures by Grade and Year

Panel A. Personality Panel B. Physical characteristics
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B X X 4B . . . . X X
6B . . . X . X 6B . . . X . X .
8B X X X X X 8B X X X . X X
2M X X X X X X 2M . X X X X X

Panel C. Gender Panel D. Learning skills
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B . X X 4B . . . .
6B . . . X . X 6B . . . X . .
8B X X X X X 8B . X X . X . X
2M X X X X X X 2M . X X X X X

Panel E. Disability Panel E. Socioeconomic background
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B . X X 4B . . . . X X
6B . . . X . X 6B . . . X . X .
8B X X X X X 8B X X X . X . X
M . X X X X X 2M X X X X X X

Panel G. Immigrant Panel H. Native (indigenous)
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B 4B . . . . X X
6B . . . . 6B . . . X . X .
8B X X X X X 8B X X X . X X
2M X X X X X X M .

Panel I. Political ideology Panel J. Religion
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B 4B
6B . . . . 6B . .
8B X X X X X 8B X X X . X . X
2M X X X X X X 2M X X X X X X

Panel K. Sexual orientation Panel L. Having children
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B 4B
6B . . . . 6B .
8B X X X X X 8B X X X . X X
2M X X X X X X 2M . X X X X X

Notes: x indicates availability of the measure for that grade-year combination. 4B, 6B, and 8B refer to 4th, 6th, and 8th grade
respectively. 2M refers to second year of high school.
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Table B.3: Availability of Belonging Measures by Grade and Year

Panel A. Belonging index

Panel B. Student happy to go to the school

Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B X X X X X X 4B X X X X X X

6B X X X X . X . 6B X X X X . X

8B X X X . X . X 8B X X X . X . X
2M X X X X X X M X X X X X X

Panel C. Student likes the school Panel D. Student speaks well about the school
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B X X X 4B X X X
6B X X X . 6B X X X
8B X 8B . . . .
2M . . . 2M X X X X

Panel E. Student feels proud of the school Panel F. Student would recommend school
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B X X X X X X 4B
6B X X X X . X 6B . .
8B X X X . X . 8B X X X . X . X
M X X X X X X M X X X X X X .

Panel G. Student would defend the school Panel H. Student would feel sad if they had to change schools
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B X X X 4B X X X
6B X X X 6B X X X
8B X X X 8B
2M X X X . . 2M . . . . .

Panel I. Teachers make the student feel important Panel J. The principal makes the student feel important
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B X X X X . X 4B X X X X . X
6B X X X X . X 6B X X X X . X
8B . . . . X . 8B . . . . X .

M . . . X X X M . . . . X X

Notes: x indicates availability of the measure for that grade-year combination. 4B, 6B, and 8B refer to 4th, 6th, and 8th grade

respectively. 2M refers to second year of high school.
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Table B.4: Availability of Academic Self-concept Measures by Grade and Year

Panel A. I can do difficult homework and assignments well

Panel B. I can finish assignments even if they are difficult

Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B . . . X X X 4B X X X X
6B . . . X . X . 6B X X X X
8B . . . . X . X 8B X . X
2M . . X X X X . 2M X . . .
Panel C. Most of the things I do at school work well for me. Panel D. I pay attention in all my classes
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B X X X 4B X X
6B X X X . 6B X X
8B X X X . X 8B X X .
M X X X X X X . 2M X X . X
Panel E. I find it difficult to understand what they teach me Panel F. I know I can get good grades
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B 4B . . X X X X
6B . . . . 6B . . X X . X .
8B X X X . X 8B . . X . X . X
2M X X X X X X M . . X X X X
Panel G.Iam happy with the grades I am able to achieve Panel H. I can finish the year with a good GPA
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B X X 4B . . . . X X
6B X X 6B . . . X . X
8B X X 8B
2M X X . . 2M
Panel I. I know I am a good student Panel J. I am smart
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B . . . X X X 4B X X
6B . . . X . X 6B X X
8B 8B X X
2M . . . . 2M X X . . . . .
Panel K. I always remember everything I learn Panel L. When I reach adulthood, I will achieve everything I
want
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B X X X 4B X X . . . X
6B X X X 6B X X X
8B X X 8B X X
2M X X 2M X X

Notes: x indicates availability of the measure for that grade-year combination. 4B, 6B, and 8B refer to 4th, 6th, and 8th grade
respectively. 2M refers to second year of high school.
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Panel A. Math

Table B.5: Availability of Skills Measures by Grade and Year

Panel B. Language

Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B X X . X X X 4B X X X X X X
6B X X X X . X . 6B X X X X . X .
8B . X . X 8B X X X . X . X
2M . X X X 2M X X X X X X

Panel C. Arts Panel D. Biology
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B X X X X X X 4B X X
6B X X X X . X . 6B . X .
8B X X X . X . X 8B . X . X
2M X X X X X X 2M . X X X

Panel E. Sports Panel F. Social sciences
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B X X X X X X 4B X X X
6B X X X X . X . 6B . X . X .
8B X X X . X . X 8B X . X . X
2M . X X X X X 2M . X X X X

Panel G. English Panel H. Music
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B X X X X 4B X X X
6B X X . X . 6B . . . X . X .
8B . X . X 8B . X X . X . X
2M X X X 2M X X X X X X

Panel I. Sciences Panel J. Physics
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B . X 4B
6B . . X 6B . .
8B . X X 8B . . . X . X
2M . . X 2M . X X X X

Panel K. Chemistry
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B
6B . .
8B . . . X . X
M . X X X X

Notes: x indicates availability of the measure for that grade-year combination. 4B, 6B, and 8B refer to 4th, 6th, and 8th grade
respectively. 2M refers to second year of high school.
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Table B.6: Availability of Teachers’ Expectations Measures by Grade and Year

Panel A. My teachers tell me thatI can learn

Panel B. My teachers tell me that I am a good student

Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B . . X X X X 4B . . . . . .
6B . . X X . X . 6B . . . X . X .
8B . . X . X . X 8B . . . . X . X
M . . X X X X M . . . . X X

Panel C. My teachers motivate me to study Panel D. My teachers motivate me to improve every day
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B . . X 4B . . X
6B . . X . . . . 6B . . X . . . .
8B . . X . X . X 8B . . . . X . X
2M . . X X X X M . . . . X X

Panel E. My teachers encourage me to express my opinions Panel E. My teachers take into account my opinions
Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Grade 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
4B . . . X X X 4B X X X X X X
6B . . . X . X 6B X X X X . X
8B . . . . X 8B
2M M

Notes: x indicates availability of the measure for that grade-year combination. 4B, 6B, and 8B refer to 4th, 6th, and 8th grade

respectively. 2M refers to second year of high school.
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C Survey-Based Results

Figure C.1: Event-study Estimates on Main Outcomes for Survey Sample

1. Adult Violence
A. Absenteeism

2. Student Violence
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Notes: This figure presents event-study estimates on main educational outcomes for the survey sample, comparing victims of adult violence (column 1)
and student violence (column 2). Panel A shows effects on absenteeism; Panel B on GPA; Panel C on school transfers; and Panel D on grade retention.
The results validate the alternative empirical design, showing estimates consistent with the findings from the DiD strategy in the administrative sample.
The reference period is two years before the incident (t-2). All estimations control for fixed effects for the combination of match, calendar year, and years
since the report. The lines represent 95% confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the school level.
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Figure C.2.i: Impact of Violence Reports on Survey-Based Measures of Types of Discrimination

1. Adult Violence

A. Personality

2. Student Violence
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Notes: This figure presents event-study estimates on survey-based measures of specific types of discrimination for victims of adult violence (column 1)
and student violence (column 2). Panel A shows effects on discrimination based on personality; Panel B on discrimination based on physical character-
istics; Panel C on discrimination based on gender; and Panel D on discrimination based on learning skills. The reference period is two years before the
incident (t-2). All estimations control for fixed effects for the combination of match, calendar year, and years since the report. The lines represent 95%
confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the school level.
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Figure C.2.ii: Impact of Violence Reports on Survey-Based Measures of Types of Discrimination

1. Adult Violence 2. Student Violence
A. Disability
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Notes: This figure presents event-study estimates on survey-based measures of specific types of discrimination for victims of adult violence (column 1)
and student violence (column 2). Panel A shows effects on discrimination based on disability; Panel B on discrimination based on socioeconomic status;
Panel C on discrimination based on immigrant status; and Panel D on discrimination based on native/indigenous status. The reference period is two
years before the incident (t-2). All estimations control for fixed effects for the combination of match, calendar year, and years since the report. The lines
represent 95% confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the school level.
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Figure C.2.iii: Impact of Violence Reports on Survey-Based Measures of Types of Discrimination

1. Adult Violence

A. Politics

2. Student Violence
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Notes: This figure presents event-study estimates on survey-based measures of specific types of discrimination for victims of adult violence (column
1) and student violence (column 2). Panel A shows effects on discrimination based on politics; Panel B on discrimination based on religion; Panel C
on discrimination based on sexual orientation; and Panel D on discrimination based on having children. The reference period is two years before the
incident (t-2). All estimations control for fixed effects for the combination of match, calendar year, and years since the report. The lines represent 95%
confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the school level.
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Figure C.3.i: Impact of Violence Reports on Survey-Based Measures of Sense of School Belonging

1. Adult Violence
A. Student goes happy to school

2. Student Violence
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Notes: This figure presents event-study estimates on survey-based measures of belonging of victims of adult violence (column 1) and student violence
(column 2). All estimations control for fixed effects for the combination of match, calendar year, and years since the report. The lines represent 95%
confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the school level.
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Figure C.3.ii: Impact of Violence Reports on Survey-Based Measures of Sense of School Belonging

1. Adult Violence

E. Student would recommend the school to a friend

2. Student Violence
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Notes: This figure presents event-study estimates on survey-based measures of belonging of victims of adult violence (column 1) and student violence
(column 2). All estimations control for fixed effects for the combination of match, calendar year, and years since the report. The lines represent 95%
confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the school level.
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Figure C.3.iii: Impact of Violence Reports on Survey-Based Measures of Sense of School Belonging by
Adults

1. Adult Violence 2. Student Violence
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Notes: This figure presents event-study estimates on survey-based measures of belonging of victims of adult violence (column 1) and student violence
(column 2). All estimations control for fixed effects for the combination of match, calendar year, and years since the report. The lines represent 95%
confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the school level.
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Figure C.4.i: Impact of Violence Reports on Survey-Based Measures of Academic Self-Concept
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Notes: This figure presents event-study estimates on survey-based measures of academic self-concept of victims of adult violence (column 1) and student
violence (column 2). All estimations control for fixed effects for the combination of match, calendar year, and years since the report. The lines represent
95% confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the school level.
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Figure C.4.ii: Impact of Violence Reports on Survey-Based Measures of Academic Self-Concept

1. Adult Violence 2. Student Violence
E. 1find it difficult to understand what they teach me in class (reversed)
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Notes: This figure presents event-study estimates on survey-based measures of academic self-concept of victims of adult violence (column 1) and student
violence (column 2). All estimations control for fixed effects for the combination of match, calendar year, and years since the report. The lines represent
95% confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the school level.

67



Figure C.4.iii: Impact of Violence Reports on Survey-Based Measures of Academic Self-Concept
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Notes: This figure presents event-study estimates on survey-based measures of academic self-concept of victims of adult violence (column 1) and student
violence (column 2). All estimations control for fixed effects for the combination of match, calendar year, and years since the report. The lines represent
95% confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the school level.
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Figure C.4.i: Impact of Violence Reports on Survey-Based Measures of Perception of Own Skills
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Notes: This figure presents event-study estimates on survey-based measures of students’ perception of their skills of victims of adult violence (column
1) and student violence (column 2). All estimations control for fixed effects for the combination of match, calendar year, and years since the report. The
lines represent 95% confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the school level.
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Figure C.4.ii: Impact of Violence Reports on Survey-Based Measures of Perception of Own Skills
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Notes: This figure presents event-study estimates on survey-based measures of students’ perception of their skills of victims of adult violence (column
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Figure C.4.iii: Impact of Violence Reports on Survey-Based Measures of Perception of Own Skills

1. Adult Violence 2. Student Violence
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Notes: This figure presents event-study estimates on survey-based measures of students’ perception of their skills of victims of adult violence (column
1) and student violence (column 2). All estimations control for fixed effects for the combination of match, calendar year, and years since the report. The
lines represent 95% confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the school level.
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Figure C.5.i: Impact of Violence Reports on Survey-Based Measures of Teachers Expectations
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Notes: This figure presents event-study estimates on survey-based measures of teachers expectations of victims of adult violence (column 1) and student
violence (column 2). All estimations control for fixed effects for the combination of match, calendar year, and years since the report. The lines represent
95% confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the school level.
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Figure C.5.i: Impact of Violence Reports on Survey-Based Measures of Teachers Expectations

1. Adult Violence 2. Student Violence
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Notes: This figure presents event-study estimates on survey-based measures of teachers expectations of victims of adult violence (column 1) and student
violence (column 2). All estimations control for fixed effects for the combination of match, calendar year, and years since the report. The lines represent
95% confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the school level.

73



D Heterogeneous Effects by Student Characteristics and Violence Type

We examine whether the impact of school violence varies across different student characteristics and types
of violent incidents.

Tables D.1 and D.2 examine whether the impact of violence by adults or students varies depending on
gender, the grade level when victimization occurs, and students’ socioeconomic status. These tables present
effects on short- and medium-term outcomes. Tables D.3 and D.4 present the corresponding analysis for
long-term outcomes.

Beyond demographic factors, we analyze whether effects vary by violence characteristics: psychological
versus physical violence, frequency of incidents, and presence of cyberbullying. Since detailed violence
classifications are only available for online reports filed from 2021 onward, this analysis uses reports from
2021-2023 and is presented in Tables D.5 and D.6. Because these reports are more recent and we have fewer
observations, we cannot examine whether long-term effects differ by type of violence.
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Table D.1: Heterogeneous Effects of Adult Violence on Short-term Outcomes by Students’” Characteristics

Absenteeism  Dropout  School change GPA Grade retention

O] [¢3) ®) ) ©)
Violence Exposure 0.04** 0.01%** 0.09%** —0.117** 0.02%**
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.01) (0.00)
Mean Control 0.11 0.02 0.17 —0.03 0.04
Clusters 28,424 28,424 28,424 28,370 28,424
Obs 230,928 230,928 230,928 223,932 230,928
By Gender
Violence Exposure 0.04** 0.01%** 0.08*** —0.14** 0.03***
(0.00) (0.00) (0.01) (0.01) (0.00)
Violence Exposure x Female —0.00 —0.01* 0.01 0.07*** —0.01
(0.00) (0.00) (0.01) (0.02) (0.00)
Mean Control 0.11 0.02 0.17 —0.03 0.04
Clusters 28,424 28,424 28,424 28,370 28,424
Obs 230,928 230,928 230,928 223,932 230,928
By Grade
Violence Exposure 0.03*** 0.01%* 0.117* —0.09%** 0.017**
(0.00) (0.00) (0.01) (0.01) (0.00)
Violence Exposure x Middle School 0.01 0.00 —0.03*** —0.03 0.01
(0.01) (0.00) (0.01) (0.02) (0.01)
Violence Exposure x High School 0.02%** 0.00 —0.05*** —0.04* 0.03***
(0.01) (0.00) (0.01) (0.03) (0.01)
Mean Control 0.11 0.02 0.17 —0.03 0.04
Clusters 28,424 28,424 28,424 28,370 28,424
Obs 230,928 230,928 230,928 223,932 230,928
By Maternal Education
Violence Exposure 0.06™** 0.01%** 0.10%** —0.10"** 0.03***
(0.01) (0.00) (0.01) (0.02) (0.01)
Violence Exposure x Mother High School —0.03*** —0.01%** —0.01 —0.01 —0.01
(0.01) (0.00) (0.01) (0.03) (0.01)
Violence Exposure x Mother Tertiary —0.03*** —0.01* —0.02** —0.02 —0.01
(0.01) (0.00) (0.01) (0.03) (0.01)
Mean Control 0.11 0.01 0.17 -0.03 0.04
Clusters 23,687 23,687 23,687 23,672 23,687
Obs 203,352 203,352 203,352 198,210 203,352

Notes: This table reports the heterogeneous effects of adult-perpetrated violence on short-term educational outcomes by student charac-
teristics. Each column represents a different outcome: (1) Absenteeism, (2) Dropout, (3) School change, (4) GPA, and (5) Grade retention.
The analysis uses matched DiD estimation comparing victims of adult violence to matched control students with similar pre-incident
educational trajectories. Estimates include individual fixed effects, year fixed effects, and grade-by-years-since-report fixed effects. “Vi-
olence Exposure” represents the main effect of experiencing adult-perpetrated violence. Interaction terms (e.g., “Violence Exposure x
Female”) capture differential effects for specific subgroups. Standard errors are clustered at the individual level and reported in parenthe-
ses. x x xp < 0.01, % p < 0.05,xp < 0.1.
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Table D.2: Heterogeneous Effects of Student Violence on Short-term Outcomes by Students Characteristics

Absenteeism  Dropout  School change GPA Grade retention

1 [¢3) ®) ) ©)
Violence Exposure 0.05%** 0.01%** 0.11%* —0.08"** 0.02%**
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.01) (0.00)
Mean Control 0.11 0.02 0.17 0.02 0.04
Clusters 43,169 43,169 43,169 43,085 43,169
Obs 355,496 355,496 355,496 345,016 355,496
By Gender
Violence Exposure 0.04** 0.01%** 0.09*** —0.10%** 0.02%**
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.01) (0.00)
Violence Exposure x Female 0.01*** —0.00 0.03*** 0.03** —0.00
(0.00) (0.00) (0.01) (0.01) (0.00)
Mean Control 0.11 0.02 0.17 0.02 0.04
Clusters 43,169 43,169 43,169 43,085 43,169
Obs 355,496 355,496 355,496 345,016 355,496
By Grade
Violence Exposure 0.04** 0.01%* 0.12%* —0.05"** 0.017**
(0.00) (0.00) (0.01) (0.01) (0.00)
Violence Exposure x Middle School 0.00 —0.00 —0.01* —0.03* 0.01*
(0.00) (0.00) (0.01) (0.02) (0.00)
Violence Exposure x High School 0.03*** 0.00 —0.01 —0.06*** 0.02***
(0.01) (0.00) (0.01) (0.02) (0.00)
Mean Control 0.11 0.02 0.17 0.02 0.04
Clusters 43,169 43,169 43,169 43,085 43,169
Obs 355,496 355,496 355,496 345,016 355,496
By Maternal Education
Violence Exposure 0.07%%* 0.01%** 0.12%* —0.09%** 0.02%**
(0.01) (0.00) (0.01) (0.02) (0.00)
Violence Exposure x Mother High School —0.03*** —0.01%** —0.01 0.03 —0.01*
(0.01) (0.00) (0.01) (0.02) (0.01)
Violence Exposure x Mother Tertiary —0.04** —0.01*** —0.01 0.02 —0.01
(0.01) (0.00) (0.01) (0.02) (0.00)
Mean Control 0.11 0.01 0.17 0.02 0.04
Clusters 36,649 36,649 36,649 36,636 36,649
Obs 317,652 317,652 317,652 310,354 317,652

Notes: This table reports the heterogeneous effects of student-perpetrated violence on short-term educational outcomes by student char-
acteristics. Each column represents a different outcome: (1) Absenteeism, (2) Dropout, (3) School change, (4) GPA, and (5) Grade re-
tention. The analysis uses matched DiD estimation comparing victims of adult violence to matched control students with similar pre-
incident educational trajectories. Estimates include individual fixed effects, year fixed effects, and grade-by-years-since-report fixed effects.
“Violence Exposure” represents the main effect of experiencing student-perpetrated violence. Interaction terms (e.g., “Violence Expo-
sure x Female”) capture differential effects for specific subgroups. Standard errors are clustered at the individual level and reported in
parentheses.* x xp < 0.01, % * p < 0.05,%p < 0.1.
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Table D.3: Heterogeneous Effects of Adult Violence on Long-term Outcomes by Students Characteristics

Figh School High School  Takes  Math Lang.  Postsecondary University Vocational _Above Mean-Score
on-time H Std. Test ~ Score  Score Enrollment Program
€] ) 3) 4) ®) ©6) @) 8) )
Violence Exposure —0.12 =009 —006" 3707 —215°" —0.04 —0.05 —0.01 —0.01
(0.01) (0.01) (0.01)  (048)  (0.48) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01)
Mean Control 076 084 0.68 3158 3157 0.67 038 032 019
Obs 14,039 14,039 14,039 14,039 14,039 14,039 14,039 14,039 14,039
By Gender
Violence Exposure 013 —0107 006 382 2197 008 008 0.00 005
(0.01) (0.01) (001)  (069)  (0.66) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01)
Violence Exposure x Female 0.00 0.00 0.01 025 0.08 ~0.01 0.02 —0.03 0.02°
(0.02) (0.01) (0.02)  (094)  (0.94) (0.02) (0.02) (0.02) (0.01)
Mean Control 076 084 0.68 3158 3157 0.67 038 032 019
Obs 14,039 14,039 14,039 14,039 14,039 14,039 14,039 14,039 14,039
By Grade
Violence Exposure —0.15 —008 012 793 648 —0.15 —012 —0.01 —0.04°
(0.03) (0.02) 003) (165 (1.63) (0.03) (0.03) (0.02) (0.02)
Violence Exposure x Middle School 0.02 —001 006 4217 3757 007" 0.09° —0.02 0.02
(0.03) (0.03) (0.03)  (183)  (181) (0.03) (0.03) (0.03) (0.02)
Violence Exposure x High School ~0.00 —0.02 007" 506" 557 012" 0117 0.01 0.03
(0.03) (0.03) (003)  (177)  (175) (0.03) (0.03) (0.03) (0.02)
Mean Control 0.76 0.84 0.68 3158 3157 0.67 038 0.32 0.19
Obs 14,039 14,039 14,039 14,039 14,039 14,039 14,039 14,039 14,039
By Maternal
Violence Exposure —0.4 01T 005 2527 —047 —0.04 —001 —0.04 —0.01
(0.02) (0.02) (0.02)  (086)  (0.86) (0.02) (0.02) (0.02) (0.01)
Violence Exposure x Mother High School 0.03 0047 0.00 047 1.01 001 0.03 005" 001
(0.02) (0.02) (0.02)  (120)  (1.20) (0.02) (0.02) (0.02) (0.02)
Violence Exposure x Mother Tertiary 0.02 0.01 000 3117 317 ~0.01 —0.03 0.03 ~0.03
(0.02) (0.02) (0.02)  (121)  (122) (0.02) (0.02) (0.02) (0.02)
Mean Control 077 085 0.69 3226 3229 0.68 039 032 020
Obs 13,328 13,328 13,328 13,328 13,328 13,328 13,328 13,328 13,328

Notes: This table reports the heterogeneous effects of adult-perpetrated violence on long-term educational outcomes by student charac-
teristics. Each column represents a different outcome: (1) High school on-time graduation, (2) High school graduation, (3) Takes stan-
dardized test, (4) Math score, (5) Language score, (6) Post-secondary enrollment, (7) University enrollment, (8) Vocational enrollment, and
(9) Above mean-score program enrollment. The analysis uses a matching approach that controls for pre-incident educational trajectories
and socioeconomic characteristics. “Violence Exposure” represents the main effect of experiencing adult-perpetrated violence. Interac-
tion terms (e.g., “Violence Exposure x Female”) capture differential effects for specific subgroups. Robust standard errors are reported in
parentheses.x * xp < 0.01,% * p < 0.05,*p < 0.1.

Table D.4: Heterogeneous Effects of Student Violence on Long-term Outcomes by Students Characteristics

HighSchool HighSchool  Takes  Math  Lang.  Postsecondary University Vocational _Above Mean-Seore
H

on-time Std. Test ~ Score  Score Enrollment Program
1) ) 3) ) ®) 6) ) (8 )
Violence Exposure —0.097 0077 003 28777 2907 =000 001 0027 0.0
(0.01) (0.01) (001)  (038)  (0.37) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01)
Mean Control 077 085 0.68 30.12 3094 0.66 038 032 018
Obs 21,533 21,533 21,533 21,533 21,533 21,533 21,533 21,533 21,533
By Gender
Violence Exposure 009 005 000 1747 2357 —0.00 —0.07 0.02° —0.02"
(0.01) (0.01) (001)  (068)  (0.65) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01)
Violence Exposure x Female 0.00 0037 0047 1747 085 ~0.00 001 ~0.00 0.02
(0.01) (0.01) (001)  (081)  (0.79) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01)
Mean Control 0.77 085 0.68 3012 3094 0.66 0.38 0.32 0.18
Obs 21,533 21,533 21,533 21,533 21,533 21,533 21,533 21,533 21,533
By Grade
Violence Exposure 004 0.00 004 258 647 —0.03 —0.03 —0.00 —0.02
(0.05) (0.04) (005)  (302)  (281) (0.05) (0.05) (0.04) (0.03)
Violence Exposure x Middle School 0.04 0.06" 0.03 055 3.88 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.00
(0.05) (0.04) (005)  (307)  (287) (0.05) (0.05) (0.04) (0.03)
Violence Exposure x High School —0.06 ~0.08* 0.01 ~1.10 346 0.03 0.01 0.03 0.02
(0.05) (0.04) (005)  (306) (285 (0.05) (0.05) (0.04) (0.03)
Mean Control 077 085 0.68 30.12 3094 0.66 038 032 018
Obs 21,533 21,533 21,533 21,533 21,533 21,533 21,533 21,533 21,533
By Maternal
Violence Exposure 0107 008 005  -126° 125 —001 —0.00 —0.00 001
(0.01) (0.01) (0.02)  (070)  (0.67) (0.02) (0.01) (0.02) (0.01)
Violence Exposure x Mother High School 0.02 0.02 0.01 —146 226" 0.03 ~0.03 005" ~0.01
(0.02) (0.02) (0.02)  (094)  (0.91) (0.02) (0.02) (0.02) (0.01)
Violence Exposure x Mother Tertiary 0.00 0.03° 000 27277 217" 0.00 0.00 0.00 —0.04%
(0.02) (0.02) (0.02)  (100)  (0.97) (0.02) (0.02) (0.02) (0.01)
Mean Control 078 085 0.69 30.62 3147 0.67 0.38 0.32 0.19
Obs 20,650 20,650 20,650 20,650 20,650 20,650 20,650 20,650 20,650

Notes: This table reports the heterogeneous effects of student-perpetrated violence on long-term educational outcomes by student charac-
teristics. Each column represents a different outcome: (1) High school on-time graduation, (2) High school graduation, (3) Takes standard-
ized test, (4) Math score, (5) Language score, (6) Post-secondary enrollment, (7) University enrollment, (8) Vocational enrollment, and (9)
Above mean-score program enrollment. The analysis uses a matching approach that controls for pre-incident educational trajectories and
socioeconomic characteristics. “Violence Exposure” represents the main effect of experiencing student-perpetrated violence. Interaction
terms (e.g., “Violence Exposure x Female”) capture differential effects for specific subgroups. Robust standard errors are reported in paren-
theses. * * xp < 0.01,% * p < 0.05,*p < 0.1.
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Table D.5: Heterogeneous Effects of Adult Violence by Violence Type

Absenteeism  Dropout School change GPA Grade retention

(1) @ ®3) “4) ©®)
Violence Exposure 0.04"** 0.00 0.06"** —0.15%** 0.00
(0.01) (0.00) (0.01) (0.03) (0.00)
Mean Control 0.11 0.01 0.13 —0.03 0.01
Clusters 2,835 2,835 2,835 2,835 2,835
Obs 17,014 17,014 17,014 16,746 17,014
Physical vs Psychological
Violence Exposure 0.04"** 0.00 0.07*** —0.15%** 0.00
(0.01) (0.00) (0.01) (0.03) (0.00)
Violence Exposure x Physical 0.00 0.00 —0.00 0.01 —0.00
(0.01) (0.01) (0.02) (0.05) (0.01)
Mean Control 0.11 0.01 0.13 —0.03 0.01
Clusters 2,835 2,835 2,835 2,835 2,835
Obs 17,014 17,014 17,014 16,746 17,014
Frequency
Violence Exposure 0.04"** —0.00 0.06"** —0.14*** 0.01**
(0.01) (0.00) (0.02) (0.04) (0.00)
Violence Exposure x Monthly 0.00 0.00 0.02 —0.01 —0.01
(0.01) (0.01) (0.02) (0.05) (0.01)
Violence Exposure x Weekly 0.01 0.01 —0.02 0.04 —0.02%**
(0.01) (0.00) (0.03) (0.07) (0.01)
Mean Control 0.11 0.01 0.13 —0.02 0.01
Clusters 2,813 2,813 2,813 2,813 2,813
Obs 16,870 16,870 16,870 16,603 16,870
Cyberbullying
Violence Exposure 0.04"** 0.00 0.07*** —0.15*** 0.00
(0.01) (0.00) (0.01) (0.03) (0.00)
Violence Exposure x Cyberbullying —0.03** 0.01 —0.03 0.03 —0.02**
(0.01) (0.01) (0.03) (0.07) (0.01)
Clusters 2,835 2,835 2,835 2,835 2,835
Obs 17,014 17,014 17,014 16,746 17,014

Notes: This table reports the heterogeneous effects of adult-perpetrated violence by violence type characteristics. Each column represents
a different outcome: (1) Absenteeism, (2) Dropout, (3) School change, (4) GPA, and (5) Grade retention. The analysis uses matched DiD
estimation. “Violence Exposure” represents the main effect of experiencing adult-perpetrated violence. Interaction terms capture differ-
ential effects by violence characteristics: physical vs. psychological violence, frequency of incidents (monthly, weekly), and presence of
cyberbullying. Sample includes online reports filed between 2021-2023 with detailed violence classifications. Robust standard errors are
reported in parentheses. % % xp < 0.01, % % p < 0.05,%p < 0.1.
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Table D.6: Heterogeneous Effects of Student Violence by Violence Type

Absenteeism  Dropout School change GPA Grade retention

(1) @ @) “4) ©)
Violence Exposure 0.05"** 0.00 0.10"** —0.09*** 0.00*
(0.00) (0.00) (0.01) (0.02) (0.00)
Mean Control 0.11 0.01 0.13 0.01 0.01
Clusters 6,490 6,490 6,490 6,490 6,490
Obs 40,426 40,426 40,426 39,847 40,426
Physical vs Psychological
Violence Exposure 0.06"** 0.00 0.10"** —0.08"** 0.01**
(0.01) (0.00) (0.01) (0.03) (0.00)
Violence Exposure x Physical —0.01 —0.00 —0.00 —0.01 —0.00
(0.01) (0.00) (0.01) (0.03) (0.00)
Mean Control 0.11 0.01 0.13 0.01 0.01
Clusters 6,490 6,490 6,490 6,490 6,490
Obs 40,426 40,426 40,426 39,847 40,426
Frequency
Violence Exposure 0.04"** 0.00 0.06** —0.07** 0.00
(0.01) (0.00) (0.01) (0.03) (0.00)
Violence Exposure x Monthly 0.01 —0.00 0.04*** —0.01 0.00
(0.01) (0.00) (0.02) (0.03) (0.00)
Violence Exposure x Weekly 0.01 —0.00 0.07*** —0.04 0.00
(0.01) (0.00) (0.02) (0.03) (0.00)
Mean Control 0.11 0.01 0.13 0.02 0.01
Clusters 6,416 6,416 6,416 6,416 6,416
Obs 39,932 39,932 39,932 39,360 39,932
Cyberbullying
Violence Exposure 0.05"** 0.00* 0.09"** —0.06*** 0.00
(0.00) (0.00) (0.01) (0.02) (0.00)
Violence Exposure x Cyberbullying 0.00 —0.00 0.01 —0.08*** 0.01%**
(0.01) (0.00) (0.01) (0.03) (0.00)
Clusters 6,490 6,490 6,490 6,490 6,490
Obs 40,426 40,426 40,426 39,847 40,426

Notes: This table reports the heterogeneous effects of student-perpetrated violence by violence type characteristics. Each column represents
a different outcome: (1) Absenteeism, (2) Dropout, (3) School change, (4) GPA, and (5) Grade retention. The analysis uses a matched
DiD estimation. “Violence Exposure” represents the main effect of experiencing student-perpetrated violence. Interaction terms capture
differential effects by violence characteristics: physical vs. psychological violence, frequency of incidents (monthly, weekly), and presence
of cyberbullying. Sample includes online reports filed between 2021-2023 with detailed violence classifications. Robust standard errors are
reported in parentheses.x s xp < 0.01, % % p < 0.05,*p < 0.1.
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E Robustness Tests

A potential concern is that our primary matching approach might overfit pre-trends, creating an artificial
similarity between victims and matched controls that could bias our results. To test the robustness of our
findings against this concern, we implement a fuzzy matching strategy with fewer matching variables,
including only grade, gender, and school characteristics of the school attended the year before the incident.
Results presented in Figure E.1 demonstrate that our findings remain unchanged under this alternative
specification.

Additionally, we conduct a placebo test to further validate our causal interpretation. We artificially
set the event time as three years before the actual incident and estimate effects using the same empirical
strategy with t-2 as the reference period. We expect this exercise to show no effects during the artificial
“event year” or the year preceding it. Results presented in Figure E.2 confirm our expectations, showing
no major effects during these placebo periods.

We also address the concern that unobserved school-level shocks might simultaneously affect both the
probability of reporting violence and student outcomes. To test for this possibility, in Figure E.3 we imple-
ment an alternative matching strategy using classmates as controls. For this exercise, we restrict our sample
to victims attending schools with at least five students of the same gender enrolled in their grade, ensuring
the feasibility of finding appropriate matches (with more than 98% of victims satisfying this condition).
Specifically, for each treated student, we identify a match from the same grade and gender within the same
school during the incident year, ensuring exposure to identical school-level conditions and policies. We ac-
knowledge that this approach is not our preferred specification, as our main results demonstrate significant
spillover effects on classmates, which could lead this strategy to underestimate the true treatment effects.
Nevertheless, even when using these potentially contaminated controls, we observe statistically significant
impacts in both the short and medium term, though the magnitudes are somewhat attenuated relative to

our main estimates.

Finally, we examine treatment effects on siblings to address concerns that unobserved household-level
shocks might simultaneously increase the probability of reporting violence and affect student outcomes.
While we acknowledge that violence reports may directly impact siblings through family dynamics, this
exercise helps us assess whether our main results could be driven by household-level confounders rather
than the violence incident itself.

We identify siblings using the Spanish naming tradition prevalent in Chile, where individuals receive
two surnames corresponding to the father’s and mother’s first surnames, respectively. Within each school,
we classify students as siblings if they share the same pair of surnames in the same order and attend the
same institution in any year between 2004 and 2017. To minimize false positives, we exclude surname pairs

appearing 100 or more times in our sample in any given year.?!

Our sibling analysis includes 5,675 siblings from 4,772 reporting students (an average of 1.2 siblings per
reporter), enrolled between 3rd grade and 12th grade at the time of the report. Of these, 53% are younger
siblings and 47% are older siblings. Notably, 59% of siblings attended the same school as the reporting

21To validate our surname-based sibling identification, we match our records with parental national identification numbers (NIDs)
from higher education exam registrations. Using mothers” NIDs available for 54% of our sample, we find that 93% of same-school
students sharing identical surnames are indeed siblings, confirming the reliability of our identification strategy.
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student during the incident year. The sample comprises 3,276 siblings of peer violence reporters and 2,418
siblings of adult abuse reporters.

Results presented in Figure E.4 show that while siblings experience some effects—which is expected
given potential family disruption from the reporting process—these impacts are considerably smaller than
those observed for direct victims. Specifically, we find no significant effects on dropout rates, grade re-
tention, or GPA for siblings. There is an increase in the probability of changing schools (0.13 p.p) and an
increase in absenteeism (0.015 p.p), both substantially smaller than the effects observed for direct victims.
Descriptively, approximately 35% of siblings initially enrolled in the same school as the reporter transfer

the following year, compared to roughly 55% of direct victims who change schools.

The relatively modest effects on siblings, combined with their distinct pattern compared to direct victim
effects, provide additional confidence that our main results reflect the causal impact of violence exposure
rather than unobserved household-level factors that might confound our estimates.
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Figure E.1: Robustness of Results to Fuzzier Matching

1. Adult Violence 2. Student Violence
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Notes: This figure shows event-study estimates of school violence on educational outcomes using a fuzzy matching strategy with fewer matching
variables as a robustness check. The analysis compares victims of adult violence (column 1) and student violence (column 2) to matched controls,
including only grade, gender, and school characteristics of the school attended the year before the incident. Panel A shows effects on absenteeism, Panel
B on dropout rates, Panel C on grade retention, Panel D on GPA, and Panel E on school transfers. The reference period is two years before the incident
(t-2). Results demonstrate robustness of main findings to alternative matching specifications. Estimates include individual fixed effects, year fixed effects,
and grade-by-years-since-report fixed effects. The lines represent 95% confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the individual level.
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Figure E.2: Robustness of Results to Placebo Timing
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Notes: This figure shows event-study estimates using a placebo test where the event time is artificially set three years before the actual incident as a
robustness check. The analysis compares victims of adult violence (column 1) and student violence (column 2) to matched controls during this artificial
event period. Panel A shows effects on absenteeism, Panel B on dropout rates, Panel C on grade retention, Panel D on GPA, and Panel E on school
transfers. The reference period is two years before the artificial incident (t-2). Results show no significant effects during the placebo periods, supporting
the causal interpretation of main findings. Estimates include individual fixed effects, year fixed effects, and grade-by-years-since-report fixed effects. The
lines represent 95% confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the individual level.
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Figure E.3: Robustness of Results to using Classmates as Controls
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Notes: This figure shows event-study estimates using an alternative matching strategy with classmates as controls as a robustness check. The analysis
compares victims of adult violence (column 1) and student violence (column 2) to same-gender classmates from the same grade and school during the
incident year. The sample is restricted to victims attending schools with at least five students of the same gender enrolled in their grade (with more
than 98% of victims satisfying this condition). Panel A shows effects on absenteeism, Panel B on dropout rates, Panel C on grade retention, Panel D on
GPA, and Panel E on school transfers. The reference period is two years before the incident (t-2). While this approach may underestimate true treatment
effects due to spillover effects on classmates, results still show statistically significant impacts in both the short and medium term, though magnitudes
are somewhat attenuated relative to main estimates. Estimates include individual fixed effects, year fixed effects, and grade-by-years-since-report fixed
effects. The shaded areas represent 95% confidence intervals with standard errors clustered at the individual level.
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Figure E.4: Event-Study Effects on Siblings
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Notes: This figure shows event-study estimates for siblings of violence victims as a robustness check to address concerns about unobserved household-
level shocks. The analysis examines treatment effects on 5,675 siblings from 4,772 reporting students, enrolled between 3rd grade and 12th grade at the
time of the report. Siblings are identified using Chile’s Spanish naming tradition, where students sharing the same pair of surnames in the same order
within a school are classified as siblings. The sample comprises 3,276 siblings of peer violence reporters and 2,418 siblings of adult abuse reporters, with
59% attending the same school as the reporting student during the incident year. Panel A shows effects on absenteeism, Panel B on dropout rates, Panel
C on grade retention, Panel D on GPA, and Panel E on school transfers. The reference period is two years before the incident (t-2). While siblings show
some effects due to potential family disruption from the reporting process, these impacts are considerably smaller than those observed for direct victims,
providing confidence that main results reflect causal effects of violence exposure rather than household-level confounders. Estimates include individual
fixed effects, year fixed effects, and grade-by-years-since-report fixed effects. The shaded areas represent 95% confidence intervals with standard errors
clustered at the individual level.
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